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1. M&

FA2 BAle SH2E J3e] 715 71 FH kg F-Eolrt. o
Ae 29 7158k 3y TNt 7188 ol@,VelA FA9 EAE
W E e § ENE gofjsle] wojstn sln, avel 2AL 71 5éte
BAE dolMe EAth: 22 288 didstn o a2u FHe #
A7t 71288 AAE dolAvhd 71 58to] AlE]H Mg g 2ol
oz} Fgole FA7} slvk. vhA] Fal, 7] g gto] AlElE dHe] ¥ 3
Aolzta F48b7] Aslxe FHe EAE oW HogE Folok she
B, dliE V153 o8& AF] A oG =M E FAe)

+ o] =F-& 2001 % STl B Aehel Al oldlo o E HR(KRF-2001-041-A00445).

1) Eco, Umberto, Tratitato di semiotica genesale, Milano: Bompiani, 1975, 9oiRe2% 4
Theory of Semiotics, Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 1976, ©]3} 758 H7]% o=
o] 71288 19754 ] olgtejollWa g 1 o Falo] dola R he Tduk 7] 58} of
&0 2G0T BE 4 U0k 2 A€ FPoR 1oL rade e ¢
g ) 71zl 1 ol 71 BEHE Welths oY alRie] YRielkivka Hels
& Reje ot} o o] Mg P48 wmols) ol )
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EAE AAX LR thRol@ o] givt. wels A9 41 vshe
o} dl:e] 71 s g AHEA dHe] FHe2N A 2He < 3l
D}'J- E3 "T" E}

FH 9] BAE olgdF dagd @A g€t o] FAM FFshke
FAe dFt2E Ao A8 FAG B B4 Wge o445
FAoke oA, /EA - 4F FAE 7Rl old /39 FAe

715eta 2L # Aol A 4ol ohd, FH =Y BF ATE
Y8 g gt} o] AlgE o] FolXe dEAES) vESAzh: 7Y
o2 ARstaxt gvh, dd2Ee FAg o] FER Q% o] A
Ql T= follA (e]@) AA L @A AAL] olgste} 12 Qg o] & A
o} A2 zte AaATe] 2l g G F e AT H APz AAlE
ot webA FA9 AU FR) HMe HY2Ee AlE dY
3] Tgshe do] Easit,

A Ha] Zrle) 7158 o] BollA A 2ES HdE TR =9
sigrort, dA W Sol WS E v, 1 =4 Moy dole WA
gelojof gt oo HE Ak wole H2EA T2 3 dBHA

€ FHske ol = 7] Wi, H2E 4 FPoM e
2 H2ES WA duiolM 2&E HAM2ol o878 Fedke &
Ho] girh. thA] Fe A= )42 FAE U] Asjre HAE 9
3 #Mo] Feldhe QAM 2o o Edlaio} dtta HFAU dE8S W
23 gl Aotk 714 A M £ sl BAE2 vtz /A - A8
FA o] AME HHER ke Polot. fele WA - FEH
FAe 99 Fugre 2N JAX 20 oEdhe o] HXE T e
FA 2te] el2iol M Mg 5 %

A7 gAe NEA FA 9 fifﬂl)\ii':g}ﬁl FE VAR dEET AR

2) ol disiMe Wb, "R, AEAE M9 A —SHEE A3e] 7158 &y
e w712, 712 7 63, 199, pp. 57~90)& g A
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o FAlghe 94 SoM Fele A FA2A I Y] ARH A4
I3 AA 2 2RE%AS e A& Yolol 8t1, aYe a2 I B PG
e ZE ANE vt 721 ZAMLE ke A, ® a%0
3 2 PAM2E A s Ax obd, dAalx 2] sl 43§ Az
gt v N E AUE Aol 7HeE AT, 2AL v AP 2B 2
it} A 2B AlFE YT o] & HFEshs AL AL} Al of
¢ &2lA Ao 24 g9

