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THE EMERGENCE PFDEC()NSTRl)CTIO~: THEORY
AND,PRACTlCE '
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'Ttıe word decon8tructtOt1li.been~tedw1th the ~ of \
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açadeınla~ Thus.on1y the ~tJ\tj1tr~m preseıited papers.
These'were:OeoI1e P~t. ~'Donatô~-LucJenOoıdmann..
Tzvetan.Todorov. '~~~es~JaeqUe8 Lacan. andJacques
D~amona. oUıer.. . .

.. .

J~QqueaDen1da. whow.then ayoung French pb1losop~er.
made them.ost powetful~ctln tİte J.1neof~~ thought by

. his paj>er. "Strııcture. s.gn; ~d Play ın the Dıscourse o( the
Huıuan ~.."1ı1 ı-' 'ııaper,.b.ecnüeJSea ,the fundamental
assuıtıpt1onıiı~-Sırause.'s ~and~'8stnıcturaJ1sm.
. name1ya 1ÔsoCeiıtric.or ..~~ :R~Y dr thtn1d-Pg,Fot htıtt.the
main eontrad1ct1911ın' 8trUcturattst- Uıought "'as its' bınary

. ,,' . ,.' . .; ',., .' ...
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. . . .

th1nk1ng.beqaııse it aUoweeıone term of an OPp()8ft1OJltorepress
anather. 1iere. Derı1da wasquestiôniDg the opeı'attve.condWons
of bJpary~tn~ng.. ot 'in oUı~r~..s,ysteın m:.differences.that
sttuctura1i8mp~ed. H()We\'et~. Sttuct\11"atısm. .overtooked

.
the

fact that thtaS)'$tem .~OW$ rio.oıig#l of ~amngapart frimi ttself.
onJr.ByJgnoring .ijıiS.faa..~\U'aJısm gets lnevitably 'trapped

. w1tIıın ıog~tric..trame8. "'(~'$. ~ıngs 'demo~ate the
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paradoxes of structura1ist~..J)errtcta's.aım \Vas.to show'
tbat al1 refiexive thoüglıtts eOıI8t1t~ Wıth1ıı.~~Paracic»Qçal

. and dJfJerent1al~tay .ofıq\1~"iD ;winclı'tbere,ıano ortgt.nor
center; or tn his ",ords. 'there 18 no "traİıscendentalstgnifted.

tl .

EverystgniBed 18.aaothet. ~.ancI "structure of.structure"
has '.no.boundaı1.es and. can be exp1aJned by a not1on ef tnftnite
play of ıanguage. 1bt8 decJs1vecriUquehadpowerfullmpl1caUons
for the theoryofmeamDg. 'nı t1'ü&.RspeCt.~.e«uıswttlıin
the'dlfJerent1alplay.oflarigUage.Jteshltes:

.

. '
.

HeDcerorth. tt was necessary to begtn thfn1d~ that there
\Vasno..centa:.~tb8tthc ..~,cou1d not be thoug1ıt tn

. the fOmıof. ıl PreseIrt~betDg.',that ,the center had nÖ
natural' site. that ttWasnota 8xed 10CUSbut a fuıict1on.

f..
'

.
.

.
. ,',..

"
.'.' -, aŞQlt.pf .qQn-Ioçus 1ııvduçh ~~te nUmber of

stgn..~~tu.~~ "~~ ınto'~~'tıı1s~the.~ınent
when ~e :1nV~J.1ıe.}1~t.$aJ j)rob1eıwit1c.the
mOD)ent ~heQ.tn'th~abseJ1cee>f'aç~nteror .-Qr1g1n.,
eveıytb1ng~~.~;.~.~t .!to~...a ~ tn
whtCh<the ,c;cr~!tra1<~jıifi~~ ,.'the:

.'

orıgtl\at, ,or

tr~nd~.,~~A~ ~~ı-8:t?I'OJuteJy present
()U~4L~s~pfr1~ı'e~~.\~~ a~ce .Qf the
tnuısCendmı~ ~~~~,~~t~thePı.y
of ~catton ~Iy. 'f"Sıructure. '-ıı~ 'aJıd 'PLaY" 84)
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'
';:'~-:_':.,.' .:<:,
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.'.." ,7"f"i,:<:":",": :,..r ",",,_d,' _' ..':",,-:-,," _>_',>

Lotocentrtctlıought.~a~..~.w_tj}e ~ni~
prti1clPle., tn. Uıe!~tu~~~.' &#4' ~t'~nıeJ;e4. o\ir

. pbilosoph1c8l tl)fntpPi~d~e' W:~~~ ~~~. ~da
attacked this. ass~Pt19n,.y1rıf ...~~.the"bole.trad1t1()n . of
WcStern. metaPby$1Cs:'~'ı-eJeçiC4' t})e..dOTtı(p;a~~ot.the.key
concepts. suc4 aapoci.! ~~.~aŞqP.PlC'ani~Se1f.orl.ın.
truth,etc.. becaU$C;they:bave~ Se.1f':'~~andstngs of
Betng: the ~f:J:8 thattu~;Jftto~~~ sIgı11ftecis(an)'
sart 'Qf.nıı.üi~an1njI)..Tljes; .~,"~1f- Şiı~ct~t. nations, f~n aS~e parts,.~'~~J>~' 1bts ~th;it these
concepts exJşt.1Jyneı~~~i~,.pr1ııfeı1()r$"Uke:.truth
-ftC~ioıı. ,maıı..w,o~an. .."Q~q._e"d:'...,'I!.!ure-cıvı1ızat1on.
speecb-wrıung. Qpd-~. J;)eç()~cUQnshpws. ttiatthese

, n1aJor C()ncept8rep~ '~e1r .o~~!es. .and attelppts to reVeme
this babtt in Uıtnking. it dıspla.ceS' the ptIn.s.r.yterm ~cfnt.W8
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attent10n to tbe,relat1ons ofs1.lClidüterences to'produce meanmg,
l1ke woman-man, 'f1ction.-truth. writ1Q.g-speech. However,
deconstruct1ondoes more than just reveisa! and dfspıa.cement. it
rethinks the ~e,"secondarytermby retnscrtbtngit, and
deconst1tutes the term's, (ormer definitton. In, this, , respect,
interpretat10n cannevet cometo an end,'becausetheteisnoth1ng
butp1ay~ Thus, Den1da's ~orcontr1button to ph1loŞophy and
crlttcism was. to ınvert the hterarehY ofconcepts ~d 'to we1come
t4e 1ndetermiDacy of mean1ng ,tn bıt;erpretat1~ "," ' .. ,

