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11) Walter Kaufmann, Nietzsche: Philosopher, Psychologist, Antichrist, 4th ed. (Princeton Univ.
Press, 1974), p.101.
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Aol Folg kel Al Hrm?
2 AEE TAGT AY g o7 fsked A Ryt
(¢] AL Al 2% utEF 8 ol F2E 204 gErh)



Wallace Stevensg] A& ¢7) 9% shie & 9

v A7 e AFER, vacum)E EAYE ¢ Ydvtw 2B =2EA dAs 2Y
Torricellidz & & Fo) 48l f8 Ho] &8 A%z, #ol I Z& A2 7HA Ad2
24, oo A Fe] Az Ao AFF Aclvh ool £L Y ¢AS wUmel s
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$EE A QAtelo] RSl ¢l 3 (causality) ] & -4} F-oju] g EA At} ol
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Al 222 EAGR % Gvh Folo]l EA%Y] AT 22 EAIAEF e 2 T
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HA7b B Azl Hulgg Bo U2 A o)A owl Abgte] ofF(pain)g
vtz A RA . 2w 2k o] ofFe] ouA HeRE 9] sty 44 F9F
AR E Aoln, A 2E " (pin)e] Y A& L. zHA 2w o] A (pin)e] of
Z(pain) ¢ Jogrvkz Azder ZA Aok 2: da Aste) dAmE gohiA o
th olel gk WAL 5E FelwA.
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W Ade]l (BY4e €) A4 BHER AT wiA HE AL S oY AL AW
Z oyt Fellolk 2 A2 OA HE Aldeln. zE 2R 95 AAY 243 gRelge AL $es)
LA = ?%1 %—4 Habeolztax A¥Ad o2 oAz gbel, (¥ AA>9 d4E(phenomenalism)
of 5td of A% felv A AAY ARA Y ¢AF vF vtk A A oA 2

13) Jonathan Culler, On Deconstruction: Theory and Criticism after Structuralism (Cornell
Univ. Press, 1982), p.86.
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9 AL Auee, 29 A9 ARAA F2sk 429 0F s e A Aol 29
2919] 7% 2 A (representation) 715-& A Golwelz aivh F, AAo] s A9
A2 obFR d4AE A REH, AAel: AAANE AR 4} dojn fEsz, A4
e AA ke Ad FAZL 9A ek olgA Hul A Aol A AT Aol Hjshe] on|
E A%z =3 o9 G4 §A4% gn) oy e YuiEvE g3 gke &
T ErEdta Gk ol FA Sd AAelg AANAG Abole Aol FojWL EEeIH
Jol, 43 Aoy AR dAsng AAezy AAW G Al g AA oA =k

=4
78 AR = PEe AL
=)

s

14) Friedrich Nietzsche, Werke, ed., Karl Schlechta(Munich: Hanser, 1966), Vol. 3, p.804.
(Jonathan Culler, On Deconstruction, p.86¢].4 =] ¢l L),

15) Pierre Solignac, The Christian Neurosis, trans. John Bowden(New York, Crossroad 1982),
p.52. o] AL FFme BHES Ho] g FHAF Aleldld A% 25 HE 5zl
A GA 3ol ol B FArL ¥, =JH °]~: g A ARE Adrlel Wit I 73"]-'4-—4/‘]'7}'
& AA ok,

16) Culler, On Deconstruction, p. 189.



Wallace Stevensg] A& 97 % shvte & 11
o]e] g} 482 Jacques Derridai= w}&3 o] ReojFm glth

ol shzto] 24A AAd o] s@rel Weted JAEA Hw, A€ BE AAH Gl A4
Aelo] 9leg AdAsA Dk, 2ZA HY A AW L Aol, © oprbAE 7] B(sign)
oA AAC 2 ZTEEE E5EA

