I wished to reach the point of a certain exteriority in relation to the totality of the age of logocentrism.  Starting from this point of exteriority, a certain deconstruction of that totality which is also a traced path, of that orb (orbis) which is also orbitary (orbita), might be broached.  The first gesture of this departure and this deconstruction, although subject to a certain historical necessity, cannot be given methodological or logical intra-orbitary assurances.  Within the closure, one can only judge its style in terms of the accepted oppositions.  It may be said that this style is empiricist and in a certain way that would be correct.  The departure is radically empiricist.  It proceeds like a wandering thought on the possibility of itinerary and of method.  It is affected by nonknowledge as by its future and it ventures out deliberately.  I have myself defined the form and the vulnerability of this empiricism.  But here the very concept of empiricism destroys itself.  To exceed the metaphysical orb is an attempt to get out of the orbit (orbita), to think the entirety of the classical conceptual oppositions, particularly the one within which the value of empiricism is held: the opposition of philosophy and nonphilosophy, another name for empiricism, for this incapability to sustain on one's own and to the limit the coherence of one's own discourse, for being produced as truth at the moment when the value of truth is shattered, for escaping the internal contradictions of skepticism, etc.  The thought of this historical opposition between philosophy and empiricism is not simply empirical and it cannot be thus qualified without abuse and misunderstanding.

I wished to reach the point of a certain exteriority in relation to the totality of the age of logocentrism.  Starting from this point of exteriority, a certain deconstruction of that totality which is also a traced path, of that orb (orbis) which is also orbitary (orbita), might be broached.  The first gesture of this departure and this deconstruction, although subject to a certain historical necessity, cannot be given methodological or logical intra-orbitary assurances.  Within the closure, one can only judge its style in terms of the accepted oppositions.  It may be said that this style is empiricist and in a certain way that would be correct.  The departure is radically empiricist.  It proceeds like a wandering thought on the possibility of itinerary and of method.  It is affected by nonknowledge as by its future and it ventures out deliberately.  I have myself defined the form and the vulnerability of this empiricism.  But here the very concept of empiricism destroys itself.  To exceed the metaphysical orb is an attempt to get out of the orbit (orbita), to think the entirety of the classical conceptual oppositions, particularly the one within which the value of empiricism is held: the opposition of philosophy and nonphilosophy, another name for empiricism, for this incapability to sustain on one's own and to the limit the coherence of one's own discourse, for being produced as truth at the moment when the value of truth is shattered, for escaping the internal contradictions of skepticism, etc.  The thought of this historical opposition between philosophy and empiricism is not simply empirical and it cannot be thus qualified without abuse and misunderstanding.

