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Ulmer (1985, p. 213) 
suggests that: ‘One of the 
chief lessons of Lacan’s 
discourse for a nonmagis-
terial pedagogy is its 
exploitation of linguistic 
and symbolic devices, 
addressing the class in 
the poetic mode of evoca-
tion as well as in the sci-
entific mode of assertion’ 
(my italics), thereby draw-
ing upon art and science 
to enrich the gramma-
tological endeavour. 

‘The post-modern reply to the modern consists of recognising that the past, since it 
cannot really be destroyed, because its destruction leads to silence, must be revisited: 
but with irony, not innocently’ (Eco, Reflections on ‘The Name of The Rose,’ 1985, p. 
17).  
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“The ‘author’ 
of a text is … 
as intertextual 
… as the text 
itself” (Sny-
der, Hyper-
text, 1998, p. 
63). 
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Derrida’s ‘arche-writing’ 
broadens the concept 
of writing (e.g. letters 
and words on paper) to 
include all manner of 
inscriptions, including 
thought, uttered, ges-
tured, felt, and smelt 
texts. In this sense 
‘memories’ are texts. 

“We are all 
hypertexts – 
made up of 
codes within a 
centreless 
net-
work”(Snyder, 
Hypertext, 
1998, p. 64). 
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Derrida (2001, p. 110):  
“What you need decon-
struction for is to undo a 
number of presupposi-
tions, prejudices and so 
on…”  

Bourdieu and 
Passeron: 
‘Thus, all uni-
versity norms, 
those which 
preside over 
the selection 
of students or 
the co-option 
of colleagues 
as well as 
those which 
govern the 
production of 
lectures, the-
ses and even 
purportedly 
scientific 
works, always 
tend to favour 
the success, 
at least within 
the institution, 
of a model 
type of man 
and work, de-
fined by a 
double nega-
tion, i.e. bril-
liance without 
originality and 
heaviness 
without scien-
tific weight… 
Any attempt 
to tamper with 
this model 
must consider 
that it is the 
nature of dis-
ciplinary and 
specialist or-
ganization to 
be homoge-
neous – to 
exclude any 
practice that 
does not re-
produce the 
legitimacy of 
the system’ 
(Ulmer, 1985, 
p. 171). This 
makes this 
text problem-
atic. 
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We cannot 
get ‘out-
side’ of 
language. 

‘The new 
pedagogy, 
then, must 
attempt to do 
away with the 
undesirable 
pedagogical 
effect of dis-
cipleship 
precisely be-
cause it gen-
erates 
disciplines 
and authori-
ties’ (Ulmer, 
1985, p. 173). 

“Such is the 
strange ‘be-
ing’ of the 
sign: half of 
it always 
‘not there’ 
and the 
other half 
always ‘not 
that.’ The 
structure of 
the sign is 
determined 
by the trace 
or track of 
that other 
which is 
forever ab-
sent” 
(Spivak, 
‘Preface,’ Of 
Grammatol-
ogy, 
1967/1976, 
p. xvii).  

‘But, Derrida holds, all signifying practice, all language, is structurally or systematically open to this errancy by virtue of its ci-
tationality or iterability’ (Hahn, On Derrida, 2002, p. 72).
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We seem to have 
moved from a speech-
centric world through a 
prose-centric world to 
an image-centric world 
to a number-centric 
world. Bureaucratically 
speaking,  universities 
have moved from 
knowledge-centric insti-
tutions to number-
centric economies; 
academically speaking, 
they remain prose-
centric (‘publish or per-
ish’ is the catchcry) but 
only so as to secure 
funding. 

‘No one but the tour-
ist is so blatantly, 
conspicuously dis-
solved in numbers, 
interchangeable, 
depersonalized’ 
(Bauman, Postmod-
ern Ethics, 1993 / 
1995, p. 242). 

‘A writing that is not structurally readable—iterable—beyond the death of the addressee would not be writing’ (Hahn, On 
Derrida, 2002, p. 75).

‘Derrida ar-
gues that 
language 
always in-
volves de-
lay, deferral 
of meaning, 
ambiguity, 
some de-
gree of the 
speaker’s 
‘distance’, 
the possibil-
ity of confu-
sion, 
deception 
and unreli-
ability, all 
factors that 
Plato con-
siders nega-
tive. Rather 
than lament-
ing … these 
facets of 
language …  
Derrida re-
gards them 
as integral 
to it. With-
out the play 
of these 
elements, 
there would 
be no lan-
guage’ 
(Deutscher, 
How to 
Read Der-
rida, 2005, 
pp. 13-14).  
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It’s a WORD becoming a Picture. 
 

‘The central 
problem for 
poststructur-
alist educa-
tion – how to 
deconstruct 
the function 
of imitation in 
the peda-
gogic ef-
fect…’ 
(Ulmer, 1985, 
p. 174). 