oo A WAooz HuzE At AAolE AN ezt G A 94, olze] ey
T oojue 4L BrbedA dvh &, NVEe Relr o= HAE AARY] Eoe ®
A A AmmE 29 G AAojskel AWEAD SAYS HAAAE Qrolehe
A% A= o s FAFA Y A AANFE 27 mrrE, BA e AAeje) Ad
~ (distinction) 0.2 A u} A G}, o] zo] wlE James Joyced] Ulyssesol 4 Dogee(A) 7t God
DS A== o] g7t Fh 8 o)u] R AL Qo] el Dogst Godebiz A Aol ohF
W 5% 24 29, Dogd Godshz ¥3IE aEsl wl4e Aol¥ AHLA @&
o}, ©# Doge Godd ATE & A¥els, 2Dz God: Dogo_] A X BETE ofF ¥
s 4AAAA DAA Lok ol v YA AdY A £&9 B9AY AANAE
stk YA g AA e AE A (dog)7k A (God)e] o= sz, A (God)e] A (dog)7t dF
T asoe] QALr? 2R JAU A4 RAAY Qo] x| A A (referential)o] A1}
BAA (FEEY, representational)o] o}i] i, W3 o 7= oA 1} G ALA (figural, rhetorical)
9 olh A 2% SAA0l ol zA AolE EANA Yeh® AP 83
2 Qelia dols) Ade A5k 2A 2em el AR FTE $EE He A2
o AA 7 = AT, AAE BAo] dv F3E BA Gk o2 g AAAA $H o
0] & 4& A (sign)e) AAE FA=, MY 2¢d AF FL HEF A% w2F F
Acenteyel 4 AAole) AGHHE BA A4 AF2EE FAEE o

Derrida®l Foucault®] =40| x| = decentered A

oL YA dAE F4L P H v AAA ARE F HEAJL AEEE FHE A
& ¥ vt Jacques Derridasl wjAl F32 Michel Foucaulto}g-& = s HetAEE &

Arh ol E& FFAF(RFO)E AANA dol EAE A FHAE A F A¥A
ol o 2ol
deltie] Az b A EauE Ados SeE 2 wFely differancedty L&
B2 B ol g AZAL FFAt (el A€ ‘dErE Rl “diferd
17) Jacques Derrida, Positions, trans. Alan Bass (Univ. of Chicago Press, 1981), p.20.
18) James Joyce, Ulysses (New York: Random House, 1961), p.600.
19) Vincent B. Leitch, Deconstructive Criticism: An Advanced Introduction (N.Y.: Columbia

Univ. Press, 1983), p.47.
20) Leitch, p.38. & 2 #A.

"H”\



12 ' A X RO (B2 :
E23@d. @OFAARE srlo 2 “GLHI45e} (scatter, disperse) ¥ -2 7hAl “differe”
T ZREH @) mAReR o] T2 “A QA I vt (delay, postpone)E H-L stz Bejql
“defer’E TP vk, ol FA AT Al FEA Y HE Yu|E xHPHT Y& A2 o
o)}l differance(Derridats différancesls. X7 ) Bolo] A “thE"S EdlL différences)
wgel SlelA= ek :l.EiLi- FA(difference)?] 7= oA E A7A gu] = o
ke viebd Folvh, o] B, differancest différencer ¥gol E7k7] Wl Fol differance
A AA 2 G e IelEE Eole) AAAT 1 el gel EeuA Aek T 4
A A AA GE e F, D @€ T B Az DR AR FE AQL =
gt fol e 2ot gk .

ole| gt wl el v differances} 1A= SvlE B @ JAE 299 4 Ak AR S
27t AFAA AL ggdsl 24 ?—NZ“’] (logocentrism)®] £ ZA+ & Fgo] =l
. FAFTATFAE AT Pl 4R J&2E ol F & Fo| Hel shvl, o7 3T
relyeks AlAde “9le0) Fe) A‘J-Ta‘}-”(metaphyslcs of presence)o] & -qlo] = wkrl A
# 2L Rolth, §AL EAY ZELE AR vk A S £FE2L o) FA A FH ),
‘Bl zel HAY FZH 7] AYH Dol A4t FEHLE st @A Adn s
FH2 Foldr wES WAL AAA 5‘&7*5-]71 ARE =g @ A4k ZE A
< TEE o AARZ 28 do] AAd AL obFRE gHT(SF 1:11-3). &)
(logos) & shi=xlol®, AA7} Fz¥7] ALH Alﬁ’:l‘:‘r 23w g che]l ofdhe] e 2o
of hgty] ek o] AUThE ok & Zlolvh 28 A% stmde £ FLUAH
= =y Ll s folAA HY, o)F E WAL $E A &3 2L F340 A,
olzlgt AR devhe) Az (FiGE) el differanced] A Bul oliw}, 1.9 Leibnize] ol
LAANE 2ol F vk FFolE 4dE AT e ES} °M_’ e As
Al 2R, T o o dA(EE doDE 2% AR glol & AL £ 3
o B e B2 W Fol gt

