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“French Feminism” is a baffling topic for everybody, and it is no less
so for feminists from France than for feminists from United States or
Britain. (...) “French Feminism” is not feminism in France (..) Most
feminists from France find it extraordinary to be presented, when abroad,
with a version of their feminism and their country of which they had
previously no idea.l)
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1) Christine Delphy, “The invention of French Feminism : An Essential Move”, Yale French
Studies - Another Look, Another WWoman : Retranslations of French Feminism, 87: 190-221, Yale
University Press, 1995.
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2) Monique Remy, Histoire des mouvements de femmes : de l'utopie & l'intégration, I'Harmattan,
coll. < Logiques sociales >, 1990, pp. 19-28 Z=.

3) Al WA A ZEof syl 432l 3 La Force des choses; ofl 4] H A ol2 =
"A20) Ai0 JW o= theu} o] WAIG vl irk : “fjle nai jamais nourri
lillusion de transformer la condition féminine ; elle dépend de l'avenir du travail dans le
monde, elle ne changera sérieusement qu'au prix d'un bouleversement de la production.

C'est pourquoi j'ai évité de m’enfermer dans ce qu'on appelle "le féminisme". Je n'ai pas
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les hommes sont faits pour combattre et conquérir, les femmes pour enfanter
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non plus apporté de remede a chaque trouble particulier. Du moins ai-je aidé mes
contemporaines a prendre conscience d'elles-mémes et de leur situation.”, Simone de
Beauvoir, La Foree des choses, Gallimard, 1963, p. 210.
ARz HuyF 1Y WellA= BEot=e] TA29] 4,9 &3to] dY o445
= ®BEA T 7P 7124 o] 24 Ed® 28Rk dofl dig AukEgl 5
Of7F A< FFaL glek oek WHstY, gt AYdest 2 oA A=
7o) AEFE Foll Aol ZF: HuUFE Fell QlofA TA2Y) Ay o] Ad
Attt T84S d oA 23 vk s 7HEY 2A19] vt 22wl
"H20] Aol et A ZaA wulUEA ) e T ok BolET 9l
“[a] la mort de Beauvoir, la plupart des féministes — Antoinette Fouque étant une
exception — qui se sont exprimées dans la presse ont reconnu le role important qu'avaient
joué Beauvoir et Le Deuxiéme Sexe dans leur propre vie et pour les femmes en général.
Certes I'occasion n'encourageait pas la formulation de critiques ou de reproches, mais la
conviction que Le Deuxiéme Sexe était un texte phare pour le féminisme circulait déja
avant la mort de Beauvoir.”, Catherine Rodgers, Le Deuxieme sexe de Simone de Beauvoir
> un héritage admiré et contestd, L'Harmattan, coll. < Bibliothéque du féminisme >, 1998,
p. 23.
Francoise Thébaud, “La grande guerre, le triomphe de la division sexuelle”, dans Histoire
des femmes en Occident V@ Le XX siécle, édité par Georges Duby et Michelle Perrot, Plon,
1992, pp. 105-106.
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9) MLF7} &%t ol2igt &4 Hh4lof thsl WA= ohat o] Agsta qlot : “lis
[les mouvements de libération des femmes] veulent changer la fagon de penser et d'agir
des individu(g)s, développer chez les femmes une nouvelle conscience de soi. (...)
Homosexuelles ou hétérosexuelles, célibataires ou mariées, meres ou non... chacun choisit
son mode de vie et toutes luttes ensemble.”, ibid., pp. 183-186.
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10) “Faut-il alors choisir d’&tre comme son pere, ses fréres, ses cousins... un individu qui peut
choisir son avenir, qui peut discuter, saffronter avec les armes de lintelligence, de la
raison, dominer et mépriser les autres? Faut-il pour &tre un &tre humain renoncer a 8tre
une femme? Cest une fausse alternative que le Mouvement refuse égnergiquement :
accepter le modele féminin ou mimer le destin de I'homme. Il ne revendique pas I'égalité
(etre, faire, comme eux), mais la libération : tre soi.”, ibid., pp. 123-124.

11) Ibid., pp. 122-123 #=.
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12) Ibid,, p. 99 Z=.

13) Ihid., p. 190.