‘…all writing must … be capable of functioning in the radical absence of every empirically determined receiver in general’ 
(Hahn, On Derrida, 2002, p. 75).
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Reading in 
hypertext is 
not necessar-
ily sequential 
or continuous, 
but discon-
tinuous, non-
linear, and 
associative, 
like thinking. 
“Because the 
reader is now 
part of the 
text, the act of 
reading be-
comes corre-
spondingly 
more con-
scious” (Sny-
der, 
Hypertext, 
1998, p. 69). 
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hell n 1 (in Christianity 
and some other relig-
ions) the place or state 
of eternal punishment 
of the wicked after 
death 2 (in various 
religions and cultures) 
the abode of the spirits 
of the dead 3 informal a 
situation that causes 
suffering or extreme 
difficulty: war is hell 
(Collins Australian Dic-
tionary, 2005, p. 371). 
 
heaven n 1 the place 
where God is believed 
to live and where those 
leading good lives are 
believed to go when 
they die 2 a place or 
state of happiness 
(Collins Australian Dic-
tionary, 2005, p. 369). 

‘… the 
birth of 
the 
reader 
must be 
at the 
cost of 
the 
death of 
the    
Author.’  

Barthes 

Difference: Ferdinand 
de Saussure claims that 
language works on 
differences between 
signs rather than refer-
ences to extra-linguistic 
things.”If objects or 
ideas were knowable 
outside the signifiers 
that distinguished them 
from each other, Saus-
sure argued, terms 
would have exact 
equivalents from one 
language to another, 
but since translation is 
so often a quest for 
approximations, mean-
ing must depend on 
difference, not refer-
ence to things or con-
cepts” (Belsey, 
Poststructuralism, 
2002, pp. 8-13). In 
other words, “language 
has neither ideas nor 
sounds that existed 
before the linguistic 
system, but only con-
ceptual and phonic 
differences that have 
issued from the system” 
(ibid). 

Media: ‘Societies have always been shaped more by the nature of the media by which men communi-
cate than by the content of the communication. … All media work us over completely. They are so 
pervasive in their personal, political, economic, aesthetic, psychological, moral, ethical, and social 
consequences that they leave no part of us untouched, unaffected, unaltered. The medium is the 
massage. Any understanding of social and cultural change is impossible without a knowledge of the 
way media work as environments’ (McLuhan & Fiore, The Medium is the Massage, 1967, p. 1, p. 26). 

TThhee  MMeeddiiuumm  iiss  tthhee  MMaassssaaggee..  

‘If our data diet be-
comes too rich, we 
may starve ourselves 
of the emotional nutri-
tion we get from actu-
ally being together in 
the same place, at the 
same time’ (Mackay, 
Advance Australia 
Where, 2007, p. 113). 

“‘Iterability’ is a key to the deconstructive view that utterances as repetitions (of the same) are always different and differing 
from other instances (of the same)” (Hahn, On Derrida, 2002, p. 77). 
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‘…grammatol
ogy involves 
a displace-
ment of edu-
cational 
transmis-
sions from 
the domain of 
truth to that 
of invention’ 
(Ulmer, 1985, 
p. 179). 

AAllll  mmeeddiiaa  wwoorrkk  uuss  oovveerr  ccoommpplleetteellyy..  
“Professional-
ism is envi-
ronmental. 
Amateurism is 
anti-
environ-
mental. Pro-
fessionalism 
merges the 
individual into 
patterns of 
total environ-
ment. Ama-
teurism seeks 
the develop-
ment of the 
total aware-
ness of the 
individual and 
the critical 
awareness of 
the groun-
drules of so-
ciety. The 
amateur can 
afford to lose. 
The profes-
sional tends 
to classify and 
to specialize, 
to accept un-
critically the 
groundrules 
of the envi-
ronment. The 
groundrules 
provided by 
the mass re-
sponse of his 
colleagues 
serve as a 
pervasive en-
vironment of 
which he is 
contentedly  
unaware. The 
‘expert’ is the 
man who 
stays put” 
(McLuhan & 
Fiore, The 
Medium is the 
Massage, 
1967, p. 93).  
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“Intentional Fallacy 
signifies what is 
claimed to be the error 
of interpreting and 
evaluating a literary 
work by reference to 
evidence, outside the 
text itself, for the inten-
tion—the design and 
purposes—of its author” 
(Abrams, Glossary of 
Literary Terms, 2005, p. 
134). In other words, 
we need to look only at 
the text to see what 
intentions are at play, 
and treat with suspicion 
any statements of inten-
tion by authors, who are 
themselves constructed 
through language and 
who have vested inter-
ests in the claims they 
make and the silences 
they protect. 

