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SOYUT KONULAR OKUMA 1

Deconstruction does not aim to provide answers. It does
not seek to prove an objective truth or to support any one
particular claim to justice over another. For this reason,
deconstruction itself is indeterminate. In Force of Law
Derrida concedes that deconstruction is ‘impossible’. The
‘happening’ of deconstruction is not going to lead to a
determinate outcome. It will not reveal the one true
meaning of justice that can be embodied in law. Rather,
deconstruction requires first and foremost the relentless
pursuit of the impossible. What is ‘happening’ is not the
pursuit of an answer which marks the end of the inquiry,
but rather the ongoing questioning that keeps our minds
open to the idea that there may be alternative views and
understandings of the meaning of justice. When seen in
these terms, it is not a method but simply a way of reading,
writing, thinking and acting. Rather than seeking an
endpoint or a solid conclusion, the means cannot be
distinguished from the end. The ongoing process of
questioning is the end in itself. It is about negotiating the
impossible and the undecidable and, in so doing,
remaining open to the possibility of justice.
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Deconstruction does not aim to provide answers. It does Are the following statements TRUE or FALSE
not seek to prove an objective truth or to support any one according to the passage?

particular claim to justice over another. For this reason,
deconstruction itself is indeterminate. In Force of Law
Derrida concedes that deconstruction is ‘impossible’. The
‘happening’ of deconstruction is not going to lead to a
determinate outcome. It will not reveal the one true
meaning of justice that can be embodied in law. Rather,
deconstruction requires first and foremost the relentless
pursuit of the impossible. What is ‘happening’ is not the
pursuit of an answer which marks the end of the inquiry,
but rather the ongoing questioning that keeps our minds
open to the idea that there may be alternative views and
understandings of the meaning of justice. When seen in
these terms, it is not a method but simply a way of reading,
writing, thinking and acting. Rather than seeking an
endpoint or a solid conclusion, the means cannot be
distinguished from the end. The ongoing process of
questioning is the end in itself. It is about negotiating the
impossible and the undecidable and, in so doing,
remaining open to the possibility of justice.

1) Ifthereis one thingthat deconstruction does not do.fit
is definitely not aiming to offer answers F
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Deconstruction does not aim to provide answers. [t does
not seek to prove an objective truth or to support any one
particular claim to justice over another. For this reason,
deconstruction itself is indeterminate. In Force of Law
Derrida concedes that deconstruction is ‘impossible’. The
‘happening’ of deconstruction is not going to lead to a
determinate outcome. It will not reveal the one true
meaning of justice that can be embodied in law. Rather,
deconstruction requires first and foremost the relentless
pursuit of the impossible. What is ‘happening’ is not the
pursuit of an answer which marks the end of the inquiry,
but rather the ongoing questioning that keeps our minds
open to the idea that there may be alternative views and
understandings of the meaning of justice. When seen in
these terms, it is not a method but simply a way of reading,
writing, thinking and acting. Rather than seeking an
endpoint or a solid conclusion, the means cannot be
distinguished from the end. The ongoing process of
questioning is the end in itself. It is about negotiating the
impossible and the undecidable and, in so doing,
remaining open to the possibility of justice.
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2) Deconstruction gan;yinfact, verify an impartial truth or
support any one specific statement to justice over
another. T{F
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Deconstruction does not aim to provide answers. It does
not seek to prove an objective truth or to support any one
particular claim to justice over another. For this reason,
deconstruction itself is indeterminate. In Force of Law
Derrida concedes that deconstruction is ‘impossible’. The

‘happening’ of deconstruction is not going to lead to a

3) The pursuit of the impossible is a futile commitment

for those following in the footsteps of Derrida.@ F

determinate outcome. It will not reveal the one true %
meaning of justice that can be embodied in law. Rather, o S \9(
deconstruction requires first and foremost the relentless A"
pursuit of the impossible. What is ‘happening’ is not the
pursuit of an answer which marks the end of the inquiry,
but rather the ongoing questioning that keeps our minds
open to the idea that there may be alternative views and
understandings of the meaning of justice. When seen in
these terms, it is not a method but simply a way of reading,
writing, thinking and acting. Rather than seeking an
endpoint or a solid conclusion, the means cannot be
distinguished from the end. The ongoing process of
questioning is the end in itself. It is about negotiating the
impossible and the undecidable and, in so doing,
remaining open to the possibility of justice.
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Deconstruction does not aim to provide answers. It does
not seek to prove an objective truth or to support any one
particular claim to justice over another. For this reason,
deconstruction itself is indeterminate. In Force of Law
Derrida concedes that deconstruction is ‘impossible’. The
‘happening’ 0 is not going to lead to a
determinate outcome. ill not reveal the one true
meaning of justice that can be embadijed in law. Rather,
deconstruction requires first and foremost the relentless
pursuit of the impossible. What is ‘happening’ is not the
pursuit of an answer which marks the end of the inquiry,
but rather the ongoing questioning that keeps our minds
open to the idea that there may be alternative views and
understandings of the meaning of justice. When seen in
these terms, it is not a method but simply a way of reading,
writing, thinking and acting. Rather than seeking an
endpoint or a solid conclusion, the means cannot be
distinguished from the end. The ongoing process of
questioning is the end in itself. It is about negotiating the
impossible and the undecidable and, in so doing,
remaining open to the possibility of justice.

Law may have to seek to find one true meaning of
justice or answer which marks the end of the inquiry.
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Deconstruction does not aim to provide answers. It does
not seek to prove an objective truth or to support any one
particular claim to justice over another. For this reason,
deconstruction itself is indeterminate. In Force of Law
Derrida concedes that deconstruction is ‘impossible’. The
‘happening’ of deconstruction is not going to lead to a
determinate outcome. It will not reveal the one true
meaning of justice that can be embodied in law. Rather,
deconstruction requires first and foremost the relentless
pursuit of the impossible. What is ‘happening’ is not the
pursuit of an answer which marks the end of the inquiry,
but rather the ongoing questioning that keeps our minds
open to the idea that there may be alternative views and
understandings of the meaning of justice. When seen in
these terms, it is not a method but simply a way of reading,
writing, thinking and acting. Rather than seeking an
endpoint or a solid conclusion, the means cannot be
distinguished from the end. The ongoing process of
ms the end in itself. It is about negotiating the
impossible and the undecidable and, in so doing,
remaining open to the possibility of justice.
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5) Derrida most probably would support the Machiavellian
statement “the end justifies the means”. T /@
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Deconstruction does not aim to provide answers. It does
not seek to prove an objective truth or to support any one
particular claim to justice over another. For this reason,
deconstruction itself is indeterminate. In Force of Law
Derrida concedes that deconstruction is ‘impossible’. The
‘happening’ of deconstruction is not going to lead to a
determinate outcome. It will not reveal the one true
meaning of justice that can be embodied in law. Rather,
deconstruction requires first and foremost the relentless
pursuit of the impossible. What is ‘happening’ is not the
pursuit of an answer which marks the end of the inquiry,
but rather the ongoing questioning that keeps our minds
open to the idea that there may be alternative views and
understandings of the meaning of justice. When seen in
these terms, it is not a method but simply a way of reading,
writing, thinking and acting. Rather than seeking an
endpoint or a solid conclusion, the means cannot be
distinguished from the end. The ongoing process of
questioning is the end in itself. It is about negotiating the
impossible and the undecidable and, in so doing,
remaining open to the possibility of justice.
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6) Even amid the ambiguity and relentless search for the
impossible, the deconstruction adherents do not find it

