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Abstract:  

Deconstruction as a theory may make one understand that words and meanings do not give 
the same significance to all. It is because as we construct a system and make a set of words 
prevail, and here, allowing them to play does not actually turn out to be a play without any 
restriction. This study brings out the fact that words and meanings depend on the freedom 
given by the individual as he conceives it or assimilates it. The development of meaning is 
conditioned by the voluntary endeavour of restricting the meaning or allowing a wider 
boundary as per the individual’s necessity. It also explains how this system is controlled by 
individuals whose preferences, expectations, imagination or fear play a vital role. 
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Introduction: 

While experts find ‘deconstruction’ to be a method or a system to deliberately open up the 

contradictions within a sentence, structuralism on the other hand calls for the use of ‘practical’ or 

‘common sense’. Philosophers have long had to recognise that thinking may lead them inescapably 

into regions of scepticism such that life could scarcely carry on if people were to act on their 

conclusions (Norris, Christopher. 2000 p.xii).  

 In general ‘deconstruction’ has been considered as a conscious effort to break the objective of the 

text and its function becomes questionable. A careful analysis could tell us that there are certain 

impulsive factors in all of us that contribute to come out with meaning from a text. In this way in a 

given text the performance of words as “signs” is largely determined by the freedom given by the 

individual to the words. This could be a conscious or unconscious influence to certain extent. 

 Words are everywhere and with them people of all age group play their role by 

manipulating everything with them. It is not easy to say that every word that comes out of an 

individual is with the intention of a desired reaction. It is also difficult to say that sometimes words 
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are used without actually in need or expectation of a particular effect. Sometimes they are even 

uttered just to kill the silence or for courtesy sake. The question is when all words are equally 

meaningful, do all have equal role in giving meaning together for a text? Or does it operate with a 

natural and unexplainable pattern in such a way as per the context,some words become dominant 

and some words become recessive: thereby is the outcome of the sentence characterised 

accordingly? In this way the focus of our study remains how the thought process with the help of 

the words becomes significant with the individual’s sanction. 

Case for Analysis: 

A 

 

     B 

 

There was a girl in a village 

 

She was very beautiful and 

proud 

 

She was always serious 

 

People did not like her 

 

There was a girl in a village 

 

She was very playful 

 

She was  never serious 

 

People liked her 

 

 

In Case A there is a description of a girl to be beautiful and proud. These two words are used 

together here generally as one is admirable and the other one is not so. Here the word ‘beautiful” 

adds something to the girl and proud does its part equally on the other side. These two words 

together influence the play of one another. Here an individual has the complete authority to approve 

the play. A reader or a listener who comes across these words will allow either “beautiful” or 

“proud” to take over and dominate their understanding. The reason for the choice can be infinite. 

However the following may be rationally suggested to be also the reasons: 
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1. Because of the sex of an individual: a boy being the opposite sex will deem 

“beauty” to be the dominant attribute on the other hand a girl would go with the 

word “proud”. 

2. One’s preference may well be also because of the past that he or she has with 

the people of either of the kind. 

3. The way one prefers the girl to be, contextually. (beautiful or proud). 

4. Support given by the narrator to characterise her. 

5. One’s social, religious and cultural background. 

In Case B there is a description of a girl to be playful. There is only one word used here. She is 

being described here to be playful. The word “playful” is not used very often to describe a girl. It is 

in fact a peculiar description but the sentence that follows “She was never serious” will create a 

doubt in the mind of the reader whether she is fine. The narrator finally brings out the line “People 

liked her” in order to support the character. With the help of the last sentence a listener or a reader 

could get the grip. 

However, with context a reader or a listener could very well be still free to form an opinion over the 

girl and it may be also because of the reasons: 

1.  It does not have any sexual appeal. 

2. One’s preference may well be also because of the past that he or she has with 

the people of either of the kind. 

