B2 1082 R By BSURARSAT B BRAE ek

BERT OSH 198 2¥w BAH

GHbE  EHHE A bA B 1A

ERG 3 %7:‘1' y
éfwﬁﬂﬁ R

A 1)

Fﬁ%l N

?E‘bzxvf

B

ST s s kv e vl
3| ARE LT

Ef o
« VB TSR] — (T BRI HLIE L

/S {‘?%W
e

e

AU R RN e

¥

R

4k%ﬁ§g$@2%ﬁ:<§§%%\‘ 5?;?1
%ﬂ@%ﬁ%& BF st —4

E@ﬁrffé REY
sty BBl P dgﬂwg%

55514

v = )

(the. Otlier)
SRR
A

Lfﬁﬁ it T

™

v

\
~—

~

HEwk

HFf EAE




EYHRA

STk

EWAY

B8

EW3Y

L

B R

7

=4
AN




9\\%&%’:{%

YLERZE S+H 2010FEZ

ey . ‘ Router: A Journal of Cultural Studies
FSSsm™C Article 1, Spring 2010 No.10: 69-102

384 2

{Orientalism'wi

%
X

&

Sybas
AL

l-“ v ."

00
2008
{




»

SR ES

X{LHZE B8 2010F&Z
‘ Router: A Journal of Cultural Studies

WgSEmSL Article 1 Spring 2010 No.10: 69-102

: \ O

: hfa'llsm w1thout Onent(atlo

ek -v:\,-.h

1 ﬁﬂﬁm}

w




& =

hc&oﬁﬂi [T 3% | AR 8 1 oh o B3 22 4 DU D AT T 5 do (] s A
lvﬁmw%-&uﬁa%m%wﬁﬁze B AHER SN L % > 14 B M
BHER R L RO ERAA R MAEFTH £ TR (F) » b T LT
B RKMERGE—ER A TR AT L TERM G2 o KT 4
KT BH BB BERE TRF L% WA S —BER AT AR kX
WREFEN BN A EBER S £ A TRMRS 2T > £ L 220 4
BEE# TR AL RN EE AT A5 T W2 o A 55 B D5 4 34y 3297
Lo BHBERFEANE /BN ESH  FOBE T RE R BRI E M &
BT A~ AR B0 R S 7 2 B 1 R A A2 B E > B o
RIS AR BIAME WA R R 3 BB 48 W 2 S A
DR A e ;

BASESY « B « ERAE 10 « SUNER AR B

Abstract

In the past 30 years, “the Orientalism” has been a blg success on a global
scale, Inspired by “the Orientalism”, the scholars, one after another,
_expose how the Oriental other is constructed and denounce the Orientalism
in their own countries. Therefore, with regard to its orient(ation), post- Said
‘Orientalism has neither the Orient nor orientation, though Orientalism is
founded on the absence of the Orient from the very beglnnmg But it does -
not mean that Orientalism no longer makes ‘any sense; on the contrary, it
always keeps 2 good sense: Orientalism as 2 metonym for all the dominant/
dominated relationship in the symbolic system of culture. The * ‘Orientalism”
~itself had better be con51dered as a traveling theory and a textual attitude

’ developed among otriental scholars and others, 1nclud1ng E. Said and post~ .

Saidians from 19th century on. Thrs article tries to analyze the ability of

Orlentqhsm to repeat and differ i in different contexts in terms of J. Derrida’s
1terab111ty and suggests Orientalism’s always already- supposed ‘other-

wise”. This article also reevaluates the meanings of the Ollent as other(s)

in the perspective of E. Lévinas’ eth1cal philosophy Putting the Orient

_in the transcendent position of the absolute other, we reexamine the

essentialized and fossilized relatlon of the Orient and the Occident. The

Orient, as anothel other and other s wise, signifies the always-openness,

which 11nphcates a bemg with otherw1se and being-out of otherwise (w1th out

~ Orient), and so on.

:Keywords Orlentallsm, lterablllty, Other, Lévinas, essentlallzatlon,
' other -wise
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