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B 3t 3k it A 47 > Foucault #r ¥ ch (%@ <4 + £ ) (The Archaeology of
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FOLETO FEREAYTE oA HEE HF > @ ﬁfﬁ#}?ﬁﬁv%‘fqﬁ’%{“
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LERTEGHI A 7% 2T IR - Foucault F* 4#F A 47> g LA A (R

PIEEE ) g B LA PRTRGE (Scheurich & McKenzie, 2005: 853) -

A @.&‘J’fﬁ%fi‘;ﬁé_’rﬁ# LiE %fu‘i’; Bk R R R SN A D
Je e

R (T K R B AR wau@ﬂ’mwﬂm g



M. Foucault & D. E. Smith # it » 72 v #22 H &7~ 7 2 for 81

WAL G WHACF R FRE HR A A TG AL LR DE S R (1
g ) » #_Foucault A HE L {renii & 1% s NP I B2 FRFT 521 HE
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EFY 2 MEA T E AR r)ﬁﬁ}_s}? 4 2 # | (processing interchanges ) %4 -
WP Y R e B EATY h o 80 5] - AT BN AR 0 e AL
BB AP ¥ 1 ivP I A 42 (Smith, 2002: 36-37 ) - ¥ ¢t > Smith » 12



M. Foucault £ D. E. Smith # it 4 72 0 2 H 457~ 1 2 k7 83

George W. Smith 1988 Z# ¥ 35 b @ H s U RNFRFHRL PR
mﬁ%ﬁ'ﬁw’?@7m1*’m?m¢mz%v%éﬁﬂﬁwmﬁ:Eiﬁ’
B FRTOREE e AR T MO L RA fend e 1 AL D
ﬁ%(%mh%%ﬂ%&%)" A TR henivd > iR aEP I AEY BlhE
FGLRAL 0 A b S E K RS B ME R R o

= MBI DHTHILLER

Foucault fo Smith d ** > $-fcp £73 b > # FHEA LR b h> 25
oo TR R et g

(- Y § R AT 1

Foucault PR 4T 1 § = B £ 8L — kit F wif i 2 WP AER it enp 3
éL%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ\ﬂ%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ’ﬂﬁﬁmﬁﬁi? ECRu R
PR ARl (o A H R EONES o el e BiFY o & Smith B E
FALEE AL REN P VLB R AFEFER N o A F b
i%ﬁ&ﬁ?@éﬁ*@ﬁ’asmmu&ﬁﬁﬁ Frou % oo ém S L
?fE42 > @ Foucault Pld A 31 484 ¢ it > A BB HES H A g 05 o

() gehig ik

Foucault 1 & B {r s HF A frL #1470 bR RBAFL LR PR E
U fkﬁ#wwﬁ‘%%ﬁ‘iﬂﬁ‘?iﬂ%* e E RN & At R
i
X

#%%%m*@‘@;‘ﬁﬁiﬁﬁ%YomSmmtﬂw%%éaéﬁ
AEH WA EALE M BT - AL Sk o B 2@

¢ B L gk ‘%o IES #aE 41 1+ (institutionalization) » & T #3F | o
"ERFALA LR WP AR A F RE T A ERES

é

T~
B

ff-‘.ﬁ

(2) it A Fi iz i

Foucault & it 4" 47 02 3% > & 387 45 Wm B I g F & > 2 i 7 4
2AGHER O G vy THFRIRLE THRBHETF S50~

7 -~



84 £4D KT AEEH -RTH

B R &4 cnsed o m Smith i A 470 EE &I A3 76 & i ena
B4 0 o ra$¢m*4wig%%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ‘%iﬂﬁ?ﬁ“*@ﬁ’ﬁ‘
TR e - AR PR TR EOAL L R o AT Foucault R & 255 i
T EAVEREY 0 (FLFUECE & Smlth PIE_ M@t 5 ¢ A TRRAE
AR B IV AR L HEE R IR € R AR - SRR o

(2 ) it A 47 e 14

Foucault @it ~ 45 £ L #hE 5 %0 A HB P30 B 2 R F L7 0
BRI B BAE > B RGAPERE - A Smith Pl L«
RS 5 ATEE 0 P A FehT P B AR LB EHEE > hd S
A SR € B 0P o da it Foucault B4 R Mk 0 B oo
Py T By 2RAS N DR AapE % Smith $#36 i hB 4 IR

Rk g s 2 By s it s A FFS ST
ERTEVEIE

Foucault % it 4 5 - F 20140 R B > i frFg o (Ey - &) B
TR A TR B e oo bldeik A #E’ﬂfw\%‘ri‘}i.’&é%ﬁ (& HEHmEH %
il TR 1"95.5 R ) s > BRLLRE S Tz 2 e (8 B
Pogpdddof Ri) o 2 /é]m* de b i s BT 3F S 3 2 LA o A Smith #H it A
i SR A I“’F&g‘”*ﬂ ’rav’alyfxa?i‘mﬁﬂ?z'%;é,_rzv‘;}-\ﬁ;&?;x,g%

A 1T L fmRR A 457 > 4p ¥4 Foucault s 47 4 4% » 2048 & 1L 594 45 > Smith
AT ERE B R RAT s ST

#Aa 2 > Foucault it A 47 8- R 417 B % % sk
FRLET A 4RGSR R G TR DR AR
ﬂ%$%€§@¢ﬁ$%g%%$’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ%m\&m#%@,ﬁg%
A5 en 2 BT o @ Smith @it A 7 E - fBAL§ AT BT A sk
BoEH 2 AR g M s 0 TRALE IR (R o