wolg ¥2A ez gy 4% MAx 20 ARz v 4GS TAE Aold, Folg £

ololet o FHQ FA }; 2A (S8 44L) BAHE Adeh, S04 §A48 B EuohEol
FALZIL 24¢ ZAZ ¢ 94k goh

1A% FFAFA Aol A% logosE hehlA T RLAIsh o1 go] AFekal AA o) uk,
el ekel differancert SIE ek FuAL GulE, Sele PEHE BAEN) o2 AY
ghgole AHdelth folA myo] diferancesl W xaln Y YEEL BA) o] To)

21) Leitch, p.41& £ .
22) Jacques Derrida, Of Grammatology, trans. Gayatri Chakravorty Spivak (Baltimore: Johns
Hopkins Univ. Press), p.79.

.
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A FE E- g At EA g} ol o] differances} ol & wholol A s " AA)
EA 8 wdelzt obz, felA B A A9 i Ro] A B EE d9= B
TE efelr] W Folvh, ZEER o] golE o] felF o]FE HE dolEe A5}
FA (RE)ete E4 o, ]“] AA Y B2 (R (209 EFolz, 89 Azt
3 399 AL vlo] Avke LA Sk ol differancert A FAA o),
T, “BEIAS"IE AR m e 2 A0S stk go] F4 AgHolepd, FL
FAA g olct, o] A5 el Re Fol FAHW w@A o] EoR Fo] £A9 §
£ 7Rz B2 dAEE Aotk :7—3%3-31 “FE AolslE ALY AZIE zEa
EE g g8 Foe §& A7) % b7 oy F Aol vz A
GlEreld £59 A6 AR °‘L-f=l— o 1“‘], ’QC’P Q& Follv F&0l wW & ol (Y
£r¢ dgeA Bz duhe A4 BelE |
Differance?} A A}sli= Aﬂqiﬂﬂu«] 84L& ]‘4"1 @A Aol zAnt EAFohE Aol
%, differance " differences}o] o)z Qldled Zx|&he, o]He] W EFHm Q¥ o] &
(differ, differe, defer)s}e] alo] <o Mul EA gl 2B R differance’= “EA % o}
A7 (essence) & ohoh, ol & YHEA mE QrrEA e 2AS Hde] B AL o
o}, »25) 287 o Foll differancer A zbo] (difference) Zul EA| kb, “[(Differances=] 2}
o}8] ZTH F Aol L Ho{Fr, Ao]E7te] AolE W Fr, oL £ (play)
T BAL " Differancess AT vlel A AR7 dE del % ofiz AYE ol
W&o, Aol A} mi o9 ASE ojn], wH o}FAE ofd ofw 3 (nothing)
Folct. ®

olehL F4ol AA R AA gt Aty A = FE EFA A wA F2
Michel Foucault(1926~1984)¢] S A% ¢ S oh, F32E 1A GAHAL Foj v 3y
ol A HAlel] W A YA Yol FLE A Ak $A UAE K Ao 8) H 4
WAL olw dtol dAY Ao My W A Al FABAE QA @=
ohoale] Qlzkst WA BAAARDE Aol AL ARY JAFER)SA A Foz o
AFERF R Aelch, zavh, A7 FAE £ A9 AL ok of4, <7k o Afe =
(2 A4 el 27} (Suprahistorical perspective) )@~} glctz dhe J24e o] o] 4 A 5o

g

2
o
H

23) Of Grammatology, p.xvii.

24) Of Grammatology, p.68.