Intentional Fallacy: 
Poststructuralists typi-
cally dismiss state-
ments of intention by 
authors, since it is the 
text that speaks and not 
the author. Clearly, for 
a person like myself 
trying to make a post-
modern and poststruc-
tural text, it is doubly 
problematic to be asked 
to write a statement of 
intention via the exege-
sis given that it is the 
reader that activates 
the text and a public 
language which speaks 
the text. Given, too, that 
I have a lot riding on 
this text (and PhD pro-
ject) you can be sure I 
will say almost anything 
to gain the qualification 
of PhD. Can you there-
fore trust anything I say 
given that I’m not 
speaking from a place 
of complete ‘honesty’ 
and ‘trust’ but am held 
to ransom by the as-
sessment process and  
the university institu-
tion? This is the di-
lemma of the exegesis 
and any assessment 
task.  

‘But the language poststructuralism puts forward – on the basis, of course, 
in the first instance, of a study of language itself – is more useful in prompt-
ing the uncertainty of questions than in delivering the finality of answers’ 
(Belsey, Poststructuralism, 2002, p. 107). 

PPoossttssttrruuccttuurraalliissmm  iiss  mmoorree  uusseeffuull  iinn  pprroommppttiinngg  tthhee  uunncceerrttaaiinnttyy    

ooff  qquueessttiioonnss  tthhaann  iinn  ddeelliivveerriinngg  tthhee  ffiinnaalliittyy  ooff  aannsswweerrss..  

The PICARO is not dis-
similar to Bauman’s 
postmodern TOURIST 
who floats moral respon-
sibility by seeing the 
world and its people in 
AESTHETIC and EPI-
SODIC terms. 

‘[Derrida ex-
presses res-
ervations] 
about strate-
gies of rever-
sal which aim 
only to make 
high what was 
low; to raise 
the status of 
what has been 
devalued. His 
aim is to dis-
rupt [such] 
ideals … 
rather than fix 
them’ 
(Deutscher,  
How to Read 
Derrida, 2005, 
p. 47). 
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Derrida (2001, p. 115): 
“One usually thinks that 
literature, I mean the 
modern concept of 
literature, the modern 
institution of literature, 
is a secular institution, 
that it is desacralised. I 
tried to show [in Donner 
la mort] that in fact 
literature keeps a secret 
filiation with this sacred, 
sacrificial situation and 
asks for forgiveness, 
that every literary text in 
a certain way asks for 
forgiveness for betray-
ing this filiation, for 
betraying the sacred-
ness from which it 
comes.” 

Dr Quincey queries: 
‘What else than a 
natural and mighty 
palimpsest is the 
human brain? Such 
a palimpsest, oh 
reader! is yours. Ev-
erlasting layers of 
ideas, images, feel-
ings, have fallen 
upon your brain 
softly as light. Each 
succession has 
seemed to bring all 
that went before. 
And yet, in reality, 
not one has been 
extinguished… Yes, 
reader, countless are 
the mysterious 
handwritings of grief 
or joy which have 
been inscribed upon 
the palimpsest of 
your brain’ (as told to 
me by Christine, per-
sonal communica-
tion, 2007, citing De 
Quincey, ‘The Pal-
impsest of the Hu-
man Brain,’ 1845). 

Learning is palimpsest, 
is bricolage. 

Ekphrasis / Praxis 

Without signs (‘writing’ or ‘speech’) there is … no possibility of the appearance of ‘self-presence’ because the presence in self-
presence is that of a ‘speaking subject’ to itself requiring the ‘supplementation’ of language…” (Hahn, On Derrida, 2002, pp. 85-86). 

“Characteristically, deconstruction reverses the priority or privileging of mental experience over speech and speech over 
writing, as it is the advent of signs that opens the possibility of any ‘mental experience’ that we would identify with thought:  



103 
 

 

Neo-liberalism

“In Sheila Slaughter’s 
summary of the neolib-
eral credo of our times, 
market forces that are 
‘impersonal, disembod-
ied, and inexorable’ 
supplant ‘national 
economies with a global 
market’, and the territo-
rial nation-states are 
expected, and pressed, 
to free capital and cor-
porations from regula-
tion and allow them ‘to 
operate unfettered’; ‘the 
only acceptable role of 
the state is that of global 
police officer and judge, 
patrolling the edges of 
the playing field and 
adjudicating trading 
infractions and trans-
gressions’” (Bauman, 
Society Under Siege, 
2002, p. 232). 

 ‘Humans are, on the 
whole, more irrational 
than rational; more 
driven by emotion than 
reason; more hormonal 
than cerebral. So any 
economic system that 
assumes an outcome 
based on rational be-
haviour is flawed from 
the start’ (Mackay, Ad-
vance Australia Where, 
2007, p. 276). 

‘We might … find that home renovations have not, in the end, satis-
fied our quest for the meaning of life’ (Mackay, 2007, p. 300). 
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Applied 
grammatol-
ogy collapses 
the distinc-
tion (opposi-
tion / 
hierarchy) 
between 
critical-
theoretical 
reflection and 
creative prac-
tice (Ulmer, 
1985, p. 225). 