impossible to reach(T) F —_—
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Deconstruction does not aim to provide answers. It does
not seek to prove an objective truth or to support any one
particular claim to justice over another. For this reason,
deconstruction itself is indeterminate. In Force of Law
Derrida concedes that deconstruction is ‘impossible’. The
‘happening’ of deconstruction is not going to lead to a
determinate outcome. It will not reveal the one true
meaning of justice that can be embodied in law. Rather,
deconstruction requires first and foremost the relentless
pursuit of the impossible. What is ‘happening’ is not the
pursuit of an answer which marks the end of the inquiry,
but rather the ongoing questioning that keeps our minds
open to the idea that there may be alternative views and
understandings of the meaning of justice. When seen in
these terms, it is not a method but simply a way of reading,
writing, thinking and acting. Rather than seeking an
endpoint or a solid conclusion, the means cannot be
distinguished from the end. The ongoing process of
questioning is the end in itself. It is about negotiating the
impossible and the undecidable and, in so doing,
remaining open to the possibility of justice.
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7) The primary aim of the author is to inform about what
deconstruction is and[its implications in'varips fi
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SOYUT KONULAR OKUMA 1
Deconstruction does not aim to provide answers. Yapisokiim cevap vermeyi amaglamaz.
2. Itdoes not'seek to prove an objective truth or to ; et e
: p | 2. Nesnel bir hakikati kanitlamaya ya da herhangi bir adalet
support any one particular claim to justice over g iddiasini digerine karsi desteklemeye calismaz.
another. % 3. Bu nedenle yapisékumun kendisi belirsizdir.
3. For this reason, deconstruction itself is
indeterminate. 4. Force of Law'da Derrida yapisékimuin 'imkansiz'
4. In Force of Law Derrida concedes that oldugunu kabul eder.
deconstruction is ‘impossible’.
5. The ‘happening’ of deconstruction is not going to 5. Yapisokimin 'gerceklesmesi' kesin bir sonuca yol
lead to a determinate putcome.  determined azimli acmayacaktir.
pe—
6. It will not reveal the one true meaning of justice 6. Adaletin hukukta somutlastirilabilecek tek gergek
—
that can be embodied in law. anlamini ortaya ¢ikarmayacaktir.
7. Rather] deconstruction requires first and foremost 7. Aksine, yapis6kim her seyden énce imkansizin
the relentless pursuit of the impossible. amansizca takip edilmesini gerektirir.
8. What is ‘happening’ is not the pursuit of an
answer which marks the end of the inquiry, but g 8. 'Olan' sey, sorgulamanin sonunu isaret eden bir cevabin
rather the ongoing questioning that keeps our %’ pesinde kogsmak degil, zihinlerimizi adaletin anlamina
minds open to the idea that there may be dair alternatif goriis ve anlayislar olabilecegi fikrine acik
alternative views and understandings of the tutan sirekli sorgulamadir.
meaning of justice.
9. When seen in these terms, it is not a method but
simply a way of reading, writing, thinking and 9. Bu agidan bakildiginda, bu bir yontem degil, sadece bir
acting. okuma, yazma, dislinme ve eyleme bigimidir.
10. Rather than seeking an endpoint or a solid 10. Bir son nokta veya kesin bir sonug aramaktan ziyade,
conclusion, the means cannot be distinguished g araglar sondan ayirt edilemez.
from the end. & S9mG
(o}
11. The ongoing process of questioning is the end in
itself 11. Devam eden sorgulama sureci kendi iginde bir
sondur./amagtir.
12. ltis about negotiating the impossible and the )
undecidable and, in so doing, remaining open to 12. Imkansiz ve karar verilemez olani miizakere etmek ve
the possibility of justice. bunu yaparken adalet olasiligina agik kalmakla ilgilidir.
Translated with www.DeepL.com/Translator (free version)
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2

Deconstruction by its very nature defies institutionalization
in an authoritative definition. The concept was first outlined
by Derrida in Of Grammatology where he explored the
interplay between language and the construction of
meaning. From this early work, and later works in which he
has attempted to explain deconstruction to others, most
notably the Letter to a Japanese Friend, it is possible to
provide a basic explanation of what deconstruction is
commonly understood to mean. Three key features
emerge from Derrida’s work as making deconstruction
possible. These are, first, the inherent desire to have a
centre, or focal point, to structure understanding
(logocentrism); second, the reduction of meaning to set
definitions that are committed_to writing (nothing beyond
the text); and, finally, how the reduction of meaning to
writing captures opposition within that concept itself
(différance). These three features found the possibility of
deconstruction as an on-going process of questioning the
accepted basis of meaning. While the concept initially
arose in the context of language, it is equally applicable to
the study of law. Derrida considered deconstruction to be a
‘problematisation of the foundation of law, morality and
politics.” For him it was both ‘foreseeable and desirable that
studies of deconstructive style should culminate_in the
problematic of law and justice.” Deconstruction is therefore
a means of interrogating the relationship between the two.
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Deconstruction by_its very nature (@g institutionalization
in an authoritative definition. The concept was first outlined
by Derrida in Of Grammatology where he explored the
interplay between language and the construction of
meaning. From this early work, and later works in which he
has attempted to explain deconstruction to others, most
notably the Letter to a Japanese Friend, it is possible to
provide a basic explanation of what deconstruction is
commonly understood to mean. Three key features
emerge from Derrida’s work as making deconstruction
possible. These are, first, the inherent desire to have a
centre, or focal point, to structure understanding
(logocentrism); second, the reduction of meaning to set
definitions that are committed to writing (nothing beyond
the text); and, finally, how the reduction of meaning to
writing captures opposition within that concept itself
(différance). These three features found the possibility of
deconstruction as an on-going process of questioning the
accepted basis of meaning. While the concept initially
arose in the context of language, it is equally applicable to
the study of law. Derrida considered deconstruction to be a
‘problematisation of the foundation of law, morality and
politics.” For him it was both ‘foreseeable and desirable that
studies of deconstructive style should culminate in the
problematic of law and justice.” Deconstruction is therefore
a means of interrogating the relationship between the two.
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Are the following statements TRUE or FALSE
according to the passage?