3. The way one prefers the girl to be, contextually  

4. Support given by the narrator to characterise her. 

 5. One’s social, religious and cultural background. 
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Derrida acknowledges the network that is invisibly prevalent within a group of words, and 

says that, “Although spoken language is a highly complex structure, always containing in fact an 

indicative stratum, which, as we shall see, is difficult to confine within its limits, Husserl has 

nonetheless reserved for it the power of expression exclusively – and thereby pure logicality 

(Derrida 1973, p. 18). The question that emerges here is how it becomes “a highly complex 

structure”? Then what immediately follows is why don’t people naturally feel that language is a 

highly complex structure, always containing an indicative stratum? 

It is a “complex structure” but does not sound complex to people when these are put in a 

structure. In fact if the complexity is felt while interpreting or its nature does not confine within the 

limits, then the worth or the impact becomes questionable. Thereby the source cannot be considered 

reliable. The nature of this complex structure is that it appears to be simple. The complexity 

actually comes into play, only when an innumerable people invade to hunt for meaning from 

various backgrounds and with numerous intentions.  As they apply themselves into this activity of 

interpretation they are with the freedom to interpret the language by activating the words of their 

choice and to conclude. On the way, anything that is irrelevant or insubstantial to the point is 

omitted or unacknowledged. 

It can be explained with the case that was analysed already: 

Girl        Village         Proud         Serious           People did not like 

                                   Beautiful   

The thought process that started with the word “girl” and “village” has moved along the 

narration, on the other hand with the domination of the word beautiful in a certain case makes it to 

stop in the middle and look for a word that could contribute to go ahead further. Hence the 

conclusion to be drawn could also be different. Thus the theory can be better understood that 

“although there is no expression or meaning without speech, on the other hand not everything in 

speech is ‘expressive’. Although discourse would not be possible without an expressive core, one 

could almost say that the totality of speech is caught up in an indicative web.” (Derrida 1973, p.31) 

 

The process of understanding meaning can shift its direction because of innumerable 

reasons. The base can very well be a spontaneous progress or even a search based requirement. In 
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this way it can be understood that “the paradoxical operation through which, by using words of a 

given sense, and already available meanings, we try to follow up an intention which necessarily 

outstrips, modifies and in the last analysis stabilises the meanings of the words which translate 

it.”(Merleau-Ponty 1962, p. 389) 

 

Here is an attempt to understand the process of understanding meaning as it happens in our mind. 

One can find oneself basically when it comes to exploring the meaning in the given text or a 

discourse, in two categories namely the one with the grip of the text.  

 

Understanding the Meaning 

 

 

 

                              With grip over the Text           Under the grip of the text 

With the grip over the text, a reader usually goes ahead with an intention of searching 

something inside the text or hidden behind the words. Especially, it becomes a scientific study with 

the purpose of getting answers for the questions in one’s mind. In this process the process 

progresses with anticipation right from the start and the reader travels in to the universe of signs 

and significance collecting only that are relevant to his anticipation. In this way the study goes 

partially meaningful and all the rest, though they could stand together with meaning and 

significance to a reading with different anticipation may not be meaning full to all and will always 

remain “meaningless” or “less in meaning”. 

 On the other hand while being under the grip of the text a reader begins without any 

knowledge about the text at all. On the way he begins to assume things and finds a rhythm. Thereby 

he proceeds to explore the universe for the elements of lure that he manages to find on the way. In 

case if he fails to achieve it on the way, he finds the text to be an irrelevant piece that is not worth 

his time. Sometimes even the purpose of reading could determine the course of understanding 

meaning and significance. 

Significance 
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Thus understanding the meaning and significance of a word depends on the freedom given by the 

individual as he conceives it or assimilates it. However, the process of understanding is usually 

coloured by the play of familiar or powerful or favourite words. In the course, the process that 

begins with the knowledge of the text which has been referred to as being with the grip over the 

text and without the knowledge of the text which has been referred to as being under the grip, play 

a major role. In this way meaning is conditioned and the boundary is determined consciously or 

unconsciously by the individual reader.  
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