oldl 7w @A 7|28 EoplM 82185 A& RS Sl
ol 29 7158 Al W Y HlBLE o]ofRr}, o ©A) o= 7]
Z3te] "ol A Erhe Ac] ofe} WA k] tpeeA -4=m 3l
© 7158 dyte] uiehA g @A Wil tigh she] Aldde] © & 9l
Zolt}. 71538t 71 74 HE- 11 AAA Juan Adger st
of ARHAQ] o] & Sl foldtm rhE o|Bolu} TEF AA %] AAY
AA @l hat 282l 50| Hojurhe Aol giet. W 7] 2 3te] of
e 2@ wojs} AQje] ©ird] 4ol n ARHQ A FHA 4
ol 28 5 Sivhe Aolt. 3320l x 2B o]& AA7F AR R
& ot} v shie] o] 82 1Ale] Al - GAHAR] Aqde ¢
pht grdk=Uol me) 1 7Rz W2 g 3lE Rolv B3 dae
228 28] 7138 0] ARBA - AR BAYE Adun FEE %
o, 19 7158 a%A A8E7de E il o mEhd £
APt BFA 2 FYPETH, o 39 7| T of el Yt 7] S 8ol
g L Wt vl 71 @ Zela, e} fl AR E #A4she
U 2dg o] 84 =72 theolAle Wl 44 98E T Aoz 7
gt
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2. d| 2] 7] 38l thEe FAe] g

Fol27t AAstA AFskRe] P o @ 2Re] 7)1 E8 o] Eol FA g}
olde] =2l & Y #HE Felishe bl A3}, o)A ofulw 7)1 E 3
of A% oide] FAlE AA wel¥ Aelrt ohigln A7 AY, 1 B
A& od o ArfellA vletEs A g} o737} moshe old-e ¥
3] 7| &8 WF2Ae o olt), o] AL F 74 FF AAH
& TR UM BIREAS shte, ZE WA $40217) Mg sfof
dhe AlZtola, ThE shubhe 71588 BXef) FdE]ojol she 2AlE Al
Aot} dAE old & A A BALY §7 93] o8 oj8Hew
HstalEA Fal 49 2ee H3E B AR AFEHE WA
A" 2 LTS, 290). 18 ol 2ef 7158 U7 HAA w2
AAA o)A ofE ojn|E A EAld BASK g1, il fRe B
=37t ol dHolgtn ¥ o Y= vl B 4§} (75, 290). AW, of
32| HAX AR JAH oldo] opfel F2A . oju] 84 - 7158 o]
dolt,

ol¥ ZI¥t HolM o me oido] "BA}e] gHg-EAo|n BAAT B
€ U% SHH" vee Ao Agecin 288 PYerhrs 290). 7
d FE7PE MR A5 gE & Aikeh g, g on] opd”
o 9L 2T} 1A "ol d A FEol thg v 7 5dte)
TE A 83 - BFA $018 AAR ga, wabd A (Es
ael 824 7WhE WlAF)A] okt (15, 296). AR odlaE Hy
© SHlE oY) e e 7|aeA BAV) opa, 7] &g vhE o g
MEES S £f Polr], AE8les F= A oMten 2

3) Lewis, Thomas E., “Semiotics and Interpretation: Before or After the Fact” 1985, p. 504.
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& YR-ATHTS, 312).

I BE o)1 7158 T odo] §31e} ejn]e] pieiRA ThEo]
M e SHEH M E dAEE WAUSAR BHE 7MY o)A
Fxo] ol &3} dHEM A3 4nE 4 Ut o] o|&, sz o3}
A, AR AL FEE 71EE B o] E& Bol7] el AA) AlA
ot @7iel Ao Holxwt AP T3 AL AN 4T AAES
HAFo2MN 7|3 Aite] o] i3t £8 VEY A B4 E EF
AV Ui ¢ Qe S ERUES 8] tiel, ® O e B
U EHIE AAY & A7 E Azt ol BEAL A7|A
w23] qEd, AEA - A3H P& =i} (73 207). o] 29} A
& B R, W o ZAle] s, ) E Aake) F S A
Ale] el E AsAT)E Q13 B o8 WEshe B4 Ao dis) o}
2 AW ghethd, AL 14 7159 TEA #3 o] opd AHo)
o A 1 AL olae) 7| Bk $HE OE BB S BHAY 3
T8 $83] He FHE AR 11 B oPdel e ofujo) g
AHE] GAMY - B31A He g FAE

