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A new understanding for concepts

Between Derrida and Deleuze

Shang Jie
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Abstract; As being of concept, “is

neither this nor that, neither sensible nor intelligible,

neither positive nor negative, neither active nor passive, neither present nor absent. Derrida

call it “différance” and Deleuze call it “becoming” . For a method of deconstruction, there

is a nearly total affinity concerning the thought between Derrida and Deleuze.
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