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Abstract

In post-war Taiwan, language as a category of difference hasn’t been a dominant
discourse in the ideological fields or in the signifying chain/s of ideology. Besides,
language is not exactly so articulated with ethnicity/nationality in social semantic zones
to fall into a overall language-ethnicity discourse. After all, O’ Bin-Siong(O' Min-Hiong)
is a linguistic nationalist, and his writing exemplifies one kind of language-ethnicity-
nationality discourse. This article is bound to approach O Bin-Siong’s diaries written at
his teen age in terms of ideology: How did he take some ideological positions? In other
words, how did the contemporary social structure or discursive formations position or
‘interpellate’ O Bin-Hiong as ideological subject? Which positions did he take? Does his
position-taking as such or ideological repositioning demonstrate some kind of social

change?
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