M % > Smith # it & 7 ¥ 224e Foucault (#3244 andf 7 > @ S5 A& dE &



M. Foucault £ D. E. Smith # it 4 72 v #0 2 H 457~ 1 2 k7 85

E2 ~ Foucault 0 Smi th Sl F: #iTAO EEER

Bk it s R L R N A R A S PRk 2
LARF PR 2R AR o S e oot BT AE R 0 T
Gt Pt RS T LS PR E S I

-4‘:_1,[,4,\1:6-_.‘]_1, LL?{F\?"& o

itz b FAF SR Ao B T2  BER RF %0 LA H

2

Lycis s SRR L F 4R 0 P a0k R F Y o 640 Foucault f 4 48

T ginhdE > PRMEGRT > v 2 AR DAY > { hEF Y o
% & thit i 5 {4 (Kendall & Wickham, 1999: 39 5 Foucault, 1977: 32-69 ) ;

FUcpEhit R A PEME T AR ST LT AE BN R s
M EHE P gk (Kendall&chkham, 1999:40) - ¥ ¢t » j&_Foucault (/& £
B@p) - FF s A REHH TR DTREFAE 2 L frigRean
Ba g Ao AR A e REEZ A R o d gt AP LT R R - A
gy s ML Fh R anhi o B R § TRE, A
FoAL L2 8 ;i‘% €)% R e ihikdg » Fla 2 F}(}iﬂ;‘)ﬁ*ﬁﬂﬁ'u YA g EITA 2
A H 3 R (AL R 1993:16-21 )0 jE_F il b+ ¥ A A dpenfE e

FOER GH B DA AL A B #@H#mﬁ’ﬁjgmﬁnmgéviLg

T 5 ZEEEFIR > VAR IR ITEALGEER o

Smith 1AL & F R4 > BB G RALE L AFFEE 1 T2 B anll o B R

4 Tt engtpe | - @B p Simola, Heikkinen, & Silvonen (1998)”A Catalog of PossibilitieS'
Foucault History of Truth and Education Research”- < » i¥ jﬁ % Foucault ff £ 7 3 B2 3
gL VL S = & E N enE I8 B f (technologies of truth) » & 7 = /] = & —'m‘Jf ERk i
(techniques of discourse) ~ 7L el jirfe g 24 enfljir o Jb = A jiFx & )Ifaf‘- AR | A
f[’"“‘\"ft"fg” g %o A4 AR o o A LA FH 4’7,;’* Cepif gy | ehd & 0 Rty e
B e T Rin ) R R B R - A B BRERG 0 A B Ane
FAE BRI AL 2 d A2 iﬁ{Foucault {r Smith 7 3 4p § £ A4Re- >
4OEAE P E R T ML STk et mdﬁﬁw'w»J IS S

Pt endoe ) it hk e ¢ 4E Tk e gt THEE A THEEEs o



86 AT EHTAEER KT

LU P G BESRII BRI S

A fpEE #R %%ﬁm cLIe F&@ %o R F B —\,«f sl E'Jﬁk"]‘#ﬁ?ﬁ']ﬁf (Smith, 2002:
22-23) - j_ Griffith fv Smith(2005) (& te& 7 » a2 Bl‘« 1 i7) (Mothering for
schooling) — % » A F¥ 07 f3 @ hitdoR %3‘”;5 A BRI S B Ky ot B
30T FRER A BK R AR FRET R A RARDY Jt?z
FZFREFY P KFRF RIEA R AT
R BB Pird [EFFR 5 0 2
freng 4w
R N s MFK“ I RHBFIER S L BEREAIZS o Fa

=
A B A H A EM R {eF BB AR FRDT T E L i T AL I

T o K2t P

<k

FEEE S B EF AT AT

&%+ vv o Foucault {= Smith 4 3736 i FRFHE 25565 1 F 44 08 (70 A H 3058
SR AALE LA G MR B T 5 84 ’K*ﬁ A R Er
B AHER AL o A FAR B Al B F 5 0 (D H 2 it e P iE
* : Foucault 5 3 & it ehik- T fr et > hit £ § § A L fedn =5 @ Smith
Plinde 4 fTENI A3 B Shit S 25h R LR AL G L Pl 5 - (2)
F13 enpE R £t Foucault ¥ € frd Pk ey > PERF R A S £ 3% 5 @ Smith
MAFERPFIAEETZE > A LWNFE IR/ EEFHG 40X o

— smolE AT

A48 E_Foucault # 5 e A RE B A 7 Z A3 F & 5 A Mo N

\\\

() s e o %gpﬁﬂm»wiw‘ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁi R ReY
AR TR A L BldoRk F BT }ria ABEREAR S B)F P -‘fig‘é;i’?ﬁ DBy

4o A XL p AN (Foucault 1982: 208) o #n 'fq“ri'i Bty B4R
o Foucault 4 # A i & # A MR ZHEFT B IS  EFHF LWL A
LR SELE SE - A fj‘uﬂmL Boamit i k3™ > e R E
it - eI MENEARAFTEAL- AR P FR EF L BED TS
Hh G Ak o ips AREY LHE ST AR -



M. Foucault £ D. E. Smith # it » 72 v #22 H &7~ 7 2 for 87

AR EFCFET FACEES PR A 2

*@‘@&ﬁhiﬁib’*ﬁaﬁ’iéﬂ ﬁ L _@Q#

e RS e A S v - BELS

ﬁr$wﬂ~%¢#%ﬁ%ﬁwﬁ*" (RN S L S
v.— 4 - (Foucault, 1980: 117)