25) Jacques Derrida, Speech and Phenoménon, and Qther Essays on Husserl's Theory of Signs,
trans. David B. Allison (North Western Univ. Press, 1973), p.134.

26) Speech and Phenomenon, p.130.

27) Speech and Phenomenon, p.130.

28) Leitch, p.43.

29) Michel Foucault, Langnage, Counter-Memory, Practice: Selected Essays and Intermews, ed.
Donald F, Bouchard (Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell Univ, Press, 1977), p.152.



14 A X OROE (W)
Ak 2949 2901 A7 A= FAo] vt oA skt AEAl
2 R E) Belk AAEE QA v E 22 ?M?q et o g AR JF
o] A% GAF At EARe, A2 JEL A Aolw, 2ALE Qe AL
o] Bvz BE #40] T ZE Ao wwr% 3487 AAe]l gelokd 44
o M QAR 2o A AANAE S48 QR wAe BhsA A,
F3e odd FAEAY dA%e] o Yohx JAY

112

244 ¢ AL FHF AAE st FEE 45F $Ae s FA5A] Aot solAd A
ZFAA RS AR5 AAH e Ak “asATols] @A it e o AA
of Za<&4 dlscontmulty-g Eq & oF qHeb™
olAY Fag AFAAL QAZE pAE 29 AEQl 20 "J—'T‘—*;C’ b A Aol ¢4 st
2o &3 74 A chance, discontinuity and materiality& =¢glc} ¥

o]t gt Hd&e AEe FaE dte F o4 SAF Ao B9 A 1B E genealogyo)
Be Adg AeA ek ARTL WA 29 AelZlE (& E9 YAl T2H
8 A 213 The Genealogy of Morals] 2, Al B.&o]laty ojo] = }23) 2.2 B3 o] 9,

ARG o Ae bz TAAe] L& o] ¢y W, AnsE EAae] ol
o deojut Zo] opd FpEhty A S AuAel Bo]A (the singularity of events)$
AEd ok Beh.® ol AuTo] FYAU ¥ AL Y 2EAAL LAL 2R
o ma peldlA WSe) AA 9E RAEE RARA AFolh zenm A AL
A #(origin)ell w1 gt BTE A @A feh P A Al e 43 #v oAke] Fdde
AHEHL AT Aol nR, olv] BAHL AR AndelAE ALE AL oM A
Zo]l WF FrE T E‘-&/]' AA Heh. FREAAL AL FzFot 2] FH o
of Bhig BZEL whEol Wi £7enA, o $U%H AAY B4 ¢4 TH(CRA
Zlef vt obwthe "ﬂ'i e ARE A, 2k A9 Y3 imago Deid) gvte] Pz
sSgeh)., 2o AR 9=, weAd FAEE A A S AR o 4
ul b k(S EA el AAdAe A4E A Fo geE AAREE =2 AT 2.
ol F4lo] wha 7k A AE AFE AL ¥ut opzl, RE AEelE kb AlF
go] gl Aol ozm BE AL A7 AAE A Z glvh {0 E9 A4 Aol
olgte Az LAY GAY £7ke] bz 2R W AFFT A shd] Azl %

@ wolvh, GuAoE Wby AL A%T B4 £l A WY Aast oz,

>

30) Langnage, Counter-Memory, Practice, p.154.

31) Michel Foucault, The Archacology of Knowledge, trans, A.M. Sheridan Smith (N.Y..:
Pantheon, 1972), p.231. ’

392) Language, Counter-Memory, p.139.

33) Language, Counter-Memory, p.140.
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A BAGERDY FEY 5 vl gk kelw, A 2 (origin)e A Az1e] £
& 27 Bebe 24 A g 44 7E i) ot 2hE e dAdtReE
2o TUE FAY ARG AE AN ARE B8 AFAZ o] A Eq e 2
AAlE 27F 25 Alndgo] shte B4 ZU¢ welE FYolr] Brh: A YAz
AAt vAl 2718 ol o HEo)q ¢dajAe] A 2 Folug e AL Rolr),
ZHER 2E ARTE Fo 13 3-8 o5 E ol @