39 oEe FAe] BAZ} 7138e] oM HEE & Avkn At
gt} V15 H3e) 7158A 24 ehe Nde B 72 2d'e 7
gk ffoll A vl A wlAlz1E AHEEA Uyt oy FA71 71E Aol
FFETHE 1 FAlE vGA EA 2 8 9de) st} olFE MY B
AH FAl9] F849E BPA AT @A) 71gge) o] FAE A9
o]24 & WA Fel¥ 4 dvka W] 581575, 315), 1A )
3 AL Hae] FAR TS 316). 71E FHo] FAE AT ¢
lthe o] A& Hzof 7o 2], Hae Qe AMdHe Ho)
Y 713E QI3 Ao, BE Al 7] Sehe AME, de] Abme] E
dolghe AME 37, Qbo] shtel 7| BEke AE ZHELY (75 3169)
A AQNE) 3 Tt ?
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B2o M2 7|58 7158 1 i 2 dia A g A viR F
Aol Yo o] dhte] P ekn A3t odFe W)
dehe 713 A9 FAEL Qte] FA} ohel 432 758
A ECIH, 2E Te] AFYHE FHHY ofAl A% Yool ols) Gk
A et L ARt ol2e B8 7150 i A e (el
A ojd 2g Jteile o ADE 83 F(TS 15, 60), 1 TEIAIE
BAZE s 2ol el wiNE7] dEel 7] Ee FavlelA oW AE 7}
2 ¢ U (75, 15)em, vpgri 2, "wae] Aby e Qlzte] walxtg
TAEA S AT HEE 5 IHE 1 fide] el s A
AFA)" (75, 16) 32 L}, A7o] ta) H2AE F2ERA o ZE o]
gA F3ct, a1zt Ao Yehvke ofd B3 Ao Bodst
A gttt BE 71588 g BRI T 39, F 715 % &
&1 712AQ) fol& WP, 7188 THE Y

olA el 7} F4she 71dE oW thE A& 717 HelAY a2
A& gvhs o] ¥Hs At ol 71% wAko] 71 a9} #jAix} Alo]
AM LA dofivke A elehe Holx, walzle}t $41zle] EAle
HlzA E ojn)7} glvke Eeoltth 9714 ol 2E Bl AMomisE 9143
o}, "o Fo} 7|57} Heid oW sfMzjo) 2la) ojd Ao 71T A
Elojof gtk 713 8e mebA ol| HEe TR tlidg A7k Aol
ozt AAAQ tida wEFE) 1 YdES diddel 713 HA o)
ke ghollAl 1ejsit} (75, 16). Ze o] L& A7t uliro] WolEQln}

4) M28| A ool o extermaliyoll A W1 EE = FAe] ofd subversions} A28
F A, o] "FAle} A& FAE ¢olB A1 ARE ool FHE Frslec
© Solr} ol i "Avkel 5873 & we R Jehsir)

5) 75, 15, thg Al RHEEITh, Eco, Umbeno, 7 limiti deltinterpretazione, Milano:
Bompiani, 1990, pp. 56, 216,

6) Eco, Umbeno, “Semictics: A Discipline or an Interdisciplinary Method?” in Sight, Sound
and Sense, ed. by Thomas A. Sebeok, Bloomington and London: Indiana University
Press, 1978, pp. 73~83, 74,
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& MRl @ BN 7|5 E BAAE AoR, s sXAll) o
7Fed sl o2 olgfEojof gt (73, 16), @7} 1A W AL AUk
o] FAzRE ofu] 2Hge] EAE WHEH(FPA ) opd) o2 BARY
£ Ao|tH(Ts, 16).