Foucault 4£/8 538 3 fenB $L g 3n i A %ﬁifum@g— BFHFTETFm
WA AR A EFER L e BELMRE @ A WHE B kg
TR AL R THE L - Foucault (1971b: 62-64) A 45 3 Rz it 4 1 e
R G ow ()RS AR A ot LF s & o BlAcRE ARA LA AR
FREEABADLE AEHNF RF AR R B QR § FFSE A
B cripit > GlAeifF € A LR R IR AR R fehY Wiz 6 P A A
5 (3)0 A A R (E o Do T € NBILE BE 0 P KT S R 3
wWMF S AFGHE A EEY > bAeR T D A FRFPLERFRAR K
P2 phcnd d ~fEFIZ BRI OB BER L ZHBAZTF A
—Rva*ﬁwuw’aﬂ*wﬂ&mmww, 243z (DF AmER
PR S p e A2 Q)7 RARA EFF S F LA RIZARM ()T
LR 0 A A 2 BAA (Simola, Heikkinen & Silvonen, 1998: 67-68 ) -

Smith 4= * #F i 4812 agency & agent & -2 > Z G A fER i - HE R

BR ;‘&ﬁ ¢ * chsubject 48 i1 > A it A @tz ¥ o= & (Smith, 2005: 223 ) - 4
LR F 2RI a2 v A9 A aaE o 4] A 4R B (Smith,
w%:%)oﬁﬁﬁ vl AR R oAl g o R IR 2 A
AR R E G BARM > A EARRE N - R BT & 97E- % (Campbell & Gregor,
2004: 115-116) v A AR - RN A F o A fBehp AN ‘Eﬁfrﬁ—éﬁhx TR Y AT
o PEIRL o ¥ - RIRE M A M b ey Ao Smith 1 EF S K K AR

5

i E
AR P T AR BT A

B A ;ﬁgﬂﬂ’—éﬁﬁﬂ{ﬁiﬁ‘ﬁi%iﬁ‘%wﬁi*
Flgeho a2 heh¥ = % (GE4 ) B30 B3 -4 1 (v 5 v e

H-FREHT YRR G (Sm1th,2005:105)o



88 A#F RV AEEEFE-—HTH

=l

“rr2 Smith 385 v A ALK FEE 0 A RBEF A NRE DS L
fodhit H— B4« 7 # (Smith, 2002: 35) 0 4 & & e it m,&%éﬁ? i
P fe>t o 85 free % (Smith, 2005: 127 ) @ i3 3 B A sg A M > 4 ¢
ALFTAE o FIFhETARAS M ¢ 2 § R kendhiE (Smith, 1999:
102-103 5 2002: 19)c @ ¥ syt @ 2 RPN 484 Spie 148> @ LA p i
% #4=m {78 (Campbell & Gregor, 2004: 115-116 ) § X 1 %8 o fads <> ApF >
% Jf O R B AR Ar e B T e efEi & Y - E W id o 2 (7 S4B Smith,
2005: 108) > iz P T A REE BT e AL o

=t vt #% > Foucault o Smith 4 45 % it B $30 2 48 i (7> 4p F?/%e =
(1) '«um** P EA o AT R AHERARY R - 2E R
Axft o (2) A MA@ kih o » LRnBl o 55 2 E“’ﬁ’*'frﬂ‘
EER ﬁ#ﬁa“—f/f@r ERQDE - ER L) i Foucault:}P SR R mx
Fom EAEEHI A BHASDE NSk R FADE TR ’)5 agency; m Smith
BIEr o] EAR o A M eh e fode ~ 2 et chit B0 o Q)% b H AT A M g
e : Foucault 355 1 W AGHE i~ a5 5 % AL & Smith35 4
AHEM G A HMBAIRE 0 RRET BRI g2 - (3)
Lt ¢ 74 50 (Foucault ,f‘:m’?Fj“?/w\ 77 hit ¥ A a‘}gﬁ.—féfﬂ e fE R BRI A
R R A hZ & 3 > BES T A0 2B 5 @ Smith BILF] A 803
CFE S IR R BALAHERETE T T v A e BB L
R

—=\

& @

11
g
=
\

/

o
ha

Fhit et @ 2 o Foucault 325 #it ¥ 2T @ ¢ M40 F gl Lo Bk B
FAMT HmARRPET > £ R i 5% Mﬁzmm;aga B NVECE &2
TN 3 RO P2 BRGS0 (7o MR $ 5k £ 5 & 407 Foucault
(1971b: 52-54) 45 :':#H,!rtﬁﬁ, i (D5 T Bz WAL KPR 0 7
WEAEFE e TRYE ) - FARRFAHT L E T %[Fﬁ%ﬁ—j T
REH AL AL EPEG 5 QFAJIEZNEY > GlAoR BHE > &AM
e i #HEEP LD FART o PR EBEIAE DA £E  (3)d



M. Foucault £ D. E. Smith # it » 72 #22 H &7~ 7 2 ot 89

iﬁﬁ@i m””’ﬁ—%ﬁ%ﬁéﬂi%ﬂiia’ﬁ&ﬁ%iiﬂ,z
FEMHmA ,T* G R B& I o Foucault (1980) A<E L9 4 > (Truth

=

mumwO-—vﬁk,Wﬁﬁazaﬂﬁﬂ:ﬁiﬁﬁﬁégi B AL R
} e

FoAREEG R v AL R e 0 L AR T
B

T LB el R A HE R B e s | o b 38~ & BIEERT
E Ry AR TMEE? B4 [ B AR A~ PR SIS R
e 4 g 2 o (Foucault, 1980: 131 )
FGhEHE X B ES 7€ A 2 o Foucault (1980:102) 3 i 4 2R,
FALEA 2 o oa ER? TR ef A1 BhA s oA FEd 0T

