AYEL] AEE AT

— u)Ad Exr9) Power/KnowledgeE&& F4o2 —

Z |4

£ x}
1.4 &
I. A% A=L9 AR
1. S.Lukes9] ¥4
2. Fue FAA7
. #m9] Power/Knowledge&
1. Power/Knowledge& 2] uhj-€4 7=
. Power/Knowledge& 2] ¢jo]u-&

. Power/Knowledge®& %42 At
1. 34 A=

2. 44 A4
V. 1 o9 %7}

I. A <

Nzt gAwAde AR AAAANY BAY AL
AR BE ddeld FAMA xFol 37 ol FAAH WAVE TALL AAL
2 437 e AgHd Aolk, AEA YAAEY &4 A3 oloE AZskn ol

AAFre] A A o4 Fus A2 FPolTL WehdAsl v e A Lo
£ HAA5E Sid J2NHUS AT dx o

* Al 24

) AAZE EFHo|s] EYH o]E MM 4P AP & AT Fol4wH AFE viHD
2Ae2RE e e FAHE A2 A¥AZRE Yo, An vl Jacques Derrida) 7h 2
HEA olEo|nd 29 M4 De la Grammatologieo] FM=<l Azfo] 2 As4sln et olol &
Hae B (), HMFAF FoldrH (AN ¢ R FR, 1980 F=.
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2 AFHEL EEA AN (UE - Agsew)

19683 =2 54V AHato] de} g ou]d AT GAA AAoet Tm
o A3 2AqL 53 AYAYo] UF 712 =% ARENAGE AFAQA s} s olct,
dgHA & Al dgollA AgHoz YA S Ane AYL FTwz HgF Hef A

=5 dglg. Fue AFF98 A5H vlzarsd AEoz gy
7]{&94 FHE ©98% L5 A¥stz power/knowledge £-2 disciplinary powergl= A2 ¢

AeitalE S3te] AU 2L FY3e stdeh. 2 APAYE 2RHeo2 YA
S ddHe R4S AAVAY AU, A x4 FY A, AH A A4
He| AAAFTS AYFo slopsiget, Fu AYEY 45 B2 oo A5s) Ao g U aJ
def Astel g FFANE ot oL Y £ gle}, wA] AEH JAHE =eE
AR ¥ Fuo] FAA719% power/knowledgeZol] 9t M2e Hzel Az Anjuslz 3
o},

1. S. Lukes2| B4

712 AHE =A% FFIA L4dn e S, Lukes: dUF Y, Yo, wed o)
AFelell ARG A AFAFE ulBetn 3393 G-dimensional) UTFE FFsiglct.” A
A vie) 2 e FHL whale ool wated Al AAF BHAA 4 Y A
T4 Aosgic. Wiu Aol AEel U2 Ae FYFAAE] IHEL~elF SR Dahl
AF—E4S 2AL AAAAAA R3] got 0 AHTHL 45709 oahA 2E

TIHR AARAAA M FHEAA seldotn 4AHA WEolt, 252 £ eliteol pH
T uHE F3he] FAZAAAAA Fob dobt WE PAlslolE AF Aoz 24s Hon
ololobR = AAJAE stotd 4 gl WHY Axebn F3sgc R, Dahlel ol&e Ay
A AR Adsta e v A £ FAE FHE0 Pobe] AYY WS B3
ARLE SAel glst AHBAY 92} 2o sebgels] AMAE FAFol BANEG
el 22 2E AF7F olFoAAok Aokt Aol webd AAA Y 2m Yt Abao|

fo,

2) Tebso] 19689 59 ol qe 18714 mie] myle] By A4 slgdedt FEke vle) 2
°of FA%e HH e Y4 BdFo A 53 vlzasrFole EA4E YHEHA Gt AN
1 AZZE sJlet, 59 Hedo] W) Zaks AXAle] u]Al e A Aelslm s T M
Foster, Existential Marxism in Postwar France (Princeton : Princeton, Univ, Press, 1977),
#1194, ‘Intellectuals and May 19682 %=% 7.

3) 5. Lukes, Power : A Radical View (London : Macmillan, 1974), p.9

4) R, Dahl, “A Critique of The Ruling Elite Model” in R, Beli(ed,), Political Power (New
York : Free Press, 1969). pp.36~41 %=,
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AHES H2E 2 3

o EAzte AAAAAAANN 20 FAHAI A gecid &, AAAFAYNA 2o ojate}
€ 2oAFA gedw 2R dHIAR QAR oy, ol @ Jadeld ¥
°| (New Haven) #|°joll ejdt Dahl®] A7+ H A2 A=A o] ol4rol wpe} 2713}so)
3 A e 27etn v AAANEAS] AAZ JAAAAA N Fslx UL
= RoqFuk. 7o o) A 3al vhaela (Bachrach) 2} vlelX (Baratz) s AMAAAA o]
Aol gahzle A7 AAEHI5HE AFG " olfe] AYAAls} el wjHYA
7 3174 (non-decision making process)®] 7 oln] wabs o]frE o] oWA A EstS abotal
A XPgE AT AHBAE & 4 Aok, 4YY $4e AAAYAA o)A whAleA A
2 @A st AP olFd FEAAE Aol A7 W Foldh, wiastzs) waxe
A& HAHH gejAle HH E (moblization of bias), FAH ZEe sz §
FASFL o] & FAAo] A dUAF YRS olgtstA e Y Eo] He
2 B9kt 224 S, Lukest whaetas} wlelzsl A48 YHEwo] HEF
ke vAAE BHEH AAF S FAAoI B 25U EALE duF
d Aed vlFAege. 2 AL fuF o Y47 A2E
T dHEol 2u UE AT - vgstz U, S, Lukesrt 3%
SAE oAl ALE 2ot AXAMASL R e AAF
_ v 2R ATALE] v A gAsA] Zsbe AP B Ao, 2 A}
2o AL drle FEAe udAH FAel s —oE S AP AL~
olul ZA A7 afFolet. webd A 34U H £4L ols A FAats} Zl’Lo}ZI xote
AGH olee £AlE FAdo o), vlzetas) vietafe 2349 d 4L FRAEo 94
2 e oldBAY e ATE Tty gl AR oloe] EAE AJsA Eildct

> % 2
|
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Jo
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njo
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=
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°
djo
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rir
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fo
o
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N
= )
['21
P

22 ust FolASols Fon FARs £RHo 2 A4sHA R ABA olole] Ea
% AFBAZ sobshe ol AMSHAD .Y S, Lukest ol @ ulolA 34U Fo FaA &

o

4 A2 (radical view) o] H24g FAHARL o7 ZtaFesslfe oulgzr] (g
deleld stzaszele A5)3 AE Zojdctn & 4 A" 22 Lukesst Fste Ad
ololel WY FJAL F7b, oA A/ olalg Aoz ANHY s} dE oS T4
AZ1er 224 ZF -2zt FAAA dvht el g Posjof st st EAlo} Feo] 2

o) f"lm 2o

5) P, Bachrach and M S, Baratz, “Decision and Nondecision : An Analytical Framework” in
R. Bell(ed), Political Power, pp.100~109.
Id, “Two Faces of Power” in R, Bell{ed), Political Power. pp.94~99 %Z.

