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Jean - Francois Lyotard

totality modernity
postmodern

other

language game

1 “Theanswer is: Let uswageawar on totality; let usbewitnessesto the unpresentable; let us
activate the differences and save the honor of the name.” see Jean-Francois Lyotard, The Postmodern
Condition: A Report on Knowledge. University of Minnesota Press, 1989. p.82

PCRK difference differend difference

differend

2 post- or

neostructualism

postmodern Florian Rotzer, Conversation With French Philosophers.
goreword by Rainer Rochlitz, translated by Gray E. Aylesworth. Humanities Press, 1995. pp.1-7



justice
paganism

ontological °©

narrative model

pre-understand

Heidegger and the  jews : A Conferencein
Vienna and Freiburg (1989) Jean-Francois Lyotard , Political writings . translated by Bill
Readings with Kevin Paul Geiman, foreword by Bill Readings. Minneapolis ; London : University of
IS\/I innesota Press, c1993

Jean-Francois Lyotard and Jean-Loup Thebaud , Just gaming. translated by Wlad Godzich ;

introduction by Samuel Weber ; translated by Brian Massumi . Minneapolis : University of Minnesota

Press, ¢1985. p 16 JG

- 1999.12 -
1997.1



cultural relativism
postmodern just gaming

sublime

7

Geoffrey Bennington, Lyotard : writingtheevent Manchester : Manchester University Press, 1988
Bill Readings, Introducing Lyotard : art and politics London ; New York : Routledge, 1991
Andrew Benjamin Judging Lyotard London ; New York : Routledge, 1992 Stuart

Sim, Jean-Francois Lyotard New York : Prentice Hall/Harvester Wheatsheaf, 1996 James

Williams, Lyotard : towards a postmodern philosophy Cambridge, UK ; Malden, MA : Polity Press,

1998 Lyotard  thePolitical (London ; New York : Routledge, 2000) Neal Curtis, Against

autonomy : Lyotard, judgement and action Aldershot, Hants, England ; Burlington, VT : Ashgate,

2001

8

— 1989
1997
2002 —
Just gaming
1997 — The inhuman : reflections
on time 2000 Postmodern Fables
2001
1997 J-F.Lyotard
2000 Jean-Frangois
Lyotard 2001
- 1995



justice

conduct
performance
PCRK, p.49
justice
John Rawls A Theory of Justice Harvard University Press 1971
1997 1
2
56 Rawls
553-564
Rawls



10

fundamentalism

justice

11

12

10

H Todd May, The Moral Theory of Poststructuralism.

Pennsylvania University Press, 1995. Richard J. Bernstein, The New Constellation: The
Ethical-Palitical Horizons of Modernity/Postmodernity . Polity Press, 1991. Zygmunt Bauman,
Postmodern Ethics . Cambridge Blackwell, 1993. —Life in Fragments. Essays in Postmodern
Morality. Cambridge Blackwell, 1995. —Postmodernity and Its discontents. Cambridge Blackwell,

1997.
12



Cogito, ergo sum

13 categorical

imperative

13 “ Dialectic of pure Practical Reason” see

Immanuel Kant , Critique of Practical Reason . translated by Lewis White Beck. Macmillan
Press,1993. pp.113-153



Alasdair MacIntyre

14

Geist

15

Gaze

14 practice

Alasdair MaclIntyre, After Virtue. London: Gerald
E)Suckworth, 1994.

PCRK, p.33



meta
narratives great narratives

/
/ \x
16 4

Auschwits

17

16 «“The metanarratives | was concerned with in The Postmodern Condition are those that have
marked modernity: the progressive emancipation of reason and freedom, the progressive or
catastrophic emancipation of labor (source of alienated value in capitalism), the enrichment of all
humanity through the progress of capitalist technoscience, and even-if we include Christianity itself in
modernity (in opposition to the classicism of antiquity) —the salvation of creatures through the
conversion of soulsto the Christian narrative of martyred love. Hegel’ s philosophy totalizes all of these
narratives and, in this sense, isitself a distillation of speculative modernity.” see Jean-Francois Lyotard ,
The Postmodern Explained Correspondence 1982-1985. University of Minnesota Press, 1993.
ppl7-18

17« All that is real is rational, all that is rational isreal:* Auschwits’ refutes speculative doctrine. At

least that crime, which was real, was not rational.” ( Lyotard, “Universa History and Cultural
Differences’ in Lyotard Reader. ) p 318

10



18

19

20

smal narratives

18 Lyotard,

“Discussions, or Phrasing * after Auschwitz” inLyotard Reader pp360-392
19

20 Jean-Francois Lyotard, Postmodern Fables . translated by Georges Van Dan Abbeele . Minneapolis:
University of Minnesota Press, 1997.