<
P BRGE R R T E AR RO B E

44 Foeh (3 WF) L i g S PRI q\ﬂ;/*’*’d’*f’);
Afeadt gy oo T fr?é;éﬁfé%ﬁﬁmﬁ#ﬁ&fi*p AR .
E AR IR frs}#sﬁé* B % e o (Foucault, 1977: 27)

¥R T
~=h

Foucault (1978: 98-100) i 41 ‘]‘ff' B 4 B 0 < pEE (D)) AR
Pl —driifoig 4 Apd 4p &> Rt @7 QFF R —F %E O A
BoA R 0 @ B SR mﬁ: S Q)T B — AR 4 i o B
£ BB AMBL AT A E S FHIEY [ (Dhik L 5 ERME E—%
denfo LA G Ad T RER TR T R RATE Y PR A
S OGBS > B[R S TR R ot AR kB
i (the deployment of sexuality) fr“uz‘:’»\rl Lo R AR Z I S 2 H
NN R R L N AU S RO JUEC T S T R
4] 4 v ep ¢ (Foucault, 1978: 104-105) - i5:iE 4 7+ i * » ¥ £ it
; a\i}maefw PR RS BN E G R g A AMH R oD 2
SN L BLAE F ehdvil > § - é_ﬂ’)% %ﬁﬂ‘ eieis > ¥ Francis Bacon rﬁ?ré%?ﬁ"fu

AR  FREAYRPIZE T e SRR A8 (7 F A 1999:71) -

4
=1
%» 4?}‘

st

@m}‘—

‘\1

EL-

Smith » B3tz 4 A8 eff 7 A R R E 2 fliad A g4 ~



90 &4 EHTAEEE —FTH

U SLIE B R AT o 2 A TF S B MR 7 R R4 0 e %m’
WPH IR EE O 0 AR T R BT P Ao A AR E 0 RAES
AR EREPE D AN AR L SRS HIR Y LR méﬂ- ’
% 44 gk (Smith, 2005: 111-121) 0 3 5 2 A e+ (5% 4 4p g &g >
PR e b e qoprd o KPR ¢ ko A KPR 2 AR BT FH

BA e A RS i ARA G B SR A A RARY
s EHEARLTFEFHE R T AR E > LT R
B (4o Bighit 23 5 Bhit ) A% 4 eIt i 4 (Smith, 2005: 212213 ) »
WE LA SFAF SR 4 (TR o ¥ATARIRRE % 5 Smith & - I Fp

‘w

BITR B GRS Ry CUARBEEL IR A RN HEM e
AG| o AR P Z R ST e E > AITH G AR
SEUFRATIE o DR AE 2 AMAY s o 8 2 B A v
PR M e (1999:79)

rbﬁd » Smith 355 SLILBE 0@ a4 o 3R GR F M BRG] A AL
AL g BB B T2 R Y AR A RS A B Do kBB Y A D
PR Ao HEHF LG = £458 i (Smith, 2005:212) 1 (1) K3F 3
Foop @~y *—dF g FFRA o kb ko A2 FREE
A(2) AL HFHA (rephcabllity)’ -2 MBI BB PP B AP
SR AR frkads o @ 17 SLIRRE e (T L e Tsk (3)* £ 3 =¥ {¥(constancy) °
AR R F A FREFFT LATR A 2 WA BN i
Bl doFld FRAETFFITRIRLG F-ALEA5

5% vt #i o Foucault fv Smith 4 47 3% i Bibres 18 4 & (v bl (% > 49 A}
2(1) pm#-—p:}*“ fofe Aenie® > % T2 > /B o (2) Fomkg g
BE o KRS B IR AR e 5 KRB R R 2 (1) Ao
g4 eh 0 - Foucault 332 5 Ao st 4 4p 2 4p & > e ke 2 OB 55 @ Smith
F'\l%‘ﬁ'xmﬁ‘»g%{% R BTHIEM G A 2 E2 AP 4 @A Lo
(2) & F7eh & B ol BF © Foucault 3& * 2 gLenpd (2 4 47 _.-gﬁg;{%pﬁ%,; i
JoAeRR L L TR O A ARG R e B A G A AR



M. Foucault & D. E. Smith # it » 72 v #22 H &7~ 7 2 ot 91

Smith PR 130§ RALE » A S Fh B4 Ol (0 ITE F Mady i 0 TR
AT R AR S T iLy Az A ki .

f~ g-.l-_ﬂﬂ E‘ﬂélb\

Zd i Foucault v Smith & T#Hit s ~T#Hit s 47, 2 T HdHp

,.

A SRR (TN B F e Y  LEHRE R KT AT EY 2T o

— ™ eI B BV e R SS SRR T U BV AR

J€_Foucault 4= Smith ¥##H it g ikt > ¥ 4r > 3 —%zj% F 5 7}5 i mﬁ% )

Hhodhit G ireafE A (T 5 R R RH R E e %Tg.krﬁg BE o A (T F it
B IRRAL > GEn T A fi%*«”%ii:f—j’" I FS AR R e g o B2
F ’£+_€' SR enpEl s A G a2 i &4 B ot Foucault fv Smith & {7 % 7
FE ik B B0 BR R T b s AR K

© Foucault @ 3 » # A #Hmit I - AR FEF L Z > THBORIL I D
B& AR UHIRG s D c R R e R R A B R 27
CARF S e R E P G EREHAH T LR TR L BE
o B3 2T M B 0 A b 4 R R T — Eed (2 A 4, 1999: 80-81) %
e j$2cE enz ¥ 3 o Foucault & @38~ & %EQ“E’?"JE F AP L AR o 1B BLenge
LE QR A AR el T TA - s A n Bg B BE
ST TNy ﬁJmﬂmﬁﬁ’@@rﬂwwlj;ﬂm%ﬁﬁﬁ
%