ANHE ol Ao o]} FAE FHA o2k 7|38, £ VT
" B A 7128A H2o] AbRlA eu|g A dotn F49Y a
ol thed gt

Tahe Aol el wehe A, 0] 248 duishe R £ i 258
= 3| sl oA 288k e Uahe R ejvidhe A, 28l3 oAt
2F3he A9 5o & £ G F §7) ¥, o] 2434 oAt
LT ABA 223} A8 Y E A sk AHRA rgolti(Ts, 29).7

o7} "ol 8A ATE sl ALslA A Foln, oW A g dm
Holshe Algelshd &5 ofd A& 37| 8} 2RS ¢a Aol
(75, 29)2tn F3E & e AL vig oy ZdjAr}. 7|58k £3
HAE A5 g olalsly] HalA o 5 dAlE V15t s g
T 5 the WA shie] ol8d 4 JUTHTS, 27~28), o 319] o]}
FHLE AEEe] W] Wi, o, o9A 28] BeheA] dushe
AL 80| FoB Wike WaE Ak ¢ 8t (15 9 B
&, 223 "doirt Azkshe WAl @uEtA g FoFtd, o
AHAE A Bhshe fele WA &AL 4] AE F U

73 i ARl NESE AH dHel ¢ YA eeA i) Y SRR K AYE
S8} 19 EE& vhe oA MEE Beo. Umberio, “Semiatics: A Discipline or
an Interdisciplinary Method?” 1978, p. 83,

8) “Interview with Umbernto ico,” by Nina Glassman, 1988, p. 71. dl 5 & thE QBB
A ol A g g FEPT. OjA e a8 sy - v1ed P8 Ao
B3 BAREILAL Bhe @S ohE 5 glek (o) A ke dlele] ol 8 - uis
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© Ugd ugg £

a2 iR 7|M, gehe el dig weta ofw] 24§ ojwlsis,
At 28E A 2FFhe o] r]agte] "Yake Ao dE ke
& oA wahertk, efnl 8- ovjshs A& o9 A Yulskert,
a2|3 oAt S AL 2FERs Aol tiEl ARA A AFshert
of thall 24& &3 2w o] obdrt &8 Fart ok oAl 4, o
9] 7158 MAlol chal YBte Chlol MAIE MAIkSHE Xixel ghajol
CHEH BISIT QUCHE Zelth o oluollA o] 7] 53k 844 & A
A" L e AAH AE & 7158 BHoR, AR 7158
AA R Bdstels ¥l sltt. ol $Ud L 19 715 8) AR
dH oz HEA] FotA e HIF ofn] 283} o)A} 29| AL3] A}
2 o] &) Hotg Ffatn lvkn e sttt ol ukshd 71 A
Ae M AAE N8R Bate 718 AA 2, T o3
A3, 2 AL F5E Ashe AR WAL B¥sp| gEol”
aA o] AAE Adske A AAReRE F7t B3t o] AAol
A oA A4 M PFEAE BHRe b olFH 2EE FA)
Eoh= Aot

o=zt "ol 8 AT ALBA AHe] ¢ ¥ olgkn Fgstn oA
2 AR FA ] EAE oA Aol ¥ Aolch 9] 7] Fdte] wake
FAE 713 H FAA B3ttt AZIM A FAle A wrE
I, 81AH T2 75e g fdErt g <8 o2 A o
W AolM e 71E3e] shie] tiide] ozt daolgtn Wahks A 2,

A dde] FHe dojhe g Zlesin Vol 1 AES vliEdn deke Helth
(o) debA] 71aste o9 Addes GHy 4474 sfgor 49 4 gl
(“Interview with Umberto Eco,” by A. Lopez and M. Costa, 1987, p. 49). ©)80] o3
o] §4e] Bl2E g4 Y& TUWCHE oRI Y2hE sehlln, E Haued 0 8
A FL 0l 74§23 wAE P g A e PriNina Glassman, 69).