21« And one judges not only in matters of truth, but also in matters of beauty ( of aesthetic efficacy )
and in matters of justice, that is, of politics and ethics, and all without criteria. That’ s what | mean by

1



22

23 Zygmunt Bauman

non-rational

24

aporetic

25

26

paganism.” see JG, p.16
22

2 The moral limits of ethical universality” see Zygmunt Bauman , Postmodern Ethics . Blackwell
Press, 1993. pp47-53

24 Zygmunt Bauman , Postmodern Ethics pp.10-15

% |t is not enough to argue in favour of the feeling thereis not also at |east a gesture as to how to act
once the sublime has revealed. Without such a gesture, Lyotard will be restricted to a frustrating
nihilism: ‘ there are irresolvable conflicts but there is nothing we can do about them’ . Yet Lyotard does
speak of the institution of new idioms as a positive way of testifying to the differend. How isthisto be
done?’ see James Williams, Lyotard: Towards a Postmodern Philosophy . Cambridge, UK; Malden,
MA: Polity Press, 1998. p108

% Steven Best Douglas Kellner —



Protagoras

pluralism

27

everything goes
28

1996 217

27 «“\Whereas one should be able to have, in relation to what one invents in language games, a properly
pagan attitude that | will not call skeptical because the word has been much abused, but, let us say,
libertine or libertarian.” see JG, p.62

28 «\What follows is that contrary to both the popular opinion and hot — headed “ everything goes”
triumphalism of certain postmodernist writers, the postmodern perspective on moral phenomena does
not reveal therelativism of morality” Zygmunt Bauman , Postmodern Ethics p.14

13



29

30

paradigm shift

29 « A work can become modern only if it is first postmodern. Postmodernism thus understood is not

modernism at its end but in the nascent state, and this state is constant.” see PCRK, p.79
30

Jean-Francois
Lyotard, Lessons on the Analytic of the Sublime : Kant’ s Critique of Judgment. translated by
Elizabeth Rottenberg. Stanford University Press, 1994

14



to spesk is to fight

15



31

32

33

31« The object of this study is the condition of knowledge in the most highly developed societies.” see
PCRK, p.

32« Our working hypothesis is that the status of knowledge is altered as societies enter what is known
asthe postindustrial age and cultures enter what is known as the postmodern age.” see PCRK, p.3

33« At any rate, we know that it is unwise to put too much faith in futurology” see PCRK, p.3

16



post-

modern
modernize
at present
modernity
34
35
in the name of the postmodern
34 2001  15-16
%« Note on the Meaning of Post- " in Jean-Francois Lyotard, The Postmodern

Explained :Correspondence 1982-1985. translation edited by Julian Pefanis and Morgan Thomas ;

translations by Don Barry ... [et al.] ; afterword by Wlad Godzich . Minneapolis : University of
Minnesota Press, 1993. pp75-76

17



substance
relational

17
20

37

36« the “post* of postmodernism has the sense of a simple succession, a diachronic sequence of

periods in which each one is clearly identifiable. The “ post- indicates something like a conversion: a
new direction from the previous one...Now this idea of a linear chronology is itself perfectly
“modern.”” see Lyotard, The Postmodern Explained : Correspondence 1982-1985. p.76

37 Zygmunt Bauman, Legislators Interpreters: On modernity, post-modernity and intellectuals
Cambridge, UK : Polity Press; Oxford : In association with B. Blackwell, 1987. p110

18



“ n 38

progress

38 « Y ou can see that when it is understood in this way, the “ post of “ postmodern” is not amovement

of comeback, flashback, or feedback, that is, not a movement of repetition but a procedure in “ana-*:a
procedure of analysis, anamnesis, anagogy, and anamorphosis that elaborates a “initial forgetting” see

Lyotard, The Postmodern Explained : Correspondence 1982-1985 p.80

19
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Fernand Braudel,
Civilization and Capitalism 15™-18" Century, 15 18
2002 236-244
40« One hears talk everywhere that the great problem of society is that of that state. This is a mistake,

and a serious one. The problem that overshadows all others, including that of contemporary state, of
capital.” see Jean-Francois Lyotard,” A Svelte Appendix to the Postmodern Question” in Political

Writings trans by Bill Readings with Kevin Paul Geiman. UCL Press, 1993. P25
41

IBM

PCRK, pp.5-6



42

di scipline bureaucracy hierarchy

43

44
(Annales
School )
42 Max Weber
Charles
Turner,“ Lyotard and Weber: Postmodern Roles and Neo-Kantian Vaues” Theories of

Modernity and Postmodernity. edited by Bryan S. Turner. London: SAGE Publications, 1990.
ppl108-116

43« Capitalism is, more properly, a figure. As a system, capitalism has as its heat source not the labor
force but energy in general, physics ( the systemis not isolated ). Asfigure, capitalism derivesitsforce
from the Idea of infinity. It can appear in human experience as the desire for money, the desire for
power, or the desire for novelty.” ( Lyotard” A Svelte Appendix to the Postmodern Question” . in
Zolitical Writings) p26

21
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45

46

development
An Inquiry into Nature and Causes of the
Wealth of Nations

Capital, vo.

45 2001 29
46 30



47

48

49

totality >0
47 Karl Marx, Capital, vol.
2002 168
8 «\vide extension of credit, impersonal management, and pooling of service facilities’
“ " 86-131
49 57
%0 1999 187

23



51

52

53

®! Fernand Braudel, La dynamique du capitalism.