Fi S rﬂfﬁQ o @ Foucault iF %7 @478 &2 ¢ & £ B4R 5 >
% He g EFTREm i S 6 LS RRERER > Bk

MR B HRPOEL IR BB TR A BN
1ﬁr;&Jmﬁh&m Ak oo AP EKEL T AR R A R Y o T 2m s
Mewr Tamit | ¥k B TImgd | ik iz fh o ifsen T2bam g | sk
REFREAT 0 F IR i ahE Lo X B P 24 % % Foucault
e T2Lg@ s | Ty g FA VR e e



92 A#P RV AEELF-—HTH

00 B2 #% Smith % ) Foucault it {4 cnB B> frd 2R EX » Y
4 #$5 Foucault # i & il cdd % > 8 F FHh#F7 1 0¥ 5848 & - Smith( 1999: 98-99 )
##] Foucault et 7 3 B U dhd F 2 > Jp W A LWt 0 A 2 f i
o AR o FE AR b oo A AL B R ﬁkakﬁgﬁ%’
w3 4 Bakhtin %353 & peidhit o B2 B koo ds A S5k~ 1 iTaems
derlidhds o F AR B AR M o B2 PR - B B oAk g e
e s L2 kY o Foucault 2487 - L BiH4F - 48 GRS 0 H o
PV ANEIRAER 2 S > @ Smith frac ik BH B ¥ EGES Fioib €
Fnd ko RFVHHEF Y OE c AR AF T e AL EL R Y

S aC N Al RN S A R RGN iy SC TS NI E
%ﬁﬁi@%?“%Qvimﬁdo%4v$mﬁd@@%%p;’&ﬁlﬁ
TP T G ”»ﬁ’ééév’ﬂi%i B ¥ b AR IAL € F I o 4B > £ AT R A 0

IE R AL Wwwﬁ foeik g Bt 2T R A L A
%ﬁ%*%’u‘ﬁ“ SEM AR TR, AN BEN Y - PHhE
g

/] ° Smlth Léﬁ:J 16 3\ F‘um}? ‘:)‘“ ’ m1+ 'E) /\11 m%‘_é_ {’f+ NN Fﬁg

Wit R d ePpLEL 5 35 kAT 7 eh™ 2 B > j§_Foucault f Smith 3% 3% it
28]

By e E BT o VFR ”imﬁpfﬁﬁi,ﬁﬁﬁ@n%ﬁpi&pﬁ
FHRfHIE P F 2 R F R $’§$¢F®&bﬁWH,u
1“@%ﬁ*@ﬁ’%*mﬁ%%@wﬂ’zﬁﬁjﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ ey R
ARt e s HCT R AR T A AR A A iE Lfgyﬁ 1
WY e

BRI FALE o A ST (2001) (Ao s g4 ‘%ﬂ—UFwwm%
AT - AR e 5 b d TR AT 2 Rk 2 B e
THwd > R HER LR E F3BH 2 2470 FE R R
RIT 38— B o> AR F S~ REFmit ~ FAR > Ry @
ARG A REHE P U JIE A MR ERYG E R IR



M. Foucault £ D. E. Smith # it~ 72 W #02 B 457~ 1 2 k7 93

— ~Foucaul t 0 Smi th @I ATEVAE G #IERR] S

Foucault = Smith ¥4 % it ch4 37 AT 3 PR  JE 1 ~ BRI P 4%~ 5%~ B4
MR E RGO MBAO A Ranr RSB > A TEY o £ F I 2 o
Ay

Py

#T#’é‘_ﬁi%-. Bfed B> LHE-HE AT SHEL g D

Foucault " 7§ L4 @ * 3 o Ffo ki FF anpub 247 S - EHwiL
R EECRUSE AL ’iﬁd ZERNM L T A NHRE T AT FARE > U E
oo g4 ol §§m¢ % B % o Simola, Heikkinen f= Silvonen(1998: 69)j#+7
Foucault s7#7 3 B~js » 2427 - B = & FEF PP PR - & - 4 AT AT
IS 26 TR - R AR REFTRE - 6o F G Ao
A2 REFF - KR fE > RS #5 2  Foucault ¥ it A 47 03235
edo e ¥ 0L $TR R ARz A K S IABERBEE VFE DD ET
VALY BB T F B A o Ansen s Smith $3 i A 45 EARLITH B F
L Apdl 0 2 RIS Y AT OPBER > AR A PR R 0 2 Ba
WS M BRI G 0 RETE A 3 0 FA kY Foucault #if A1
wo BT RE T > R AR BIES

Foucault 4 + E#H it A 45 Bm A A (1) B> 5% p’% it B enifAR
ARG S mEES G A MABETERF NSNS (2) HEHBREL
ARPEER o URAD T - AP rmoR £ & 0 TSR BB
LA T AT 55 (3) t%i%ﬁﬁﬁ&%’fmﬁg BT E A T 0 M RER
KRR A 7 ;g"r#m;j—pm,; s pram E - W AFE I A WIREa 6 4 o Alvesson
4 Skoldberg(2000: 208-209):1 5& % 3% p :g GRr A BT & 7l hit ks s BA
B Ao AL g R B Y (S G S KA W T AR R A7 Lo