In the early, 19708 American deconstruet1omst like'Paul de
Man, Harold, Bloom, Geoffrey, Hartman, J. H1U1s.M1l1er,and
Joseph R1ddel,' have take~on theslgntrıcance of this play ID
interpretat1on, aDcd they have focused an the rhetortcal
self-ref1extvity of the teU. 'ThQinvest1gatedthe 'text's verbal,
ambIg1,.dttes,flgura and metaphors: 1beir l1neofcı1tic1smwas, to
show the gaps intexts where the texts undo themse1ves.,The text
refuses closure 3Dd pO$itS"itself as an autonomous whole, but
.cannot be a 'Wholebecauseit is, endlessl, o,pen toplay of
~erences: 'Af,Hartman wou1d,argue,aU oı.ns were de1usive.

Furtbermore.'decorıstıuctlve crit1cisnıthit' Bourtshed tn. the
U.S.A. 8fter the ı 9708 w1th the joiping ot the yot.ırigercrities like
Shoshana' Felmaıı, Barbara,Johnson, Gayatrt Chakravorty
SpiVak, has proved to be able'to mvesUgate,ijıe 1JnguJsticde~ity
of the work of litemtuİ'e itself. Almost" an of thesecl1ttcs were
assoc1ated. With Hopk1nsUniversity or Ya1e University. M1l1er
and de Ma,n, in the early 108. Jobled Bloom and Hartman at Ya1e
and

.
the ''Yale School" emergep. ,Due to theİr int1uence

deconstruct1on spreadWidely in the ~te 70Sand early 80s. AIso.
the 'translattone of Derrlda's works had a1ready played a

. partirolarly important role in the "ıate 708. ' '
-

.. ~;

1bese were:
ı. Oj~.(l976)

2. speeclj dndPhertcarnena(l~73}

.3. writ1ngand Dlfference (1978). . . \

Inthe 1980S'a second wave' o(trahsJat1Ons,CoBowed:

ı. PosWons (1981)
>
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2.DIs$4!!tJUJ1atton U98n ,.

3: Miuı ,.1'm.,r~"rJ h
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)yfn$'O "-;J~"'. .

In the . ı980IrAıner1caJ1~ctorspıaYed a.oore major
rolemthe ronnat1onof~nsttu~ .crıttdsın. several books,
were publ1sbed~suchas;JO~ CuUer'sOn. Decon$tTUCtton:
Tpeoru ..andCntfct$nt.. oftetsınictıınıltsni (l982). Chı1stopher
Norris's .

peconstructflm: '. ~ '(ınd .Pr4cttCe (1982) The
DeconstructtiJeTum:E-ıys ıntbe~ qf.PhffOsOPhyf198S).
and vınceııtB..Leitclı'S .f)e,Çt>nştrı!çtWeC~ A,nAdvanced
Introductton (l~);pıeşe.'Y~aı.ı ~~uCWrY ~~wı1t~.to
clat1fy

.

the obşcurean.clC:<>WPIex~ ,mlııeDemdean ~eory.
and they were ~.W.gıVe ~o(1ts.prKtlCe..

. .

.Later iIlthe .,80Sde_ctIonbad alı'eady . prOYOked large

. numbers Qf..tntenectuaıaand ~iOf~.and crea.ted.a
debate'overthe meantng .aım...~. theorIes..1bIsdebate
:generateda:~. secondaıY.l1Iterature. Deeoııstruct1on bad
shakeiH.he fattb tııthepast tMoıteşaıı4QCCtıpled thecenter stage
in 'l1terat'1ertt1ciSm/ lt .suıı.,omipate& the ... .JlteI:a,ryftel,d L>Y'

tnnU~~11I1d ~~~to~ı.e~e fte1d0f
l1teraıytheotyf

. .' .'
~' .

STRA~YO~btcqNsiR~:...' .
--:.- - .',-,. .~ .

in OJ.~Pen1da ~ırrı8Uıat"deconStruct1on'ts not.
a Uıeory. nora nıethQd. ~.'.If.J.t iS_,a_theoıY~ıt.cantentat.tve1y be
caUed a:!'textUal strate§" and~preeJse1ya"pratJce"tI; XXXIX).
.Mar1e-R;oseLogm.states.tn ~tiOn to DeıTJda'lı cIarlftcaUonaf
the tenn .decoDStruct1Oıt.that.~Cıoseıy'Jiııked.. ta .the.pract1Ce of
teachfng. the d~nstructive ıttrategy.iS... ~ of by Detrtda
as an ongo1ng rev1slonary'proceSS." (59).. Howevu. Derr1sta'does
not systematize the pu~ oratms of' deconstrucUon. but
elucldates the concem over the nature'of teXtuaitty. As.,Norr1s'
writes. "deconstruct1on is... an~tY of~dtng wh1c1ıJ'e11)31ns
c10sely Ued.to the texts 1t~ate$. 8.ndwhichcan neverset up

. tndependent1y asa sel( c-' enclosedaysterDo(Çerat!ve çoneepts"
(Decons~, 3J,}~.~n ()f.~..text..1mpı~nts Brst..tts
intertextuality' and

.
Uiıdec1d$b1l1ty. and second. enta1ls the.ı _

. .;: -
.:

.''-
,

. -
~

subv~rsion of the ıogocentrtct.radiUon. In dd$ respect.
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deconstrucUon ~ng~~the-.upityofthe-~ by' replacingthe
hterarchial oppositiQDS. This ıııeaı;ıstbat the .standart critical
concepts of.. signif1~n . and syucture com.' under 'close
scrutiny by.. followJng the "etrects' ofdJffei"eiıces.a1ready atwork
wtthin the 1Uusion ofbtna.ıY,Oppoşj,tıon" (Jf)hnson Cr1UcaL.
Difference. x-Xi).

. ..' .'
,

According to Derrida an ,texta scoı1tatıfboth.. the tradtUona1
matetials of metaphys1CS ~thesubvet8j,on of these. materia1s.
Stnce Westem Cultur~'Dr 4teF~ture aıready. coıitains"the
tncompaUble<c~eptsand , undectdab1eelements. it hasthe
inevttablese1f-deconstl'ucttng1QgoceqtnÇ systeın. in th)s system
a text can not step .oiıtside. Of.1t8Oıf;ebut t~:aJso caDnot.be- encloşed
within ttSetf...~~.. a teXt is reaa ~ tts OWJ.}'.Jogtc.by focusb:1g
on tts overJooked and exceşstve elements. 1ts gaps. and by trac1ng
repeated textual' elementS. .'

