(1) On what grounds have feminists critiqued Darwin’s theory of evolution? What kind of an approach to critique does Grosz suggest instead?
Many feminists, Sue V. Rosser, for example, points out “bias” and “androcentrismc” in Darwin’s theory of sexual selection, claiming that it provides a perfect justification for Eeuro-centric, phallocentric and racist domination that creates patriarchal culture. (qtd. in Grosz, 2005, pp. 16) Grosz admits its “bias”, and it is also applied for the relationship between human as domination and nature as subordination., hHowever, she suggests Darwin’s theory of evolution it provides a new mode of interpretation , an understanding of the productivity of nature, biological (sexual) differences and the becoming of “individual variation”., Iinstead of ignoring his theory it would be fruitful for feminists as gazing at Darwin and approaching evolutionary biology, because it may be of value for developing a more politicized, radical, time and becoming, which all are feminist understanding of matter and transformation. (Grosz, 2005, pp.17-18)	Comment by Dagmar Lorenz-Meyer: Use quotation marks for verbatim quotes!	Comment by Dominika Benešová: Well written! Maybe it could be more specified here, I would suggest something like “Grosz proposes that the feminists should critically reevaluate Darwin’s theory and find its possible benefits (with the acknowledgement of its weak points.)”	Comment by Dagmar Lorenz-Meyer: Agree. And add: not only for those interested in evolutionary biology. His theory of transformation is important for understanding social life. So Grosz is suggesting an affirmative form criticism, focusing on concepts of value for feminism 

 (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 concepts of both Foucault and Darwin illustrate are quite similar. Whereas the explanation in the text, Foucault does not specify ‘biological differences’, mentions the general idea of the relations between power and resistance, “power produces resistance which transforms power which produce s resistances－in a never-ending spiral of self-transformation” (Grosz, 2005, pp. 29)  Power, oppression produces resistance to create a derived concept, just as XXX produced for example the Reformation and Protestantism. Darwin’s theory of evolution also works in the same discourse of power and resistance relations, and it suggests the possibility of producing variations in species under the circumstances of natural power oppressions are arisen and it is never ending spiral as long as they are alive.	Comment by Dagmar Lorenz-Meyer: No. No! it is not that they use similar concepts – they argue about different concepts –F about power, D about species evolution. But the logics within them are similar in that power and resistance are not separate phenomena but mutually condition each other – just as species and environment
	Comment by Dominika Benešová: That is a great example!	Comment by Dagmar Lorenz-Meyer: Can you elaborate? It great to come up with your own examples but they need to be elaborated	Comment by Dagmar Lorenz-Meyer: This is a misunderstanding: the equivalence is not on the level of ‘content’ but logic or dynamic: – they argue about different phenomena, F about power, D about species evolution. But the logics within these phenomena that they identify is similar in that power and resistance are not separate phenomena but mutually condition each other – just as species and environment
	Comment by Dominika Benešová: The whole answer is very well written, I especially highlight the ending. 

(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?
Feminists traditionally have criticized psychology or sociology for long time and dismissed biology, therefore, reflecting and examining/ reconfiguring gazing at theories of biology like Darwin were rarely conducted excepts someby feminists. (Grosz, 2005, pp. 14) The risk that feminists should confront is questioning authoritarian and powerful science, like Darwin’s theory, and biology as immutable, Darwin’s theory reveals the continuities and repetitions of changing of species and the ambiguity and multilayered existence of species. (Grosz, 2005, pp.31) It also useful for the reevaluation of feminist methods and discourses, as self-overcoming transformation ‘evolutions’ from power relations is incessantly working in the life of all species. (Grosz, 2005, pp. 28) Yet, “evolutionary” theory is neither free, nor determined and could be temporal and changeable. “Rather it implies a notion of overdetermination, indetermination, and systemic openness that preclude precise determination.” (Grosz, 2005, pp. 32). So social and cultural life too are indeterminate – they could and can be otherwise; they have tensions within, and also produce transformation – a transformation that does not come from without but is already implicit in nature.,,	Comment by Dominika Benešová: I think this sentence is a bit confused, I feel like the second part contradicts the first, so I am not quite sure what was meant here. 	Comment by Dagmar Lorenz-Meyer: Agree. The second part names what it is interesting for feminism	Comment by Dominika Benešová: I do not think it is the “power” relations which cause evolution – that term is maybe too narrow according to me, I would rather use something more general as it does not have to be “power” that causes evolution – e.g. the sexual selection operates on attractivity.	Comment by Dominika Benešová: These sentences are very important, but I miss some own words that would outline how this concerns the transformation of feminist theory (maybe just some brief comment.)	Comment by Dagmar Lorenz-Meyer: agree
Feminist theory must put itself at risk, and change because its environmetns are changing also.
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[bookmark: _GoBack]Although Darwin’s theory has some “bias”, it is still useful for feminists to explore and apply it to their own theories. To study Darwin’s theory and apply it can provide a new perspective to solve problems in a patriarchal society. If there is a possibility to solve problems that feminists now facing, then it is worth trying. I agree with your idea that the theories of both Foucault and Darwin are quite similar in their logic (see comments above). They all illustrate that “power produces resistance” and Darwin extended it to “individual variation”. This shows that the relationship between domination and resistance should not always be considered as negative but has some positive aspects. I also agree with the idea that “feminists should confront is questioning authoritarian and powerful science, like Darwin’s theory, and biology as immutable”. Feminists should not always apply theories that are already used many times but take concepts to challenge some new fields they rarely applied to. Yes!. In addition, trying to apply a new perspective is necessary to develop feminists’ own theories. 	Comment by Dagmar Lorenz-Meyer: what are these problems that Darwin inspired theory can illuminate?	Comment by Dagmar Lorenz-Meyer: Note: we are trying to critcically examine the arguments of Grosz here. 	Comment by Dagmar Lorenz-Meyer: Good point: power (nature) is productive	Comment by Dagmar Lorenz-Meyer: Well, Darwin precisely shows the mutability, contingency, tansformative forces of nature 
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