mong the things that deconstruction does challenge
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defy: chall ,
efy: challenge, oppose
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Deconstruction by its very nature defies institutionalization
in an authoritative definition. The concept was first outlined 2) Derrida attempted to explain deconstruction to others
by Derrida in Of Grammatology where he explored the in his early wor F

interplay between Ianguaye and the construction S—

meaning. From this early work, and later works in which he

has attempted to explain deconstruction to others, most
notably the Letter t0-a Japanese Friend, it is possible to
provide a_basic explanation of what deconstruction is
commonly understood to mean. Three key features \0
emerge from Derrida’s work as making deconstruction %’ %
possible. These are, first, the inherent desire to have a
centre, or focal point, to structure understanding =
(logocentrism); second, the reduction of meaning to set
definitions that are committed to writing (nothing beyond
the text); and, finally, how the reduction of meaning to
writing captures opposition within that concept itself
(différance). These three features found the possibility of
deconstruction as an on-going process of questioning the
accepted basis of meaning. While the concept initially
arose in the context of language, it is equally applicable to
the study of law. Derrida considered deconstruction to be a
‘problematisation of the foundation of law, morality and
politics.” For him it was both ‘foreseeable and desirable that
studies of deconstructive style should culminate in the
problematic of law and justice.” Deconstruction is therefore
a means of interrogating the relationship between the two.
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Deconstruction by its very nature defies institutionalization
in an authoritative definition. The concept was first outlined
by Derrida in Of Grammatology where he explored the
interplay between language and the construction of
meaning. From this early work, and later works in which he
has attempted to explain deconstruction to others, most
notably the Letter to a Japanese Friend, it is possible to
provide a basic explanation of what deconstruction is
commonly understood to mean. Three key features
emerge from Derrida’s work as making deconstruction
possible. These are, first, the inherent desire to have a
centre, or focal point, to structure understanding
(logocentrism); second, the reduction of meaning to set
definitions that are committed to writing (nothing beyond
the text); and, finally, how the reduction of meaning to
writing captures opposition within that concept itself
(différance). These three features found the possibility of
deconstruction as an on-going process of questioning the
accepted basis of meaning. While the concept initially
arose in the context of language, it is equally applicable to
the study of law. Derrida considered deconstruction to be a
‘problematisation of the foundation of law, morality and
politics.” For him it was both ‘foreseeable and desirable that
studies of deconstructive style should culminate in the
problematic of law and justice.” Deconstruction is therefore
a means of interrogating the relationship between the two.
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3) One can reach a basic explanation of what
deconstruction is through the Letter to a Japanese
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Deconstruction by its very nature defies institutionalization
in an authoritative definition. The concept was first outlined
by Derrida in Of Grammatology where he explored the
interplay between language and the construction of
meaning. From this early work, and later works in which he
has attempted to explain deconstruction to others, most
notably the Letter to a Japanese Friend, it is possible t

@Ie. These are, first, the inherent desire to have a
centre, or focal point, to structure understanding
(logocentrism); second, the reduction of meaning to set
definitions that are committed to writing (nothing beyond
the text); and, finally, how the reduction of meaning to
writing captures opposition within that concept itself
(différance). These three features found the possibility of
deconstruction as an on-going process of questioning the
accepted basis of meaning. While the concept initially
arose in the context of language, it is equally applicable to
the study of law. Derrida considered deconstruction to be a
‘problematisation of the foundation of law, morality and
politics.” For him it was both ‘foreseeable and desirable that
studies of deconstructive style should culminate in the
problematic of law and justice.” Deconstruction is therefore
a means of interrogating the relationship between the two.
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If we had a desire to have a centre, or focal point, to
structure understanding_(logocentrism), deconstruction
would be possible. T {{E

————————

anaora

14

www.angoradil.com
@ 03122402546

© Izinsiz gogaltlamaz, dagitilamaz.



anacora

ismail Turasan \ YDS 70+ 4.gin- Soyut okuma

Deconstruction y_its very nature defies institutionalization

in an authoritative definitiog. The concept was first outiined 5) An avid follower of Derrida most probably would look
by Derrida in Of Grammatology where he explored the for definitions beyond the text E
interplay between language and the construction of —————— -

meaning. From this early work, and later works in which he
has attempted to explain deconstruction to others, most
notably the Letter to a Japanese Friend, it is possible to
provide a basic explanation of what deconstruction is
commonly understood to mean. Three key features
emerge from Derrida’s work as making deconstruction
possible. These are, first, the inherent desire to have
Centre, or focal point, to structure understanding
(logocentrism); second the reduction of meaningto set| \
definitions that are committed to @g (nothing beyond  ~
thetext); and, finally, how the reduction of meaning to

writing captures opposition within that concept itself
(différance). These three features found the possibility of
deconstruction as an on-going process of questioning the
accepted basis of meaning. While the concept initially ~
arose in the context of language, it is equally applicable to
the study of law. Derrida considered deconstruction to be a
‘problematisation of the foundation of law, morality and

Noora
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politics.” For him it was both ‘foreseeable and desirable that 8

studies of deconstructive style should culminate in the S5

problematic of law and justice.” Deconstruction is therefore

a means of interrogating the relationship between the two.
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Deconstruction by its very nature defies institutionalization
in an authoritative definition. The concept was first outlined
by Derrida in Of Grammatology where he explored the
interplay between language and the construction of
meaning. From this early work, and later works in which he
has attempted to explain deconstruction to others, most
notably the Letter to a Japanese Friend, it is possible to
provide a basic explanation of what deconstruction is
commonly understood to mean. Three key features
emerge from Derrida’s work as making deconstruction
possible. These are, first, the inherent desire to have a
centre, or focal point, to structure understanding
(logocentrism); second, the reduction of meaning to set
definitions that are committed to writing (nothing beyond
the text); and, finally, how the reduction of meaning to
writing captures opposition within that concept itself
(différance). These three features found the possibility of
deconstruction as an on-going process of questioning the
accepted basis of meaning. While the concept initially

arose in the context of language, it is equally applicable to_—
the study of law. Derrida considered deconstruction to be a

‘problematisation of the foundation of law, morality and
politics.” For him it was both ‘foreseeable and desirable that
studies of deconstructive style should culminate in the
problematic of law and justice.” Deconstruction is therefore
a means of interrogating the relationship between the two.
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6) According to the author, while the concept of
deconstruction originally emerged in the context of

F

guage, it is hw pertinent tg the study of law. T/
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Deconstruction by its very nature defies institutionalization
in an authoritative definition. The concept was first outlined
by Derrida in Of Grammatology where he explored the
interplay between language and the construction of
meaning. From this early work, and later works in which he
has attempted to explain deconstruction to others, most
notably the Letter to a Japanese Friend, it is possible to
provide a basic explanation of what deconstruction is
commonly understood to mean. Three key features
emerge from Derrida’s work as making deconstruction
possible. These are, first, the inherent desire to have a
centre, or focal point, to structure understanding
(logocentrism); second, the reduction of meaning to set

Mo
The underlined phrase “committed” in the text is
closest in meaning to ----.