. .

A ~~tsonly inreıatl~ to ~er text8.Therefore.tts study
is the study of tııtertext1,1.a1tw.Thİ$term designates a. text's.

. dependence on priorcodeş.~.~.. conveJ?Uons and
texts.Studytnginte1'\çxtu~ Je~. to..the c;UsşemtnaUonof
meaning. and erases the JJ1uslO,Jİof' a. centered .ground In
interpretatiOn."1'1ıegroundo(any text iS ~ysanother. text...and
the language of ateXtls.aIWay$'.tmeıtextuat.

As. Derrtda pronounçed.ın. QfOrqmmatoıogy."1'J:ıere'isnothing
outside of.thetext"(ı58). Theın.eaı:$1gof atext.CIUl be discovered .
difIerenUally.thr~therelaqons betw~ arb!trarysıgns. The
stgn canppt.refer U>1m~ SJgı(tbatp~:extştsJt. Every concept
mavesin a cham 1iıw~ !tccmstant1yrefeıato otherconcepts
by a systeipa~play ofdiffere~. This ~:p1ay of mean1ngs
prevents, enciosure. an4 prOf.iJices tnfbıite. posstbiliUes ,of
interpretaUon ~d: lıb~attonof r

lX1ulUplemeantngs. In this
respect. .theprevaWngnot1çmsQf~ocity.uIJity.cqbere~~d
w)ıoleness are ..ı:uIedout of.uıten>reta~Jl. Iı,ideed.the nature of
textualitYeXcl1,1.des tı.çse: jt()U~.lrel1e .Harveystates.that
"uİ\iv«ity. up1ty~cOberence.andaySt~tit! totaJ1tyare not the
atms of ıntetpretaUon"for Derrida(142). .

. .

c ThiS na.ture ~UÜJ$. at.least tWo .1eve1s: one controlled'
by the .authOf. qne not:. on~ declare<1.bythe author one'
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~;ene ~..Ot\e ııOt;.oneent8ıBng. form.
one conteri.t:one entai1tiıga'pr1nelp1e.onea practtCeand
şe» on. Howevet.theee",ıeveıs afe,Dotre1ated <tn an
oppostttonaınÜannet nor;'m a bıer&rclüal one.lııatead..
they arecU8.fu~WttlıR8pect tC»üıetr 'Presentatton to
the "reader' /iJıterpreter. The appeareneeof one
~us the ~ Qfthe,other- (142).

. "111enatureof textuaBtY~the cOııtradIet1onmitself. by
presenttng'sevM1üôPposittonaıleYe1s to~tesi1llultaneous1y.
suchas.author-nOnauthor. fOrm ,..conteııt. theoIy -' practtee.
metaphystca1- iea1. Jf one1e'V'e18.ppe8r8tJıeOtherdı88ppe8J'8.b~t
a1so they are_~ togeQıer bya.1.IDidQg .tt:rm wh1Ch p18ya'aro1e tn

. both 1eve1sbut W1thout~ .

. .

.

'._-' -- .'
. ~

,

'

if .tneseleVels f#'. a textappeatid~W!a1tbey1eadto the
clOsure of other levelsfor thetrlocat1oti. Here.deconstructtoli
tracesthe '. eXclUdtı1ggt$tuıeefor~. arid8howı!lthafwtıateVer
is exctuded orDWiettreıwant Jaa1Wayslurkmg behtnd. and
constttuiliıg the prOductiori<KpreeentatlOn.and the excluded term
always lead$totheoth~ "~'~textaııdneverto a center.

Deconstructt~ AAO\VS..thea,rbııran' strueture ofsuch
d1sjunCUverelat1onS ~,~1e.vdıs;~a ıexı_Den1c1a'stextual
analys1showever. never claılro$thattWos1desof a teXt are alwep

, vietbit at the same~.11ıeYreq1.ı1rea~ ot a second
readlngtrf'whtCh. one .ıe.ı-: ii~~edand'th1s suspensıon
~aIstheaPpeatence olthe .~fe1att_.1bJıs.ofcounae.
creates~. ı--eı-~~ ÖetWeenthetwo

.

1eY'elsbeCômes appatentwheri'tWo ı~ are reaBzed as such.. In
thiS ~ct. ~~fanytermoveraDOth.s8 dl8rUptecl;and a
synthesi8..of twolevels heeomes"j»erceptibletf'both levels.are
juxtaposed~'11ı18 .seems Uke .Jm}JOıistbtllty..to

.re.-on. .beea,uae
reasonworks 'aCeotdiDg

.

to'acrıtet1()Xı of coınpıeteness. ,B\1t this
revelattonofccm.tradtction 'wlthtııtextuality . tums the
logocenttic cı... of ...'teattowards'Ul1tty UJ)8tde'doWn. and
revea1stbatrule8.WhIChan' b.eKevedtOgovetnthe structure of a
text. are inCOns1stent. ' .

.

,
'

.De~on'8tatts'ttıe', ~Of the UDti1of a text as
wen as'tt8~..11ita",~,e1em-ıt tsrepressed



by the~onip1euon or cıosUft oftbe. strtıC,t~re. in "other words.a
. structure ıs a1waY$gtvenaftxed o.. ôr a center.and therefore.
the undecidab1e eiementts forcedto be 1Iıvis1ble"But. it is this
element that. iS centİ'a1.tqthe .text. As..Derr1daargues. the center is
at once1nS1deand outstde.It.Jsoothapart'ôfthe, structure of sjgns
and an obstacle. that prevents. tpe~cture'8 wholenesSby
"escaping struCtural1ty."~"lbecenter ~ nOtthecenter' f'Structure.
Sign and Play'~). For further understanding of this obvious
contradiction. we can.refer to Doug1as Ta11ack's eva1uation of
Derrtda'sterln."su:pp1enı~ntar1ty.,"

"As in;hiS d~onstrucUon ofH,usseFl's oı1ginalmoment of
, mtentlon. Dem~deınonstrates that for astructure to be
compl~e it must~paradOX1cally-have'an "extra" element.
However.'~tnftn1te8ubst1tut1onsand the freeplay" (260) of