6) S. Lukes, op, cit,, pp.21~25.

7) ¥me} Lukes, ZpaFeestule] Ao g} Fa=H<) vlzd P& =F224 D.C. Hoy,
“Power, Regression, Progress : Foucault, Lukes, and Frankfurt School.,” in D .C Hoy(ed.),
Foucault : A Critical Reader (New York : Basilblackwell, 1986) %=,
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4 AFdgta =73 A303 (VE - A3 HEH)

) EgolrlE #et,

¥ slzaszels AEL FEARS o, A¥TZE U FAE AR AT
AYAUNZ (FsA AP 2AE Zgaetelolo] iy F2zolH 9 XehE 44
ool Uokx dof WYY AFAH, A% 4AL ARG, 4¥TFR2A F7k9 44 L Yol
A AFAME DEBAFE AF vtzarzde Sug et o ol4e FAelEe 24
2 elustgz AF ctzaxzee] Aol oste] wlzs FrhA Fdeld Bslo] Axsgig,

AMz AEF A 240 EelF Aol A23E ol ohia UF e Feist A3t /)
Aol ¥alx Qv vlrt ke F3e] P A, 294 (Gramsc) ¢ 3] A 2] (hegemony) ol
e vlzasst $Edoz AFPA olvlezslY EAE BAZLE $Hs AWATY
ole]g FMY ololoz TH}m AFTY BEL FHAsE YA AY ¥F, =97, &
A 2xgol AxFe A Fxo] AR A¢E sx Atz TS, e 2k =
29 Rz zolAst g oA F7Ize] AY T3d HFAE F3d AFAFTY odH Ev)
& HEARol, ZEaeteiole] 4 HYESe F23 54 #7134 2143l (organic intellectuals)
o 4gg B2y

A2 F2F97 cleasrzgAsy 4372 4 Ae4o] BY o]EL ARFY F
7t AFA 4AE BedFE v} A=Y AWPAL AT, F2FYH slzaszeo
3t AR Fobe AFozye nrel AE4L HuEn Yo A Ao g
FHAFE ol mxatA ot out F23 s Ze] 72 stedF A At s}
A ARAFe ol HE FANSE AHE 2sn U FEol ¥ F2FYH sfzasze
E AFATANY AASAE AdAGe 2 AAAFEA GAF 2A oA Ren e
AR} ohd FZel 278¢ B2 A2 e A9UAL Tilod A2Fe Fold By v
+25L =% A5sA 8 Fold

o

2) Fue| 2HH 7|

Fuol 3t AfFo A5 AYULL AGER A4 HH3ld Y, 74, A5
NdE &8 A3 FAE F2dgct. =3 vlzard A5 FHYELL T 7 o
Fo2 HHste UFE n4dfRct, 2e v Frol ostd dalE 25 —Lukesd] ¥§o 9%
4 1.22493 4oy 3x4d 24 TE—FA7 A,

8 D. Mclellan, vl2a~Fo =YA}, IAUF(AE A7, 1986) . pp.252~270 #=, $7]
H Aol AsAF dAs] AFY4AE 3 sl A4AAE e},

9) o] el R3] =TFolx} we)ulE (Miliband) 9} F=2F o=t E a2 (Poulantzas) 7} New
Left Review=]& &3] =& <l u} 9lr}, Nicos Poulantzas, “The Problem of the Capitalist
State”, New Left Review, No.3 (August 1981) pp.303~325. Ralph Miliband, “The Capitalist
State : A Reply to Nicos Poulamtzas,” New Left Review, No.59(1970) pp.53~60. Id.,
“Poulantzas and the Capitalist State”, New Left Review, No.82(1973) pp.83~92 =
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AHEY Y2 2 5

AR 2 okAls RE g A Jdez stetgches Holdh, AUl AHAEY A4S
TE AUDAS Fotetn T AHFAY 2AE s Aok, oA AHE A
AEANY 287158 Rez vt AR ;‘17%91 Argolch, out FHe 1H/E $EA
gt watolA] wlgtum gl e T Eojet Adolats A ulatre Aot A
o|c}h, bz vl E ol UL 2A FHAA stz UAAT HA] FH (sovereignty)
g AYe Faiod Yursty FANES A Frstz AUt olAE vtRAFY FF
£4 2ejsich, 23S WYL F717)F (state apparatus)$} $UAI7) HEolch, waty Fuo
olEe HAHZ AR 2Ae 2R EA, £, HME FAsE A4 FUde o] AL 5
ulz 2424 Fubsle 288 =94 A% s A4,

EAZ Tust SAAE AL AAF A9 FAolnk, AT AEF-L PlatoHl 28l 47
se] Aels AHute] EAGE Aoz soigto A g AieetdE FRHAKS. vl

o e

wo v
Jo

2

g 2aor dus A4 Asusd AUDAE At AA3} W GYosAe, 5 2
5 ARG o] ol L7 obd e ZeA 2R, 2Rl oA ol gslest e AL
o TAolm 2% AL AHT AYsE Y AL WAL BRehe Aol 27
0 ool shAle] glold AHe] EHE sttt Fus A7e oFHelch, WA A4 A
e groz ojotst xule] 4uto] slojd $AW & AL A YA Az Fxlo 7]
sigch, Wb obabe] Ae, B8 o gddeln FAAL AW LAY o, ARASY
S5 AAlY A2H 236 dAE BEo] FHS W

AHZ Aol T EAe ot AABAE 22 FAFA Yol 27¢ 22 AYE
Solgich T £3o) olojd WHS 2ol ¥F 4y TAE Zm Utz ¥ 4 et
aRe BAg Yo SHPAS T ¥4 HYHoix YAPA S P ozie] A Az
5 240z o)olAch, atebA WA AL ¥4 BAS 1T2A sjeslojersty 2 v
A gAo] Hzslojol grf. A Fdolt xs} opel AHY Fest mz, FAH 4%
M7t ze] 248 R2E A2E ATRAo] HaiAor Yok, olAL AF WHMYY =AY
AL ogeh, “dE 1AL Axs} ohunl FZE ohch. oW AlgelAl Fol A=
ok e & A5 By WA Aol Bl olEolh "' AU logic elxot

10) 912 oUEAES oAzt Fmel sjbolo] |4+ M Walzer, ‘The Politics of Michel
Foucault”, in D.C.Hoy(ed.), Foucault : A Critical Reader (New York : Basilblackwell, 1986)
pp.54~55. 2.2}z F.R Dallmayr, Polis and Praxis(Cambridge : MIT Press, 1984). #3% %

=

1) $xE 34 A2 Zxo] AYe) ot WY FAlol 2o AR F& Fode Aol
2}z 24}, M. Foucault, Power/Knowledge : Selected Interviews and Other Writings
1972~1977, ed. Colin Gordon(New York : Pantheon Books, 1980), p.95.

