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Derrida, Jacques. Writing and difference. . et la difference. The last five essays of L' ecriture et la difference, Derrida
states, are situated or . orient the reader who comes to Writing and Difference knowing only that Derrida is very difficult
to .

There is apparently no moment during which a decision could be called presently and fully just. Derrida
argues that there are no self-sufficient units of meaning in a text, because individual words or sentences in a
text can only be properly understood in terms of how they fit into the larger structure of the text and language
itself. And yet an entire reading could be organized that would repeat in Aristotle's text both this limitation and
its opposite". Derrida moved from a text oriented deconstructive approach through analysis of politics and
institution. A group of analytic philosophers wrote an open letter available online to the Times of London, in
which they objected to Derrida receiving this honorary degree. This violence no longer has to do with world
war or even with war, even less with some right to wage war. To this structure Derrida gives the name writing.
Or, in traditional transcendental philosophy, the empirical event is supposed to be an accident that overcomes
an essential structure. Faith, perjury, and language are already there in the origin. It is hard to deny that the
philosophy publications of this epoch indicate that we have before us a kind of philosophical moment a
moment perhaps comparable to the moment of German Idealism at the beginning of the 19th century. The
logos can be infinite and self present and it does not borrow outside of itself the signifier that it emits and that
affects it at the same time. These two concepts appear to us to be antinomic because we conceive an event as
something singular and non-repeatable. His Platonic reflections are inseparably part of his critique of
modernity, hence the attempt to be something beyond the modern, because of this Nietzschian sense that the
modern has lost its way and become mired in nihilism. The first task of deconstruction would be to find and
overturn these oppositions inside a text or a corpus of texts; but the final objective of deconstruction is not to
surpass all oppositions, because it is assumed they are structurally necessary to produce sense. Here is what
Derrida says: To deconstruct death, then, that is the subject, while recalling that we do not know what it is, if
and when it happens, and to whom. The same happens, of course, with adjectives: when must we stop saying
"yellow" and start saying "orange", or exchange "past" for "present"? In traditional philosophy we always
speak of a kind of first principle or origin and that origin is always conceived as self-identical again something
like a Garden of Eden principle. In other words, in order to frame the representation of the secret, I must
negate the first negation, in which I promised not to tell the secret: I must tell the secret to myself as if I were
someone else. Thus a decision aiming at justice a free decision is both regulated and unregulated. By calling
our attention to the fact that he has assumed the role of Orpheus, the man underground, in dialectical
opposition to Plato, Nietzsche hopes to sensitize us to the political and cultural context, and the political
influences that impact authorship. And this hiatus, this fold of repetition, is found in the very moment of
hearing-myself-speak. The present therefore is always complicated by non-presence. Even though justice is
impossible and therefore always to come in or from the future, justice is not, for Derrida, a Kantian ideal,
which brings us to the third aporia. Understanding language, according to Derrida, requires an understanding
of both viewpoints of linguistic analysis. A decision begins with the initiative to read, to interpret, and even to
calculate. He must always mean more than and something different from that he indicates through writing.
This duality between not telling and telling is why Derrida takes up the idea of the secret. The worst is a
relation that makes of more than one simply one, that makes, out of a division, an indivisible sovereignty. In
the experience of the present, there is always a small difference between the moment of now-ness and the past
and the future. Despite its alleged shortcomings, the value of deconstruction may as a corrective, as some of its
cautions are absorbed into other interpretive approaches. Derrida claimed that the Western tradition of thought
repressed meaning by repressing the limitless vitality of language and by moving some thought to the margin.
Thus what deconstruction values is survival. Indeed, that is a good rule of thumb in deconstruction. One might
even say that cracking nutshells is what deconstruction is. It cannot furnish itself with unlimited knowledge.
Heidegger's term referred to a process of exploring the categories and concepts that tradition has imposed on a
word, and the history behind them. These conditions would function as a foundation for all experience.
Unconditional hospitality is dangerous. Every experience, necessarily, takes place in the present. Here we
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would have to return to the idea that every appearance or every experience is temporal. Not a critique[ edit ]
Derrida states that deconstruction is not a critique in the Kantian sense. The secret as such, as secret, separates
and already institutes a negativity; it is a negation that denies itself.