14) Remy, opcit. ; Gill Allwood, French Feminism : Gender and vilolence in contemporary theory,
UCL Press, 1998 2F*%.
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and this is what puts her in mortal danger — if she doesn’t use them, she
doesn’t exist, if she does use them, she kills herself with them.”15) o]z3}
AL AAR slol, o] 5 o Halhegol ol o] AhdshE Ahe,

15) French Connections : woices from the women's movement in France, edited and translated by
Claire Duchen, University of Massachusetts Press, 1987, p. 48.
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16) Ihid.

17) A& 5 Sof o] Hho] 19779 12U FE UZsE7] AJAFeH 27EA], Des femmes en
mowvementso]] A oSt e rHS £ 4~ 9t} ;o “Socialisme et féminisme,
pacifistes, réformistes et progressistes ou soi-disant révolutionnaires, tous deux héritiers de
I'humanisme occidental, sont les deux plus puissants piliers du Patriarcat déclinant,
l'ultime étape — historiquement connue — du Phallogocentrisme.”;“Le féminisme n’est
radical que comme racine du Patriarcat et ne peut par fait de structure revenir qu'a la
différence du méme ou a la différence internée.”, Picq, Des femmes en mouvmement, n° 2,
février, 1978; ibid., pp. 260-2610]| 4] A||2l-&

18) Ibid., pp.126-127 =
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24) o] AlE|E FFersly] 9j3) Al WA WEE § SARE MLF HrHHE
o] Ao =ZH o2t Al o] & T@ALt) : “Un groupe qui utilise indifféremment
les signatures suivantes <Psychanalyse et Politique>, <Des femmes en mouvements>>
(mensuelle et hebdo), SARL Editions et Librairies <Des femmes>>, <Des femmes du
MLF> revendique la propriété exclusive du Mouvement de libération des femme. [...]
De méme que les procés en diffamation intentés par ce groupe a dautres femmes
étaient la traduction juridique des conflits politiques entre ce groupe et d'autres, le dépot
de I'association 1901 n'est que la concrétisation légale de sa volonté, depuis longtemps
manifeste, de s'approprier I'ensemble du Mouvement de libération des femme. [II]
constitue un grave danger pour I'avenir du Mouvement de libération des femmes tout
entier.”, Ibid., p. 2980 &) A <l-&.
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25) Claire Moses, "Made in America : ‘French Feminism’ in United States Academic
Discourse”, dans Australian Feminst Studies, vol. 11, n° 23, 1996, pp. 17-31.
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) e snlUZe] Awsk @A (1) 335



s A7Ee] A0l A& o] 52 47lshe d LA 1d| 78
of oj=2] =9 A WA AZ|7} He AiEEo] o] SsAE Fl
B E=d, o ghA(Elaine Marks)e] ZalAoxe] ofAlwp FEs}
Women and Literature in France; 728 7l& 1947EFQ] W = (Carolyn
Greenstein Burke)e] 'u}a] HA @ ojAdo] 27|92 o]4 3= Report
from Paris : Women’s Writing and the Women’s Movement; ¢] v}2 JAES
o9IEk T A BESAAY o] T Ao BEL FEAHOE
70Ty Taprold S ol A7HE L 5] BepAo] B 2 A
| DS 2708ks o o Uik 29 24 o=l M

B2 F27] AFE AW ZEA A7E0 ST MLFS] S84 4014
! ¥, I 247F 9 MLFe] tisf A 9]

2
ofF YL HuYAE 2EI 50| B

&

R

Zo|th30) B3] M9] 49, 688 HFo] MLF 7 4o dish A
R A5 A AR AAY SiAIE SR R Yl 113
Hal gl olE A 9 dolE FAHLR T AP IV BEe
THALE Medoan, sA50] of2et AddS 7Hd Witk oA &
G&t 7|92 A3E op7Ishal Qlth Yo7k o5 5 ofet M=
AVdE disEshe A7ER A2 AHpRet A, o]f7E AEEhal ol
& Mste d A = =9 EH Z}* 29 25 92 5A4=0
Aol ‘MLF = 7ha3] A A 9] siAlE et ol FA T4
o250l T4 WolkEolAl & A EEOVM% o] AFele]
AMEE = MRS & Abgo R wholgolAlE shal ek Aol
53] GAS] Fold FASOIA ZFs A7E Bl 2R wuy o] Higt

28) Elaine Marks, “Women and Literature in France”, dans Signs, 3.4 (1978): pp.832-842.