12) M. Foucault, The History of Sexuality, Vol.1, trans, R. Hurley(New York : Random House
1978) p.93.
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6 AFHSL £E4 AN (AL - A3 H0w)

ZA3ke] Eod Aol ﬂi"% TAE 23 Actn & 2t AHBAE AgH ot 434 (ntenti-
onal, but nonsubjective) o|2tx Ltel ' Al AHBAIE Aldo] AYY AP L R glo
W™ 2EE 3 29Y 4 Qe AT 44 o} RE ) of AulE Yshesls 2 ot
I %A Awist YA £ FAAolok G}, P FAe APETe ALBo| Lo
ey AHAAY 0 FAH 4AL FReE Fus 20 FYTo) ANZow o] 3 5] o] A
b AUE obge Ao 2L AAY DY Eo] o 2d ook, Fm: LHAAY
FAFEY wEx ALy,

Faoll et A= BAE ol g MAE ol do] HohAslel WAST Yt 193
o Adol e FF3tn B FAG AAAAL Faulute] Heatol Ao 2AL Ax
A T ste o Adsigch, dus Y] HuE oL So] JAZ o} 2% F g —o o
A USFUY Aol ARoiXA| U FASLL Gulag)d EHE gAHdo = 3o 5 A
HHe2 ol ' dYBA AL TrHoE WA o] Fr7T HATe
AZdhe Asbide AMY £ ol gloke ol 204171 FA e mEo|u 19689 5UHE L of
A dAdH Y 248 oA gy FQAA Fgg

. ¥1°] Power/ Knowledge&

1. Power/Knowledge2| 2= iES

2.2 power/knowledge& (o]5} P/KEoz 423 o] 83} gJajds 29 g A
& AR Addslolof slv] A% T A4y 355 FuAste 9K 223 Fuyste] uhy
A4 Bl dief itaA ol 22Y Yest ook A AL Zaa ALdel BEL
S eEER A I EHE A2F el FAs, e somg T2F9, a8z deg,
Toll &8 TSl 7] F2FNT ey AXFHE £ 9o} A4z ¥y, 33 g
1522 olojzle 20Cx A7 shgld dale AFAHZ hafT AEAA 7HF Ao
HE AHE $AAZ00 H2 e A4y 275 Axsigg Zetaol 79 1930d e 4
AR dg e N2 Aol st Taa Azz o) ddsto] Aztsgleon o

-
&

>

a

13) Ibid., p.94.

14) gAold 78 - HAANBESE o8¢ Az AHs<e SHo) s Furt 24A8E ATF
A28 gE o 2Rl WO E FAL WA Y ool oiE Tms stz axFole] $4o Ea
AR AEF zaxo AFE9r]9 YuiAE 27U Annal ool L AAHsln 9},
Foucault, Power/Knowledge, pp.110~111. pp.230~231.

15) el2idt ZEel WeAe H.S, =, dAdzataxyal, AAF(ESA 24, 1981) =,

=510~



AL draae) Aoz dAAsgme] AEN el AF 1047 s Ysko] A
AATAE Fersisct 2Ae Se heastoldl G AsE A4E kel o

zaszde 224 Adol HAE ek, 2e ez Age) e o4
AAZ e HAZER AEolA olux Eiezd FA FRRsl YL FAL =4
shelch, slE2Rwe) A7) Wase 2y EAE AAW FAZ LHARAT 2YolE
275n JAFA) T4 ZoHA s, webd Azg geltels) FAZ siots
Zae) Aol WAF 2k AT E ASuAo g FEFI 1950 Frbold HuliE

rir

ES
29 FREY QJFE, 2y FALAE, EFvir= FouHTE &3 AAMRHJSGT 7
Z2FE AT ALY FAE A} ohvet Aol WA A9 A8 A2 A o]shsl

A Ao wiio] Fodgle £4H FALLETY ATEAL WA . AIEA
FAoA YAFAE AT T2 g F2ie FEFAE T2 AGE T3 A H
Ao gele]E dojMe 2o 52 £FY NS FTE22A AFFY AL FEsho
stgich, dlvlaEzAs “AAle QdFgle] ARsigdn Afdlel FAHAE Relgd."#Hn FHes
om'" 2o 20| Hatm ol "(Ca Pare)els THoZ FAE ARG

&4 F7]F 279 (post-structuralism) "*'& oA £ 7] e F 9] (post-behavioralism) 7+ 2.8 8}%-]
TF2F LA A5 FF e Faris AgidAds AruRE Tt H2E 2
€ AR, 2ALe F2F opastAE AeASY ARFAFAE AFAT P
Ao} o] &, Ao i P55 AFH Yol AAM2 AFH FE2FAZNE oA}
g 718 Ao, Wy fAFds FrF2FeY w2l LogdFE I HQ oo,
HAFe B 24, s, 985 TS FUH|H FrEAQ ol EAMAT A
A=zt BEA Folaate Fgoletn AART, A (deconstruction) o] A2t & Al ALY
o s v FRez ALse RE AYES EHA7EE AEL wIG”

Sz ga} 42 E 20 u|d] FA L Foll S3le Fue 2t AR AF A
2ulgdxe] ofikg Woten] SolAE At “ﬂ—"'—ﬂ E e, 25 AEA vleasFogxs
oA FAE Ftaen dw s FagtolA Yosigdeh, v AT o]l HE YA s
Wt ulgets, 2AHA 5o A2 FA QA4S AHA ' 1960dHel] Fol4 HE2EEY

16) elel #F Ty AR ddzFEzxdd, TERFYAY, oFHF(R2AH, 1985)
pp.3~14. ¥=,

17) S H. %%, op.cit,, p.291,

18) 2242 ol THE Filo] Tg A Aste AEA A7 BPL wAslm T4 o
¥ FEEHYPct. & A7 wEe slel ofdel 2y A Tl A+ ek, J Lacroix, HeAZala
}*1-4 g} g}, Wézlaf;('%}%% 1985) p.259,

19) FxFo9 7] FE2F9 AL iol§ Axde ¥AEL FriFzFYete w4 ST
%—lﬂ IEE %3 &E} %%, “Tre 2oiyEs RoJE’, AAY £ 55, 1990 &,
p.258.