Hejetel F29) o] e TAFAY AFE AFoA AT AAm whal e Rl e
A#22] Fol GaA FA ol LA APge] AAE F=e L AAE s go) o
At A gele] AlolA s AL glalo] Azl FA WA w Fo] AzA oz}
cHA o2 9L Axe Yol At e} AFrt Y vbok Yale]l gA FE Ro)
e, o] Afolle At 233 Zo) Hopgie. o]FA Hwl AR Eo| AojAx
AT AALAZE A deh, o] A Lalel AAS o= sfutE 29 origing =a)
ol A s, =3 2P o] o4 YA originaryo] % Ed}, memm 2o o

Aol olA fA sl 27l (Ho] 3t el EHA metaphysical privilegedE o= gir},
Aol A AFAA FxHel o5l o EHA Amude AL A ANz & FE
of W= Aoz, dAL A Fol o= FEo] S, =Y TP Ao oA

Ak dF E4d W/ushe o] 2PA d gl A FASE o Aol $-AEte, A o)}
SLAAAT o] B olE@ o] @yge BdAes B A A ELE= A
WAAL ol £ 277} deh. 2y Falel A el et Fae] AAd AL o]wg o] -
A Ahw 4L ofv]l S45A vk 2 EE, $Hsl FelA ofn mgtol,

al/Folzte o] gL el del A A AxE vistoh olel @ o] By o 2 ate
CHAE H delrbAE AgAQ A WAL Y B dyge] $9E 404 9
o ol @ oL AT/ FA, AYg/F ‘-’1/%% /A T el Be oE

FEAAAE LAk A A oleig AYFL A TEL mA4A7 = Edow T

Az Sz, ZIAAAE o= o] BiA TS FFEAY I 95t ol Ay
Ze g Aga g 2o, FA0 AAH AANNE o o] 28 Fest et o]
o] &4 2l A}Wé-ﬂ% Aol At AR AL ook HEFE dold BYuE Ao A
- Helehs EAE AMEETh ol& “delF A Bt FHEEYT i B iR gk o9
< dl Eud BT B A9 AR date] Ak o] FA sbedlE 2N Z s

_,:’L_
Atk ol 2E A3 FAE A2Fo] ol 4H BHeT FEL AEvHE Bolnh o&

34) Language, Counter-Memory, p.143.
35) Language, Counter-Memory, p.144.
36) On Deconstruction, p.88.
37) On Deconstruction, p.88.



16 A X B O#E ()

= °]’é3ﬂr F49 ol EwAqd 9T-E Feh. ¥
W ot FAHA Bx 2 AT FolLA? 4 ol EHA AvizE e A

ﬁ]-ci] AL FlALThE ojAe] Yk zEvh, 2wl olg kAL WAl E 4% 9
o] FzollA e Aoy W e, 433 F& 4 ek G Abdo|wt, o]
g A dTF2E AANS daAAE T Fudte dbEe) oA vhgeleh. zeEv, A4
AAZ Qolzl FA0] AR A AR ojn] FHH oz HEFN ok Avlwe st gl
Bl g, ZE o] A% AA 2d AwAAe] g AL ] APt olAE EX
& FAHOE AR Fo| £8oA Tol Ane FE weld F Yok 2=, of
Bula d g go] glojn AAld e Bag 2 AR FAFoRA, dd AAZSY A}
AL WY 7 sk

o] Eiﬂ =97t SlolA AAEE FL4L FEt ol AR Az Qd elele] A A
2ol o o4 B4 GEes Adolth AFAAE ool AA Gignifier)e] B2, 24
& 01‘{-1 A Ao 3 (signified) & A Aot Aew G248 =t 2% A AzMe 9dE 4
ol¥ 7 odol: A A9 Fl%g %3 sk AFAAY ‘ol FAE JushF Ve
AT A o)A “qlej oA AL F?vete AFo wpH Aok gk A HAE
AAG doly T So] EAIFE (BYE §3) vast play)®d Folvh Y& b FH
ool 2 A9 7|58 olAl ¥ o4 ot B & glos], 2y wEd ddoiy oW d | H
A% T8o] gl dlolE o]A (3t HA4 AA a system of interpretation}* o} A
U (E9] BAE a set of illusions)Ve]l A kA gherh AAHGE AL dole 2
2 o AMEZA EASE, olgA A duE Fol 249 Aok 48 Azg e A
2 g gA e AAAH] T a decisive leap towards a wholly new form of tho-
ught)e] whato] =t} 4” o]ejdl AL B3 Stevensd] A5 @l glo] F % AHolwh

