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Interpretation of The Difference: The Daily and The Ordinary
and Its Representations In Arab Society

Naceur Amara*

Abstract

This article deals with the question of difference as a philosophical idea transferred
from the context of Western philosophy to an Arab context by practicing difference
with the same idea namely the practice of "the double difference”. This leads to put
the stereotypical "arguments™ on concepts such as "quotidian” (daily) and "ordinary"
in a hermeneutical circle, as phenomena that cover and obscure the phenomenon of
life in its originality. This is metaphorically expressed by "daily life" that represents,
in the Arabic society, a symbolic distortion of morphological structures has been
reshaped by the control frameworks of cultural and cognitive systems and their
representations in everyday language, which has allowed us to rethink the meaning
that can now be attributed to the "Arabity" of Arab society as a case of life that can
be criticized and interpreted.
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Extended Abstract

The interpretation of difference or the formulation of the argument of
difference in a hermeneutic perspective means not allowing the
transformation of difference itself into a transcendental and unhistorical
category. Each interpretation is the protection of the reflection against the
violence of the singular and linear way, interpretation which will break with
the "affiliation” which surrounds in him the philosophy of difference that
follows the paths from the inside to the outside in the form of binaries
(identity / difference), (identical / otherness), (unity / pluralism). Because the
against of difference is not the identity, but the non-difference, it means that
the identity is part of the difference itself, and to think of the non-difference
is to think of the difference inwards what is justified by the return of the self
to the heart of the hermeneutical circle between difference and non-
difference in the form of the critical question: who is different?

The difference represented by the non-daily does not mean the
destruction of the forms of life that enter into the movement of everyday life,
but rather the dismantling of the ontological bonds hidden by everyday
familiarity and prevents any difference or distinction in what we sum by
repetition forgetfulness of being, which means that everyday life is only a
manifestation among the possible manifestations of being and it is not a
characteristic of it; nor a condition in its ontological construction, although it
represents its historical course when it is encapsulated in the cocoon of "life"
in which its temporality is impenetrable; we can therefore consider the daily
life as an anthropological escape from the ontological foundation, it is in this
flight that man is built, and in this flight also that the difference is returned to
the circle of oblivion under the weight of the typification of everyday life
that makes men similar (e.g. media constraints, educational systems ..); and
for this reason, we understand why the philosopher Michel de Certeau had a
historical definition of everydayness as a product of modernity ".

The interpretation of the difference in the context of everyday life, means
that the ontological excavation under the anthropological project is for the
construction of the daily consists and to know on what is based the daily
existence if it is cut off of its temporality, as well as to show the paths
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followed by non-difference without losing epistemologically and returns to
everyday life again under the pressure of "Quotidianisation” as a
transformation of the attitude of opinion in our "relationship to the world" by
"stereotyping "This relationship, because the difference of everydayness
(contemporary) indicates that we" live today ". But the interpretation of the
difference of the non-everyday sees that this "living" is only a "habit" and
that "Today is the one who lives us"; as Heidegger sees it "Today, today, it is
the everyday, to be absorbed and enter the world, to speak through it, to be
concerned”. It is by this power of absorption and attraction in the interior
acquired by everydayness that every non-daily difference becomes a
difference against life, because life here means only the daily limits of being.

To face this crucial question: is life daily? If no, then what is it and
where? This question invites us to rethink the real sources of life and social
life in particular. Who produces the everyday? Because the only
understanding we have of social life is a restructuralised understanding for
the necessity of science and not for the necessity of life itself.

In the case of the Arab community, one can take from the "Arab common
daily" a model of the culture of non-difference is the concept of "normal",
which is close to the term "usual”; in the words of George Canguilhem, the
search for the "fundamental meaning of the ordinary” can help clarify a
"philosophical analysis of life", which raises the following ontological
guestion: Is there an Arab "life"? Because the use of the word "normal” in
Arab society means the elimination of all the possible differences which
come under the law, customs or religion .. Which makes the "ordinary" the
engine of everyday life, since it absorbs all that is "unusual” (abnormal) and
so the Arabic daily continues in a non-different course, defeats all the criteria
that the community can place for itself.
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! Hegel, "Phénoménologie de l'esprit", trad. Bernard Bourgeois, Librairie philosophique
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4 Heidegger, op.cit, p. 296.
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Paris, 2012, p. 138.
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14 Herman Parret, "Le Sublime du quotidien”, éd. Hdés-Benjamins, Paris-Amsterdam-
Philadelphia, 1988, p. 20.

15 Heidegger, "Ontologie, Herméneutique de la factivité", op.cit, p. 115.

16 Heidegger, "Ontologie, Herméneutique de la factivité”, op.cit, p. 115. (Das heute ist das
heutige Heute).

17 Jean Grégori, "Le Quotidien en situations: enquéte sur les phénomenes-sociaux”, édit.
Presse universitaires de Louvain, Belgique, 2012, p. 16.
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18 Heidegger, "Ontologie, Herméneutique de la factivité", op.cit, p. 127.

19 Jean Grégori, op.cit, p. 17.

20 Michel Trebitsch, "Lefévre et Certeau: critique de la vie quotidienne”, in: "Michel De
Certeau: les chemins d'histoire”, par: Christian Delacroix, Alain Boureau, éd. Complexe,
Belgique, 2002, p. 144.
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2 Jean Grégori, op.cit, p. 17.
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2 bid, p. 137.
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% Heidegger, "Ontologie, Herméneutique de la factivité", op.cit, p. 137.

% |bid, 108.
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éditions, Lyon, France, 2000, pp. 49-50.
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