20) ol#el, =14 Fxm (DA, 1989), p.62.
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§ AZU%L £¥7 AN (VE - Az

o FAe Ashg hdista 28 F8e FoidFol s vl S A5 AFsc
o] Al7lefl vt 28] AL, HA A 1963), T AHE(1966), A4S L (1968) T F=
FA A%E oA RodFe FFEoldh. 28y 19680 548 H-E Ar|E Fu S
o7} AlFss] ZhAel A (1975), Ao A4 9= 2 NEH AAEolg, ok 598wl B
Fo ulzaaZoo AMEY uletie] PP FAE EAHoR =37 AFsd =59
e 4ol T THY 490 44 4 FAAAY AFgezg AAFEEY HYY A
2 olay] A% TriAelLe) AFulzaaZe) FFol FTHA o, FudFy F2F9
A Ago 2 NE JU|FxFAA o2 o W= 29 LolF ﬂ‘alchi 2318 (archeology) &
Wi Eo 2 HE AN (genealogy) d W EL 2 o|ojetn BT & Ut o]F Fol s
o2 2o, A EES 22 AAZRAF] TAAY n28 ) (Hgelle F2F9 nato
gx st )elH 2 HEER ol T Eul ol Z1F Aty YEd o
M= FHY vRE PP Fazof s AFTHA AAL AT THQ ot o4
o Aol HAE Foed 2L 53] JAle] FAH d4Ael £HE wxoig. FA9d ¥
Ao dAneE FAH3l AQFAEol SHEAHQ oo F Fofd)] & Aol FA AFF 9 vjz
398 AEoln o] AN A dAlel] g AoA o] PR m FAAF A GAA FE-5
ek, 2Ry Fue mauste FYP wWike] Foidt st A} AAE sotsie AL
FHo2 3t oF 3 A4 AN lolA EA4A (discontinuity) F A EH whAL B=
o, Fues 2E AL 4 A F3H FgLo] AHAZ] F ANz FAA ] ohy
g ApEe] 24 % dF, HAY F2E e d7E FAYY. 2k 23 B =
< ¥H9 3¥olets W oojolMe d3 2o e 72 Fild AAY EANE g4
2 3gn ¥4 gl sle A A& FMEF of o 260 (episteme) ™ A& A A

21) o #Aol WA G.Raulet, “Structuralism and Post-Structuralism : A Interview with
Michel Foucault,” Telos, 55(1983), pp.198~199 %=

22) 549 ¥de 7]%’2"1@] R shte] =Aollont Ao G AEHQ Wy AP Az
Aot aRde FAdAe Fobg AssA Ytn AFSEAY 4AL Yol E e okstc) cie}
¢ AG-Ed —43H S FH—EFE], Y, 2EAE AN, $HNE, YYLS, 4o
W2 F—ol M. zga FAY (PCF)L 7)o s v]SzHo|glon] Hzo o]FJFat
2FL Ao Bz AYs oldsta] Ragch. sl AAL 259 $HEF (frame of re
ference) & Holde old7] wfeltd, B. Smart, Foucault, Marxism and Critique
{London : Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1983), pp.6~8.

23) M. Foucault, The Archaeolgy of Knowledge, Trans, A, Sheridan (New York : Random
House, 1972), pp.138~140 #=.

25) ofgjasiole AdAg el Hsi4& M Foucault, op.cit., p.191 3=,
Fue M3t ALZ ol o sl asse] wolol e} 449 A]7]— 2 u]4 20 (1500~ 1660) ,
2| A)oH (1660~1800) , = (1800~1950) . ¥ —& A Azt <o}
A9 B4 FA Aulete AR A olFasse) AP Fo Aeialy HPst §4
¥ F4HE o Uckn 4 5 Ut Pl BAE FAAeZ =¥ F24A o|F, op.cit.,
Pp.146~147 %=, -512-



AHEY 42 ¢ A2 9

A% b2 4N (archive) Sz BT 3 FHEAolgkn YAelAE 29 PIEL BHY o
4, Agel A, AR, A% YAolate LA FAA WFel Bate] T4 naet) A
2ol A ARt olch, Fot mashd e At UoiA 53 AAFIAL LHNEE
Az aglch, 2o} 10684 598l % nutte Ade F2E n3w 19704 ¥AH2 = 23
o] Holzbelal Mepghe] A4 jolf Aluwsta ol A5z Azt 1971de] L&D MY
Mot Ans, A iolA ol BAZe s Eelsigion IRAs A, (4o &a) $¢ S5t
2 24 Fstoich Axte A 5L RARNFel vk Fuo 5 AAA
ole EAHal o]E 2FE 2 71%E P FIAo2E ¢t AL ol B
7 slolgeh. A4S WAL olfe LT FF 743 YA AU @ sbsahd AN
Bepolge] HIE Axslojol ek, AN AAHe] £actE A¥Yche Suloldel Fu
o WL oEe] BAE AT TAY + Aoke UL Vol AT ek, EAZ
22 ®Ae A}, now & here® ZEU ™ Fumel ol Bolt YHAAS A3t ol
sl Fuio] Axgc s EAA AA 2 ANl BAsIi o} sef AHES £, A
Aol Boisstslold Rk, AAE vebd aoizols Fojsie] A4 AA EARE A
o ofulch, ARBE AN A $4¢ s ok, olde BAA AL 4 AclAE
A HARHE uase] For EiEde] G4 oluoe 24EE A AAZ 23
& A (whole) o] Felzel® Addch® Fue A8, AF, F7, WFolze TR AdE
g Axse EAsE AL dE FAdelA ol FoiAE Mg ¢ 3 AN 2o}, old Aol
A 2E WEEA (ominalsh oo WHEA AAFY Yvkg Hshr Yokz Y+ A o
Autos Ause A Y4shdel Adste AFY Fol 53 VAL Rech dAE

A ojdel BAol ohye shtel AwWzie e AWMz AHY WAAAolA Fur B
o abeba Fme) AR R ATl 4 el AEete WY AAUFE wHHE A 7
253 goo Avte LE 4 AREAS £sel vk B3 et Uk, a3
F:e] AHelHY =t YHoz nueHd THRE—AEHeld ANFYAY 47 %
oAAe Aoz 29 FPTe AANBA Ao AAFYA o5 d4E 2oiF
o] W To] FuolZol A ALE Hrh} ol Rl Bt FAFRFAE Aol T 4

26) Ibid,, p.128.

27) M. Foucault, Power/Knowledge, pp.80~84%3=.
M. Fostery %3¢} o)2{dl #}=§ E P Thomsone] Meo]-&2] 4lZ,(The Poverty of Theory, 19
783 ul2q Bz gohiich, Bl ol ol i BAL 27t Fl2e ;o o
3 JAlwc £33k, M, Foster, op.cit., p.88.