\-,
A) attributed
B) enthusiastic
C) assigned rise = increase

@peculiar unique to
E) loyal

Eonooro

—

definitions that are committed to writing (nothing beyond only within the limits/confines of writing
the text); and, finally, how the reduction of meaningto ~ “~— —

writing captures opposition within that concept itself
(différance). These three features found the possibility of
deconstruction as an on-going process of questioning the
accepted basis of meaning. While the concept initially
arose in the context of language, it is equally applicable to
the study of law. Derrida considered deconstruction to be a
‘problematisation of the foundation of law, morality and
politics.” For him it was both ‘foreseeable and desirable that
studies of deconstructive style should culminate in the
problematic of law and justice.” Deconstruction is therefore
a means of interrogating the relationship between the two.
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Deconstruction by its very nature defies institutionalization
in an authoritative definition. The concept was first outlined
by Derrida in Of Grammatology where he explored the
interplay between language and the construction of
meaning. From this early work, and later works in which he
has attempted to explain deconstruction to others, most
notably the Letter to a Japanese Friend, it is possible to
provide a basic explanation of what deconstruction is
commonly understood to mean. Three key features
emerge from Derrida’s work as making deconstruction
possible. These are, first, the inherent desire to have a
centre, or focal point, to structure understanding
(logocentrism); second, the reduction of meaning to set
definitions that are committed to writing (nothing beyond
the text); and, finally, how the reduction of meaning to
writing captures opposition within that concept itself
(différance). These three features found the possibility of
deconstruction as an on-going process of questioning the
accepted basis of meaning. While the concept initially
arose in the context of language, it is equally applicable to
the study of law. Derrida considered deconstruction to be a
‘problematisation of the foundation of law, morality and
politics.” For him it was both ‘foreseeable and desirable that
studies of deconstructive style should culminate in the
problematic of law and justice.” Deconstruction is therefore

a means of interrogating the relationship between the two.
S~ ~—
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8) The underlined phrase “culminate” in the text is
closest in meaning to ----.

A) trigger, VS e_
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Deconstruction by its very nature defies institutionalization

in an authoritative definition. The concept was first outlined 9) The author is geutral in his stance to deconstruction
by Derrida in Of Grammatology where he explored the and formal in terms of Ianguage@/ F
interplay between language and the construction of ——
meaning. From this early work, and later works in which he 5 \
has attempted to explain deconstruction to others, most 5
notably the Letter to a Japanese Friend, it is possible to &
o]

provide a basic explanation of what deconstruction is
commonly understood to mean. Three key features
emerge from Derrida’s work as making deconstruction
possible. These are, first, the inherent desire to have a
centre, or focal point, to structure understanding
(logocentrism); second, the reduction of meaning to set
definitions that are committed to writing (nothing beyond
the text); and, finally, how the reduction of meaning to
writing captures opposition within that concept itself
(différance). These three features found the possibility of
deconstruction as an on-going process of questioning the
accepted basis of meaning. While the concept initially
arose in the context of language, it is equally applicable to
the study of law. Derrida considered deconstruction to be a —
‘problematisation of the foundation of law, morality and