Bl HO| 2 XU HY HIUYE(W, sunyata) BIM2| MA|

Aeke] Az} Ao T4 (origine] 712 F E Aolw, ol d sl&7 VAle] RS AR
e oot A ArE wA HL Al mgteh  de et Fael SAE ol A

38) "](%’E), raz W v FAd vzl 392 &7, ML) 135((1987 sH&E), p. 280,
At o dolA 27k £ APA AEES W ol gl 4% AX(F) S 3
oz By uleld 4 gtz R o WHAe AdL B/ FE &/ E/BR, B/
& B/E %/, B/E, K/ Eelth(p.28D).

39) Michel Foucault, The Order of Things: An Archaeology of the Human Sciences(Eo] W Les
Mots et Les Choses2] ¢ ojwl < m)(N.Y.: Random House, 1970), p.307.

40) Alan Megill, Prophets of Extremity: Nietzsche, Heidegger, Foucault, Derrida (Univ. of
Cal, Press, 1985), p.95.

41) Prophets of Extremity, p.95.

42) The Order of Things, p.307.



Wallace Stevense] A& 97 98 shve] & 17

g AAeL ol EgAa NHgGge = AA S AAA =z, olst vl ge] = Aol =gt
Eote] HwhEsh 2, dE e Fa2F 49 Hels #4459 RS deconstructionists

& glelal Thol Y $4E 24 g2 08 FAo] AAQ AN FEAY f5%
EAT olee 2ol 9old AANA FEE 1 ARdE Bdg st 42e 54
oz ol deA AAE Fohske 2 ek A Aol 2ol NG A4 =
wotel, U AAATE Ag ol o2 F2, o)z AY A4 T Ao
He 2% old @ FeE FUAE 4% Aol o= & Aol

=

olel ulgtm Fope] A, 53 Bael A A LRE 4ol gt YL ARt A
T AT AT AN $ATHL AH dAE AL FmolAE Aevy @
Z Qe dle] Bxot &4 e #%fﬁo} gt Z¥yEE Fane °H£“:¥Eﬂ S
empty center)®@o] A A Aok, ol Hel vt Fmel v Fo] gk oA gl
ool 2yl g go] AAH Felslw s (o] 9L sunyata) 1 FAAQ o 2
o (F, zero)e] AAdolr}, o] 2 7]QL QI ol A o} ¥ & gy, o
RKECE Ui AL UE oz, RA(EHEE ofivh d& 24 mi I g
olEH AL ALY AAE FqE F, (D) (<7 e HLolEm, Emo4le

Glelgs e 27 @8 e B2 G O AYe dE, F Fas
AAA v o), ol 4T Mg g fuF SRl o wvu 2 vheh gol =
A4 . Torricell)zt 3¢ AYog s AnAe Al FolRahaAel A=

AT, F @0 ZAE & AP Ao| Jo| 4o A g e 1+ Ml F4)a o
= FA2E 42 A% 4 ¥ AL (10 3S sunyata)o] £-39] F 4o e &}
Sogivh ZREE AbEe] gvrt gelAw o (0)o] Hek(a—a=0). Z, &gls} LAy} &
ol wogle AR Folztrhe Reolvh 28 2R $o)t uleglis I(E)AA el
Aoleh. GO A& FHol2z, O] F9g FohAY Yol e gt o (0)o]
(ax0=0, 0xa=0, 0<-a=0, a--0=0), o]i= = 05‘()-%91 ZARTE QOIIO‘L’%—-‘: 2]
mlolF & dleh. B L4 (EEM, -NagarJuna)7 b LAE () ~r2]-/‘é1(ﬂ g
&, A (Bl B8 244 @40 A9 # ddtw T AL 3 B BFodug
ol#tz 17]7] 411t ol & G0l ZE Aol TAFT glor, §(0)o] RE A
ol Wl FHAME GOL (D) ()9 ErlAelH, o] F¢ watele
FolZlE sl =@ 4AgeA b AdgE BAE 9 J(0)e Tol: A