Simola % (1998: 83)~ % lﬁk,r P2 ARTHEFT LA TET e BBE(T
Wifr kT FaeniF L 0 A ie v A 00 fE o @ Smith i 1 AR A R
SACEL BN Y Rdem R g X AT AL N ED L BT 2 S g2 AR
H1 ;rrr'—&«frﬁ&ﬁ%‘;? Ao EREBEAERFRY ﬁkfﬁ_giﬁgﬁ—:@ AN I LA A
LR A S CERFERAFELFT ARG R T EA R e
ER - c2E m:f;,: £y ﬁ'# - A o 4 FAGR > Smith RT3 2 2 £ARD MY



94 4 2T A FFF-HKTH

AR E B o e FRA AL E 78k sl o TR i Foucault
ik A 45 iU 5 % B Alvesson fr Skoldberg 4 %2 Simola et al. & K o

A AT B frpE R LR 0 Foucault 12 T4 % | 5 A4 H» Mk &
BA LBl Bk st En-f TRAKE  BEFL A (7 F
> 1999: 2000) 0 EZEiNE B2 B L 2 2 R P14 2k ASELE - Hik
PR (S s FRERRE R BAPT L R
WAL 0 RS S B FIREE A 0 B 2o @ Smith Bl £z T4
g ivara ) fo T & SR A ARG S8 Rk £
”@K”“ﬁrm?ﬁﬁJEﬁﬂgﬁﬁ’mﬁﬁmiﬁiﬁﬁAﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ
SITRE o AL RN B odE R B enT A o d 2 A B R Foucault/»\ﬁ{
TESRES Eﬂm pE ik % et s B4R 457 & o Smith & 35 ] AL §
B G ihs A feh s BRI eh s EARGHR BT LG BT 4 &
TRELL S AETEY b VAL AR R 2 0 4 Fhofrd o
FLLORB o - HIESFER

BRTATEY oo 1 TR it AT Y | R b0 FASEA R
5 THEFigaiE S > 7k ® Foucault % it A 477% » 4 4R & K ifzscd ¥
FFF &G 2 FiEfhammit > T2~ B EHE o BT R
FARICE R TR A 6 B TR R o F AT R RS TR AN B
TiAricE ahfdEE e | E T 0 RIAEY Smith 243 A E2 2 M RR
Bro gk B e A0 WERIFL RIS 0 0 fRREF AR CE g
ﬁffﬁ%’”i?ﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁ B OF KR AT P R 0 R LA B
B o ik, AV ig- Hufgdfead ¢ 3 IR IswmE S A o
4UW@€’%3%|&dbiiwﬂhﬂiﬁ%5ﬁ¥%’ﬁﬂﬁ:



M. Foucault 2 D. E. Smith # it 4 47214 3 H $ % T4 § 2 fe7 95

o
7
i

rall

3

Bl 2 AR dhit chATE R 8 B

\

FHKR L ER R

Eﬂ?ﬁ'ﬁ?‘*?ﬂt?%m CHA KT A CERARCRE SR EFY ALY T
AR RE ARIIM A B 2 A4 e WilH A M PR E
P R AEAE & B ¥ ’frﬁig HuEdh o Vit AT T AR L S
TRV ) .

fe
FoFF AR B0 f2 0 L PUERAIEM Reh R R0 g4 T B Foucault v

v

= TP DD ~ K058 ~ EEEEVHIKIIEIREE R

Foucault fv Smith 3% I R R % fok A chfd (57 5 i & KT

Wi AR B R AR B - B KR nE 5 RS e

TR SIS TR ) FEER TS SO R EE g PR

TR =

Tl Ao g4 S LS o ¥ Y — & & > Foucault fv Smith ;FK%" el



96 A T ABEE T H

WMIAW LR i o LA omat {5 K1 8 o Foucault ¥ %36t 2

4 FisT A A Mg g o Smith 4 &

R R LR R 3 S b NN F ESUER  EE i f R
Bt et il o 4 AMY il i ps B A

Foucault 3% 5% it frig 4+ % & > & 5 E 32> $2

EREE T R L ER B s T

SRR i SRR L

e

TAiME G B RATE|RF
T 2. /?nuc 2 Smith #+ 2
AILRE Thin B B SRS foiviiidp 2 £
s AR o 8 55 ArE e B EE—’.{?}ig 1¥13E 0 & ¥ Foucault 3= 1 #84R 5 3 it e
SN S R ;Egm?x(smmlwwlzn B LR 3

2N

FAE E kAR L1 ‘frf""v% LA - EA A R 4}; L
ﬁ‘?ﬁ%ﬁ‘?ﬁﬁ*’?ﬁ%ﬁéﬁﬁ4ﬁﬁ“ﬂﬁﬁ“%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁi’
Bl b

B wmi iR c AWM R AR HTEES 2T o AERELF A

bE s =g

J_Foucault e 4 BLBh » f£4 R85 4 chll o 0N R LT (7 0§ g
FWEE > QeaomSs B ARG E B R HEE IS
(government ) » 22 4| PR E R ehA Jo 2 fe e 32 R ehp d o fjﬁﬁuﬁ" BIESE B

FEnp d B2 7 A Ra Fp A Eged s B o - TR R adrdedep
b7 LR - f87 #E (agonism)—4p 3 3 * 49 3 P ehid % (Foucault,
1982:221-222) > ¥ *h » i€ AR R JCEAHES A F 5 1 - R IR KRl ki
A oM B RZ ¥ - EF A g s p Aaika &% 2 (Foucault, 1982:

212) & - fai #p i g o (governmentality) o 7% I gt 0 X 'F" bl
Foucault fr Smith = # eip 112 e— 84 fofE L L M F 5B B > F 3L
RPN FUER S BT BRHEER

