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P 1. Belzke B 0. SAx¥ $e49) 445 &1
PI. shlulzd AaE G4 A A 2 A5A :
Do L a4 w4y :
1 #9438 7% 2. Ax% Fe49 FAH

2. AaEPAolE1: A4 24 %4
4% $949 44 (1) AW BARAAY A}

3. AaEssol 2 94 &% 49 474 :
2% Fel49 324 (2) A ARAAS 2

4, GAxF FeAY 284 £% ¥4 94 :
541449 94 3. Az He4Y g4

P 5 YAAE ¥4 A 54
I V. e

1. 50{Jl= &

du 5 A7 @234 AFS Agse shivted JEA AT
Fe1A Ao A3 gelse] 26 gj& FFolh 2E vl ofF A %3
A Hae] dedo] glol o] B4 AL ArdEA Frxle A g
& A 533 ¢ch(Thompson, 1984, pp.279-280).

2 AAAE GA4LEA A ezAe AFezA, o= olE & k1t
sz astols] & P& 1AW E EFete olA A S A3 ¥l o] o E%
] ¢4 2 % (philosophy of consciousness)2] < ol 4] ol A3 AL £

g e A3 gel 2oz ARE Fie Aol

29| o] 2L BAor xEF AL FReA A 2
roaAe dquaste oAs, T2 =% el FEAES 49

* Agd ATt AR,
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FUAZ T v Hgeh(1973b, pp. 168-169). o] weEw xFo w4
(instrumentality) 0 2, z2]x 43282 AFo]d e z]%(orientation to
mutual understanding) 02 EAAYAE Aoz Az FUY 4 gl=

7kA <1zt o] o] )

olgh 2L xFI} A5A4ge] FEL 29 F5] Aoz delsuA &
T Pt JalaF P99 FHez AAAstH JALEd Wzl
rat 4L 274 P40 YEE =74 P AL v FUA
A3de] 7ol He, okxEx, Zzastelr] S Ay v o] 2L ¥
steid 28] @AE FTEIE F23 Ao =

Fefrtas okE2 § Al v ol £o =74 o] W ¥l o]
oA E AT o el W EA HoezM Folo] wdsolor Hn =
TAH Felge] Aoz Folo] sirs s} sE FAd OE LuE
dfe 74 FYon, ey 274 FelAde FRue AAsH 29
ok £} (1984, pp. 372-390).

FHlA e A =74 o)A 2] ] gH(critique of instrumental reason) o
T Z715F2 A 0|42 u] g (critique of functionalist reason) o 2 9] 7 ko]
o St etae Abd fe) stete R A A EEE Wl RRFH )
3 £43 F9HA, clE2x, 32astoln] SO RAzte] date] FEaw
A, dule] A3 el stel 3 $AL A 5FA o) 49 B4l o msk
Holok drtx 2ok o] & 98 sulmtiE stiEzsol Fmie] HAo]Be
259 o & AU AAFYH FAE @Fo] FHA =9 u]Ho] Eo
E9] gt

°ol¢ T JeFeH R4 viAoze ABL ¢ YAxE FAo
29 Ade] 23t AolH, YALE Fel Ao 7utdt EFH o]Ag v
FHE A o) Fo] Ao}, suluizoe] Qo] 27 FeAH YALE F
ege] AL Ars e Aol Al A A (system) 9} A} 4] A] (Lebenswelt)
9 dzez vehis, A 23 A BAA ) 473} (colonization) 2= &
9 AbE 9] gl E v gsle Fo o] B850 Hr}

olsh ZE ety ARe B umar GNLE G4 AR
ST 29 gAaFolE KA Atz e, 2 s A o8
BBAA ] Aulsle] g gAaE F2Ae] 226 A% Aoz, = g
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die olg 2ol AAFLE T JALEE TEE £ Y A4
24 SAxE FeAde) AW 2 A4 FF Aol

ujotms] SaaBol o] ZE SApaEel WA (reality) 7 o] 4 (ideal)
o9 ¥ H9¢ DIThe ol 2L AALE FAS oA Adse 2o
AsE o el 4 BAse 9k Aoz malth LxE $A o9 ol
@asle] dehte A42E P49 FAA AdsHE $4 2o EoIE
W gelsz, 2 Geez 19 o, §3 dALE FHAe Y] 2
L 2AAE RES ¥, 2 BARE THIE Ygoed GAsF Fel4
o 4ad EAFAT 244 A54E 248 w2 ok

I. stsiotAac] S|AAS EElE HE
1. g9ARY 72

st upae srao wlw o] AP S Adel A WA 29 JAeF
P99 Ade TAAUG Has e FA A ARFAE JeiFE
o BAE WA, wFAez Az e FAAY FARIS} gAAAE
Fysied Avgod, webd 2ol AL 99 FU4E A4 @
Hulx EHce Aelth shulslat o] B¢ vBHAA WFHez SAY
)4 4] %] (purposive-rational action)s} ] A% & 9] (communicative action)
£, 23z 2% PHo Aitste FHAE TERT

“zAgd 9E TN e &4, F Aed £ 94 1d
Az AAF Suzie] Adge] ARAeA oD & Ak P FAAA
o] 744 SuidA Feiad 4 At Fo AL Vg ez o
£153 A9d A4¢ a7k, AR FAHL AHIHY &upE F
23 AAAAY WA dAAe 2FA"(1979, p.117). olg 7L FA
@24 P9 2L = FAAL 44 % P9 2 2 $EA} HFHez
4, F£d

“JarzE P9E A2 F29 71€A Fhdolvt FRAHYY ARH &
el os) 4 FelstElE Aol ozt P9 FA AA7AF FFAEe A7
3 sH5Aolgts FHA-AAAH Zddd o8 FHAFE F YE Aol F
Ageld P99 FsA (AAY} £4A4 ) A2 (true knowledge)
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o &t wd, AA2EA P99 ST e
(propositional truth) ¥ v} ojx4 T3} Fyo AHFAo|=}
Zrobzl v} (1979¢, p. 119).