1994 37-38
2 Fernand Braudel, La dynamique du capitalism.
1994

53

24

Fernand Braudel

90



54

Performance

55

>4« capitalism became, has became, a figure that is not “economic,” not “sociological,” but
metaphysical.” see ( Lyotard,” A Svelte Appendix to the Postmodern Question” . in Political
Writings) p25

%5« But capitalism has been able to subordinate to itself the infinite desire for knowledge that animates
the sciences, and to submit its achievements to its own criterion of technicity: the rule of performance
that requires the endless optimalization of the cost/benefit (input/output) ratio.” see ( Lyotard,” A
Svelte Appendix to the Postmodern Question” . in Political Writings) p25

25



18

totalization

*PCRK, p.46
57

“ The Nature of the Social Bond: The Modern Alternative” in PCRK, pp.11-13

26

57

56



27



58

59

organic whole

Talcott Parsons

cybernetics  ®°

8 Fernand Braudel 15 18 244

% Simplifying to the extreme, it is fair to say that in principle there have been, at least over the last

half-century, two basic representational models for society: either society forms a functional whole, or

itisdividedintwo.” see PCRK, p.11
60

28



entropy

61
62

63

technocrat

61

62 The only alternative to this kind of performance improvement is entropy, or decline.” see PCRK,
p.12

83 « parsons formulates this clearly: The most essential condition of successful dynamic analysis is a
continual and systematic reference of every problemto the state of the system asawhole ....A process
or set of conditions either ‘ contributes’ to the maintenance (or development) of the system or it is
‘dysfunctional' in that it detracts from the integration, effectiveness, etc., of the system. The
“technocrats also subscribe to become reality, and that is all the proof it needs. That is what
Horkheimer called the “ paranoid’ of reason.” see PCRK, p.12

29
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84 The Nature of the Social Bond: The Modern Alternative” inPCRK, pp.11-14

S« sSoci al classesnam¢ ovotopegiical categories. There |
i ncarnates and monopolizes the iftkfaipnittayli chgt het wi | |
mean the owners or the mangers of capital. There are
their resistancenta ewihlnloilmg,i ceavl wi |l |l ing. The same go
I't is a transcendental illusion to confuse what bel ol
(ontology) with what belongs to the order of concept s
This il 1l usi ocne dch abso tphr obduur eaucratic states, I'n particul

s e (eLyotard,” A Svelte Appendix to the Postmodern Question” in Political Writings) p26

30



66

emancipation

67

68

69

66 1974

Jean-Francois Lyotard, Libidinal Economy.
translated by lain Hamilton Grant, Great Britain: Athlone Press, 1993.
7« Theideais the idea of emancipation” see Jean-Francois Lyotard, “Universal History and Cultural
Differences’ inLyotard Reader. ed by Andrew Benjamin. Blackwell, 1993. p315
68« By metanarratives or grand narratives, | mean precisely narrations with a legitimating function.”

see Jean-Francois Lyotard, “ Apostil on Narratives’ in The Postmodern Explained. Trans by Don Barry,
%c..Minnesota University Press, 1993. p19

( science knowledge) (narrative

31



70

sender addressee
referent
71
pragmatics
72
knowledge)
PCRK, pp.18-53
70
paradigm Thomas Kuhn, The Structure of Scientific Revolutions.
University of Chicago Press, 1962 PCRK, p26, p92
n 1998 182-183
” Cashinahua

PCRK, pp.20-23  JG, pp.32-33

32



73

74

1968

1911 1929 1974 1979
75

3 “The ‘ metanarratives | was concerned with in The postmodern Condition are those that have
marked modernity...” ( Lyotard, “Apostii on Narratives’ in The Postmodern
Explained : Correspondence 1982-1985. ). p17

74« Christian narrative in which Adam’ s sin is redeemed through love; the Aufklarer narrative of
emancipation from ignorance and servitude thanks to knowledge and egalitarianism the speculative
narrative of the realization of the universal idea through the dialectic of the concrete; the Marxist
narrative of emancipation from exploitation and alienation through the socialization of labour; the
capitalist narrative of emancipation from poverty through technical and industrial development. These
various narratives provide grounds for contention, and even for disagreement. But they all situate the
data supplied by events within the course of a history whose end, even if it is out of reach, is called
freedom.” ( Lyotard, “Universal History and Cultural Differences’ inLyotard Reader.) p 315

S« All that is proletarian is communist, all that communist is proletarian: Berlin 1953, Budapest
1956, Czechoslovakia 1968, Poland 1980’ (to mention only the obvious examples) refute the doctrine

33



Brownian motion 76

7

of historical materialism: the workers rise up against the Party. All that is democratic exists through and
for the people, and vice versa’ May 1968 refutes the doctrine of parliamentary liberalism. If left to

themselves, the laws of supply and demand will result in universal prosperity, and vice versa® the
crises of 1911and1929’ refute the doctrine of economic liberalism. And* the 1974-9 crisis’ refutes
the post-K eynesian adjustments that have been made to that doctrine.” ( Lyotard, “Universal History

and Cultural Differences’ inLyotard Reader.) p 318
%« This breaking up of the grand narratives...leads to what some authors analyze in terms of the

dissolution of the social bond and the disintegration of social aggregates into a mass of individual
atoms thrown into the absurdity of Brownian motion.” see PCRK, p.15

7

Jeff Collins  Heidegger and the Nazis

Jeff Callins,
Heidegger and the Nazis 2002 9-18

Heidegger and the “jews”.
Translation by Andreas Michel and Marks S. Roberts, Foreword by David Carroll. University of
Minnesota Press, 1990.

