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<Abstract>
A Study on the aiming point of metalinguistics and teaching novel
Seon, Ju-won

Novel discourse assumes the intervention of subjects within a
discourse reacting, reflecting realities of life by language, make active
estimation of value accent on realities of life as a reciprocal autonomy
within subjects.

This estimation of value accent can be understood by a research on
the polyphonic ideology with simultaneous discernment on the inner and
outward context.

Inner subject of novel discourse, each keeps peculiarity, is related to
the others always, can make autonomy of each by this otherness. Inner
subject of novel discourse extends significance(ideology system) of each
by otherness, affects writer, reader constantly. Inner subject of novel
discourse isn't the object prescribed one-sidely by writer and reader, is
stirred ideologic changes to the writer as a second reader with his
discursive system. Reader reconstructs novel discourse by reciprocal
understanding process with discursive system of inner subject, but
understands, interprets inner subject of novel discourse within domain of
his cognitive horizon. If we say reconstruction related dimension of
teaching novel, say that a learner constructs new novel discourse by
constant inner dialogue with characters of novel discourse(inner
dialogues made by formation of hidden arguments, mixtures), cross
dimension of understanding and interpreting of novel discourse.

T eaching novel should be understood as a formation discursive made
within understanding system that keeps reciprocal relation with
otherness to each other, keeps each- peculiarity of writer, text(discourse),
learner (reader). Teaching novel must be that a learner constructs
meaning himself by activity of understanding, interpreting on the novel
discourse by curriculum of teaching novel, must be a place of education
as activities with cultural practice and reconstruction.