Fro h-mdY o 3 FARDAIMMEYE 0 3 FAASTHERELZT 0 3
Bl A L A s o L ERE R 1Y Y e &
BALMOREAS o 4 MRk A ARET B

BooofEA Ao
fmg@ﬁwﬁﬁﬂjwwﬁgﬁag\éﬁnﬁﬂ~%ﬁ#%§fﬁ¥wﬁ



M. Foucault £ D. E. Smith # it » 72 v #22 H 727 2 97

ARTAETEY 1o THPALTHE NI, L6 TEY Smith 24 %
AR AT AR R Rz o ARRALPIATA D A RPEPLT 0 4 E
- PR AE A 3 W 4 @ff#u 2ERACHAAEE  KFE 2o B
Il ﬁ%‘?ﬁ AR PR PR e - S AT T B RS A
TP EFES SR I AR o AR T A L B AT RK
BF o~ R AR 0 ) BT #ﬁ%ﬁm@" VA BTA BT SR RhE o e
FV BT p FRIRAE AN R (SR ST R ) - - M)
FUERRPATE P A LR A SAF p R FORT R TR

%?ﬁﬁﬁhk’iﬁ%%i S LA SERMEI R N R R
A el g Eh o B LA MR BE S K BEFLAEERE it
FoRee 4 arE o A I - AT IR G J LEERE > A &

g’—ﬂﬁ4'fr

BREXKTFT X g 7y ﬁv;‘%%l'frﬁ’é AR —IRARFIEA 2B ok
ARG B G R o LR AR T FIO R T A R A B A

71‘(71/_5‘." i%‘_li ‘;”’//’0

1 %

¥-3 E2)

%sl _ " &
1 | = | HE 2
14 P i
s 3 .
» i A7
I} = 2
R = P
T Wk d
—~ a

%

B3 4 & - 7K d BRI G E
FAL KR Y K p A



98 EAT EHTAHEE T

i

EEBRELP 2 B &P Rt A 4TA S 5 P FEF g ahd
hZo— o A BB Y A EEY dFE o B RAe T 5 Y
Foucault = Smith # it #7 7 97 2 B~ > /T}u Pt o T HE LT e Tkt
i) FZ ke B PRSP R

$23% 87 7+ Foucault f- Smith 357 4p I ki & F = (1) %t £}

jé?%ﬁ’iiﬁﬂﬁﬁ%°@)%ﬁﬁiﬁ#?ﬂ& A @B (3)

it & Qﬁﬁ%mﬁJ@“’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁlﬁm%ﬁ“°ﬂ)ﬁ4
v

ﬁ%%’wﬂé fiE 4 e ER L R R S

At ke ap R i & ¢ 35 (1) % &3 Foucault 58 23 36 it e0ig
ﬁ‘ﬁ%ﬁ#%ﬁ%mO&MhW$ﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁgﬁ£%\@ik@’jﬁk%
MRS R A SR el (T o (2) it A 15 {Foucault 3 st ¥ 2 P AL >
AR S LR L S BERNEE Il SRR Al R
A4 BT OB %447 Smith Pl AL € F AR > F* 4L ¢ B R L o
%ﬁﬁﬁkﬁsuk“wﬁ(ﬂk%ﬁ)gﬁﬁ’ﬁaﬁﬂwﬁyﬁﬁimﬁ
%A TRIHE R o (3) @it B Foucault 2 At H i ML cnF B L2
%ﬁk%4wi€’iﬁﬁaiéﬁﬁﬁ‘%*@m%k%a,&mhm& L R
BHEHERR e AR s RERERGHLE s AP S

¥ & > L4 4 X Foucault f= Smith 3 47 3 vt i 5% 0 3 ILH $in it &
KTFELEY G UThPE T LR - GIREPH AR TAL OV R RN
A5 0 (1) %t {id > 7 BA ¥ 5% § 2 o (2) Foucault v Smith
St AT E G AR A B £ T A o (3) ke o 4 vt A
- B RN O

%ﬁifﬂéﬁpi?%’ﬂiﬁﬁﬁi?%%°*¢$ﬁ&%ﬁpiﬁ
FnF EAE o TR FREY R P AR KR F LA R K
apﬁﬁ*ﬁ@:ﬁ?ﬁ’ﬂuﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁaﬁgzkp;%um@4ﬁ

-

)
o~
e



M. Foucault £ D. E. Smith # it » 72 v #22 H &7~ 7 2t 99

E”Wﬁéﬁmpiﬁ#’xﬂ%rﬁ B> B EFE B {

=P

hrznd o FARHE FHREE PR GRE AEIIREY PRy
B PR HE RREREHMTR RN FHEL S PERE ot
B mFARBNTFTALEZR P A ER > R A2 BT (B2

Z2EXR

T HA (1999) B o E A4 o

E4e (1993) c e d 35 (2 SF) e o4 Fn R (RFNEE 11972
<)

PEG (2004) 0 KATE HTIIE A Z—ARAL g FA L R AT o KT
AT ET 50 (1) 119-142 -

P& A (2001) 0 o3 ~ 4 ~ $48— )2 Foucault {4 /bt i®d54 £ - 7
gkﬁOW %& %Wg\& EHWMTEF]___FW‘Q ’#\4”{}: ;%—ﬁ °

% 7 % (2004) - Goodson FHAzg L 2+ Xt A4 o W2 SR F IR T
FREFRATE LG o KAdlm o o3 o

EXBER (1995) £ 1Ay — A HRT AL DY - B3 3% c BRFRELE
9 297-318 o

FLBERF (1996 ) 52 A chi Lh T § 954 chi % - LA IREH 10
119-146 -

Alvesson, M., & Skoldberg, K.(2000). Reflexive methodology: New vistas for

qualitative research. London: Sage.