9) Eagleton, Terry, Literary Theory: An hatroduction, 1996, p. 94,
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T RE ARF o] O A& ke FAE e A 7R T,
29). AU YFAE 29 7138l A Q7 A9} ol o AA
o 98 =oshe B ool E gitt, thAl Q1zt Fale} AH L A
gl 713 e 1 el AW FRE” ol via BT XA vt
sled, 2dEe U Fald g oz 7158 Mol 7 A%
#44 A9 A2she Al sl Ade} AF, A%, 28jn velst
NAE P& Do M Exte] FAH A& WA ol Bold
T eF o AR g v gelE FalAo] WAt H sl HE 9
Mooz ik BAE AZI%) ol thAl E8 F47] o329 7]
FetollA el Aidel AFsE] ojsjErhe ot Hlgele 030
o= 7lzgre] d4lolgtn Tath ! oz AN E HAY - BE
A - BEH 58 ol lde] FAE Alole] AlElH dxehe e &
z3ttn vge Agd o darl FANE F2A AR
opgel FHA g Fold ofw ez agche Holrh ojd 4
& IIQE e A A A el 2A] WolEdA & YA o TR
Had Aok

o7} Whe 7|3 Fe] FAle E 715 B 48 szt 28
U A7IA FAE ARl Aoz ") o)le FRFels) 7158he
Heog Bapke a9 F4u g FASE 19 7] g 8te] Ap3 A e
g Palolgta FAsRe ol 2] wiFol= vi2 7|38 F2E PHELE
M= Ao] Aelgt} ey =old) Fo1& HE ol WV

10) #M=ALR AAge] HlgE e 22 Hla o] oAl & Hol & 28 A, Greimas,
D sens II ~— Essais sémiciiques, Pasis: Seuil, 1970; olgglole] Welo B Del senso 2,
Narrativa, Modalita, Passioni, Milano: Bompiani, 1984, p. 120,

11) Bal, Mieke, “The Predicament of Semiotics,” 1992, p. 348,

12) Violi, Patrizia, “Le molte enciclopedie,” 1992, p. 107,

13) a¥elx B7aka, wigele o Al o 99e) sledl A vz iAol
3 2B FHVioli, 108), o} H-& WA Hofidel,
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TE4 FAE WHELE Atv AL AR 7 X it 3o
= 1 7R FAVY SAEH 270 WAl @] fieln. a2y
B EH =ole) Bl 23 e sie} +a8, aeln & o]
MR getid 9] 2]l @& AA g Fa2Fe4 Al AuA|
%E Aot ad 534 I A2 e 7HI7H &R BEd. ey
T 715 8o] AR A dAe] @ Yol oy} wakn Ao, aE
FAo AA, B 4B T wAE 4 o 430 usor @
ot @b FAE P B s Ao FEAvha ¥
9, e 72 $4e AFshe 720 Sl 28 ntn dEAe &
el gitt. elsie 7158 o] Eyoll X FAE TR ol Folsta
#ert

FAE tEold 713 #3e] 73YA A, F 2v|EH e YT
HIE 7 ftee AAle] B8 AR - GAE Fa o] FAle
AAE vlelie Baloln, £328 R¥sln BH vele onj A 99 E
BAE shute] Wl ozgt dejd 4 Aok o Ado] s FAle =}
719] AlZE - FALA - AAE $AE AL gt AT $ 3l
t} 7| 38he 93 7|38 Mol o8 713 HAe] BE Y] FHE A
oF 4 3ick 2A 2] 2o FAE A4A & T vEshe, AV 1|
< Adeje] olu] 2hg- M)A o] opd FeJtHTS, 315 / Tig, 377).

