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Derrida, Jacques. Writing and difference . last five essays of L' ecriture et la difference, Derrida states, are situated or
engaged in . deconstruction of metaphysics based on the notions of writing and difference, and first arrived only One,
and that it has [unwittingly] been attempted by every writer, even by. Geniuses." 

But, from this point of view, that the difference marked in the "differ nce" between the e and the a eludes both
vision and hearing perhaps happily suggests that here we must be permitted to refer to an order which no
longer belongs to sensibility. It is a kind of thinking that never finds itself at the end. The grapheme a
represents several features in the application of this theory: 1. In this respect, Derrida regularly suggests that a
decision cannot be wise, or posed even more provocatively, that the instant of the decision must actually be
mad DPJ 26, GD  Or, better, into taking account of its consumption of writing. On the other hand, there is the
more formalistic or structural style of deconstruction, which examines a-historical paradoxes or aporias. The
practice of a language or of a code supposing a play of forms without a determined and invariable substance'
and also supposing in the prachce of this play a retention and protention of differences, a spacing and a
temporization, a play of traces all this must be a kind of writing before the letter, an archi-writing without a
present origin, without arch -. Everything that has been said up to this point boils down to this: in language
there are only differences. In the form of the proper. Repeatability contains what has passed away and is no
longer present and what is about to come and is not yet present. Klostermann,  In this sense not only must the
person taking the decision not know everything He argues that the condition of their possibility is also, and at
once, the condition of their impossibility. Throughout this book I will translate le propre as "the proper. It is on
that condition alone that deconstruction will provide the means of intervening in the field of oppositions it
criticises" M  By politely responding with a 'thank-you', there is often, and perhaps even always, a
presumption that because of this acknowledgement one is no longer indebted to the other who has given, and
that nothing more can be expected of an individual who has so responded. On the one hand, in order to be
sovereign, one must wield power oneself, take responsibility for its use by oneself, which means that the use
of power, if it is to be sovereign, must be silent; the sovereign does not have to give reasons; the sovereign
must exercise power in secret. I must have a conceptual grasp of it; I have to frame a representation of the
secret. It follows that we live in a world of signs, each a sign for another. The complainant wants justice in the
abstract , and looks to the courts for it, and considers the two as the same. The recently published lecture
course from â€”, Heidegger: The Question of Being and History, allows us to see how Derrida developed his
questions to Heidegger. 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. There must be sovereignty, and
yet, there can be no use of power without the sharing of it through repetition. It becomes a function in a
structure of generalized reference. And, as we know, these two motifs--arbitrary and differential--are
inseparable in his view. The most obvious of numerous necessary characteristics for the Messiah, it seems, is
that they must invariably be male. The messianic refers predominantly to a structure of our existence that
involves waiting - waiting even in activity â€” and a ceaseless openness towards a future that can never be
circumscribed by the horizons of significance that we inevitably bring to bear upon that possible future. The
limit or moment of the present der Gegen-wart , the absolute 'this' of time, or the now, is of an absolutely
negative simplicity, which absolutely excludes from itself all multiplicity, and, by virtue of this, is absolutely
determined; it is not whole or a quantum which would be extended in itself and which, in itself, also would
have an undetermined moment, a diversity which, as indifferent gleichgultig or exterior in itself, would be
related to an other auf ein anderes bezogen , but in this is a relation absolutely different from the simple
sondern es ist absolut differente Beziehung.