9 Fdelw H(E@eo] SlvhE Ag Mol whFo)JE st ZHEm B Al

1

] =

L (Z)
= &4
= 2

43) Uta Liebmann Schaub, “Foucault's Oriental Subtext,” PMLA, Vol. 104, No. 3 (May 1989),
p. 309.
44) Schaub, p.310. '

45) £AF, (T 73, [239 AG)(FSH %z, 1987), p.8s.




18 A X B O# (GR2LE)
#2  pirvana)o] e}z &g 9L v (&, sunyata)o] & A A3 (samsara) o} Zrhe ZE &
£ Ao Aech Schaube] ospd o] stz Fag TE Abdol 1968 ol el ¥ikd
F3o AEo vent vk o) sk fgdelvtx AAPW AAFAY AR FTAH

2o () $49 v $4do] oz, Fart dvhe e AGHez +Ed
Ade & 4 geh @
M 2o w3 ZRL logoso] FAL F AF £33 AAZ vlRo|dwh. F, logose
ee, T 59 ES sa wald, 2nsF4H (logocentric)el A (el HolAF
metaphysics of presencede] 7] 233 glvh. 2 XE logose} presenceis ol & wtef Al gl o]
A 7+ o w o)tk logost EE el E=ale el Hrh F, logosy =iFE
Zo st 2w (a self-certifying absolute), 2%, 7z, FAEL AAsH, o]} Z¢
o ¥AR oL (TFA A Ae] ultimate referent)tVo] vt 2|7} Foll A B.grFo] ol
@ 34L A ATl AdA weol WG R ¢ +9 PAWBAHOU A
(YN A E AZEo] ol 2 Wy oz el (logos) & FA 3 WAL 59 dojz AR
W xdAo]m R4 Ao F& A ol2id &5 wgel &F ¥k ohizt
H olrtAE B ade= 3]’%?1“4 2 22 Fdg Aggd o2y diAE AAE
o] 7] &% (F, logose] 7] &%) A+ wga e e dgddels] A A
g g ¢ Qi A2E AFE Dok T&ﬁ’r- ® o8y W AedAE EAEACRILE
), = o] £a FAo|u} woli} Fe| o feA grEth olghze dF Wil 2IE A

vV ehE 9 E A,

e, 289 Bel BEE Hol oz,
e 7b E=) sl gLk

2 dupute] TR YA ae]st deh
g Lupge] &8E Eeuzh®

Ao q% w99 delsl welA Aot A% ALHE 4A T F Aok FHE

A9 N5 dels eld T2zh Ao AEA ARE [E)E T e e 7

AsAE Aol (Slel £ AF G2 [ 2 13 Bee 4 TR AdAE BE A
22 3 Aol

Al AL clolsh wA A Ang Bobg Bah od, agelv YA AF AA4E 2A

46) Schaub, p.311.

47) M.H. Abrams, A Glossary of Literary Terms, 5th ed., (N.Y.: Holt, Rinehart, and Winston,
1988), pp. 203-204.

48) D.T. Suzuki, An Introduction to Zen Buddhism (N.Y.: Grove, 1977), p.59. (]9 #2344
Be hgem, Tolgslgoa Eo] £ BIXN & LW, 1086,

49) An Introduction to Zen Buddhism, pp.58-59.



Wallace Stevens®] A5 817 9% 3o = 19
BETh olE 2 (TFA Ao ultimate referentyE eutstz] ¢ Fojvh, A9 sz
ZHEE 222 b3 ASRE AR Ao, o Ty AGEEL e
of ofvth ol& meldA (BAFIE) 2 2 T, OP% AU PE dE 22 Ak

FHOERS A5 DGR FE FHERDY DA @R o] 2R w9 alo]x},
%ol FA R FEe B9 gAY g ¥ 3 %J\JE Ad 2 A =4 BL Ay
FEGMIE ofF B HeHeh, = Bo g Holm e %M] ALY ﬁi-zlﬂ = f 5z -
o= %»4&%14-
AE 24 & Hdy, 2442
FA e o] “‘u% ol A= 1}poxA) %%kfi Febe Adsd AT HAolwl Y=g £

b2 (BFD7F Qb o eA Bagde S9vh)
FA® 9% 717 2y,

FrdA F£ At ved #dA )
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das Seiende®} T HE £ w2A, to einai(3 Fe]), esse(FRlo)), Pétre(So]), Being(de])
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56) Allen Thiher, Words in Reflection: Modern Language Theory and Postmodern Fiction
(Univ. of Chicago Press, 1984), p.39.