SelE 7| Al4E BYEA QRE B dIE FAE @A
g2eMo ) 7|28 AA9 S sk, nEiM FAE F3%
o} FAE o)A Ao 758t AA] TislelE olFe AlEE olF &
£o] gith. AL La A1l ofrks 217} 7] B 8ol g Eojg e o)
ael AFH oz FAe] BAE vhRA] dskEAE RET. JRe] 73
8 o d3) FRFeHQ vl2E &R ENE FUAM, @43 MAE
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7 AQAR D AR At 28 AP BREH 7P B g5
A AL ol2e 7128 Fog A ok

olggh gFelR Fgog ot g AL B A F o]
24 99 2xe) olde] B%g A AT AAlelx, W Fevt B
AL $2)7h Az, $2l7) ok Wk WA Wke, AR8) dA @
Aol e =elet, o e AR w1} Al AA" S DA, olF
o sy e FAle B e 2 FAle] o2z dale] glojopl
7Pssith, olB& ol 7|5 tte] o] & Yol TPE £ 8l EHE F
YA9 o2 AAE YA Fr} AR JA g ol AAR &
P AU Bk ol me] 2EFA Yol & 49 Hofst A
8 A Aol tig YA =07t gl7] Wi ol me e (VIEge
A}8A AHe SR Bale] el 7T ) e s BT

the AoME Nt FAE Fo AASA vl e TUH 7Y
AL AR A ok

3. 28 - ARE FA Y

Aol 7l EEe FAt Aejshe F4E AFEHA e obvtx o
A FA BAE e U 28 AREAE REC HFREAR]
AEA ZA) A F4) Alole] Davtel WA IS el 2=
AEH FHE =98 & dQed, st el 7138e o 23E
g7 HRolith. 1 EF A A8 el FE HAET,
siuksbe AL 1ol TlEgtel A AT HotE Fele Aol W
olth, el dlEE 7188 o] &0l FH el & A8 o A B

14) TS 298, THe 2ol A& u-BEL) Eco, "Semiotics: A Discipline or an Interdisciplinary
Method?” p. 76.
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& Pollatn e e 8% 59 Je2 & R Aol ofdr} 4t

o] HolX HAME WHEH FAle FHell, o)Al L o]Fof], 2JHo
F& YRR o ole A& UFY S8R % REC EsAE 1
AL —AF A —Ale 7138 §F8E dolMe 3 A Zoh
(75, 317).

ol9] 7)1 E 8o uigtie FAL] §A7} o|¥A =2idrii, o
dAEl] e 4 e FA BEe ouidrl? Fald) g avle
dFET} 983 thE 7| EeAEl 8] RS sBE K8t FA,
Z ke dole Aol FFA AA7E AT F A9 o] F& AR
et Ty A€ 717 Hel Yeke 28 £ 241 24
e 7184 71909 eld gAE Fhshe 71aict wepd e
Zboiinh, Weke B 2 A& AlY 9ief Eashe ofn] A4 A
Al &3k A, & FF2E 278 Faold & A AHg3he Aol
o 283 2 Fudle i B gol8c] Ui, 1§08 472 493
& g A

ay v o] 39 A 2 719E 23 e e JYe
azie] @ daod AHEE ol £t fE FA7FE uidth axe
ehs WE-E AHgshe Al Zleizith add) olid o 289 A
€, el Akgo] def AAC A%En sl v 2% =717 tkert
£ ARdoltt, WHY ~Ee mad, e FEHU WA BAR o] Fo
A 715} &, Wehe @E AHE W, fele A 4E rleiRida
=Rt 2y ve w8 Aol WET e UAE EolA] @3, v
g A e Ut dohd Bol wigal oA Reok 8240, Y&
vel 2RAdE 24 gl dAd, vhe vhhbE Folitt ek 8
3o} BHEolM, Ye 2 BEL TEske Al(Aate edlA), B §
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ofsti, F HA 2 vhhig FoldlA] AT ¢ 2FA oh7Ishe Algh
27 9.

