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A& 9E( Chris Weedon)e 1] AA [Hv]UE ddg FAEFZFY o€
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1) Madan Sarup, An Introductory Guide to Post-Structuralism and Postmodernism (Hemel Hempstead: Harvester
Wheatsheaf, 1988). p. 118.

2) Chris Weedon, Feminist Practice and Poststructuralist Theory (Oxford: Basil Blackwell, 1987), p. 19.
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I ol AAE TR 9T, FAE AE ey Lok AAE P ok

3) AL5, “E2ETHYZY TAETFZEY", (F2ERYZT FAETZRF], YA, 1994, 30-38%.
4) John Sturrock, * “Introduction”, [Structuralism and Since]: From Levi-Strauss to Derrida, ed. John Sturrock (Oxford:
Oxford Univ. Press, 1979), pp. 12-13.

5) B8, “FLETEFIG TLERYUZ', (FAETZF9I% EAERTYZ], 191, YA, 2305
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6) J. Derrida, Of Grammatology, trans. Gayatri Chakravorty Spivak (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins Univ. Press, 1975),
p. 158.

7) Matk C. Taylor, Emring, A Postmodem Ajtheology, The University of Chicago Press, Chicago and London,
1984, p.13.
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8) %5, “X2ERGUEY F2AETFZRY, [R2ERHYFH FLEFZFI], YA, 1994, 30-55%:.

9) Roy Boyne/ Ali Rattansi, ed. Postmodemism and Society (London: Routledge, 1990), p. 12.

10) J. Derrida, "Structure, Sign and Play in the Discourse of the Human Science”, in: [Writing and Difference],
trans. Alan Bass ( Chicago: Univ. of Chicago Press, 1978), p. 280

- 311 -



6 BXABK WICEER2TE, 197)

AAAE ANStE 7158 BFAE et 2o

4, AAFAG AEHA Aol thlq Ze g e FERFE Ht2ET}
LA FAEGE 724 g S EFY: WA F2E FAS 43 wEE @
Ag 7] Btke 43924 #AE 22 AT 2. 727N 259 FA9 of
@ B7HEsE WA e TAETZFYM o238 STAQ FH2 BHY. TAET
ZFoe F2FY7L A71E d7A2EY FA A P ARG ST IS A7 o
71X AR F57 WA “FAY F57 dEdnh

BiFodie AFE F AR AP AMFS RH}A J3 AAFdME
Aze FAdel A AME 3T FA3e ARAR ALY Egold # Bad e
ag2 Agsiat o 28y FAEFZF o2 Az o o} A A
S REAAY AFAAE ARte 715 oA gttt BAEY AN Yehie
Aot FAE e TR AUA BT 94714 Az BAold ofr] A e
doju #2713 5] tie IFY T2 A3t 23 MZE(Roland Barthes)
7t [AAS] F5](The Death of Author)olld] Z3pRo] “Ax2A9 Ak o)Al Algai
5L

AR, A2ES £29] 953 A7} ¢4 o dxdn

FEFe d92E goju f9 WAse Jox Azse e Aetetanz syn:

71 Eake F23A @3 AF9 724 A7 88T S Ad SA 54
ghe WA 39 SdA &ajEth 27t e AL AR gn|E ke diER
71 Boke 22700t 92E9] ug FEshle vIAHY AR} Fo3id. 97
A EAZ 22709 AdA gedh SA” BRAES TS 499 Bl 783 £
Aol 3434 n|g Rojshe Aol FEFYAM A7 vk Fedel BAE &9
FI AR dAAE AlE 99 FRske Aol Aol AR 28, 4, ElE, 9
ol F23jth ogd 2450 BHke J5E 2R A3 SAH, #YF, 28
7, Jujg4 £AS 71 aedte Ald WA JlE JriAAS ke 230

olo] yleja IXAEFZRFIE HAES S BAS FAAIT SAY ©A 9

11) Rolan Barthes, “The Death of Authors”, in: [Imag-Music-Text], trans. Styephen Heath (New York: Hill and Wang,
1977). p. 142
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12) JF. Lytard, The Postmodern Condition: A Report on Knowledge. trans. Geoff Bennington/Brian Massumi
(Minneapolis: Univ. of Minnesota Press, 1984), p. XXii
13) JF. Lytard, "Answering the Question: What Is Postmodernism?”, in: [The Postmodem Condition], p. 82.
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Abstract

What is the Poststructuralism?

Kim, Yung Han

Poststructualism go always with postmodernism. In many case, both terms are used as synonym.
Thereby, the distinction between both is not made.

This essay intends to clarify the distinctiveness of poststrucrualism, uncover the commonness and
to make a distinction between poststructualism and postmodernism.

Postmodernism is a more comprehensive concept than poststructualism. The latter belongs, in terms
of concept, to the former. The former means in a narrow sense the deconstruction, in a broad sense
a time spirit of the late 20th century, i. e. the postmodern spirit. The latter means the postmodem
appearance in the philosophy and social sciences.

The commonness of both is as follows:

First, It perceives the language as the most essential among all the human acts.

Second, it does not take serious the meaning in the human act.

Third, It has an unhistorical thinking.

The distinctiveness of poststructualism is as follows:

First, it shows a strong distrust toward the referential function of the language.

Second, it has a deep skepsis against the human subject and the individual self.

Third, it put a stress on the dynamic relation between the text and reader.

Forth, it rejects the abstract system and totality.

The critical evaluation of poststructualsim from the reformed theological views is as follows.

First, to deny the referential function of language is to do the right one of human language.

Second, the human self and the ego are not deniable.

Third, it is good to discover the creative world of text. One loses the original meaning of text,
when one goes beyond the inward structure of the text.

Forth, one falls into the relativism and nihilism, if one radically denies the system like Derrida.

Poststructualism made, together with postmodemnism, a contribution to destroying the castles of
rationalism and the scientism. However, its radical distrust toward the reason and discourse caused
the loss of the beliefs in the truth, the universal and being, and the led the postmodern intellect to
fall into an abyss of skepticism and nihilism.
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