o

politics.” For him it was both ‘foreseeable and desirable that 8

studies of deconstructive style should culminate in the S5

problematic of law and justice.” Deconstruction is therefore

a means of interrogating the relationship between the two.
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Deconstruction by its very nature defies institutionalization 1. Yapisdkim, dogasi geregi otoriter bir tanimla
%n authoritative definition. kurumsallgsmaya meydan okur.
The concept was first outlined by Derridd_in Of 2. Kavram ilk olarak Derrida tarafindan dil ile anlamin ingasi
Grammatology where he explored the intgr—play between arasindaki etkilesimi inceledigi Of Grammatology'de ana
language and the construction of meaning. % hatlariyla ortaya konmustur.
From this early work, and later works in which he has §'3. Bu erken dénem calismasindan ve pasta Japon Bir
attempted to explain deconstruction to others, most notably Arkadasa Mektup olmak lzere yapisokimu baskalarina
the Letter to a Japanese Friend, it is possible to provide a aciklamaya galistig! daha sonraki ¢aligsmalarindan,
basic explanation of what deconstruction is commonly yapisokimiin yaygin olarak he anlama geldigine dair temel
understoodo mean. 'QQ(- bir agiklama saglamak mumk{ndur.
Three key features emerge from Derrida’s wo@naking 4. Derrida'nin galismalarinda yapisékimi mimkin kilan {i¢
deconstruction possible. temel 6zellik ortaya gikmaktadir. o\z('y\{_
These are, ffifst, the inherent desire to'have a -e_- 5. Bunlar, ilk olarak, anlayisi yapilandirmak igin bir merkeze
!, to structure understanding (logocentrism); veya odak noktasina sahip olma arzusu (logosentrizm);
second, the reduction of meaning to set definitions that are ikinci olarak, anlamin yaziya dokilen tanimlara
EOmmiIttEdNta writing (nothing BEYGAE the text); and, finally, indirgenmesi (metnin 6tesinde higbir sey); ve son olarak,
fi@W the reduction of meaning to writing FapilifEs] 5 anlamin yaziya indirgenmesinin bu kavramin kendi igindeki
opposition within that concept itself (différance). E’ karsithg: fasil yakaladigidir (différance).
These three features found the possibility of deconstruction 5 6. Bu lg¢ 6zellik, anlamin kabul edilen temelini sorgulamaya
as an/on-going process of questioning the accepted basis yonelik devam eden bir siire¢ olarak yapibozum olasiligini
of meaning. ortaya ¢ikarmgtir.
While the conceptinitially arosejfin the context of language, 7. Kavram baslangigta dil baglaminda ortaya ¢ikmis olsa da,
it is equally applicable to the study of law. hukuk galismalarina da esit derecede uygulanabilir.
Derrida considered deconstruction[to be a 8. Derrida yapisokimu 'hukukun, ahlakin ve siyasetin
‘problematisation of the foundation of law, morality and temelinin sorunsallastiriimasi' olarak gérmustr.
politics.’ 5
For him it was both ‘foreseeable and desirable that studies E ) o
of deconstructive style Should'culminate’in the problematic 5 9. Ona gore "yapisokimei Uslup caligmalarinin hukuk ve
of law and justice.” be expected to + verb adalet sorunsaliyla sonuglanmasi hem éngorulebilir hem
de arzu edilir bir seydi.
Deconstruction is therefore a means of interrogating the 10. Dolayistyla yapibozum, bu ikisi arasindaki iligkiyi
relationship between the two. sorgulamanin biF@racidir:
Translated with www.DeepL.com/Translator (free version)
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Derrida takes as his starting point the assertion that
modern Western philosophy is characterized by and
constructed around an inherent desire to place meaning at
the centre of presence. Put simply, what this means is that
philosophy is driven by a desire for the certainty associated
with the existence of an absolute truth, or an objective
meaning that makes sense of our place in the world.
Derrida terms this desire ‘logocentrism’. Its effect is the
placing of one particular term or concept, such as justice,
at the centre of all efforts at theorizing or interrogating
meaning. The term becomes the core around which
meaning is constructed, the reference point that
determines all subsequent knowledge. Derrida highlights
how logocentrism assumes the existence of set and stable
meanings that exist to be discovered. The way in which
this term—the logos—is made known is language, the
translation into words of a concept or a way of thinking.
This is described as the ‘metaphysics of presence’—the
way in which we make present the objects of our thought.
The logos represents nature, which is something different
from the instituted form embodied in language or in text.
Crucial therefore is the idea of a rigid separation of the
origin of meaning (the abstract idea of justice, for example)
and the institutionalization of that meaning in ‘writing’ (or
law).
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Derrida takes as his starting point the assertion that modern
Western philosophy is characterized by and constructed
around an inherent desire to place meaning at the centre of
presence. Put simply, what this means is that philosophy is
driven by a desire for the certainty associated with the
existence of an absolute truth, or an objective meaning that
makes sense of our place in the world. Derrida terms this
desire ‘logocentrism’. Its effect is the placing of one particular
term or concept, such as justice, at the centre of all efforts at
theorizing or interrogating meaning. The term becomes the
core around which meaning is constructed, the reference
point that determines all subsequent knowledge. Derrida
highlights how logocentrism assumes the existence of set and
stable meanings that exist to be discovered. The way in which
this term—the logos—is made known is language, the
translation into words of a concept or ﬁvay of thinking. This is
described as the ‘metaphysics of presence’—the way in which
we make present the objects of our thought. The logos
represents nature, which is something different from the
instituted form embodied in language or in text. Crucial theref

ore is the idea of a rigid separation of the origin of meaning
(the abstract idea of justice, for example) and the
institutionalization of that meaning in ‘writing’ (or law).
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Are the following statements TRUE or FALSE according
to the passage?

1) Language is the source of logocentrism. T @
“/
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Derrida takes as his starting paint the rtion that
modern Western philosophy\s_characterized By and

( constructed around/an inherent desire to place meaning at

“Nhe centre of presence. Put simply, what this means is that
philosophy is driven by a desire for the certainty associated
with the existence of an absolute truth, or an objective
meaning that makes sense of our place in the world.
Derrida terms this desire ‘logocentrism’. Its effect is the
placing of one particular term or concept, such as justice,
at the centre of all efforts at theorizing or interrogating
meaning. The term becomes the core around which
meaning is constructed, the reference point that
determines all subsequent knowledge. Derrida highlights
how logocentrism assumes the existence of set and stable
meanings that exist to be discovered. The way in which
this term—the logos—is made known is language, the
translation into words of a concept or a way of thinking.
This is described as the ‘metaphysics of presence’—the
way in which we make present the objects of our thought.
The logos represents nature, which is something different
from the instituted form embodied in language or in text.
Crucial therefore is the idea of a rigid separation of the
origin of meaning (the abstract idea of justice, for example)
and the institutionalization of that meaning in ‘writing’ (or
law).
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2) Derrida believes that a desire for the certainty
associated with the existence of an absolute trugh is
@ot urjcommop.in modern Western philosophy F

It
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Derrida takes as his starting point the assertion that
modern Western philosophy is characterized by and
constructed around an inherent desire to place meaning at
the centre of presence. Put simply, what this means is that
philosophy is driven by a desire for the certainty associated
with the existence of an absolute truth, or an objective
meaning that makes sense of our place in the world.
Derrida terms this desire ‘logocentrism’. Its effect is the
placing of one particular term or concept, such as justice,
at the centre of all efforts at theorizing or interrogating
meaning. The term becomes the core around which
meaning is constructed, the reference point that
determines all subsequent knowledge. Derrida highlights
how logocentrism assumes the existence of set and stable
meanings that exist to be discovered. The way in which
this term—the logos—is made known is language, the
translation into words of a concept or a way of thinking.
This is described as the ‘metaphysics of presence’—the
way in which we make present the objects of our thought.
The logos represents nature, which is something different
from the instituted form embodied in language or in text.
Crucial therefore is the idea of a rigid separation of the
Mng (the abstract idea of justice, for example)
and the institutionalization of that meaning in ‘writing’ (or
law).
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3) Arrigid separation of the origin of meaning (the abstract
idea of justice, for example) and the institutionalization
of that meaning(or law) is'paramount to Derrida school
of thinking{TY F -

4
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Derrida takes as his starting point the assertion that
modern Western philosophy is characterized by and
constructed around an inherent desire to place meaning at
the centre of presence. Put simply, what this means is that
philosophy is driven by a desire for the certainty associated
with the existence of an absolute truth, or an objective
meaning that makes sense of our place in the world.
Derrida terms this desire ‘logocentrism’. Its effect is the
placing of one particular term or concept, such as justice,
at the centre of all efforts at theorizing or interrogating
meaning. The term becomes the core around which
meaning is constructed, the reference point that
determines all subsequent knowledge. Derrida highlights
how logocentrism assumes the existence of set and stable
meanings that exist to be discovered. The way in which
this term—the logos—is made known is language, the
translation into words of a concept or a way of thinking.
This is described as the ‘metaphysics of presence’—the
way in which we make present the objects of our thought.
The logos represents nature, which is something different
from the instituted form embodied in language or in text.
Crucial therefore is the idea of a rigid separation of the
origin of meaning (the abstract idea of justice, for example)
and the institutionalization of that meaning in ‘writing’ (or
law).
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4) The underlined phrase “interrogating” in the text is
closest in meaning to ----.

