This is perhaps a re-deconstruction of differeance, the self same questions asked by derada when he turned his eye to the deconstruction of the subject, 

“What differs? Who differs? What is différance?....if we accepted this form of the question, in its meaning and its syntax (“What is? “Who is?” “What is that?”), we would have to conclude that différance has been derived, has happened, is to be mastered and governed on the basis of the point of a present being as a Subject a who.”

that if difference is primordial, ie differenace must exist before the subject
I am an artist, and as such have a given interest in the internal, but exploring the limits of this, from the perspective of me, as a conscious being is what I believe makes me thinking individual.

Especially when the question of what constitutes what we can know, what we cant disprove, and how we know, (in light of sciences inability to test for consciousness) and thus the struggle between a solipsistic and a holistic world view that plays out throughout recent continental philosophy and thought my internal world. I think this intern informs parts of my practice. To sum up in less extravagant terms I use my art as truth (in the Alan Badiou sense). This is why I’d be very interested in attending what sounds like a very interesting dialectic between science and art on a very contemporary subject.
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