, competing tnteıpretatlOD$. are not dependent upon, the
degree.,of'amb1gu1ty of' a',pait1cular text, S1nce anı~1,1fty
tnıpIies that themeaıiings a:reconta1ned aiıd. $Omehaw
balance each other.F{eeplay ts the conseQUence of the

.
lae.k of centertha,ti~<tef1nab1y tnstd~oroutsıde a

,

structure and so aQle t01.111İfyit. (164).

in such an approach ,to thetext where the. hierarch1al order of
concepts have' been d1$rUpted,where the undec1d~ble elements
decentra&e the structure. ;wbereamb1gtoustropes. {)gures' and
metaphors are tmeed aBd repeated. 'thetext can,never be subjected
to a single. homogeneousread1Dg~ Suclı a readingproduces
tnexhau,st1blepoS$ib1l1t1es'.for' ınterpretat1orıs."andthe futil1ty'of

'log1ca1 closures. 11ıus. deconstruct1on overt1.U'IlSthetraditiona!
assumpttops ,of" interpretat10Dand nıeantng. ~d shows' that
whenonetrles to go to the orıgtn or center of a structure of any
text. one oIlly f1nds suppıemeı1t.1'epetit1on.freeplay~-absenceand
undec1dables. .

"

,

ActuaIly. the natu:re ortextUality (language) 'exclude,s
totalJzatfon beca.use ofits inftn1teplay of8J,lbst1tut1oiı; In short.
ıanguage itse1fhas no center. smee the l1nguiSt1cstructures of the
texts bebaveıtke,1arigUage. ~iıstruCuve approach erases a
culture of refereIJ.ce and advocates, the process by which the
structure unfolds ttself w1tIıthefreeplay,of d1fferences in it. In
this respect. the' texts are read aga1nst their own ıogic by

i~
39-



cpp.centrat1tt1" on_u.ıe;re~r~~t8..Sueh overl()()ked~

margınal,orexcess1Ve el~,poj1t ~ IPCOD1pleteness~ofthe
. ,text. It fs' thıs mcôıtıpl~ten-ııtJıat ,pt'Ovıde$ "a 'deconştructtve

reading. Thus. a text can' uot bcJ;ebdOsed. A&Nô1TisStata ın The
,

DeconstructWe TUm. "t()deccmsttUctatext... istobring out a
radical dlSjunction,between, ı-ıc'" aııd,.ttıetoıic~mtentton'and
sense. what~ exp1ıeit1)t saysand wbauts ftgund,work1ngs
constra1f;\1tto meaıt (157). '

,',

"

"

in deconstructiVecrıtictsınthe 'crtt,icai,concçpt ôf "textu8.l
.

. .
_.

'.'
i; .

":'._ -'.
,

.'
-'-.'... ~'..,

.'..':
;:.,..",.

.' '. .-,.
'

d1tIerence" ıs crucial to-Jlle praçttce. The ctitiC's tiis1t.1ıet'e. 'ıs, to
~ the'teıct's crıUcaldUfereneefromıtseJf., He "searches for
the waysın wblCh the text,'dıfteıI&,ftoınıtaeJf:Sut thıs difference
does'not consUtutethe teitis'~; 11ıerefore,.tlıecr1ti(docuses
on tbe dUIereJıc.e.wtthlııtbe tcoJrt.'beeausettis this di1ferencetbırt
deferstbe poss1bi11tyofa tOt,~WbOıeaııd ,tbusatıintegrated,

. meanıng., TheresuIt of .UUS'ldnd'fi( CJ1tıcJsm'ıstoexpose the
SignJflcat10ıı ~ Withmtb.e ı_and to' showthe freeplay of
sigt1İf'iers'.'

. ,

,

'

in pre-dec6nstruct1V,ere~tbÇottes itwastbe center that
,

provided tbe, ıne8n!ng ,or a'text: HoW~r. deconStnıcUon shows
that tt ls ~ ündeCJdablee1eınenttbat 1s~tra1 tothetext.but
paradöxtca11y,tt1un1t$the.-ıu~~,byı"eaCapmg stnıetuta11ty"
and beeoınes non-ce~ter.'1.\'hlsc~~ ısreıatedtotbe
reading of a text. m that.,~.-ı-.'~ tb-ı J&assumed

, to' be lacktng.Derl1da. st8.test1iatUıis' .' the ,moVeınent of
"supp1eınental1ty0" The" $Ü'UetUre Str'IV8 to 'be complete; 'but

ın

order to 'be complete. ttpatadOX1CaDY:1neludesan,extraeJ.eınent.
Focu$1ng' on tb1s ' .extrae1e~,'pro-dUeeS, a,freeplayof
ınterpretat1Ons. 1Jl Sbort. teXtş~~ determfneınterpretatton
a1one;',AS- spj~writes ın.herPrtfacetothe"~at.on of Of
Grammatology:

.

, '.
. thedesire for urdty;ımd ol'dercompe1sthe authorandtbe '

, reacler tObalance the equ-ı- t1)ati8,tbe text's systeın:'
Tbe 'deOOn$tıUcttVe ,~ (seeks) themomentin the
text wıuchharbotsthe.~ of tbe eq~ation. the

. slmght'of hand attlte;Jtmttofa text,wlıtch cannot be
dişmfASedSlmp1yas_Coiıti:adIctlOn.(24--5) ,
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Here, the decPl1ŞtructJVe .~. re~s tlıe d1fferenUaJ.
qual1tyOflaDguageand. expo$eSthe, text:s . dta1ogic81l1ature. He

,

seeks the teXt.s ,"monıent" "bep it WU1dtfIer fıomitselC,
transgress tts '~'8Ystc:m' an.d.' "come .uncıecktable. .

Thıs ,

1nev1tably breaks the 'contiınU1Yand theseır.. ııssumed Unıty of -
the text. and leads to a double'reading. 'lbi8 undectdable reading
effect 1~ achieved by breaking, ~PJIt sJgn1f1ers and stgn1f1eds
cont1nually and reattachingtlıem 1n.rıewcaınb1nat1ons. it ısthts
process of displaceWentthat p~uces a. play,of dıtIerencesIn -,

1nterpretat1ons.. it 18 prec1sely at ,this "P01n:tthat deeonstruction
challengesand d1S1'UPt$ tradtt10iıaI Uterary assumptions abaut,
textual coherence. ' .'