A) attributing

B) explaining

C) conveying
@nquiring

E) acquiring

\&
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Derrida takes as his starting point the assertion that (‘-\%— .
modern Western philosophy is characterized by and :

constructed around an inherent desire to place meaning at
the centre of presence. Put simply, what this means is that
philosophy is driven by a desire for the certainty associated
with the existence of an absolute truth, or an objective
meaning that makes sense of our place in the world.
Derrida terms this desire ‘logocentrism’. Its effect is the
placing of one particular term or concept, such as justice,
at the centre of all efforts at theorizing or interrogating
meaning. The term becomes the core around which
meaning is constructed, the reference point that
determines all subsequent knowledge. Derrida highlights
how logocentrism assumes the existence of set and stable
meanings that exist to be discovered. The way in which
this term—the logos—is made known is language, the
translation into words of a concept or a way of thinking.
This is described as the ‘metaphysics of presence’—the
way in which we make present the objects of our thought.
The logos represents nature, which is something different
from the instituted form embodied in language or in text.
Crucial therefore is the idea of a rigid separation of the

The representation of nature in the form of logos is not
the same as the instituted form embodied in language

orin text@ F

anaora

o
origin of meaning (the abstract idea of justice, for example) 8
and the institutionalization of that meaning in ‘writing’ (or S5
law).
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3 Ao N 3
Derrida takes as his starting point the assertion that 1. Derrida, modern Bati felsefesinin, anlami varhgin
modern Western philosophy is characteriz€d by an merkezine yerlestirmeye yonelik i¢sel bir arzu ile
constructed around an inherent desire to place meaning at karakterize edildigi ve bu arzu etrafinda insa edildigi__
the centre of presence. o iddiasini ¢ikis noktasi olarak alir.
Q
Put simply, what this means is that philosophy is driven by 5 2. Basitce ifade etmek gerekirse, bunun anlami, felsefenin
a desire for the certainty associated with the existence of mutlak bir hakikatin varligiyla iligkili bir kesinlik ya da
an absolute truth, or an objective meaning that makes diinyadaki yerimizi anlamlandiran nesnel bir anlam arzusu
sense of our place in the world. tarafindan yonlendirildigidir.
;—
Derrida terms this desire ‘logocentrism’. 3. Derrida bu arzuyu 'logosentrizm’ olarak adlandirir.
Its effect is the placing of one particular term or concept, 4. Bunun etkisi, adalet gibi belirli bir terim ya da kavramin,
such as justice, at the centre of all efforts at theorizing or anlami kuramsallastirma ya da sorgulama ¢abalarinin
interrogating meaning. merkezine yerlestiriimesidir.
The term becomes the core around which meaning is 5. Bu terim, anlamin etrafinda insa edildigi ¢ekirdek, (ve)
constructed, the reference point that determines all sonraki tim bilgileri belirleyen referans noktasi haline gelir.
subsequent knowledge.
Derrida highlights how logocentrism assumes the 6. Derrida, logosentrizmin kesfedilmek lGizere var olan sabit ve
existence of set and stable meanings that exist fo be S) degismez anlamlarin varligini nasil varsaydigini vurgular.
B a
iscovered. &
5
The way in which this term—the logos—is made known is 7. Bu terimin -logos- bilinir kilinmasinin yolu, bir kavramin ya
language, the translation into words of a concept or a way da bir diistinme bigiminin kelimelere gevrilmesi olan dildir.
of thinking.
This is described as the ‘metaphysics of presence’—the 8. Bu, 'mevcudiyet metafizidi' olarak tanimlanir — ki bu
way in which we make present the objects of our thought. disincemizin nesnelerini sunma seklimizdir.
The logos represents nature, which is something different 9. Logos, dilde ya da metinde somutlagan kurumsallagsmig
from the instituted form embodied in language or in text. bicimden farkl bir sey olan dogayi temsil eder.
g
Crucial therefore is the idea of a rigid separation of the 8 10. Dolayisiyla, anlamin kokeni (6rnegin soyut adalet fikri) ile
origin of meaning (the abstract idea of justice, for example) & bu anlamin 'yazi' (ya da hukuk) iginde kurumsallagsmasi
and the institutionalization of that meaning in ‘writing’ (or arasinda kati bir ayrim oldugu fikri ok énemlidir.
law).
Translated with www.DeepL.com/Translator (free version)
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For Derrida, it is this logocentrism, and the idea of the
exteriority of meaning, that opens up the possibility of
deconstruction. He examines how the natural ‘origin’ of
meaning and its ‘institution’ in writing cannot be so easily
separated. Rather than nature (justice) and institution
(law) existing independently of each other, Derrida
suggests that nature itself is constructed only with
reference to the institution. So rather than law being a
direct embodiment of justice, how we understand both
justice and law is determined by the interplay between the
two. This is a rejection of the rigid separation that makes
the quest for certainty possible — of the very idea that
justice exists as a prior objective standard to be
discovered. By reading law as reflecting or embodying the
natural origin of justice, what is ignored or concealed are
all the other possible interpretations of justice that are not
embodied or encapsulated in the law. In this way writing

defines nature, as well as reflecting it.
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Derrida'ya gore, yapisokim olasiligini ortaya gikaran sey
bu mantik merkezcilik ve anlamin digsalligi fikridir. Anlamin
dogal 'kokeni' ile yazidaki 'kurumunun' nasil bu kadar kolay
ayrilamayacagini inceler. Derrida, doga (adalet) ve
kurumun (hukuk) birbirinden bagimsiz olarak var
olmasindan ziyade, dodanin kendisinin yalnizca kuruma
referansla insa edildigini 6ne surer. Dolayisiyla, hukukun
adaletin dogrudan somutlagmig hali olmasindan ziyade,
hem adaleti hem de hukuku nasil anladigimiz bu ikisi
arasindaki etkilesim tarafindan belirlenir. Bu, kesinlik
arayisini mumkdin kilan kati ayrimin - adaletin kesfedilmesi
gereken dncelikli nesnel bir standart olarak var oldugu
fikrinin - reddidir. Hukuku adaletin dogal kdkenini yansitan
ya da somutlastiran bir sey olarak okumakla, g6z ardi
edilen ya da gizlenen sey, adaletin hukukta
somutlastirimamis ya da kapsanmamis diger tiim olasi
yorumlaridir. Bu sekilde yazi, dogay! yansitmanin yani sira

