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Abstract

Deconstruction is among the most influential philosophical and critical approaches to emerge
in the late twentieth century. Associated with Derrida, it challenges Western metaphysical
assumptions about fixed meaning, absolute truth, presence, origin, stability, and a
transcendental center. This study explores its concept, background, and theoretical dimensions,
especially for literary criticism. It argues that deconstruction is not the destruction of a text but
a critical practice exposing the contradictions, silences, exclusions, and tensions that produce
meaning. [t examines Derrida's engagement with Saussure, Nietzsche, Husserl, and Heidegger,
and his works, including Of Grammatology, Writing and Difference, and Dissemination. Key
concepts include différance, trace, supplement, iterability, logocentrism, phonocentrism,
binary oppositions, decentering, and aporia. These concepts show that meaning is never present
or self-contained, but is produced through difference, deferral, repetition, and interrelation of
signs. Deconstruction does not imply the absence of meaning or the validity of every
interpretation; it stresses plurality while attending to the structures that constrain reading. In
literary criticism, it shifts attention from authorial intention toward language, marginal
elements, and suppressed possibilities. It concludes that deconstruction is a practice of reading,
not a fixed method, and that applying it to Urdu criticism can open new ways of rereading
classical and modern texts.
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“The word "deconstruction", like all other words, acquires its value only from its inscription in a
chain of possible substitutions, in what is too blithely called a "context". For me, for what I have
tried and still try to write, the word has interest only within a certain context, where it replaces and
lets itself be determined by such other words as "ecriture", "trace", "differance", "supplement",
"hymen", "pharmakon", "marge", "entame", "parergon”, etc. By definition, the list can never be

closed, and I have cited only names, which is inadequate and done only for reasons of economy.
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In fact, I should have cited the sentences and the interlinking of sentences which in their turn
determine these names in some of my texts.”*)

ot £ 1t I Gty Pt AU
QJ“u/»‘;"f‘gt“/fl:/?/?ﬂ//r"}wz:!,g/;m,fz/r‘aé‘.nélmy@j"J.’.@.;/"uﬁuﬁl"d“
-‘gt/'//@l'/at@o,é’gLJI/’U}‘{J/’I;Idﬁ/&bdi’”u}f'ﬁ'db’!.ﬁuﬁ}%}k(fJQ};
/.;Lz,/*u;guﬁuwtfi/ﬂ/f&dsgu/mﬂﬁtﬁ?!&u_}/(ﬁdﬂK"Ji@/@lzm
—ebSuLi

:(’jlguglJ/Jgﬁ‘L.QLuﬁgtjr‘y'dﬁ/:!;wuféﬁb/ (Deconstruction) J:@“y
&/:3""3230‘:%(pvf'J/Jigzzé—'}wJﬁﬁff+geﬂd)k?JJ'-uful/TL’/ui’“”—éJ/?u?mdﬁ
B ey ohszr P e S SE U LIIE 0 fo3 LA i b £ e ot
/5!&ﬂfﬁ&!uuﬁgbﬁéﬂfw;ggwﬂwL;;!ab(ﬁdﬁ’”r (Binary Oppositions)e k6
&/dwm (Criticism) ,33&‘.::% (Analysis) J‘CL{“;;J:@';/ILLL"/@%m,g/;_%(}//r‘j@)lﬁ/f
O tuE et L i LS SO LA L el

d/"’o:uﬁ,«C@’!_98/5|:/u;;gdﬁJﬁ;/Of Grammatology bié"j_.}:/’d/bg»
& R Lute fre o3 FVSS TS 2t S e S
ug-‘at’/'/zvfu:atlfﬁg/uéﬁé"é_i (Sign) ulﬁ/:.@d“—ﬁgﬁ‘)" (Present) /-'Plp"/.:/,h}‘(f/
)/u"‘"d.'.@;//?& /r‘ju’!-ujé"‘_/uffé (Difference) 1313 (Deferral) D”"Jyu{w‘t‘?f
e QIS S Fo oo RS LN e L L St PP 5

"It is the unique experience of the signified producing itself spontaneously, from within the self,
and nevertheless, as signified concept, in the element of ideality or universality."
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“Philosophical discourse defines itself in opposition to writing and thus in opposition to itself, but
this self-division or self-opposition is not, Derrida claims, a mistake or accident that sometimes
occurs in philosophical texts. It is a structural property of the discourse itself". ®
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“Deconstruction, on the contrary, starts out by rigorously suspending this assumed correspondence
between mind, meaning and the concept of method which claims to unite them.” ®
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"It is what Derrida implies when he says in the Introduction to Husserl's "The Origin of Geometry,"
"the Absolute is Passage" (LOG 165/149).This absolute passage between transcendental and
mundane, etc., means that the origin is not really an origin in the sense of an absolute beginning,
it is not an arche, and that the end, la fin, is never an absolute end, it is not a telos. The paradox of
genesis, for Derrida, is in-finite.” (13)
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“This undoing yet preserving of the opposition between bricolage and engineering is an analogue

for Derrida's attitude toward all oppositions an attitude that "erases" (in this special sense) all

oppositions". ¥
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“This is precisely because I would like to attempt, to a certain extent, and even though in principle
and in the last analysis this is impossible, and impossible for essential reasons, to reassemble in a
sheaf the different directions in which I have been able to utilize what I would call provisionally
the word or concept of différance, or rather to let it impose itself upon me in its neographism,

although as we shall see, différance is literally neither a word nor a concept. And I insist upon the
word sheaf for two reasons” ¥
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