29) Carolyn Greenstein Burke, “Report from Paris : Women's Writing and the Women’s
Movement”, dans Signs, 3.4 (1978): pp. 843-855.

30) Moses, op.it., p. 23 2=,
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31) The Future of difference, edited by Hester Eisenstein and Alice Jardine, G.K. Hall, 1980.
32) Domna C. Stanton, “Language and Revolution: The Franco-American Dis-Connection,”
The Future of Difference, dans The Future of difference, ibid. pp. 73-87.
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33) New French Feminism, edited and with introd. by Elaine Marks and Isabelle de
Conurtivron, University of Massachusetts Press, 1980.

34) “The new French feminisms cannot be understood diachornically as part of the history
of feminism in France. The significant differences between the old and the new
feminisms are best perceived by situating the new feminisms synchronically in relation to
the profound changes in orientation of French intellectual life.”, ibid., p. 30.
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The group now known as “politique et psychanalyse”, one of the earliest
to be formed (1968), has become the cultural and intellectual center of

35) “In the following presentation of French feminist theory | have chosen to focus on the
figures of Héléne Cixous, Luce Irigary and Julia Kristeva. They have been chosen partly
because their work is the most representative of the main trends in French feminist
theory, and partly because they are more closely concerned with the specific problems
raised by women’s relation to writing and language than many other feminist theorists
in France.”, Toril Moi, Sexual/Textual Politics, Routledge, 1988(1985), p. 97.
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36) New French Feminism, op.cit,, pp. 31-33.
37) “La filiation avec les fémnistes du passé n'est pas une référence abstraite mais un lien
charnel. Plus d'une vocation d'historienne s'éveille ici.”, Picg, op.cit., p. 219.

340 W] 3H=5}t Comparative Korean Studies Vol. 23 No. 3



Aoz cey gich 7H tEAl o2 Y wolof 4

It has often been claimed that the new generation of French feminist
theorists have rejected Simone de Beauvoir's existentialist feminism
entirely. Turning away from Beuavoir's liberal desire for equality with
men, the argument goes, these feminists have emphasized difference.
Extolling women's right to cherish their specifically female values, they
reject ‘equality’ as a covert attempt to force women to become like men.
(--.) Though existentialism in general was marginalized by the shift to
structuralism and post-structuralism in the 1960s, it would seem that
nothing dates The Seconde Sex more, in relation to the new women's
movement in France, than Beauvoir's rejection of psychanalysis. Cixous,
Irigagary and Kristeva are all heavily indebted to Lacan's (post-)
sturucturalist reading of Freud, and any further investigation of their
work therefore requires some knowledge of the most central Lacanian
ideas.38)
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Something has happened within academic feminism - and indeed within
the United States academy - that | called the hegemony of literature.
(...) Although we know that feminist instruction can occur in a variety
of settings, when United Sates feminists speak about ‘feminist pedagogy’
we normally mean a format suited to literature and philosophy
classrooms. Although we know that feminist theories are the varieties
of thinking that aspire to explain women’s condition in searching out
presumptions and assumptions, goals and strategies, we more and more
use ‘theory’ as a synonym for a certain kind of academic, philosophical
discourse, which feels comfortable for some intellectuals in certain specific
disciplines, but foreign to others.44)
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42) Moses, opcit,, p. 27.
43) lbid., p. 28.
44) 1lbid., p. 28
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(...) Americans — not exactly in the role of coloniser, but certainly as
the imperial power — have expropriated one aspect of French culture, used
it for our purpose, with little regard for the French or the French context.
(.-) We have exoticised and even eroticised French feminism, then
decontextualised it and used it for our purposes, with little interest in
French feminist activists and their concrete political struggle on behalf
of very real French women.47)
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It is impossible to deny the charge of imperialism: imperialism indeed
made the consturction of “French feminism” possible. It is equally
impossible to deny that the wish to evade responsibility for one’s theories
is at work here. | think that the “agents”, as Ezekiel calls them, of
“French Feminism” wanted to present certain theories as “French” in
order that the prestige accruing to what is foreign in intellectual circles,

and especially to what is “French,” would accrue to that position, and

48) “And why are French authors — male or female, feminist or not — almost never
compared to their Anglo-American counterparts, however similar, but only to other
French writers, however different? Because that would show that there are difference
among them, on the one hand, and similarities between them and their commentators or
translators in te Anglo-American world, on the other. Internal homogenization and
external differentiation: this is how groups — national, ethnic, sexual — are constitued. In
exactly the same way, French authors are seen as a group which is defined by, and only
by, its difference to the group which has the power to name, thus they are constituted
as an Other.”, Delphy, opcit.,, p. 214.