100 447 = %7~ FEH —KTH

Balls, S.(1994). Education reform: A critical and post-structural approach.

Buckingham: Open University Press.

Butler, J.(1990/1999). Gender trouble: Feminism and the subversion of identity.
London and New York: Routledge.

Campell, M., & Gregor, F.(2004). Mapping social relations: A primer in doing
institutional ethnography. New York and Toronto: AltaMira Press.

Cherryholmes, C. H.(1988). Power and criticism: Poststructural investigations in

education. New York: Teachers College Press.

Denzin, N. K., & Lincoln, Y. S.(Eds.).(2000). Handbook of qualitative research(2nd
ed.). London: Sage.

Dreyfus, H. L. & Rabinow, P.(1983). Michael Foucault: Beyond structualism and
hermeneutics(2nd ed.). Chicago: The University of Chicago Press.

Fendler, L.(1998). What is it impossible to think? A genealogy of the educated
subject. In T. S.Popkewitz, & M.Brennan(Eds.)(1998). Foucault's Challenge:
Discourse, knowledge and power in educaaation. New York: Teachers College

Press.

Foucault, M.(1970). The order of things: An archaeology of the human sciences.
New York: Vintage.

Foucault, M.(1971a). “Nietzsche, Genealogy, History”. In.J. D. Faubion(Ed.)(1998).
Aesthetics, method, and epistemology(pp.369-391). New York: The New

Press.

Foucault, M.(1971b). “The Order of Discourse”. InY. Roberts(Ed.)(1981). In
Untying the text: A poststructuralist reader(pp.48-78). London: Routledge.

Foucault, M.(1972). The archaeology of knowledge and the discourse in language.



M. Foucault #2 D. E. Smith # it 4 72 02 B {5~ 1 2 kxr 101

New York: Pantheon Books.
Foucault, M.(1977). Discipline and punish: The birth of prison. New York: Vintage.

Foucault, M.(1978). The History of Sextuality: An introduction(Vol. One). New York:
Vintage.

Foucault, M.(1980). Power/knowledge: Selected interviews 1972-1977.(edited by
Colin Gordon)New York: Pantheon Books.

Foucault, M.(1982).”The Subject and Power”. In H. L. Dreyfus & P. Rabinow(1983).
Michael Foucault: Beyond structualism and hermeneutics(2nd ed.). Chicago:

The University of Chicago Press.

Foucault, M.(1978). The history of sextuality: An introduction(Vol. 1). New York:
Vintage.

Foucault, M.(1994). Aesthetics, method, and epistemology( J. D. Faubion, Ed, ; R.
Hurley & others, Trans.). New York: New Press.

Griffiths, A. 1. & Smith, D. E.(2005). Mothering for schooling. London and New
York: Falmer.

Howarth, D.(2000). Discourse. Buckingham: Open University Press.
Kendall, G, & Wickham, G.(1999). Using Foucault's Methods. London: SAGE.

Peters, M. A., & Burbules, N.(2004). Poststructuralism and educational research.
Lanham & Oxford: Rowman & Littlefield.

Popkewitz, T. S. & Brennan, M.(1998). Foucault's challenge: Discourse, knowledge

and power in education. New York: Teachers College Press.

Popkewitz, T. S.(1991). 4 political sociology of education reform. New York:

Teachers College Press.



102 dAD 2 %7 EEEKTH

Popkewitz, T. S.(1998). Struggling for the soul: The politics of schooling and the

construction of the teacher. New York and London: Teachers College Press.

Scheurich, J., & Mckenzie, K.(2005). Foucault’s methodologies: Archaeology and
Genealogy. In N. K. Denzin & Y. S. Lincoln(Eds.), The Sage handbook of
qualitative research(pp.841-868). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Simola, H., Heikkinen, S., & Silvonen, J.(1998). “A Catalog of Possibilities:
Foucaultian History of Truth and Education Research.” In T. S.Popkewitz, &
M.Brennan(Eds.)(1998), Foucault's challenge: Discourse, knowledge and
power in education(pp.64-90). New York: Teachers College Press.

Smart, B.(2002). Michael Foucault(revised edition). London: Routledge.

Smith, D. E.(1999). Writing the social: Critique, theory, and investigations.

Toronto: University of Toronto Press.

Smith, D. E.(2002). “Institutional Ethnography”. In T. May(Ed.), Qualitative
research in action(pp.17-52). London: Sage.

Smith, D. E.(2005). Institutional ethnography: A sociology for people. New Y ork

and Toronto: AltaMira Press.



M. Foucault £ D. E. Smith # it 4 72 0 2 H v~ 7 2 for 103

The Comparison on Discourse Analysis
between M. Foucault and D. E. Smith and
Its Implications for Educational Research

Mei-Huei Lyu”

Abstract

Discourse analysis rose against the conventional linguistic research in the late
twentieth century, and is the major research approach in the modern times. M.
Foucault’s unique discursive analysis approach provided a new thinking model and
method for educational research, and caused multidimensional practical applications
and critiques. D. E. Smith’s institutional ethnography was influenced by but
detached from Foucault’s discursive concepts, which created a different approach of
discourse analysis. This article focuses on the methodological application of the
discourse research. The researcher firstly compares Foucault’s with Smith’s
approaches on the meaning, analysis and technique of discourse. Then, the
implications for the discourse and educational research are as follows:(1)Changing
the meaning of discourse could encourage the construction of alternative discourse
research.(2)There are much possibility of complementing and joining mutually
between Foucault’s and Smith’s discourse analysis.(3)Power, knowledge, and subject

form a recurring conditional relation in the technique of discourse.

Key words: discourse analysis, Foucault, institutional ethnography
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