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SECTION I: DERRIDA’S CLAIM AND ITS CRISIS

Derrida’s concept of differance dismantled the assumption that words refer directly to fixed meanings. Every sign is caught in a web of other signs—it differs and defers,
never arriving at presence. In this view, meaning is never given; it is always postponed, displaced, deferred.

This critique usefully exposed the metaphysical assumptions of Western thought. But it introduced its own absolutism: the impossibility of meaning ever arriving. If nothing
ever fully lands, how can we speak of grief, injustice, or forgiveness without contradiction?

The result is semantic paralysis. All articulation risks incoherence. Ethics becomes ungrounded. Phenomenology collapses into abstraction. The very capacity to speak
meaningfully seems threatened.

© SECTION II: STRATIFIED FIXITY—WHEN MEANING HOLDS

Not all language behaves equally. Some concepts drift—but others stabilize. | propose a theory of stratified fixity: a layered model of meaning where certain terms resist drift
through recurrence, embodiment, and relational saturation.

Meaning is not a ghost of metaphysical presence—but neither is it pure absence. It emerges through recursive contrast within closed relational loops. For example, “not
tasty” gains clarity through contrast with specific examples (burnt toast, sour milk), forming a dyadic loop. The universal filters the particular, and vice versa.

Three Strata of Semantic Stability:
Experiential Anchors: terms like “salt” or “pain” persist because they are bodily, shared, recurrent.
Ethical Constructs: words like “justice” and “freedom” drift more—ideologically shaped, historically dynamic.
Triadic/Looped Systems: concepts like “love—obsession—indifference” stabilize through mutual limitation.

Not all signs float. Some cohere.

SECTION Ill: RECONSTRUCTING THE CONDITIONS FOR STABILITY

Derrida rightly sees that meaning is shaped by difference, but he overlooks how some meanings become resistant to drift through cumulative, embodied, and relational
mechanisms. | propose seven interlinked principles:

ﬁ 1. Recursive Fixity
Triadic systems like love—obsession—indifference do not defer infinitely. They delimit each other in a closed loop of mutual contrast, forming a contained semantic topology.

@ 2. Semantic Saturation
Some concepts accumulate so much experiential and relational density that they reach a point of saturation. This redirects further deferral inward—Ilike a whirlpool
concentrating movement into a pattern.

% 3. Functional Robustness
Terms like “tree” persist across generations and cultures not because of essence, but because they remain operational. Their semantic durability under stress is what grounds

their reality.

@O 4. Phenomenological & Affective Anchoring
Definition: Phenomenology refers to the study of experience as it is lived, from the inside out. It focuses on how things appear in consciousness before being named or
abstracted.

In this framework, language stabilizes when tied to embodied reference.

 «

Concepts like “pain,” “warmth,” or “weight” are anchored in shared somatic thresholds. Emotional terms—“grief,” “tenderness” —likewise resist drift through affective

resonance. These forms of anchoring limit the scope of deferral.

. 5. Probabilistic Cores and Permeable Outskirts
Concepts have internal topology. Their cores are not metaphysical essences, but statistical centers of recurrence. For instance, “tree” likely invokes trunk, branches, foliage.
Margins remain fluid—symbolic, poetic, contextual. Derrida problematizes this structure; | retain it as a functional necessity.

°{ 6. Time-Relative Fixity
Meaning need not be eternal to be stable. Terms like “mother,

”

salt,” or “body” remain intelligible across centuries. Fixity is not absolute—it is calibrated to lived temporal
scales.

7. Forgiveness as Temporal Recomposition
Derrida frames forgiveness as a paradox—pure only when it forgives the unforgivable. This protects its ethical gravity — not transactional- but forgiveness unfolds over time, and
this conflates three distinct dimensions— 1) the agent’s act 2) the act itself 3) and the ethical ideal.

Once separated, the contradiction dissolves. A betrayal may be unforgivable at time x and forgivable at time y—not because the act changes, but because the subject’s stance
evolves. Forgiveness gains meaning through temporal, relational, and affective integration. It’s not an aporia, but a recursive reorientation.

=>» Addressing a Derridean Objection: Isn’t fixity just deferred differance, momentarily paused? Reply: No. Fixity = differance looping back, not pausing.
Like a whirlpool’s spin, it binds drift into form. Deferral becomes self-limiting through closure.

Together, these mechanisms explain how meaning resists collapse. Not by denying difference—but by structuring it. Meaning can move and still anchor itself.

SECTION IV: WHY THIS MATTERS BEYOND THEORY

If language never stabilizes, ethics cannot articulate itself. If presence is always false, then memory becomes spectral, testimony becomes incoherent, and responsibility
becomes logically untenable. My model of stratified fixity restores the conditions of speech that matters. It insists that:

Memory must land: If recollection drifts infinitely, trauma and history lose their legibility.
Ethics needs arrival: To say “| forgive you” or “You harmed me” requires local semantic closure.
Politics demands clarity: Without partial anchors, words like “justice” or “freedom” become instruments of rhetorical inflation.

Embodiment pushes back: Bodily states—pain, hunger, affection—anchor meaning by resisting abstraction. They stabilize speech through presence.

This is not a metaphysical return, but a phenomenological correction. Meaning must neither drift endlessly nor be frozen—it must hold long enough to be lived, judged, and shared.
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