".,

,
The, rea.cJ1ng ofa .t~1n. <teco~tnıct1on, is carried Oıı.,a double

mode. Here. the text 18sh()\vnto be ",oven frOnt ,d1fferentstrands
wh1ch cannotlead to a syntheşts. butendlessIy d18place one
anather., Dertıcıa's read1ngof~1nthf$ manner neverproposes
a un1f1edtheoryabout literatuie.' in fatt.. he eınphasiZeS the fact
that co~ctln{ a coherent.me~~a1 syJtertı 'abO\ltUterature 18
imposş1ble.~. he ~tes a8)'8tem around.keyconcepts., and
gtves new rolc~s.to,his te.mıs. .~ putpQSe. aıid pract1ce Is to
1ntroducenew tetin$ andd1sp!ate'tIıe'old 1n.orderto prevent them.
frombecomtngthecentral coı1cept$of4'newtheoıy.,

, .
However. I:>eıT1da'swork 1$ most ofteıitıeatedas anew theory

~th central concepts. 'and wtth "analyttcalınethods., ,Jonathan
Culler stre8Se$ this,obsetvatioômor.e,clearly. staımg that
Derr1da'sworkts ~d 'and 'd.tscııssed asa\th~ ~ general
çlAfme abaut the nature of,ıangu_ auıd textsu.("Jacques Derr1da"

\ 156): '

,"
,

'

Evelı1fone gra$StW .'tt hıs deaJtngs,\V1th,ı-tsnıther
than any expJic1ttheoıyWbtchought tO.be stressed. ,as
SOODas, one c1tes or~.the8e teadlngs-they,becoıiıe
c:xamplesof ~praçtıceand,thus 1ııU$trationsof ,

a theoıy ana nıetbtXl The' very nature' of 1J.ıtellectua1
> discusstoD... ınvolves~~ts of ınasteı'Y and hence the

fonp.ulat1on of" genera1,'cJa1Q)A. ..such aS" C~ be 1nferre<1
fronı.h18 ~ ofRadtngand.wrıung.(156). '

'

_ 'Although Uıereader encounteriJ' a 'paradoXica1..s1tuat1on ın. the
readingprocess -because 8ııy extrCise of ıanguagemvolves certaın. \ . .
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'

contradıctions ~ the ~.,8uch~canbe to corivert
them' as "CoınpleXp&ttem&bfıı-maıdUferencea tnto'a1ternat1ve
postUonaor tnterpretatkms"(CuUtryOnDeOOnsıruct1on 215). The
ctit1c slıou1d address_tat's coııtradictlonsandexp!ote.theway

'they arereproducec1,
,-

'

DOUBLEREADING IN D1J:CONSIRvC'nON:

"

The maJor Str8.te&Y ',of.(tecQnstrucftve tr1tıC1s1:ni8to .undertake a
double, reading. caUıng~ttegUorr to "the ways tn which
arg~entatıons in text$ queIWn qıe1rownUııesofpiem1ses. '

L8nguage 1,spercetved!.s a/ı>ı,y of d1ft'erences. tra:ce~ and
repeUt10ns wh1clı.pr04u~ 'nıe~,11ıe:~robleuı,.'ofcbtTerence 18
seen as ,81).,unc~~a1nty.andre,adıDgI~ads to a prol11'erat1()nof

_ traces ,md d1trer,enceS~ It' trt~8 ..tO,lttenttty 'and, 'to ,cUsmmtle
dJD'eronces by '~ems ~f.."oU1~-~erep.ces'ihat.cWıo~, be, fuUy
id~nt1f1ed or ,~~d.(J()~ ,,]CJ.~.Deconstruct1veread~
showŞ the ~1p which aımrt dJlterarroıııiteetf.11ıts 18d6rie by'
flndıng~côntrad1~ ın,'~eteXt~d.:~e bınaryopposit1ons. '

Meaninjı ,ıs .expla1ned 'ftcc~j'~,to ~~.u~d~r1ytng ,system of
dtiTerences.In.J:ı1s..~ ~'~ce" J)emda emphasızes "
the 1ne\1tabWty of d1fferencis' in:the~' of JangUage:"In a
language. inthesptem of languege.~ areoıı1ycW1'erenees...
But. ,onthe oneband' 'ıı-dtif~pIau;mJarqıUage,in speeclı
too, ancltıı the -ııan;e betweealuguageand"speeoh. on the
other haııd.tbesedS~...,tbetneeJv,,"eçtşıı'25).~ '

'. '
,

The e1uSfvene8S'otd1ft'erenCCi~ tO\qh!clıW()rd.8ate
reaf1 tn language creates the, ınajor dlfftculty ,in the reaıCÜng.
proceas.However.thecı1tac81etneePtof; c:Wferenceıscruc1al to the .

, praet1ceof deconstrU~~.J8y~a1Jterary text
thecı1t1c trıes to.Jnd1cate thei.wayaAn.whtchthetex:t ıs. d1ft'erent
from.otheraanda1lOestab~ıu.$m ,'d1ft'et~tn ana1y81s
from. Othercn.1ttce..But;atdfa dift"etmıce can -neVer"be its spec1al
idenUty: \\'hat 18' importaııt 1I1,..atext's:'d1ft'erence ,ta. the ,way in
whlch atext dJlfersfrômftse'lf. The,eacUaaof a text a1m8 at
showıngthts~~., T1ıa'eföre.tt 18a dift'erence Wıthin,
not a dI1I'~enc. between. .11ıiş.c::Uff~renCe that Is tAb~n~ 111each

,; text
.
su~erıstb.e ı.'.- i~~iY'ancf,preverıts'tht 'text fr'Qm
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'achievtng, totality."Thetext; d1tTetswtt1\tnfrom itself and makes
,any 'Integrated. meanmg ımpos81ble. 'Deconstnictlve, readıng
focuses on this ,d1ffenmce.,lnotherwords,-:texts undo themselves
by" the workingol ,d1iJerencesto ',reach \inequ1voca1 messages.
Thus. a deconstuructlve read~~s a te'xt'ssubversloIi of its
tmpl1ed meaning.. Therefore,'readttıg: theones that aimed at
reducinga l1t~ tat to a untty,Qfmeaning are destroyed.