A



78

79

1933 5 27

80

81

8 (Lyotard, “Heidegger and the  jews : A Conference in Vienna and Freiburg” in Political
writings).ppl137-138

9 “This deafness governs his silence on great injustice, on Auschwitz. As far as the truth of Being is
concerned, the Shoahisonly abeing.” (Lyotard, “Heidegger andthe jews : A Conferencein Vienna
and Freiburg” in Political writings).p146

8 pCRK, p.37

81 “This insertion of the narrative of rice and work into that of the spirit as a way of legitimating

knowledge and its institutions is doubly unfortunate: theoretically inconsistent, it was compelling
enough to find disastrous echoes in the realm of politics.” see PCRK, p.37

35



82

83

Germanness

84

82 Victor J. Seidler, 1dentity, memory and difference: Lyotard and ‘ jews Chris Rojek

and Bryan S. Turner. Ed. The Politics of Jean-Francois Lyotard-Justice and political theory.
London: Routledge, 1988. pp102-127
8 Zygmunt Bauman, Modernity and the Holocaust.
2002 43-44
84 Zygmunt Bauman 7



85

86
87
8 zygmunt Bauman 88-89
8 zygmunt Bauman 199

87

Zygmunt Bauman, Lifein
Fragments-Essays in Postmodern Morality. UK: Blackwell Publishers, 1995. pp 192-206

37



88

Danid
Bell 89

8 PCRK, p.13
89



90

nodal point

91

Daniel Bell, The Coming of Post-Industrial Society.
London: Wildwood House, 1973
% « A self does not amount to much, but no self is an island, each exists in a fabric of relations that is
now more complex and mobile than ever before. Young and old, man and woman, rich and poor, a
person is always located at “ nodal point” of specific communication circuits, however tiny these may
be.” see PCRK, p.15
91 “The nature of knowledge cannot survive unchanged within this context of general transformation. It

can fit into the new channels, and become operational, only if learning is translated into quantities of
information.” see PCRK, p.4

39
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92« The decisive feature of what is called the postindustrial ( Touraine, Bell ), is that the infinity of the
will invades language itself...This takes two forms. First, phrases are considered as messages, to be
encoded, decoded, transmitted, and arranged (packaged ), reproduced, preserved, kept accessible

(memories),combined and concluded (calculations ), opposed ( games, conflicts, cybernetics ). Secand,
the unit of measurement-which is also a unit of price-is established: information. The effects of the
penetration of capitalism into language are only beginning. Under the guise of an extension of markets
and anew industrial strategy, the coming century isthat of theinvestment of the desire of language.”

( Lyotard,” A Svelte Appendix to the Postmodern Question” . inPolitical Writings) p27
93 “

4 1993.4 8

94

PCRK, p.14
95 Pauline Marie Rosenau
1998 67-72

40



96

event

97

% «On language games and the sublime” in Madan Sarup, An Introductory Guide to

Post-Structuralism And Postmodernism. Harvester Wheatsheaf, 1993. pp150-152
9 JamesWilliams, Lyotard : towards a postmodern philosophy p68

a4



atom

Jurgen Habermas
98

%« the project, the project Habermas says is still incomplete and must be resumed, renewed.” see

Lyotard , The Postmodern Explained Correspondence 1982-1985. pl8

42



99

language relationship

9 «| would argue that the project of modernity (the realization of university) has not been forsaken or
forgotten but destroyed, “ liquidated.” There are several modes of destruction, several names that are
symbols for them. “ AuschwitZ’ can be taken as a paradigmatic name for the tragic “incompletion” of
modernity” see Lyotard, The Postmodern Explained Correspondence 1982-1985. pl8

43



100

referent

101

inquiry question

sender address referent

100 « gimplifying to the extreme, | define postmodern as incredulity toward metanarratives. ” see PCRK,

p.
101« even before he is born, if only by virtue of the name he is given, the human child is already
positioned as the referent in the story recounted by those around him, in relation to which he will

inevitably chart his course...” see PCRK, p.15

44



agonistic aspect of society

102

move countermoves

103

bureaucratic paralysis

104

102 move

103 « These “moves’ necessarily provoke “ countermoves’ —and everyone knows that a countermove
that is merely reactional is not a“ good” move. Reactional countermoves are no more than programmed
effects in the opponent’ s strategy; they play into his hands and thus have no effect on the balance of
power. That is why it is important to increase displacement in the games, and even to disorient it, in
such away as to make an unexpected“ move’ (anew statement).” see PCRK, p.16

104 pCRK, p.17

45



— legitimation

105

106

107

108

105 «| yotard' s description of the postmodern condition is aimed at a politics based on the recognition
of differends, that is, of conflicts that cannot be resolved equitably.” see James Williams, Lyotard:
Towards a Postmodern Philosophy p29

198 pCRK, p.8

107 « The question of the legitimacy of science has been indissociably linked to that of the legitimation
of the legislator since the time of Plato. From this point of view, the right to decide what is true is not
independent of the right to decide what isjust, even if the statements consigned to these two authorities
differ in nature.” see PCRK, p.8

108 «|n the computer age, the question of knowledge is now more than ever a question of government.”
see PCRK, p.9