28) H. Drefus and P. Rabinow, Michel Foucault : Beyond Structuralism and Hermeneutics
(Chicago : Chicago Univ, Press, 1982). pp.108~110 %=,

29) M. Gane, Towards a Critique of Foucault, (London : Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1986),
p.159. '
D.C. Hoy(ed.), Foucault : A Critical Reader, p.55 #=.
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2) Power/Knowledge®2| o/O|LiL

A Fauol] ol YL A4&ol4] AL P& V‘l 2ot aAYd 4 oo, gAtel #
Ag 45 et Aoz slopsle Falo) Alne 223 Aolct, P/Kel 2loj4l dashe] ¢ q]
t WEA A4 B 45 AEAAS LUV (o8 Aoy AHE Fw: disciplinary
powerztn S ¥dch, ¥4 AYY AYolate Holgk, e} o] we FSH FYolgl: = E on)
€ 22 e FAs HAY Addels £73n A2 2§ WEHD Yo, Ful: g
3 ol Ay}, AL ™A Aol M2 E AHYHo 2 ouges HE UAdNe} e}, o
gz f2e A4 Fo 45 AR F4 ol o AHJAE YL 4 glod =3 I
FAE AAZL FAlel o] FAsA g AHT AAE AL F dt: AL AA s oF Fe}”
W Fue ol HAHH 49 AYAAE chiasmH FReln RE P ZwolEF s 7
A" FEolztn 2E 4 Uk Fue P/KY TREL BhEd A5 234E do] o] Yo}
P %74A el s HExsln ok, 24 g APl 2 EHE A B oA
AAE FAE + Ach, A4 49 2§58 §50od o] B2 AUL 3oz Fodg £ g
o WA AR A4 o2 E FAsE AL dAAQ =t npAsAE A4z
Z3E AL Ty Aol dd Aeln g4dE Adoe Hold FAEY ade ger}, =
UYL whpd] okt FAolgt o 2elx] gon] Feldol et 548 FUYol A=k},
of o4 ZHHUHL chAtol] dHdted A B, 58 Aoz N o|&ul FA4H Y
(pastoral power) =7 S mH <l Hxie} ofale] FA—§ 7h5A Mol AHH A4 Age
MEE AL AAAL B3do2 BAAF F71 ook, ole¥ AP Fauel AP YA 9%
—AHYAE—22 AR o}, @by Fue s} eHwe Ay AR AAsEe 0l

N
\l

=
g

30) T. Keenan, “The Paradox of Knowledge and Power.” Political Theory, 15(1987.2) p.13.

31) M, Foucault, Disscipline and Punish, Trans, A. Sheridan (New York : Random House, 1977
p.27.

32) ol &ole AL Fu Mo o]y o2 2P Jikolele Zulod m L =7} ol
2 ARG
M. Merleau-ponty, The Visible and the Invisible, Trans. A, Lingis (Evanston : Northwesfern
Univ, Press, 1969). pp.263~264 3=,

33) H. Drefus and P. Rabinow, op.cit,, p.114.

34) M, Foucault, *The Subject and Power”™, in H. Dresfus and P, Rabinow, Michel
Foucault : Beyond Structuralism and Hermeneutics (Chicago : Chicago Univ. Press, 1982)
pp.213~215 #¥=,
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279 Z2olro e, 2y Fuo FHEL 2749 & Red. AYY FAVIES
E23le Aol o dhdeln = g 3}4% \}45]"1%1 HH o A aAE A Ydolot,
a2z FudA e A x4l A4 Ao Y Fxe dH
€ A Adds EAY Aole, FAE Fm AHE] It

EA42 P/KEL d8FTAY FAE B2, FH wixe} tlEo] Ao AR L 77T
ol Al Wolt stamel W, 7S, W, FTAF GIT FHS5ez AFHNUD AA 9 Fo|
sigich, A3 2o AN ek, Fug T4 Axheld Aol g U] HAE &3
o el Ry Ao iy ¥4 ItEA, HEY FH, 2 AT F2d =
o2 Alel oblict, o|ZAEE A=A Helol EHA3le. AHE o3}y HME =2AE
FAstn FEhe oty Yo A SAHeE nEHol o aRL FHL AFESR
B stAsle Az fEHeln Fabdsic, AH[AY & AFAHE FHhs}e XY £
AstAl dech, FFE W) AAE DAE 5 Q) Aol FHBAE T e AR
Ao WAl=le] glom e A JdoMnt FFo] shediet. FEA
AatA ek, b A¥E Aes) she AEL AR Zold. AH¥H{AE e vEA=Z
oA FAE7] aFolch AH e Fuly Ao SHolY e AL HF A ALl BHY ¥
< ZA =He 34, =t dY9FAS Asge FA, obdH o] FrHA FAlol dolve A
o #7Aql whulo] Easich, Fue ol ulolA AHT[AY AL RoziE WY
(bottom up)ol2tm FA stz oo’ A LHAA (capilary) Hdolztz 2" AH e H
AH L4 54 3491 A= ul g Eob5stA st FHERAY AHE dF EobeA Yo
A 1AL AHBAL vFRHoln FEA 4AY Aoz dEnt. FTE AWA got FF
1 2 ufE Hbelof 3}e Zlﬁﬂﬁ}h gt A& wolol sl Zo] HefAS S FA et} o] o
o A Aol AF o] o4 wlAlsted 24g AHAA W 2L wivisl AT AR
A58 Egoln} Furl AAGE FFLAF oG, Fuy AA AddkAt =HetAAAS
A A &g zAYo] Hol A A E Zlee FT FUE

1968 54 dwelF M7 sfzaxFds Frht AATE 4
Bl A3t A4 Y (everyday life)u]H-E T2 FHEZ AA sl ZleAgd oA Az
T FFY 4de 2L udFH 249 FAE AL Azt zaae AL o] vl
€2 Buold 2709 F8% 2F &, largument) 2§ Exjunz9l v, I2elAs FAIT A
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35) M. Foucault, the History of Sexuality, Vol,1, Trans. R, Hurley(New York : Random House,
1978), pp.92~95.

36) M., Gane, Towards a Critique of Foucault (London : Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1988)
p.152, .

37) F. Dallmayr, Polis and Praxis, p.80.

38) M. Foucault, Discipline and Punish, Trans, A. Sheridan (New York : Random House, 1977)
p.298.
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%% [socialism ou barbarie; 2§ EX2 e} stAE|olr)ASe] 23] Ass)

A2 P/KEL AR Y4 A€ Z2Uoh, F2e vbA shoolaay, An99e o9
€ delst oo], Jled A4, 4YBA Ao Yrx 74 g9 455U 25§ 23
.0 4L A Jod¢ By o g Folezs PUY £ gl 19Ce A
BHAAL— 53 xFAel] FHY FAAY F2E —FELFYAA L) P YUL v} 2
A 2L BAF o2 AHHA AAolA AR Aold AH2 Y v ReE APEH Ao
ohich, 2L AMFAE A9 2AH £40] 29¢ 24 Y2 Holgd ¥ Emy A
Holvh Aol B F3E42 Fitel 22 FAEFolY 4o, LT o F Eale] H2s
A ) EAo] vf2asr} gjobgh = Foll i ek 299 A ke opae] AL
2ol sgict. F$E3hE vhel o] 19CoIF Fo]l BeiFE Ao) g VA AFE X4
A Ang AT Aolzhr] Mot 2ddFo] LR E Aol AP BA 2 Mol ] Ralg]
o 353 A4 Y22 e AR E AHEAV L ALY R A o7 Fe] AHEo)
#Ha Fue 2 gdetd Fae FLo vy ARG AHFTole) QoA AL
B4 2L oY BAoA ol ok, oY = FHYE AHSHPAE A9 ~AE
1 AAZA FHslolol gote Fxe F3L HolAtslel oiH FAY o] AMH o
248 A FAZ wpHAostn Yokn 2 wiweld ol so] olzx Weulzaazegy
& ASol B¢ AT ook AAFY dFolak ¥ 4 UL A2 APz o) g Fam
4 =¥ qHe 2 AARA ZAZ} sojof guiE 29 L T MejFn o, ‘AP =
Fa AR ol A7t dAS A4 wehee oheF 2ol TG, ‘o) 2gA pe A
FEol 25 AHY Aol ds FAE AVSEA? 20 25A F2 @ FHAN? g
TAE 2% Yol 23lel FYHo2 =¥ 4 YL o] Frlo =L JE 7} A7,
s ol2l@ oF o] 20Co] Fof Hgoz MAHYGE Ao e Holh, Yt wlx| 279 ¥
A Jel-29 A9 Ay—atg AFsAY. FA2H 2z es) aRelet, aAEol
AT olAMI) oA D=t L olfFY shit 2 YAld SEAolx 73T 23 E
A2 Yz Aol ohiste Holth, 27FL HE 2L Alo] ofn] EAHEA w7t E& A
&3z #FAZAE Tolg "