FAH S} ojv] 2§ AL BAE ol¥A B}, o} AHARe o
o oi-t 77HE Fol HolAwt, AAZ o] AAE AL FA9] olRo
T}, Aol AMgARE 713 AAl EelEo] gict. 718 AAE B8 o
o AMgAZ} Bdshe e 7t AAE m7le Ad At . dz,
FA7E B3] Rahe AEol lewl, 2R vhhel thet o2 3<l
F3L Heolnt. 2P olZo] 17 A7) Al R FEelA Fels
7= 8, 1 B £ o8 FAR P dhe Ae duthe
Z8% A Holgn Bt op 7} Al Blehe Aol E dofoll A g4
o gtk & FA7L H7] S8, 1 AR ARElelA A2 S ) A8l
A, ATk dAshe on) 2H8 & ZH ol stn A]e] Eoirtet &
ot old Ao gke At FA} 718, B o] FE3] Fe, P
Alol gl AlujEtta 2t

old 9] AL A% ] dot BTk QI thAlef 7] ZRhE 7h2s}
7] WEoltt. ofol) et etzkel ¥ S H & oj2iir). 559 FrelA &
SE 71#elH, 7159 oju| 28] Aol x, F3ir}, of7]o] AL s(fn)
282 53 BHE 7 gl A 22 WA A 2 Sl AuiEAY F
WA og et 1) A ke AlstE . S| 24 9 2}
AL Aol 2R e oA T, 71 HA 712 (8 selA A s2)
FHHQ o] FL g1, AGHA Hetke 7|7 Lo ek 7loj9) g
7 o15E $HA R dojdtt, A 719l 43k Yt & u3E
A BE. 719 288n A oln vluHrt. 1221 ofd BE A
< FA7E EE F8 (o1d o] r|ickn Bihe A& S8 ez ¢
=) AlRARIThe S oftt,

olfl Ao sld & o gt &by| Al vhe 71E HP R ERdhe
FA| thalel met 42 2hd FHE AP Wfo] obd BFRAY F
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Hiko] o] B& AL3 A A9 B4 o2 TE £ kP Wi} Aldlshe 3
A GAH - ARE 38l oAzl B2 23 5 9l sdolnh
FAE £ SRS AU AA AFH LR B odAQ AAF
Aol & & Utk ol2 @ FAZF A BAE: A 2 "ﬂﬂlﬂl e
i AP F FalMol, £ Y 4F BAE BEA FAle, M -
T2 Aulstel] AR eherhE, At ALEE @4ado) "‘Mﬁ}ﬂl €
o, T T T2} Aol dAA e g Fojsh wee He bz g
Ae] 2ellM o 4 glek. aRiu of #jAle] 2 & AL ARl FAlol
E3HQ FHHE a7 o] XA Aok B B3y olake T
<+ ME FHE 3L E soptt shel. sk, AlgEe] sk,
HE ¢7]9 sie)l 2w Ao oz FAH dgd 2 $XHe] o
A7) WEgelth® agle A FAE MAe] ddH oz A 5 UA
Ve FREAM g9 golvt a9l A7l sulelE o] BAE
& ¥ Whe drlel7t W e g 5 olg Aol

Aol §719 27lel A B4 B7h @ Ao #4123 Wao) o Asid

15) 7] A gk "“Fiﬂ' 22 A85e] 42 Al Felo] &8Rs Ae] o), =g
=¥ A Y Fredric Jumesonc] RUiHEel 418 A2 gekel el 8
vel gty - FaA delstell Ak ghech A AHRFL]7) @Al QAL Adiz B
A RAHA gk, Sehe, Al BOlR, ol $9ut 2o Ao B e Bl A8
REE S8 UEUEE AYEo BN E4 Q4T 44 PsAE FFeor & A
ojc},