onu tanimlar.
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The idea of deconstruction is therefore concerned with
countering the idea of a transcendental origin or natural
referent. It refutes the notion that it is possible to
transgress the institution in order to discover something
beyond — the existence of an independent origin. This
idea is famously encapsulated in the phrase ‘There is
nothing outside of the text’, which is often used to

summarise Derrida’s work.
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Dolayisiyla yapibozum fikri, agkin bir kdken ya da dogal
génderge fikrine karsi gikmakla ilgilidir. Otesinde bir sey
kesfetmek igin kurumu asmanin mimkin oldugu fikrini -
bagimsiz bir kdkenin varligini - reddeder. Bu fikir,
Derrida'nin galismalarini 6zetlemek icin siklikla kullanilan
'Metnin disinda higbir sey yoktur' ciimlesinde meshur bir

sekilde 6zetlenmistir.
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For Derrida the origin does not exist independently of its
institution, but exists only ‘through its functioning within a
classification and therefore within a system of
differences...” In his own words, Derrida terms this
phenomenon ‘différance’, and it is this idea that forms the
basis of deconstruction. Différance refers to the fact that
meaning cannot be regarded as fixed or static, but is
constantly evolving. It arises from the constant process
of negotiation between competing concepts. Rather than
pursuing the truth of a natural origin, what deconstruction
requires is the interrogation of these competing
interpretations that combine to produce meaning. The act
of institution—or writing —itself captures this constant
competition between the differing possible interpretations

of meaning within the institution.

The effect of the translation of thought into language is
therefore to inscribe différance into the structure of
meaning. It simultaneously embodies the desired
meaning as intended by the author, and the constraints
placed on that meaning through the act of interpretation of
the text. In this regard, meaning is defined equally by
what is included in the institution and what is not. At any
one time, one concept will be dominant over the other,
thus excluding the other. However while the idea of
exclusion suggest the absence of any presence of that
which is excluded, in fact that which is instituted depends
for its existence on what has been excluded. The two exist
in a relationship of hierarchy in which one will always be
dominant over the other. The dominant concept is the one
that manages to legitimate itself as the reflection of the
natural order thereby squeezing out competing
interpretations that remain trapped as the excluded trace

within the dominant meaning.
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Derrida'ya gore koken, kurumundan bagimsiz olarak var
olmaz, ancak 'bir siniflandirma ve dolayisiyla bir farkhliklar
sistemi igindeki isleyisi araciligiyla var olur..."' Derrida bu
olguyu kendi sozleriyle 'différance’ olarak adlandirir ve
yapis6kimun temelini olusturan da bu dustncedir.
Différance, anlamin sabit ya da duragan olarak
gOrulemeyecegi, aksine surekli evrim gecirdigi gercegini
ifade eder. Rakip kavramlar arasindaki sirekli miizakere
surecinden dogar. Yapisokimin gerektirdigi sey, dogal bir
kokenin hakikatinin pesine diismek yerine, anlami Gretmek
igin bir araya gelen bu rakip yorumlarin sorgulanmasidir.
Kurum -ya da yazma- eyleminin kendisi, kurum igindeki
anlamin farkli olasi yorumlari arasindaki bu surekli rekabeti

yakalar.

Dolayisiyla distncenin dile ¢evrilmesinin etkisi, anlamin
yapisina différance'l yerlestirmektir. Ayni anda hem yazar
tarafindan amaglanan anlami hem de metnin
yorumlanmasi eylemi yoluyla bu anlam Gzerine yerlestirilen
kisitlamalari somutlastirir. Bu baglamda anlam, kuruma
neyin dahil edildigi ve neyin dahil edilmedigi ile esit olarak
tanimlanir. Herhangi bir zamanda, bir kavram digerine
baskin olacak, dolayisiyla digerini diglayacaktir. Ancak
diglama fikri, diglanan seyin varliginin yoklugunu
disindirurken, aslinda kurumsallasmis olanin varligi
diglanmig olana baghdir. Bu ikisi, birinin her zaman digeri
Uzerinde baskin olacagdi bir hiyerarsi iligkisi icinde var olur.
Baskin kavram, kendisini dogal diizenin bir yansimasi
olarak mesrulagtirmayi basaran ve bdylece baskin anlamin
icinde diglanmis bir iz olarak sikigip kalan rakip yorumlari
disarida birakan kavramdir.
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In Positions Derrida explains how the first task of
deconstruction is to overturn the hierarchy. This is
necessary to highlight the ‘conflictual and subordinating
structure of opposition’. It emphasizes the dominance of
one particular way of thinking over others, and belies the
idea of fixed meaning, overturning, and therefore
exposing, the existence of the binary and destabilizing
previously fixed categories of understanding. However, this
is only the first stage. Derrida emphasizes how to remain
in this phase is to remain within the oppositional structure,
allowing the hierarchy to re-establish itself. If
deconstruction is limited to the simple inversion of
binaries, then inquiry remains trapped ‘within the closed
field of these oppositions’. What this means is that instead
of making any real change to structural conditions, what is
happening is simply swapping the positions of dominant
and subordinate, allowing the same conditions to persist.
In order to move beyond this dynamic, and to break open

the structure itself, a second stage is necessary.

This second stage is where the indeterminate element of
deconstruction becomes visible. Rather than resting with
the inversion of the binaries, and by extension accepting a
different manifestation of fixed meaning, the second phase
requires us to step outside the oppositions, to remain in
search of new meanings, not by repeating ideas but by
analyzing how ideas are framed, how arguments are
made. Speaking at the Villanova Roundtable, Derrida
described this as searching for the ‘tensions, the
contradictions, the heterogeneity within [the] corpus’. It is
only through this element of endless analysis, criticism
and deconstruction that we can prevent existing structures

of dominance from reasserting themselves.
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Derrida Pozisyonlar'da yapibozumun ilk gérevinin
hiyerarsiyi nasil altist etmek oldugunu agiklar. Bu,
'karsithgin gatismaci ve ikincil yapisini' vurgulamak igin
gereklidir. Belirli bir distinme bigiminin digerleri Gzerindeki
hakimiyetini vurgular ve sabit anlam fikrini yalanlar, ikiligin
varligini tersine gevirir ve dolayisiyla agiga ¢ikarir ve daha
once sabitlenmis anlayis kategorilerini istikrarsizlastirir.
Ancak bu yalnizca ilk agamadir. Derrida bu agamada
kalmanin, hiyerarsinin kendini yeniden kurmasina izin
vererek muhalif yapi iginde kalmak oldugunu vurgular.
Yapisokum ikiliklerin basitge tersine ¢evrilmesiyle
sinirlandirilirsa, sorgulama 'bu karsithklarin kapali alani
icinde' sikigip kalir. Bunun anlami, yapisal kosullarda
gercek bir degisiklik yapmak yerine, olan seyin basitge
baskin ve ikincil konumlari degistirerek ayni kosullarin
devam etmesine izin vermek oldugudur. Bu dinamigin
otesine gegcmek ve yapinin kendisini kirmak igin ikinci bir
asama gereklidir.