i

39) M. Foster, Foucault, Marxism and History (Cambridge : Polity Press, 1984) .

Z2FAZ/, Fus} vlzasrze)(ald, 1980 p.29~30. Tmi ol el Al a}Ale) o) AF =}
ZaAFge AL $U4] 3.

40) M. Foucault, “The Subject and Power.” in H. Drefus and Rabinow, Michel
Foucault : Beyond Structuralism and Hermeneutics (Chicago : Chicago Univ, Press, 1982),
p.218.

B¥ul2 & MKnowledge and Human Interestsjoll 4 x5, AL E, ey A}YE FHEHY
t}, J. Habermas, Knowledge and Human Interests (Boston : Beacon, 1971).

41) M. Foucault, History of Sexuality pp.125~126.

42) M. Foucault, "The Subject and Power”, in H, Drefus and P, Rabinow, Michel
Foucault : Beyond Structuralism and Hermeneutics, p.209.
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A2 P/KEL A7t AlAl body) & A% A
el Abs] ] FHJAE AE el dolA o S F3tn AertE KA
oHgh AEEH o] AXA wlagzA2 AHREH SEE WY ek, s AMY AL
st s AN Ao FA4A Agoloptr AT BT A FAF Y Ak
Folzt A4gH. HdAH L AAAHA ZeF YT st Azl AT o B A4S dstn
lern] mets] AU F e T FHRAGL Aoldt. ZE AF G Hel A ¥ A4 (anom-
aly)-& AAsE FAst ZAE WH3A]77] fste] Az AA 2 F (species) 224 <lfof of
g ALY dFEAHl SASHAA i, AN AF FEF AT SAE €HAHY F2F
FA Aol Azt S FHAAH FAlo FTE AA docile body) & &2 317 #ste Az
o 52 53 shtshirl AmaA FAsAAn FEAL, A, AT E, FHEA, AEF
A7k AAell F2d oulE AA H{G, AE FA HAY W] A
74t AAE +4 sbssted SAle Al st AFAsE 2FE 4 USE Fue FHI

GAge, ‘el AAME 2¢ ARHoz A Aol dAse] Ut WA FAHe
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oln
Yo
Mo

e Forgd, YARAL AAel FAsn, A%An, T, 2EE O
e olfetn AL Fohw A5 E 2 AL AL Fud T2y gAL £ W)
Aslol 4 ALl e LAHe dRe 4t AL LA AERAA vote o
glesit olzle 74l Fue B

%
AE 223 739 Yz A Holse oS3 2o Aolgle &4 (e coprs propre)ol] tHEH
Eololx 9e e Aoz eiA gch ¥ Aol YR e THAY] o8 Yo v 2
m ofr]A] o|&wu} HHe] uAEste] ISP A=A A A 8} (bio-politics) °] A HH ek,

IV. Power/Knowledge® w42 A#ld+

Fue el AHAEAE 2 drte AAAA AHE A ded AAAAE
human sciencegty Y23 Qle}h (Aeizstate] 74 ¢ £ FA Y AEade o 9ulE 22
det) Fmz} oleidd HetoA] HEH o2 FAHY FAlv A A FEAEY HAeld, o
214 Fue A% T4, A&, €35 A3 T 4F ANAAS HladEs 94 A=

43) M, Foucault, Discipline and Punish, p.25.

44) H. Drefus and P. Rabinow, op. cit., p.112.

45) Ibid ., pp.166~167 pD.245~246 A=
AHdd BEdlat 19633 29 shelodjdt wbalety=g (Al A" 2Az A Qe ALA o
A} o] FAME iﬂ‘ﬁ#. Ibid., p.112 A&,
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14 AT 3 A0% (QF - A3shea)

ol A% 4&stn Uch.
1) HYUHE

1BAZIAR Ao YAz e APl AFo2 AZFHYc. HEY e T3 Aol o
¢ =A02 YolToAn WAAAL FARR o] selach. WA SAE WA
sasiglch, 2L 259 AddFY AAorls sigleh, a8y AAY AYL A=Y £FE
TS AFA ZAAE ¥ ohde A=F YA AR TAZ AZHJG. AFF A
FHULESE 259 AgHeln A= FHPALE vjslz AP Y& FA gA3 2
Adlol & A€ FRAUG. " 25 2Fo] A olol 3 Ay AAsolol Gebn T3}
Sk, 8L JEs T HEEE 5 d39 QohE 222 ARA sEn Yoo 2R
817t 275 A2 FAE GeiRe s vold syet. =Y 2T Aol FA7} ofy
= HFHAS JEL LR e Aol B Fasictn ARGt geba AL HHAe 3]
o B3 E AY =94 285 ol A=xsgich, olo] wel oA 3 M4 (penitenciers)
agzgFE Bart ALsE AL =53 294 FAAAE 8 A2 YE R
FE, A FE¢ s gt 2y Fue FoUAESY FHYE 459 AYY
AR 2 st 252 7Y U AF YA A AFES =] Az WA
A2 AHAANY o2 FAsGL FAL A4S 288 YAt 25y EHFYE Py
o FHEA4E RAFAT LA TP E o] fle] v} AAoln] £F5L A3SAE
hested dhEddc. Ang PYREE AN HALA57] st WHAs} Hol el of g
< AAel 27U 714 Jaial drle] AFE ol & SASA € APAe FaF A
71% aA s

1790 A4y Wehdole] Yyiresle axse UL 28 gt AFs) =Y
S 2d RS AR E YguAE A 5 (discipine) ] Y2E =y, $£%9 Y 3

46) F:9) Ao dl#lA A Aol Yol FA7l Webe vlgo| At o] o Ar|sle]
o}

A, Megill, Z43F, ‘QAEAE A7 Fue 447, A8 ("), o4 Fme 3y (28
3 =4, 1989) pp.304~337,

47) ¥u& o dEA AEFY iz vstelel Becaria) & 1 vt P olujxlz Eese
2 17644 T3 9 gfenjge AAE $Fild A2 YEAAY AdALE sz,
27 FHAYe JPE vt
Fu7t Agsle FAH AdEFEo didAe M. Foucault, Discipline and Punish, p.75%%.