Derrida's read~s ,usiuilly f~çus on.the, undec1dable terms-
whlch operateon a doublerangeand whlch anow no synthes1s
atıdwhich urido the ten'sdaim to tobı1ity. These terms
contlnua11y dlsplaceoneanother 'In "an Inf!~te cha1n of
differences from ope another. Perrt,da uncovers logocentr1cism tn
his readings. D.C. WoodPdtnts outthat ''meaırlng for Derrtda ls
a1ways mediated, never lmmed1ate. And, by medlatlon is not
meant justa deferred:pr*~nçe whlch Ctna1ij: comes, but a
permanentstateofdefemıe~t~(21). , '

The play of d:1ft"erencestn at text a1ways delers any clOsure of
meantng, ,and cannot be repreşented or captured in asystem.'
Therefore.any prıvueged m~ thatthe.text,8eertıs to poslt'js
1nfin1telydefetted. DecOJJStructlve readings attempt .to trarisfomı,

.

'

.
"

',",

i

"a text wlthou~merely endOı.:stngthe widerframework to which Its
terms belong "(WoO<!24). .ı\1$o.thecrıtlc. reverse~'the hletarchy
w!ılle, deconstructtng ,the oppQ$it1oııs. '

, in Qther words. ,reading ts

done ,tn terms of changtngthe hlerarchıaı ordei of Ideasand
argu~ aga1nst the opposltiOns.However. one should preventthe
new' ppposiuon." ~dreversa1 fromestabllsh~ ltse1flrito, a
privlleged PQsıtlon. Thtstnvolves double. reading by carefuUy
dlsplacıbg thenew coriceptual marks and puttıng a distanCe
wlthtnthenew concept whtchı no longer allows itself to be
grounded1nto the old pattern.'

,
't

,

'Double rea~ reqJ.lirestwo 'ştrategies. FırSt. the cr1t1c should
read wlthGut' chang1ng'~ound: :and repeat1ng the, logocentrtc
issues. Heuse$ the systemagaiıJSUtseJf. Second. thecritlc shou1d
re~d, by changlng' gr~ui1d' anc1 aftlrm1ng dlscontlnulty and'
d11ference(Le1tch283). .'.

Derrida practice$ double' .te8.d~ tn Of' Grammatology on,
" Rousseau's' Essay on the 0r1g1n of Language. In ~is text. Derrtdai ~' .',. .
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,
poJntsto,tqe opposttıonof''UtUte;t.cu1tuı-.''tAa1rnvuıgtnnature
in a 'happy statereeogmze. theRecd furoommuıüty.Iiı the
process of, transformat1on tftto,',söctetyftom nat1ire. culture
bec::aıne,an ac1dit1onalstate of b.appıness for man. ,In other words.
culture "suppıemented" nature~ ,andıater. ittooltthe place of
nature.Thitş. cukurebecamebOth anaddf.tiOn.otsUpp~ment and.
also a substitlıte for nature."I'.h.is:ııatureleWture dpposit1Onleads
to.similar ti'a,(iltiop.aloppo$~nsltk.e;dgQO~ev1l.truth..nc.tıon.
m8$Cu1ine-Ceuiliııne.heaıth-_i$Case.şpeecb.-Wrtt1ng.in .eachcase
the' second termc,ame as 'aSuppı~nı tij'.tb.e,~For .exampıe.
wr1Ung caıne .ı~te intbe eYc)tutionof ~,

' ~off~d both
posit1ve,and ;I1egatJve~dv~The~temı intheopposition
was aıways the,prMlegedtemı. WttJıodt ~suPJ?lementaryterm
the flrst t.enn had notru~vaıue.)nOUıer. words. .thereWas no
odgınaı'unsuppJemented ",teı-m.., .Derrtc1~ lnverted' the
nature/cu1ture~n and ~ tq,~"UIldecJt1~h1e"COQCePt
in RbuS8ejlU'S text. .He deconstructed "natwe" and "culture". ~d
showedthat "tfu1t\.ıre""dtdnot sıipplem~nrııattire.butthat nature
was. alwatIs .tllreadıJ"asupp1eJA~edeitity.(Lettcıi 284}, Derrtda
ftrst wrotetheconcept andtbeneüSedlt:He a180quest10tıedthe

.

noUon öf "natural <Jngfu"ör~unSuPPleJnented ptiı1tY'" by the
'alwQysalreQf1y f0rmula. ıııe:~_\VaS't0ınserldthe supplemen1 /

bito my seemtrıg1y;Siinp1e,or'P\11"e ınetapbySlca1Patr of bınary
oppos1tes {284}~ He 1i1scovet'ed:tlıat theoutslde wa$

,

reallythe
!Mide.

'

. .

.'

.Double, read1ng~ı>I~Ys ~~ni~d' db1PlaçUıg~Y terma
and ~tıs~YertiJ1g .tb,e QP~tt>B$.' ,ıı .nvolVes 'lıQmArtent
ana1yşts. 'Byrepeat1J11~\1al~ts suchas. themes.and
conqepts.~eço~.cuVc,

,anaıysis:brtngs()utthe~ 4isruptive
elements tn the repetiUo:iı. Repetitlopr~~ tııe ooperat10tUi.of
cUtIerencecttsor1entiDgthe subsUtut1011~.'1bus. deconstruct1on,of
a text enta1ls asuwerSlôn:ofthe'16goeentrtc tractltlon. 1tshows
that all t-exts.corıtam:~ ~Ubıe eie1nmt!S."discontinultles
and undeC1dableS..When,thecotıeeptof atrUcture 18,dt$mantted. a
play of me-ıııgs iSlatd bare~<So" \Ve' have an Imln1te.
indeternıtnate play of signlfiers. in this respect. to ~eton&trUc.ta
text ts to show hOWthe textunaermtries wbatU:asserts.
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P.RACTICE: , .
~ -

, ~, .

For ı(', deconstrUcttve _ ~ading ~csha11 aplbtc Barbara
Johnson's disc~ssiQnôf8aıyStt4d., "Melvittets, Fist: The
Exec.utıon of BillyBttdct.'~. her'book The Crttlcc;ııDW'erence.
Johnson's reading ıs' one o! the ınost dıstfnctlVe deconstruct1ve

-

.
- - -

-.' - -

criUcisms. ,',
'

,

"

.
, BillyBudaist1ıc.tragtc stC)ıyofaV'crYkUıOCont.h~e and

young sai1orailIy_Buddwho arOUSC8~c antagonisn1 bf t.he
satantc master-at-arms Claggart." Before thc Captain, Yere.
cıaggart faIselY accuses ,$Jlly,ofplotUng ~uUny, ,BJIly strikes
CIaggart, dead. CapWn vere,coı1vtncesUıe other omccrs that in
the daİJgei'ous'unıes of the,Freneh'~olutlOnaıy war, b~ tIlust
hang as 'an example to Qte f1ect. 'J3efo.re,Bİt1ydies his ']ası ~ord&
are: "Gpd:Qless Captatn Vete."

