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Cornell wrote:

“My argument is that we can best understand the possibility of a cross-fertilization between
systems theory and deconstruction by demonstrating how representability and meaning are
intertwined so as to allow systems to appear as systems; to show, in other words, how they
distinguish themselves or frame themselves so as to be distinct from a frameless,
undistinguishable totality that could not be observed. Gender is instead assumed as a totality so
that is almost disappears as a system; it becomes difficult for it to be represented as a system and
instead is considered, simply, as the way things are. My argument provides a new dimension to
the one that Luhmann himself notes in his own systems reading of deconstruction by analyzing
more thoroughly the operation of gender as a systeny a system that operates to limit the
possibility of the representability of woman and, as a result, the status that can be given to
'woman" as an observer. Of course, gender is only one example. But I hope to show that by
looking more closely at Derrida's deconstruction of the current meaning given to gender hierarchy,
we can enrich our understanding of the relationship between deconstruction and systems theory
more generally. Luhmann, as [ have already indicated, has argued that deconstruction is best
understood as second order observing.”
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