Bu ikinci agsama, yapisokimuin belirsiz unsurunun gorunar
hale geldigi yerdir. ikililerin tersine gevrilmesiyle yetinmek
ve dolayisiyla sabit anlamin farkli bir tezahirinu kabul
etmek yerine, ikinci asama karsitliklarin disina gikmamizi,
fikirleri tekrarlayarak degil, fikirlerin nasil gergevelendigini,
argimanlarin nasil yapildigini analiz ederek yeni anlamlar
arayisinda kalmamizi gerektirir. Villanova Yuvarlak Masa
Toplantisi'nda konusan Derrida bunu 'killiyat icindeki
gerilimleri, celigkileri, heterojenligi' aramak olarak
tanimlamigtir. Ancak bu sonsuz analiz, elestiri ve
yapibozum unsuru sayesinde mevcut tahakkiim yapilarinin

kendilerini yeniden ortaya koymalarini engelleyebiliriz.
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In this context, deconstruction is concerned not with the Bu baglamda yapibozum, 'hakikatin' kesfedilmesi ya da
discovery of ‘truth’ or of distilling correct conclusions, but dogru sonuglarin damitiimasiyla degil, daha ziyade
rather with the process of questioning itself. It is a process sorgulama surecinin kendisiyle ilgilidir. Bu, belirsizlik ve
characterized by uncertainty and indeterminacy. For this bilinmezlikle karakterize edilen bir suregctir. Bu nedenle
reason, Derrida explains, deconstruction is not a ‘method’, % Derrida, yapisokimdin bir 'ydntem' olmadigini ve bir
and it cannot be transformed into one. One cannot o yonteme donustirilemeyecegini agiklar. Bir hipotezi test
‘apply’ deconstruction to test a hypothesis or to support an etmek ya da bir argimani desteklemek igin yapisokim
argument. Rather it is an ongoing process of interrogation ‘'uygulanamaz'. Aksine, anlamin yapisiyla ilgili devam eden
concerned with the structure of meaning itself. As bir sorgulama surecidir. 'Japon Bir Arkadasa Mektup'ta
explained in ‘Letter to a Japanese Friend’, for Derrida aciklandigi gibi, Derrida igin yapibozum ne analiz ne de
deconstruction is neither analysis nor critique. It is not elestiridir. Belirli bir amagla yapilmaz. 'Basit bir unsur' ya da
done with a particular aim. It is not a search for a ‘simple '¢cO6zililmez bir kdken' arayisi degildir. Bunun sonucu,
element’ or ‘indissoluble origin’. The consequence of this degerinin sonraki herhangi bir yeniden yapilandirmaya
is that its value is not linked to any subsequent bagli olmamasidir.
reconstruction.
As discussed above, it does not exist to take apart one Yukarida tartisildigi gibi, bir yapiyi parcalara ayirip yerine
structure to replace it with another, but exists simply to O baska bir yapi koymak igin degil, sadece bu yapinin i
reveal the inner logic of that structure so as better to g mantigini ortaya cikarmak ve bdylece onu daha iyi
understand it. This has led to the charge that P anlamak igin vardir. Bu durum, yapisdkiimiin adalet ve etik
deconstruction is insufficiently concerned with questions meseleleriyle yeterince ilgilenmedigi suclamasina yol
of justice and ethics. Derrida is clear, however, that acmistir. Ancak Derrida, yapisdkiimiin éncelikli olarak
although deconstruction is not primarily concerned with savunuculuk veya aktivizmle ilgili olmamasina ragmen
advocacy or activism, nor is it nihilistic or anarchic. It does nihilist veya anarsik olmadigi konusunda aciktir. Hukuka ve
not reject the need for law and institutions, but rather kurumlara olan ihtiyaci reddetmez, aksine yeni olasiliklari
seeks to work within those structures to reveal new ortaya gikarmak igin bu yapilar icinde calismayi amaclar.
possibilities. It consists of dismantling not institutions Kurumlarin kendilerini degil, daha ziyade 'kurumlarin iginde
themselves, but rather ‘structures within institutions that o cok kati hale gelmis, dogmatik ya da gelecekteki
have become too rigid, or are dogmatic or which work as g arastirmalara engel teskil eden yapilar' ortadan kaldirmays
an obstacle to future research’. Deconstruction is o igerir. Dolayisiyla yapisokim, adaleti kavramsallagtirmanin
therefore an affirmative force that opens up possibilities belirli bir yolunun hakimiyeti nedeniyle bastiriimis olan
that have been suppressed by virtue of the dominance of olasiliklar ortaya cikaran olumlu bir giictir.
one particular way of conceptualizing justice.
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Finally, deconstruction is not an act or an operation.
Rather, it is something that happens, something that takes
place. It takes place everywhere. It does not require
deliberation or consciousness, but rather its potential
exists within our structures of meaning. It is interested in
exploring and revealing the internal logic of ideas and
meaning. It is concerned with opening up these structures
and revealing the way in which our understanding of
foundational concepts is constructed. This is internal to
meaning itself and not dependent on external factors.
What this suggests is that the possibility of deconstruction
exists within the structure of meaning itself, within the
structure of differance, and is not something to be found
and applied from the outside. It is primarily concerned

with understanding ideas, not with their application.
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Son olarak, yapibozum bir eylem ya da islem degildir.
Aksine, olan bir seydir, gerceklesen bir seydir. Her yerde
gercgeklesir. Miizakere veya biling gerektirmez, aksine
potansiyeli anlam yapilarimizin icinde mevcuttur. Fikirlerin
ve anlamin i¢ mantigini kesfetmek ve ortaya gikarmakla
ilgilenir. Bu yapilari agmak ve temel kavramlara iliskin
anlayisimizin nasil inga edildigini ortaya ¢ikarmakla
ilgilenir. Bu, anlamin kendisine i¢seldir ve dis faktorlere
bagli degildir. Bunun 6nerdigi sey, yapibozum olasiliginin
anlamin kendi yapisi iginde, farklilidin yapisi iginde var
oldugu ve disaridan bulunup uygulanacak bir sey
olmadigidir. Oncelikle fikirleri anlamakla ilgilidir, onlarin
uygulanmasiyla degil.
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