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Derrida brings up a question about the deconstruction and observes that it “resembles an
architectural metaphor”. However, he emphasizes that this is not simply on the techniques of reversed
construction, but it is also a “probing” which “touches upon the technique itself, upon the authority of
the architectural metaphor and thereby constitutes its own architectural rhetoric’. In my opinion,
although deconstruction tears the previous techniques, but its links with architecture are clearly on
metaphorical. As we can see, it has distinct application and also acts as a strong conceptual tool in
the world of architecture. For example Frank Ghery who is best known for his curvy, metallic wave-
form Guggenheim Museum in Bilbao, but it all started with strange application of his concepts to his
own traditional house in the late 1970s. He started using different materials and techniques which are
few applied in architecture projects whereas the traditional design symbols of the house were
reinterpreted as he took a step beyond the playful reworking of postmodern architecture. So, through
these ideas of deconstruction, | agree that it “frees oneself from the oppositions imposed by the
history”, provides chances and platforms that allow the architects to use the diversity of possibilities of
the new technologies without restricting thinking. Hence, the idea of creating a new architectural
rhetoric from deconstruction is true whereas the buildings itself will be having their own identity and
differ them with the others.

Besides, Derrida also calls for a new architecture inventive faculty of “architectural difference”.
In my opinion, the techniques applied in deconstruction architecture would create projects that have
their own identity which on the other word “self-explanatory”. In this case, the architects are not limited
to achieve uniformity or to fit the old circumstances. Instead they would bring out a new type of diversity
of designs using different concepts, techniques or materials. This somehow response to Derrida’s
statement of “impossibility of absolute objectivation”. | strongly agree with this as we should not only
focus on only one point of view and take it as the only and absolute. Especially when we are designing
a building, it should be self-representing and gives what is intrinsic in itself. So, we should look at the
thing from a diversity of possible points of view in order to design a building with its own identity and
originality. As what Derrida mentions in the interview, “the originality of a building is not contained in
the sensitive body but in something else”, in a way it's the own identity of the building that contains the
originality itself that makes it different. Hence, architecture must produces “places where desire can

recognize itself, where it can live”.
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