46



enlightenment

109 Fredric Jameson -
110
knowledge
reduce science
learning
denotative statements
111
knowledge savoir

109« and science, far from successfully obscuring the problem of its legitimacy, cannot avoid raising

it with all of itsimplications, which are no less sociopolitical than epistemological.” see PCRK, p.18
10 Fredric Jameson, “ Foreword” inPCRK, pp. -
11 pCRK, p.18

47



112

savoir
competence-building
savoir
savoir
learning connaissance
savoir
savoir-fare
savoir-vivre
12 knowledge savoir-faire
savoir-vivre savoir-ecouter PCRK, pp.18

48



113

114

narrative knowledge custom

popular stories

115

113 « K nowledge, then, is aquestion of competence that goes beyond the simple determination and
application of the criterion of truth, extending to the determination and application of criteria of
efficiency (technical qualification), of justice and/or happiness (ethical wisdom), of the beauty of a
sound or color (auditory and visual sensibility), etc. Understood in this way, knowledge is what makes
someone capable of forming “good’ denotative utterances, but also “good’ prescriptive and “ good’
evaluative utterances .. see PCRK, p.18

14 « K nowledge is not the same as science, especially in its contemporary form and science, far from
successfully obscuring the problem of its legitimacy ..” see PCRK, p.18

13 PCRK, pp.19-20

49



denotative statement

deontic statement

interrogative statement
eval uW
-';’::;-- H:Z“x
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116 pCRK, p.20

a Cashinahua storyteller always begins his narration with afixed formula: “ Here is the story of—,
as I' ve always heard it told. | will tell it to you in my turn. Listen.” And he brings it to a close with
another, also invariable, formula: “ Here ends the story of—. The man who has told it to you is—

Cashinahuaname " see PCRK, p.20

50



testify

118

119

rhythm

chant

118 «jt is based upon the fact of having occupied the post of addressee, and of having been recounted

oneself, by virtue of the name one bears, by a previous narrative-in other words, having been
positioned as the diegetic reference of other narrative events. The knowledge transmitted by these
narrationsisin no way limited to the functions of enunciation; it determinesin asingle stroke what one
must say in order to be heard, what one must listen to in order to speak, and what role one must play
(on the scene of diegetic reality) to be the object of anarrative.” see PCRK, p.21

19 pCRK, p.21

51



brand

120

nursery rhymes

popular saying, proverbs, and maxim

120 PCRK, pp.21-22

52



121

rhetorical in the

forensic rhetorical irony
122

Rudolf
Carnap verification Karl Popper
falsification %

124

121 «The scientific solution of this difficulty consistsin the observance of two rules. Thefirst of theseis
dialectical or even rhetorical in the forensic sense: areferent is that which is susceptible to proof and
can be used as evidence in a debate. Not: | can prove something because reality isthe way | say it is.
But as long as | can produce proof, it is permissible to think that reality is the way | say it is. The
second rule is metaphysical; the same referent cannot supply a plurality of contradictory or inconsistent
proofs. Or stated differently: “ God” isnot deceptive. ” see PCRK, p.24
122
1
2. 3.
4. 3.
6 James Williams,

Lyotard and the Political . London: Routledge, 2000. p123
123

lan Hacking, Representing and intervening : introductory topicsin the

philosophy of natural science. New Y ork : Cambridge University Press, 1983. p2-4
124 «Not every consensus is a sign of truth; but it is presumed that the truth of a statement necessarily
draws a consensus.” see PCRK, p.24

53



125

126

127

125 « Didacticsis what ensures that this reproduction takes place.” see PCRK, p.24
126 PCRK, p.26
127« Narratives are fables, myths, legends, fit only for women and children.” see PCRK, p.27

4



128

128 « |t js therefore impossible to judge the existence or validity of narrative knowledge on the basis of
scientific knowledge and vice versa: the relevant criteria are different. All we can do is gaze in
wonderment at the diversity of discursive species, just as we do at the diversity of plant or animal
species. Lamenting the “loss of meaning” in postmodernity boils down to mourning the fact that
knowledge is no longer principally narrative. Such a reaction does not necessarily follow. Neither does
an attempt to derive or engender (using operators like development) scientific knowledge from
narrative knowledge, asif the former contained the latter in an embryonic state.” see PCRK, p.27

55



129

129

PCRK,
p.29



130

131 idand

126

“ Education and Its Legitimation through
Performativity” in PCRK, pp.47-53
131 «\welcome Stranger: Toward a Postmodern Ethics’ ( Dwight Furrow; Against Theory: continental
and analytic challengesin moral philosophy.) pp161-193

57



132

go to hell
133
134
132 «The Method: Language Games’ in PCRK, p.10 Barry Smart, The politics of
difference and the problem of justice. (Chris Rojek and Bryan S. Turner. Ed. The Politics of

Jean-Francois Lyotard-Justice and political theory).p44
133

taking of tricks

PCRK, p

134 «| anguage is not an * instrument of communication,’ it is a highly complex archipelago formed of
domains of phrases, phrases from such different regimes that one cannot translate a phrase form one
regime ( a descriptive, for example ) into a phrase form another ( an evaluative, a prescriptive ).”
( Lyotard,” A Svelte Appendix to the Postmodern Question” . inPolitical Writings) pp27-28

58



135

136

137

135 «|t so happens that language are translatable, otherwise they are not language; but language game
are not translatable, because, if they were, they would not be language games. It is as if one wanted to
translate the rules strategies of chessinto those of checkers.” see JG, p.53

