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automaton or machine which cannot resson, think, speak, or respond 1o

questions.’ Kant is one of the philossphers, together with Descartes himself,
Levinas, and Heidegger, as well as the psychoanalyst Lacan, whose texts Derrida ana-
hvzes in The Anpmal That Therefare | Am (hereafter AIA) as remaining within this tra-
dition, In contemplating the differences between “the human™ and *the animal,” it is
generally assumed by the theorists at stake here that there is a single, indivisible line
or limit nrpamrint[ the two As Derrida (AlA 89-91) p-m'nu out, in these analyses, no

w ithin the Cartesian tradition, “the animal”™ is generally viewed as a mere

distinction i furthermaore drawn between the different species of animals, and no
acoouit is taken of animal sexuality (except in Lacan o soine extent), of modesty, of
of makedness between animals amd humans. Another common feature is that “the ani-
imal” is presumed not o have access 1o language, but only to a fixed code, and is there-
fore not able tw respond, but merely 1o react. These theorists moreover do not give
serious attention to the violence imposed wpon animals by human beings, and in fact
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