49) Ibid., p. 193.
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in order to be able to distance themselves from, and not take full
responsibility for, the ideas they were defending, as they could always
take the stand that they were merely introducing Anglo-Americans to
foreign ideas. An added benefity they could expect was that their
pretension that these ideas are “feminist” would not be questioned.50)
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{Abstract)

The reality of contemporary french feminist (1)

- Around hirth and diffusion of french feminism invented in US

Cho Rong KANG
(Seoul University)

In the history of feminism, french feminism takes an important status. VWhat
is interesting however is that, for most french feminists, this reality can not
be accepted uncritically. Moreover, they do not hesitate to affirm that the french
feminism, which deals with importance in the feminist discourse today is not
their own feminism. According to them, the concept of french feminism, which
is recognized everywhere in the world, is only a result produced by the anglophone
feminists, which does not take at all into account the full context of feminism
in France. In this context, they claim forcefully the need to distinguish the
french feminism developed by themselves of the feminism invented by the
anglophone feminist, that is to say, of the ‘french feminism'. Our study, based
on the basic agreement with questioning of this reality of french feminists,
is primarily to examine the process in which the french feminism came to deform,
revive and spread by anglophone feminists, and, moreover, to understand the
reasons for this situation. It is for us to question how they ‘represent' the french
feminism; well, we will suspend the judgment on the rightness of their perspective
on feminism or concrete context of their discourse.

The first occasion of this situation is given by an internal crisis of the french
feminist society: the conflict between the participants in the MLF, which refers
to the collective political struggle of french women in 1970 whose claim is
truly to deconstruct the patriarchal system. The conflict stemmed from the
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fundamental difference in the positions about the priority to lead the struggle,
between a group called <Psych and Po>> and other participants of MLF. <Psych
and Po> differs mainly clear from other participants in his major way to struggle
against patriarchal system : for the latter, the women's movement must
concentrate in a struggle against the social system, because the subordination
of women is essentially the result of social condition. On the other side, <Psych
and Po> claimed that the symbolic system must be subverted first, since it
is the most responsible for the oppression of woman. In this position, the group
developed the necessary theories for discourses on the subversion of symbolic
system of patriarchy. However, it is not this difference itself that caused the
conflict in MLF; one can find the determining factor in the mistaken ambition
of this group, who wanted to present itself as the political and intellectual
center of the MLF by appropriating the history and struggles of MLF. Indeed,
he put this ambition into practice by appropriating the right to speak of MLF
through his organizational strength and influence on publishing market. Finally,
this attempt has arrived with the result that the groupe has succeeded to legally
gain the exclusive property on the name MLF in 1979.

The alteration of french feminism, started by this inner conflict, arrives to
worsen in the process where it was introduced in the United States. The american
feminist academy, interested in the new french feminism since 1968, began
to introduce it to american readers, but under the perspective of <Psych and Po>.
Therefore, in the United States, the prospect that the new french feminism
is not anything other than the idea of this group was installed. It was defined
as an idea that prefers the theory to practice, the Lacan’s psychoanalysis to
materialism, literary and philosophical discourses to the social and historical.
And in this context, they confered the title of representative of the french
feminism on <Psych et Po> and the trio, Julia Kristeva, Héléne Cixous and

Luce Irigaray, who in that time in France, were not even considered as feminist.

354 W] 3H=5}t Comparative Korean Studies Vol. 23 No. 3



When we consider that they knew already the conflict between french feminists
and that a certain regularity was revealed in their way to deform the french
ferninism, this situation must be considered as a result produced by their intention
to remake the french feminism according their own need. If it was, why did
they invent the french feminism? We can answer this question according to
three factors. First, the hegemony of literature who took the lead in american
women's studies, second, the imperialism of american feminists who wanted
to appropriate a part of french culture for their purpose, and, finally, their
desire to escape criticism on their choice for a return to essentialism by using
the french feminism. And today, through this process, the diversity of discourses
developed by french feminist happens to hardly be noticed in the international
intellectual society.

Key words: french feminism, french feminism invented in US, Mouvement
de Libération des Femmes(MLF), Psych and Po, paradoxe of

feminism, essentialism
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