Elizabeth Grosz – Time Travels 2005 – Joseph Ruttinger

2) Describe the interrelated workings of the three principles of evolution that Grosz explicates from Darwin. What is the role of sexual or artificial selection in relation to, and as part of, natural selection? Does sexual selection mean that ‘culture’ is already part of nature?
 Darwin describes three influential aspects in the evolution of species, “individual variation”, “heritability” and “natural selection”. Individual variation encompasses all, even the smallest changes of characteristics and features, which might lead to different species and therefore constitute the diversity of individuals. If variations accumulate, they potentially can affect natural selection.[footnoteRef:1] The reproduction of groups of individuals eventually leads to a struggle of existence and a competition for survival, which is crucial for the diversity and also enables natural selection to take effect. Heritability is defined by insignificant variations, which can lead to small advantages and can be increased over generations. The Variability and therefore proliferation is limited by the factors of reproductive success and viability. Only the fittest will survive.[footnoteRef:2] Individual variation and heritability are therefore linked and constitutive for the function of natural selection. In the process of it significances are inscribed in certain variations, which positively affect individuals struggle of life, but also lead to extinction and divergence.[footnoteRef:3] 	Comment by Dominika Benešová: Maybe there could be mentioned the idea of „superabundance“ here – every generation produces more offspring than the one before, which is why the struggle for survival emerges. 	Comment by Dominika Benešová: I believe that heritability actually refers to inheritance of the variations, which is what enables the insignificant variations become amplified over time. 	Comment by Dominika Benešová: I do not think these principles are constitutive for natural selection – that is something else (the environmental and other pressures), even though it is true that natural selection could not work without heritability etc.  [1:  Grosz, Elizabeth, Time Travels. Feminism, Nature, Power, Australia/New Zealand: Allen & Unwin 2005, p. 19.]  [2:  Grosz, Time Travels, 2005, p. 20f.]  [3:  Grosz, Time Travels, 2005, p. 21.] 

If natural selection is the survival of the fittest and most suited for reproduction, artificial selection adds human criteria of selective breeding to life regarding the aspects of aesthetic, material and experimental investment. Sexual selection adds to natural selection through including human individual criteria of will, desire and pleasure to the conception as successful reproduction and survival.[footnoteRef:4] With the understanding of nature and culture as interconnected systems, which cannot be fully separated, sexual selection could be used as an argument in favour of the conception of culture as rooted in nature.	Comment by Dominika Benešová: Sexual selection apllies to animals as well as humans (at least Grosz uses an illustrative example with animals.)	Comment by Dominika Benešová: I think this is well written. If I understand it clearly, you mention that whether we can see sexual selection as a culturaly influencd phenomena depends on how we perceive the „nature/culture problem“ generally, which I think is very important. [4:  Grosz, Time Travels, 2005, p. 22f.] 



3) Discuss the analogies of ‘differences within’ in Foucault’s conception of power and resistance and Darwin’s conception of variation and natural selection.
The evolution of species generates natural selection through variation like power produces resistance and resistance produces power. Power and Resistance are not stable and do not have a pregiven form but are vulnerable to the aspects of the respective other. Likewise, in Darwins works, the dominating groups are constitutive for the domination of resisting groups with the aim of bringing transformation. Thus, subordinate groups have an intrinsic potential of productive transformation in relation to the dominant group, which unstable power is dependent of the subordinated group.[footnoteRef:5]	Comment by Dominika Benešová: Very well written. [5:  Grosz, Time Travels, 2005, p. 29.] 


5) What does it mean that feminist theory should put itself at risk and how might we understand as its own “evolutionary” modes of self-overcoming, where it is confronted with its own limits?
Grosz claims that feminist theories should overcome the hostility to differing feminist conceptions of problematic topics, try to think key discourses differently and take advantages of antithetical perspectives. “Evolutionary” modes of self-overcoming describe actions of revisions of basic conceptions, theories and values based on the Darwinian understanding of an environmental force opposing the individual and thus agitating it to transform. A postulate to leave behind the limitations of familiar field of research and open up to colonize patriarchal constructed sciences and rethink those theories.[footnoteRef:6]	Comment by Dominika Benešová: Great!  [6:  Grosz, Time Travels, 2005, p. 27f.] 