16) Jameson, Fredric. The Political Unconscious: Narvative as a Socially Symbolic Act, Ithaca,
N.Y.: Comell University Press, 1981
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Ethical Practice of Interpretation
and the Problem of the Subject

— A Critique of Umberto Eco’s Semiotics

Park Sangjin

Umberto Eco suggests that the issue of the subject can be resolved in
the process of semiotics. The idea of “the semiotic subject of semiosis”
derives from the explanation of the aesthetic message on the basis of “a
single structured model.” Insofar as the subject is confined within
semiosis, it is in danger of becoming an a-historical being. Eco argues
that he does not deny the importance of individual, material subjects; he
simply assumes that semiotics can define these subjects only within its
own theoretical framework, and, above all, arrives at “a paramount
subject matter, semiosis.”

Eco reduces everything concerning the subject to the semiotic system.
If semiotics, as Eco maintains, is a form of social criticism, this is only
insofar as such criticism is within the semiotic system. Thus, Eco’s
practice is possible only within his own empire of semiotics. Nobody
knows if this represents or connects with reality, or if it implicates its
ethico-political relevance, which is inseparable from ethico-political

practice. When Eco denies that “something stands with or against
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something,” because in semiosis something stands for something else,
his semiotics has little to do with ideological or ethico-political practice.

In order to constitute the other type of the subject, we need to recall
that Heideggerian “being-in-the-world” is based on the subject’s
openness towards existence, which derives from reflection on openness
in such a way as to allow indivicluality as an ethico-political, responsible
being. Here, openness means standing in the Other’s place. Ultimately,
the conscious subject that T adopt in this paper is the ethico-politically
responsible individual subject, which can hardly be supported by the
unconscious; this is because, although hospitality to the Other and the
traumatised subject are motivated emotionally, only consciousness can
govern the subject’s decision and practice for completing that hospitality
and for curing that trauma. If the unconscious or emotional reaction to
the Other provides a starting point for an ethical open attitude to our
world, the conscious individual subject operates it for the purpose at
which it aims.

In this paper, this kind of subject can be properly understood in the
light of the notion of the contextualised subject. Context is 4 network in
which the individual subject, armed with ethico-political consciousness,
interprets the text and the world on the principle of the synthesis of
subject and object. Thus, the subject adopted in this paper goes beyond
not only Descartes,” Kant's, and Husser!’s but also Freud's and Lacan’s. It
is not pre-Freudian, romantic and heroic but something that gets
endlessly involved in the Other, without their being reduced to one
other in the process of contextualisation. The resurrection of the subject
does not mean a return to the traditional transcendental subject, but
establishing a network of material, physical and sociohistorical

conditions in which one establishes a mutual conversational relationship

148



with the Other.

The individual subject's consciousness springs from real life, real
knowledge. As real life and knowledge are not founded on any
transcendental law or habit, the subject bound to them can afford an
inexhaustible openness to -any interpretation of the world and text. This
is not to say that interpretation is boundless; we should set the limits
depending on context. At this point, interpretation can play the role of
bridging text and reality. Here, interpretation is directly linked to
practising our ethical and political responsibility rather than merely
grasping the internal coherence of the text or obeying the pre-
established consensus; such can be realised by maintaining the
contextualised subject and his consciousness in order to ground the
ethical subject.

An ethical decision of the individual subject helps establish its own
place before the consensus; consensus encourages the process of
objectifying system, theory, the subject and the world. But this is not to
say that it must abolish it unconditionally; rather it rejects and creates it
incessantly. Here, the role of the individual subject is highlighted in
experiencing consensus and approving of or rejecting it. This means that
the individual and consensus open each other up so that they expand
the mutual saturation of the private and the public. This makes a
powerful appeal to our political and ethical consciousness which leads
us to understand social practice as independent of any consensus.
Creating new forms of communication between the individual and the
consensus is ultimately what the ethical practice of the subject-

interpretation-means.
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