136 « Thefirst is that their rules do not carry within themselves their own legitimation, but are the object
of acontract, explicit or not, between players (which is not to say that the playersinvent the rules). The
second isthat if there are no rules, there is no game, that even an infinitesimal modification of one rule
altersthe nature of the game, that a“ move” or utterance that does not satisfy the rules does not belong
to the game they define. The third remark is suggested by what has just been said: every utterance
should be thought of asa“ move’ inagame.” see PCRK, p.10

137 “When | say: There is no common measure, it means that we know of nothing in common with
these different language games. We merely know that there are several of them, probably not an infinite
number, but we really do not know. In any case, the number is not countable for the time being, or if it
is, itisso provisionally at best. We also know that these are games that we can enter into but not to plat
them; they are games that make us into their players, and we know therefore that we ourselves several
beings ( by ‘ beings' is meant here proper names that are positioned on the slots of the pragmatics of
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each of these games)” see JG, p.51

138 « And there are many others. One can verify this multiplicity of the position of the addressee. When
one says ' language game’ , one must always admit that this game is played with someone; | mean there
aways is an addressee. And to this addressee, one addressee all sorts of discourses. And in each

instance, oneis in a game, a game with rules, and | play with rules in order to achieve some effects
upon the one | am playing with.” see JG, p.54

139 This idea of an agonistics of language should not make us lose sight of second principle, which

stands as a complement to it and governs our analysis: that the observable social bond is composed of

language “ moves.” An elucidation of this proposition will take us to the heart of the matter at hand.”
see PCRK, pp.10-11
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140

phrase

Jean-Francois Lyotard , The differend : phrases
in dispute . translation by Georges Van Den Abbeele . Minneapolis : University of Minnesota Press,
1988. p66
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modernity

142

reflective

141

142 154
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143

144

143

Jurgen Habermas, Postmetaphysical thinking. translated by William Mark
Hohengarten. Cambridge, Mass. : MIT Press, c1992. pp34-35
144 «| egitimation Problems in the Modern State” see Jurgen Habermas, Communication and the
evolution of society. translated and with an introd. by Thomas McCarthy. Boston : Beacon Press, ¢1979.
ppl78-206
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145

145 (Jurgen Habermas, Communication and the evolution of society.) pp27-28
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146

147

148 « The speaker must choose a comprehensible expression so that speaker and hearer can understand
one another. The speaker must have the intention of communicating a true proposition (or a
prepositional content, the existential presuppositions of which are satisfied) so that the hearer can share
the knowledge of the speaker. The speaker must want to express his intentions truthfully so that the
hearer can believe the utterance of the speaker (can trust him). Finaly, the speaker must choose an
utterance that is right so that the hearer can accept the utterance and speaker and hearer can agree with
one another in the utterance with respect to a recognized normative background.” see (Jurgen
Habermas, Communication and the evolution of society.) pp2-3

147 PCRK, p.42
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148

149
action
move
150
148 Michel Foucault 1999 193-218
149
JG, p.55

150 «| say that our role as thinkers isto deepen what language there is, to critique the shallow notion of
information, to reveal an irremediable opacity within language itself.” see ( Lyotard,” A Svelte
Appendix to the Postmodern Question” . inPolitical Writings) p26
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151

151 see (Lyotard A Svelte Appendix to the Postmodern Question” . inPolitical Writings) p26
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152

153

text

take it or leave it

152 «| anguage is not an “ instrument of communication,” it is a highly complex archipelago formed of
domains of phrases, phrases from such different regimes that one cannot translate a phrases from one
regime (a descriptive, for example) into a phrase from another (an evaluative, a prescriptive). see
( Lyotard,” A Svelte Appendix to the Postmodern Question” . inPolitical Writings) p26

153 see (Lyotard A Svelte Appendix to the Postmodern Question” . inPolitical Writings) p26
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154

na ve

155

156

157

154 «| wonder if any book is ever negotiable, in any case. | thank books produce effects. Those that
pretend to negotiate are somewhat nai' ve.” see JG, p.3

1% «This is a book that aims to produce effects upon the reader, and its author does not ask that
theseeffects be sent back to him in the forms of questions” see JG, p.4

156 Sophists

JG, pp4-5
573G, p5
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158

158 «\Which meansthat it is not really amatter of arriving at the truth of the content of the theses of the
book, but rather a question of coming to grips with the new effects produced by the new situation of a
joint discussion. And there will be no attempt then, in the book we are trying to produce now, to tell the
truth of L' Economie libidinale and the other books; it will be rather an attempt to produce a new book.
The effects that had been produced upon us will be constitutive elements of the new book (the book of
our conversations), and the latter will not be the clarification, the correct version, of the previous ones,
but one of their effects upon two addressees, you and me, who are in no way privileged ....see JG, p.6
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to read isto create

pragmeatics

159

160

159 «“\What makes paganism? It consists in the fact that each game is played as such, which implies that
it does not give itself as the game of all the other games or as the true one...There are ‘ risks' in
narrations; there are also risks in prescriptions. That would be something like saying: The only

important game, the only true one, is chess. That is absurd. What is pagan is the acceptance of the fact
that one can play several games, and that each of these games is interesting in itself insofar as the
ilg('geresting thing isto play moves.” JG, p.59