48) M. Foucault, Discipline and Punish, P.101.

49) detdvel o] FalHol e HAsiME Ibid, pp.123~126 F=,

A2 2y APy UAg Edn E e 2oL 2wel o) H (Auburn) Eelzle]
AfelelA] deiyt wimi=ale] disiAe pp,237~239 A=,
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49 oo iy =5A A3 A H4Y AAE FEIE ¢ o FAE 2o, AAed HE
A A FAst FAoks <zte] Y-8 5o AFA7] dAEelnt. 2HHS
2 a9 oy nAR FH4e FLAANE A4 raison d'étre2 A s, 5o Y
ExAQ AW Wst #AEo] Foisigln AP Ao FF e HTH AME UEolHE
Zo| o< Az FAAS Hch, A4EL Ag, 44, A3 F =€ PHe dA4Y A
74 FZA FA9 Aol s, e ZAAE A ARE FANES Fleed A o
Fon #7449 P55 FAsh A AR YA E dfopat Yo}, A7 (e AL}
A AYY ATl 98 G5l el AAPFAH Gelrh 2AHAG RAA F2
27 S H4EL 57 AYEE ot AF Aol FelA Aojt =83 X2 Slelok ¥
ob, SuA B4t £ o A4EL 22U A Bz ATE Ao o, AWA 54
Zof] 25 olAI =& 27 Y8 FLFol 3G oz stop ok, B 4 AL S
o]pd..."5v

349 EAE 98 A9 7lgo] s, AR} A4l L4 =) vojA] g
Loz #H A5 Eol tistd AAde] WA ExE FHAFE AZE FAGHo| atEgie,
Bentham$] 3} €] (panopticon)-2 2 A& A< ofojct ** =g AlMe] i A&AHA FAF
22 ¥ (exercise) o Urt £sgct. A AME 75l det EeAA F 05 £
& 383t e AL 2SS £5A AR BEo U3te. A¥ (examination) F F A
L FAe 22E gAdste g4olg, AFely HAE &3 Alel B¢ TE At FA, 7
2R, AU FxSel AAZsIgn FHAERLE AWHARY 23 o] HU, 2o
Azt e—23 A, g, A, JAHT—AY &l Y FHY A A
A BAE 22 o B4 A/F @S, 44, 44, 224 FALNA 4SS
A 78 discipline) ol eb &o] AArF Egolebe oeu]® Zw o= whelA disciplinary
power 4] A3 A BY, $8534 YH o|F A ol & e}, Furt FFHoD U3
B 3e AL 7go] ofrh, 29 AAY FAL volx| gv FAIFe] sy HAHY &

)]
T

Ju

50) H. Drefus and Rabinow, op.cit., p.156.

51) ZAQl, ol4d Zmoj olA A} AF", Agd Y AR 4A4%4=F, 1987, p.5l.
Euwsl (A9} A4 jellA £AsE 18C e A4 WA $49 F3 AlgZold. M,
Foucault, Piscipline and Punish p.6.

52) SEElEL 9o s AAY o2y Fdd FARe] Ax FHol oA e bl U,
FAGL o] 5Ll steA ol gpom kg s Yol A £3AE FAAlA 4A
3 x50l At 2% FARAE ¥R o, 43R FAA} & Fol AdeA 2AE @A
2310 weby 2Ae ALH 2§ geo, FAAE 222 AAd I FARA} He Reld,
AY7Le g 7418 ARal ofuie A W] ST nee) AP AEARE )
aslgdch, olEE AYE AT FARAA FALA DEH, FAE 22 AA dFelx o
d4] SAe Aol Mol 4 ¢17] @WFolk, M. Foucault, Discipline and Punish, pp.200~
204% =,

53) H. Drefus and P, Rabinow. op.cit., p.160.
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Aolet, #2zo} Asle] YeFdE 27 el BE 492 §319 o] 7HFo] F3heh, 2L
L FAS 48 Folol Akl ok Aol JAe YU gu, TEH 22, W 4

TE ARl WA o 8L TU2 2 A ReolE BFen doaEe LE
ASE A4 ANT 2SYY FAAAZ Wohstn dokn Fus g

2) do YA

ZAF A gloiH e dAY A3 FAo Aot mE wly, JEm mAs
T BA" ololA A Ak & oJe] o FE FAsIc A5l Aol AY FHE 2745
A2 2R A% AFol LFAYC 22} e @A 49 AojH B EAlo] A8 o]
ARES 4T BYYCl AR A48 gl T FA0lN AT} AL nHol e
Y vt Algsge ms)( confession)«] LE7E o] A7) o % 3Esgs] wFol
A A & oA B2 AR A%l FAglo] Al Wl MAE m
Age 2 Fa0sdeh ASas R Be 48 2o 384 A Agen o
AL Aol AL el vt 4ol Y YA B9 270} A, Ane Lo
T&%f’ﬂ/ﬂ”‘ﬂ alAg &3] i sto] o] 277 Aol ek chokdl FAst odolstxgict, AL 4
AE YA 98 YAso] M), BN, nUL e Ao 2w B 2} Apeo]4]
AHBA7 Y49l nde As 5 228 7A7 5o} 23U FLg AL 2w o
A A ohdet mulel Anget, Aze FEH FAo] HH SARE Be US| W
A dRe Fx A9 28 dde] THHs] A2y Rold

1941710 Sl A 7 EE BAMo 2 48 AZsdet 7 o wofi FH Aol wA4H
A A FAZ e olFoz =odHict, A nuel Feo 83te] Uzt e o
ol 715512 $552 S4gdc. Funds 4o sdanel, ojzlolsh WHAE 4, £
Ao, AL, i 5o Fxi7t AFA 49 st Helslglon Ao g Yot 2

of
ko
e
A
x

AU
g
>
>
o
fn
rlo
O

d|

54) M. Foucault. op.cit., p.302. M, Fosters @djAl3)e] Az$ 7H4 W Eez AFHeY =

ﬂ% T oo, FmolEE AANY Auckdd i winozH ofsfsle 2k WA "4
Fo Aol gleld e 7)ee] galo] 2AE AAE $=3ln ok, M. Foster, op.cit,,

pp.119~137,

95) Fut ZejAgst EHAo2E Ao WE dgEal R o} Holxah AU Aol B3 AAH
Tt FdAe 2 AAHgSD L oA (e YA F28 FAFol, Fmel ojoi)
4 (Repressive Hypothesis) ol gt u]3l& Foucault , THistory of Sexuality), #2%¢ =¥ A
°of Mg Urstde HHEE AE2A 2ot ulzFxy, sjols & A&z Ut