,.

"

" '

'
,

JohnSonfirst dlrecıs our, attmtıon to theambiguityin the
stoıy. and ,second to the ~n<IiniI.The storyends"no less than
four ~i'(80).Johnsonnotes,thatt\l.stoIyd~JiQf totaliz:e
ItseIfinto', intentionat finaııty ,but "tn factbegtns" to repeat
Itself- retc111ngItse1f flrst inreverseand. th~ln verse" (81);
~coI'Çl1ng1Y:,",tQend ıs tQte~taı)(1t() ~~t1s'to'be'H open to
revisl()n, d1Sp~Ceıneı:ıtand reveİ'sat" (tU). In her ,d1şcus~o:p the
n~ importantpÔint is the Pl'Obıem.of (eVerSaıand' oppositions.

, 'I1ıe1elSue oCthis stoıy1SI1Qt'Uıe. ~,bet~eeD.goodand t\~J1,or,
tnnoceİ)ce andguilt .. niost' çrl~ bave ,argpQd,but' rather the
'relatton between beıng and~. ~e Opos1U6nbetWcenBU1y'and
CIaggart is aetua,Uy.an, oppQSiUon*'between tWo eoneepUona'of
language. or betweehıwo typeSofı:eacımg"(84). To understand this
poınt,we 'ınust ,C9l:ışıderthe.ittıpO~tf~ctJıi theştoıythat
each charactetmeetsa' fate wıı1clt fs~ 4trect~erse of what ıs
to be apected f~ his "natute.""aıuy Is 'sweet, innocent and
harmless',yet 'he' k1Us. ,Clqgartls .evu. . perverteçl ano .
mendac1ops, 'yet hcc1iCS8c. viCU~. Verela sagaclous and
responstble. ret he ~. a~n whQln,he ieeıs to. be bJameless
to bang" (82). The oi>posWOp,beİ\!een the, e~' natures
8I)dwhatt.1).ey ~ pnxt~ijıe~ betwee:p'~ two,types
of read1rig. BiUy 15 as1p1plel1te@Iist.aııd as Me1vi1Iewı1tes, ~o
dealtn c19ü\»e.ııe~(ug$-ııdIıUi~tl()ps pf'aw sort ~ fordgn

, to his nature" (618). CIaggaıt is a person!ftcat1onof duplicttyand a
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'bellever tnthediscrepancy~~fom1and meaning.Hea1ways
suspe;cts appeareııce and. ~t.y. ]:Jut l(e1vJ)Je.notes: ''Innocence
and guf1t;.peı.on1fjed.'jn C~..and .B\Jdd1n.eff'ect .changed

. pIaces"(650).B1l1yde1IıO~teS ~trutb(CJW~'$ accusat1on)
by the actofdenying it. JObıulOn~~.".~ bOth 1nV1t~san
allegonca1 reading and s~bverts .the very terms of its
consisteney' (83). Me1vJ11e.reversesthe relat10n of theoppos1t1ons
and ~ourattent1on to tht. ÖpJ)0Ş1t10nbetWeenbetng. an~
dotng. Thus what u.e stotymeaıısbyb gQiOdvel'8U8evIlis undane.
by the waytt rev~ it.. '

.
. .. .

C,ur1ously~nough. it 18 P~brtb1squest1on .of betng
ve,rsus dotng tb.ıt .J$.I;)1ı)~ı:up'9Y'tbe.pn1Yse~nce wc
ev~seeCl~ ~ ~toB1lly B'-1dd..Wben
~111Yacctdent811y$})1l1shiS ~ijp a.CiOSS.the patbof the
inaster.at .arms Claggart p1ayfu11yrepl1es.tiHandsomebr
dane.'myladtAridbandeoıIie _.Iumdsome dfd11:.tool"
The proverb1a1qpresşı-ıbandeome ıs as. huıdsome'
does." .from wh1Ch.tb1s ~t1On. spı1l1ga. .postts the
POSSib1l1tyof'" .coııt1n.uou pr~le. transparent
maUOhAh4pbetweenbe1aganddômg...t83) '. '

. .. J0hnsonaısuesthatw~arC~~~u~'qllCst1PPS tn Buıy
is.tb1$ ttc~u.nu1ty.~~'tbeph~iıWf~ej~iı#.beıween
appearence+.~dact1()ti.or ~t.Vc~~~" ~d: dbtDg"J84).

.Parad~canr ŞtUt never.~ ~'11i~nt~ıofa~ces.

::~~~:u;~=~::.,...;~~tY,ı::1:~te~~rk;:
assumpt1()nor taking ~e .at~"vIı1ue.aiıcjt ııı",excludmg
theyery "~w1Ct1oll1hgof~~thaitıjake~~e "ct.«>,freadUıg
bothft1djSpenŞal)te an4 ~da~1e" (~). Cı. 9n the other
hanCl.,isthe 1ıDageof d1ft'et'enceaıi~d~İ)~tY. represents the
separatlon between be1Dg'and dofı1g. "He is p perIy an irontc
reader.who. .assuıntngtııe .. .tÖ'~be'rbıtnuy .' 'ddnmQtlvaiett.
reve~ theVa1ues~ot:.~.reI1Ç~' ~.,_', lt.daiSy'ror a
manttap andanu~~OO1~~~~t~g

.