(Lyotard , Thedifferend : phrasesin dispute) . pp69-70
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161

162

163

161 « And when you say, * to change worlds,’ that means ‘ to change pragmatic positions.” There are
many ways of changing positions, of changing the pragmatic positions, and these ways define a
language game. Every language game is bound to a specific pragmatics. And if there are specific
pragmatics, it means that a statement, with its form and in the context in which it is uttered, necessarily
has an effect upon the world , whatever it may be.” see JG, pp.51-52
162 « | would rather say, from its‘ pragmatic context’ , that is, from the type of game that is being played.
And, of course, it isvery complicated, because one can play simultaneously several games; in fact, this
is nearly the case. One goes from one game to another. It is very rare for us to play a homogeneous
game with a given partner for a set period of time. It is more often the case that one jumps from one
game to another, and that one statement must be referred back to the game it belongs to, whereas the
very next statement must be referred to another.” see JG, p.54
163 "What is postmodernism?
unpresentable

Jean-Francois Lyotard, Lessons on the

Analytic of the Sublime, trans by Elizabeth Rottenberg, Stanford University Press,1994
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164

165

justice

164 « At what point dose one decide to change games? If one is pagan , it is certainly not because one
thinks that one game is better then another; it is because one has several kinds of games at on€e’ s
disposal. There are even some that are not invented yet and that one could invent by instituting new
rules; and that is quite interesting. It isin this way that something like the imagination, or the will, | do
not know, could develop. And when | say ‘ develop,” | do not mean it in the sense of a progress; | mean
the fact that one can introduce into the pragmatics, into our relations with others, forms of language
that are at the same time unexpected and unheard of, as forms of efficacy. Either because one has made
up new moves in an old game or because one has made up anew game.” see JG, p.61

165 «“\What is outdated is not asking what is true and what is just, but viewing science as positivistic,

relegating it to the status of unlegitimated learning, half-knowledge, as did the German idealists.” see
PCRK, p.54
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166

167

168

166 «The contrast between a politics and ethics brings out a potentially serious lack in Lyotard's
philosophy. It appears to renounce an ethical stance in politics and action in general. Thus Lyotard
seems to be open to accusations of irresponsibility and cynicism, on the hand, and association with the
politics of power-where might is right-on the other.” see James Williams, Lyotard: Towards a
Postmodern Philosophy pl121

167 steven Best Douglas Kellner

— 216
168« The sole purpose of this schematic (or skeletal) reminder has been to specify the problematic in
which | intend to frame the question of knowledge in advanced industrial societies. For it isimpossible

to know what the state of knowledge is in other words, the problems its development and distribution
are facing today-without knowing something of the society within which it is situated.” see PCRK,

p.13
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169

|dea
descriptive
denotative 170
171
172
173 practice
174 175

169« jts practical use, reason determines only a pragmatics; it does not determine a content.” see JG,
p.86

170 « One could observe that there is a global metaordering of the type: If (if p, then Q), then R. If P,
then Q means: If agiven distribution obtains, then justice obtains.” see JG, p.21

P Q

171 «Majority Does Not Mean Great Number But Great Fear” see JG, pp.99-100

2A. T. Nuyen, Lyotard’ s Postmodern Ethics and the Normative Question.  Philosophy Today
winter1998. p.414

173

“ The Nature of the Virtues’ (Maclintyre, After

Virtue).ppl181-203

174 «The Virtues, the Unity of a Human Life and the Concept of a Tradition” see (Macintyre, After
Virtue). pp.204-225

175
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176

(Maclntyre, After Virtue pp.188-189

...we do not have a rule for justice. That is, to be just is not a matter of conforming to laws.
Conformity is an idea of justice that is akin to mimesis, which comes from Platonism and the entire
ontological tradition, sinceit can only be stated in ontological discourse. Thereis a nature of being and
it suffices, if | may put it this way, to conform to it in order to be just. Whereas in the tradition of the
prescriptives that | call * just,” and that constitutes the game of justice, there is no ontology, and so it

does not suffice to conform to be just....Caught up in a pragmatic situation of obligation, we have no
rules of conduct.” see JG, p.63

176 «
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177

terrorism 178

179

prescriptives

moral agent

7 A. T. Nuyen, Lyotard’ s Postmodern Ethics and the Normative Question.  Philosophy Today

winter1998. pp.413-414
178 « A Casuistry of the Imagination” see JG, p.67

JG,
p;).70-71
9 «This paganism is not demonstrated; it is not derived; it cannot be articulated or deduced. It is
simply the Idea of society, that is, ultimately, of a set of diverse pragmatics ( a set that is neither
totalizable nor countable, actually ). The specific feature of this set would be that the different language
games that are caught up in this pagan universe are incommunicable to each other. They annot be
synthesized into a unifying metadiscourse.” see JG, p.58
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180

must ought

181

180

“But of
course there can be. There are prescriptives in the pagan. It is fundamental, even. Just as there is a
politicsin the Greek city, just asthere are decisions to be made by Aristotle’ sjudge, just as the sage has
to decide whether to be afather or not, to fall in love or not, and so on. There always are prescriptions,
one cannot live without prescriptions..... believe that one of the properties of paganism is to leave
prescriptions hanging, that is, they arre not derived from an ontology. This seems essential to me.” see
JG, p.59
181« must” and ‘ ought' are not quite the same thing. * Must' is ‘ you must’ , while ‘ ought’ isa* you
must’ already grafted onto an ontology” see JG, p.44
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182

case by case

183

182« _aninstruction is not aslogan, quite the contrary,....There are no slogans in Instructions pagan.