56) M. Foucault, The History of Sexuality, pp.57~73.
LG4 A2 12159 =3 Foslel o8 AAsgic Ibid., pp.115~116 ¥z,

57) Ibid,, pp.36~49,
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Hoz2 iy AHAse] olz A ARL AL v¥ HasA vz Pz A P2
TE7AA FASUG. GAE FF71EE T3 Az KA HAYNL 2H5E == us] AF
it SHAYL A2 E AXA, FAAH Ao 2 FHY ATEAE HA A Pl e
A A7k A3 Aol #i dae] AL AAA2z2 o]8¥ 4 A Iz o olr} G%}
A, 243 oA, A4 A, HE59S AEAY 2L FAEE A3z neEA =
o, 2dAHE A oiAZ A AYse UF & ol g Fol AFHUG,

A3 A3 UYL q27hA g9 45FE SoljA AFA Y AT A2F B F
2% 982 gy, 2L :2FHE A JA4E AnA97] Yl ALgEigler o
€ AFE AAALE FANL YAA o2 A7 Fito] IR . 28y Faud o
3 2oiALE st RS Aol gt FAH J2AL ZlEAoz RezolAFe ArLse 7y

€ A€ AUelA e 24 AT A4 FuAFEHE 2o a2z
oA Y A3 FHA FFe L5l AT BAclobRE Falglol A Y &KAls} Yol JAE X
o3Al & 4FHeIed olF HAF A7) AL Kol dF Halg FHA o] FoiH, A
€ 71¢A ez Edg A¥EI] HAs oldel, AAE FAF7] HEHA AL Ao}, =fe)
A Fue Ao Mg A7 ohlel Ao $ho g okl EE Mo ¥ of ¢
gAHole 27 AAAA AL e Edditn T,

4ol #3 power/knowledget H2zolxg HAZY {Alo] F2E so] HE B ofy
2 o #5443 AT seEF FH3e A9 A olad v A% Y IgH
ZASE AA g P 2y o] AYE dolvdEs F2E FRol7E AL Fue 49
HAHE <hedt A3t A, wFol ¥ FA2Y LA gech, Aol ¥ power/knowledge:
AZE A ZITolA A 7Ied =¢E FUL AT A48 A4 AASAEE Jbe
A o AN AL YRA4L, FFEA, FHAAEY ALEAE AYARG, 2R F
o] ofdet g TP AFAtdel & £ Yo, Fue 33 o] B, “H
AL olA o] o]y AREE Foolahw AF A oz Fodsie Aol ol Aolgle AF
Toll BAL 7HAA, Ao HHdeld 258 Fdiich, FR ol QY KAEAA 7 +
Ae AL A% Yol oldxn 233 YH¢ #PFo2 H4 s ZHeolg "

5, ¥ o] &9 B}

Fug P/KolE¢ custs UohAslel i 2o} A4 Axel 24E 7o HFE

58) Ibid., pp.122~127.
59) Ibid., p.149,
60) M. Foucault, 434 ¥, =4 F(AF4H, 1989). p.192.
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A2E it e AFsd 22 9ok 2o FA6] 20 Fuolgd ¥AY 4£ g, =
A3 A4 | AUE S SRS RAT 2 A4 A3 4R AR
§ —‘:—'1 Fur 24

A HAEHoln Yolrl SR EH HEE 2edFm A wgusln @b o el 1
A ARE 3HFoz slotale AYE vedFoH FAS 2y 27 AV 2 oo
Al et et ARAAY Aofsh 2 12 FYHE oojate AL ofn 28 WA
of g AR olsfobtz wimte] AAst Aok Aol Fmel o] 2L ujmd oo E F2go
= F 5 Ao ada 46 A4 Age] Wi FAEA Hobsk shte] Zolaid A )
Al oA Aztol B BARE AAE FudPEe = shte] 2ol 2 At TAE )
AeA gon oyt dAAYY 2AE Sedsln A2 YL el P LS w
AFToERA 29 A% 232 Y WAL of FaA vejFEchn DY 4+ Qg ety
RAtell whetA] FwolE el wdhd HolE o Z2sw gov™ Tt Fnel P/KolEL =
AR AR vge) Aoz HYsrE A0 ey A Tume o]EL A v
A FelA #83et sivjels aAL TRaFenge) AdGAl vEF oy L2 v
e HEE 2eldtn ke Hol AAsolol & Aotk & Tume] AL £ A ool
T4 ol EAAE Aol bzt 477 A%<l geldole AY FAE ALsm oie
doleh, (& Sof ASALe HAE ZAsIE 2o obvel 7489 & AME TA4n 9ct) el
M eld Aol Fue neh Z2HQ )2 epocke) T Pt Uckm L & on] Ao

o

61) ol ¥ E°] F R. Dallmayri= MPolis and Praxis 9] #3734 ‘pluralism old and new'ste 4
Fol F2& =stn glevl new pluralism o1& 29 Fmo] g Hrlelrlx sch. suot
L% Fug AisFoztetn Yo, doluso], ‘Heicte) HAFY", ol (HQ), HAZ
A& oAb (Mg 2eEn, 1989). p.137.

62) F.R. Dallmayr, Polis and Praxis(Cambridge : MIT Press, 1984), p.90.

63) B.Smart7} HEHo|n| 2% Fmo|Ro] nlzaszod Holys H2E vHYAL AFEd F
Ho)goll F23 7145 Fctn wtsich B .Smart. “The Politics of Truth and The Problem of
Hegemony” in D.C Hoy(ed.): Foucault: A Critical Reader, p.158.

B. Smart, Foucault, Marxism and Critique (London : Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1983)
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Summary

A New Approach to Theory of Power

— A Study on Foucault’ Power and Knowledge —

Jang Won-seok

In this paper, I discussed Fucault's effort to rethink the nature of the modern power by
means of the new paradigm of power/knowledge. I situated Foucault’s conception of
power/knowledge in relation to other attempts to clarify the nature of power, particularly,
the Oxford social theorist Steven Lukes,

To begin with, [ briefly summerized Foucault'genealogical method and strategies of
deconstruction that reject the holistic philosophical tradition of constructing a grand theory
that can explain the entire social reality and then, examined the concreate contents of the
paradigm-compatibility of power and knowledge, ubiquity of power, autonomy of power
relation, human body as the object of power.

I also examined the two case studies of power/knowledge analysis illustrated in
Discipline and Punishy and {The History of Sexuality), In these books, Foucault tried to
clarify the intimate relationships of the development of the human science and the modern
power's concern for discipline. And he analysed various kinds of controlling mechanism of
power, for examplem, panopticon, confession and so forth.

The important implication of Foucault’s theory is that change does not occur without
resisting injustices in the everyday experiences and the battle can be won only by the
continued efforts of the individual combattants,

This paper ends with a short review of the comments of the Foucault’'s critics, I
concluded that in spite of some defects and problems, Foucaulit’s theory nevertheless

capture something of reality of contemporary society.
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