(asoup for an
1ntentlonal.şry~pe ôfanupa,~(~).1'1ıUs; ~' c1e,:onsti.'u~
critic's İ-kiŞ" to'anaıy,.e the'~~~ı:t'~twe~~raU~ arid
lrony. .111isjfievıtably .ıeacıs.hmı LD' ~onsider iCapta1n Vere'$
POS1tf9A.He is<tesciibed~ ~eu~~!ıaf~~. ~~is a gı.eat
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loverof booksabout, bistoıy. biogy:aphyandphUQsophy.W1ıen he
exclaims aııer>~J.aggart's,deatk."~ck tİea4 by an angel of GOOI.'
Vet the Angelmust hangl"(~9).We understand that Vere's
m1litary dpty andhis reaıtzat1on«#ıs1l1y's ~aracterare at odds.
W1ılleBU1yand CJaggart reacffonilOtıVe and ~eanıng. Yere "teads
instead ın relatian to polit1~aııd ,h18tor1calcirCuDistaiıçeand in
relation to pr10r texts. the Bible and the Mut1ny,Law. His
Judgemerit stemsfrotn tpe relattonships between other
interpretations aridacts by that judgenıen~"(Cuııer Orı
Deconstructton' 238). Yere refers to allusions.' quotat1ons, to
history" and to, politicsinhis decision. .'The condlHons of
Judgementplace Captatn. Yere bet\vee.nse.veral.opposit1ons.such
aş the-naval and the prJın1tiye.Natuıt.~the 1Çtng.Maıt1al Court
and wh~t hecalls L8stAssizes. .

'

Vereconflrms his alIegtance to,martia1'law '::md conventioDa1
author1ty. because his' reading 'lsconditIoned by hfStör1cal ,and"
politicaı frames. He s~tes:'''howeVer pitUessly .that law may
operate ın any' instances. we rlevertJıeless adhere, to lt and
adm1n1Ster lt'~'(654). Johnsonargue-s that "the {wo alternatıve
frames of referen~e .Wfthin 'Whıch Judgeınent is 'po$Sible are, not
nature andtheking. butthe'twôıypeso(taıual authOrıty: The
Bible and the Mutln.YAct" (I{)4). By bqngıngBilIyand c1iggart
together in hiscahin. Captaın Yere unwtttingly 'sets up the
cond1t1oııs forthe reversal of.Qppc)8tUons.that.hemust J9dge.
Captaın Yere ttomeally eau8eŞtııereversal..of placesbetween
innocenceanagullt. -nıus. he coverts a,dlfference between
Claggart anct.B1ııy., Nature and UıeKtng.Therefore. Yere ~oth
~rts ambıguityjnto thestOJY's OPpos1t.1onsanda1so mobilfzes
ambigulty. a~ J1,1dgement docs, nôtconvert theambıgious
sltuation into adec1dab~onei instead. it ereates the undec1dable
element in the stoıy' by PfObJ.ema~the leg-ı point 'of-v1~. In
my opinion. th1sund~e eıement pr«!uces the indeterın1naCy
of nıeantng.in thestory's reveraal of opposttions.and esPecJa1ly in
the nature of the endingof t1ı~story ,its~. .İl'..Melville's own
wOJÜs:

. . .

The sYmmetıY, of fonn ati$able in ,pure,.f1ct;ion c8nnot,
soread11y beadıieved inanarration essentiaUyhavmg
less to dowith,fable than' wlthfact. Truth
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unC(JlJl~..';toW,: '..m alWay&.h~ 'its .ragged
edgea:hencethe ~ı-ıonof,8uCb.:narratk>n 18apt to

. be1esafttB$bea than an'atdı1tectUı'al6nta1.(t)64}.
MelviUe overt1y~~I\~of"ı-ed.ecıges",iIlUıe

conc111SionofsuCha ~-ıd~r8t.ates thatthe story
.

conUnues t8t~1ts "PiOı»er.'.ıd;" "But thoı,ıgn property the
story endşwitbJli$Ufe,~ ~way of'~queı 'v111not be

.

amis8. Threebnef cbapters \YiU.~ce" (€)ESf)).Joijpson potnts to

'this sequel:
. :.

h the stOfy of.thedcuıth of Captalnvere 'a«et .ıı
~ounter,wıtb ~;Prench shtp." tbeAthee. 2. ~
tranSCrJptJon ()ftbe.Btıdd~ ..,. piıb1lshedinan
'authorJıed' 'naVaı.pubnca~ -iD.whichthe cbaracters, of
th~,twp uı~n,ater~ ~1Nc1d ~preseııt«t8$ the
d

.'

~.. .
ıa:
. , :Ved

.

vi11aUı~
"

'"

CJ
..

..~ .

.

.
'.

.

.rt
.

..

..

.
...
...

.

.
'
..
tbe.'. ..

.
.
b
...

.
.
.~ .

.

.
'~

..
'
.

vtcUm; ~
.
3

..

.
a deşcnptJog', of t)J.e..p()8tfiu.ııQıı8.. ıIırtb~t1op of B1l1y

. Budd.i)yhi8~IJow ..~ .~. '.~~onof tbe
~ ~'by. one,oft.beuı.wJPchpresents~ır..'
IMno1ogıie.s~nbyll)1y, on.uı~'eve ,OfbJSexecUuon.

. . .

"

__
_' ...',..: __' .

,,:
:', .

_'-\_',.. _'
. - ._,;"'- :.: ~

.
-I - "

_:'
'.

. o.'
, . _;

-','. - _." ' . .
_

. '..

BmY,Budd'slaşt -.ıôrds..)1ke .M~~~,own. are th1,t$
,

s~npo$tA~şly7~the-~Mftlıieor the stoıy la

utteredırouı~~ of't.beIlL'(80) '. '

." ".

AU theset!ıFee ~~te-.,_OB1ytoUıe'ambİgUttyof
. the.stoıy butaJso tO tts-.~ meanittI~ The sI;ory reveıses'

. ıtse1f by, teuıng 1tSeIfin ,reı)etition.lt.IŞ'the ştory' that rai8e8the
quest1onof endi~~~"1t .~.ttsown proper
end three UJııes,arıdby repeattng'ıtaeJf ıtaddeves the'opı108tteof
what1t .."properly'm-'. "JohasoB poant86uttlıat the.ending .
"ptob1emati~ the veıytd_oıauthoı1tybyp1ac1ııg tts&wn

.

rev~1nijıe ~ ofanautt&oıizedpavaı~" (~L)~BiJly
"Budd.JohDaonconcİudes.1s.' "a~.tt9'.atı.on of thetwi8ted

relaUO_between~.-aıı(idoiDg. apea1dng !anel ki1ıtng,'
reading . and .judgtng.. whldl'.makepeUUca1undetstaııdSng . and .

act10n so probleıiıatıc" (lOS).
. .

. .

Inhere~tp~tionof;'BfU.ıt .$udd. doh:QSOl1inveşttgat~s the
relat1ons. .betwee!ı' ~.. or ItIterpretati<)_ aııd'cOnclusions,

.

and' shoWs.that tbe_dbıISorB1Wp~ ue "undermtned
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