An instruction is precisely an instruction of what is appropriate to do in a specific pragmatic context.”
JG, p.55

183 .1t isuniversal only inasmuch as one has a sack of cement in front of oneself and it is to be used
in the stated manner. Otherwise these instructions on how to use the cement of an absent sack, or any
other, are of no interest. They lose all value of efficiency asinstructions.” see JG, p.56

I



184

P TSI 185

184 «| yotardian prescriptions’ see Dwight Furrow, Against Theory: continental and analytic
challengesin moral philosophy. New Y ork: Routledge, 1995. p164

185 «\velcome Stranger: Toward a Postmodern Ethics’ ( Dwight Furrow, Against Theory: continental
and analytic challengesin moral philosophy.) pp161-193

186 «The answer is: Let us wage a war on totality; let us be witnesses to the unpresentable; let us
activatethe differences and save the honor of the name.” see PCRK, p.82

80



187

188

187 James Williams, Lyotard : towards a postmodern philosophy p2

188 « These universes are constituted by the way the instances (not only the sense, but also the referent,
the addressor and the addressee) are situated as well as by their interrelations. The addressor of an
exclamative is not situated with regard to the sense in the same way as the addressor of a descriptive.
The addressee of a command is not situated with regard to the addressor and to the referent in the same
way as the addressee of an invitation or of a bit of information is.” see (Lyotard , The differend :

phrasesin dispute) p49
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189

differend

190

189
190

James Williams, Lyotard : towards a postmodern philosophy p68
James Williams, Lyotard : towards a postmodern philosophy p70
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191

192

testify

191 911

192 James Williams, Lyotard : towards a postmodern philosophy p105
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193

wrong

194

195

196

193 A, T. Nuyen. “Lyotard’ s Postmodern Ethics.” I nternational Studiesin Philosophy.1996, vol.28

194 That is why the question “ Auschwitz” ? is also the question “ after Auschwitz” ? see (yotard , The
differend : phrasesin dispute) p101

195 « Every wrong ought to be able to be put into phrases. A new competence (or “prudence”) must be

found..In the differend, something “ asks” to be put into phrases, and suffers from the wrong of not
being able to be put into phrases right away.” see (Lyotard , Thedifferend : phrasesin dispute) p13
196 « hear witness to differends” see (Lyotard , The differend : phrasesin dispute) p13
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197

progress subjectivity totality

logical atomism
Lego

substance

197 Anthony J. Cascardi, The Subject of Modernity. Cambridge University Press, 1992. pp56-71
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198

199

198
see PCRK, p.

199 « For there to be no phrase isimpossible, for there to be And a phrase is necessary. It is necessary to
make linkage. Thisisnot to an obligation, aSollen an ought to , but anecessity, aMussen a must .
Tolink is necessary, but how to link isnot.” see (Lyotard, The differend : phrasesin dispute) p.66

86



201

202

feeling reflective judgment

200
201 «

James Williams, Lyotard : towards a postmodern philosophy p63
.in order for a place to be identified as a gas chamber; now, the only eyewitness | will accept
would be a victim of this gas chamber; now, according to my opponent, there is no victim that is not

dead; otherwise this gas chamber would not be what he or she claims it to be. There is, therefore, no
gas chamber.” see(Lyotard, Thedifferend : phrasesin dispute) pp3-4

202 JG, pp.70-71

87



203

203 «One cannot do so insofar as it is a transcendental analysis of the conditions of possibility of

obligation in general and of those of morality. It provides no support because, and only because, the
analysisisatranscendental one. Thereislacking an empirical ethics (an ethics of “ prudence”), that is, a
politics. There is lacking not quite a fourth “ Critique” but a third part to the third Critique. One can
wonder at the fact that, in the third Critique, reflective judgment is at work only on the aesthetic object

and nature as teleology. Because there is yet another realm to which reflective judgment obviously
applies: therealm of political society.” see JG, p88
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205
206
207
204 |mmanuel Kant 1986
83
20 1 182 “ Answering the Question: What

I's Postmodernism?”

Lyotard, The
Postmodern Explained : Correspondence 1982-1985 pl10 JG, p78
208 | mmanuel Kant 1986

98
207

Lyotard, The Postmodern Explained : Correspondence 1982-1985 pl1l JG, p78 Jean-Francois
Lyotard, Theinhuman : reflections on time. translated by Geoffrey Bennington and Rachel Bowlby .
Cambridge, Cambridgeshire : Polity Press, 1991. p106
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Newman

210

211

political sublime 212

210

The Sublime is Now

Lyotard , Theinhuman : reflectionson time pp86-119
211
17
212 A T. Nuyen. “Lyotard’ s Postmodern Ethics.” I nternational Studiesin Philosophy. 1996, vol .28

91



213

213 “ new rules for forming and linking phrases that are able to express the differend disclosed by the

feeling.” see (Lyotard, Thedifferend : phrasesin dispute) p13
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