57) William Barrett, Irrational Man: A Study in Existential Philosophy (New York: Doubleday,
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A2 B o ok (Barrett, 232). ol AFAA A FA o] A 2l Al FA (=T 4D
St o9 el B4 (object) Apolgl ol ¥iA <l wIR-& elulsta 29 ol WAl

T RO 20| objecteli wtol wlRleY ob-jectumo] o]hE F3 . ol WA
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58) Thomas Hines, The Later Poetry of Wallace Stevens: Phenomenological Parallels with
Husserl and Heidegger (New Jersey, Cranbury: Associated Univ. Presses, 1976), p.20, n.11.
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ol <§EA, Daseiny2A #7] A At 22 o] Qzke] (AgHeziE He 4
AAA Hol ehlz, Wi QFHY Ae S FA-L onjdet. gt 2ZA Fo
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(On the Way, p.93), 2% @A (A9 aeo] FAE 7192, QLo $8 &4
=¥ =S & okglet,

ey, dele] 2AL TR ANE 2y gods £40] € el dotek §
vH(On the Way, p.81). sivksld d(doDe & 24 o 5etE Aol otvs] A%
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60) Martin Heidegger, On the Way to Language, trans. Peter D. Hertz (N.Y.: Harper and Row,
1971), p.126, XN A% On the WayR S 242,



24 A3 W o (B218)
27 e dele ZEALE A9 (2940 Arad vt =GE)S 2 (On the
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A Frame of Reference for Understanding Wallace Stevens’
Poetry: Nietzsche, Derrida, Foucault, Zen, and Heidegger

Chong-Ho Lee

As a major American modern poet, Wallace Stevens deserves our careful reading.
Stevens is quite different from T.S. Eliot. Eliot has depicted the spiritual Waste Land of
modern’ man in his poetry and believed that Christianity is the only way to restore the
lost center of mankind. Stevens, on the other hand, has accepted the fact that man no
longer needs any external belief system to sustain him in the decentered world of ours.
Stevens has written his poetry in the tradition of rt:')manticism. But he is not an old guard
romantic poet who believes in the supreme power of imagination. On the contrary, he
thinks that poetry, the product of imagination and reality, is the supreme fiction. It
means that he believes and at the same time disbelieves in the efficacy of poetry. To
properly understand his poetry, we need a certain frame of reference to orient outselves.

Nietzsche comes at the top of the list of people who form this frame of reference.’ He
is the one who has set in motion some of the seminal ideas of modern philosophy which
are helpful in understanding Stevens’ poetry. Nietzsche views that the modern world is
the locus where the tie between the signifier dnd the signified has been severed once and
for all. This is the world about and in which Stevens’ poetry is written. Jacques Derrida
and Michel Foucault take up the train of thought that Nietzsche has initiated.

Martin Heidegger is also important in understanding Stevens’ poetry. In reading his

letters, we can see that Stevens is personally interested in Heidegger. Heidegger views

that man is thrown in the world without any support system to sustain him. Man,
therefore, has to recognize that he is open to Being. Being is the source and background
of all beings and man as Dasein best reveals Being in the decentered world. Because
there no longer exists the divine teleology in this kind of world, Being is also’ Nothing.

Heidegger’s idea of Nothing is very similar to Sumyata (emptiness) in Zen Buddhism.
Sunyata means Nothing, but this Néthing is not a negative nothing. Sumyata is a positive
nothing where all beings originate and Being reveals itself. By setting up this frame of

reference, we can better understand Wallace Stevens’ poetry.