St vk oloh e 99 FEE Fol YA YP= A A g
ols YAtxF € oA xgA FAolzn B}, & oL P FHL
AN A G} PS5 Aol wheb g3} o] FEITH(1984, p.285).

A

%74 Az
2510] 4

rir

(B 1 g9inde g

494y T A A ¥4 ol 3] =] 4
¥4 4 | =74 49 -

i | awdas | aax% us

AFAA A Y] YA=2AL AV FAAA EgA L] Az gy
A A =] o] fo EFT. ol F] ol ETAYH P& 43
o A SAtaEE B FTE 59 WA o =A oA P99
FEE AUk Supetzst o8 go] YARY L AFARE AL Y
f 2Ho] gAxEY el Qo] ‘ClAED o] o8] o] FelArtm miE Ho
At

2. S[ALEHRI0IE ] : SYMLE EElMO AY

sulmbze] glo] Al3)e] FelsAL, ¢4 AL, YA2E P99t
FAGA G919 Felol A 2uach o9} 2L A PSP LA
71 913 2= A FAA (life-world) 9} A A) (system) 2= o] A A3 QL
AAGE. AFAAEL ‘Ao’ & A2 ot 4FH ADAA] S Fate],
AAAAN G F7h2A9) AAL 3} (money) 2} 32 (power)o) 2hi= ZAu) A
(steering medium)ell oja] zA=re], ARLAAY TAH Yo 75
23}

shivhzol glo] JAAASY Y ARAA vle] Lol s o] Fof
Ach 2E ARAAS F5E, v H24e) =% EAHCE olo]
el A28t f4gct dejde Z JALE P9lo] WAD AR
334 F459 FedFAL AFAQA AARozyy FF, ¥ =4,
e $2& 2@t FE, =93 g, 5L 544 A5 vgez
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ny Lesle] o] g, AMA FE, #FA ¥#E A=zl 3
HAAZ FA ol e THA PAAAE AZAA AL 7T
< 593t

Q@AAL Felse JLAA 2L AAS A E zA@t ¥nhE
= gu o Ado|gte =AY A=sE S AAAASt AAAA A
SAA 22 Lels ot £0h(1985, p.318). AAS ¥ AA L 2A
oA 2wl ABAA tal AAA} ARAL g5 AL d=3ie], 4%
AAS BANA med AFAAZYE EHHE AL vt

39 Felst uA AstFHA LS At GRAA LS golA stdEhs
S rhas 2ozt Wl ols e £ AAdA 2= Aol oz A
A 2EY Leso] AFAL 5T AAS H vdoprhAd AZAAE A
A8 aFo] FEAANo2M ob7sE Aolgtx Erh. F¥ivtee o3t
Ao BAL g £ AR e 2ol ANt “wEstd AL
AAE AAY A5 2 gAdez =48 YAl o8 L=
ole]l E&H gk AAY aFel ¥ JAAY BFez £FHAAE
ol23 5L AA AAAS AP Axe 2TFE 2HHA dE ¥
9 WolA ‘wAql A%l (inner colonization)zHe WelH FeE M
o} (1985, p.305).

Sul ot o)} L AA T YEAAY AUsE A3 49
A S A M)A 7] w33A (exchange relations) 2wl A A g} (1985,
p.520). AELFe| wrede] whet AA Wl Fel FAA syAAS} FAA IHH
AA FARe 22, AFAAL Gl QoA E ool HEdtd A4H I
o (private sphere) s} &4 % (public sphere)o] FAHet. AAE A3
2 auiE AEAER, AL £59 A4 F2E A&A T
A Az T4

28 AAAAG Ad 99, FAAAS T4 4942 ZRIAAA
za3 AL oldEdolgE A=A U7 24 A GE FA=AUe
o] 93 dAHJGE Adelk. shevlze] Po AA St PLAA Aol
ZBFAE AA Y SulolA £ 9 G2 o] TR AAAAE =F
FEo el T, 2uAS Fo0 dAE AF} $9¢ LI+
PAAAL zA A 242F, AFFA HAsAe AAA 2AL
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AFFozA FAGLS 2@l Eoldch. ARAAS BAAA 2,
AA S AZAAL 2RBAE AAAA QAL mgalst zulAe o
Fol 314, AAAANAE 2A} FAAN] J2el o) FAA,

ogt 2ol AAel Qo YRAA AFHo2A AF2e BEF 27
% 5% 99 94¢ A4o2 ot AL E Felde) 240 94 o
At 34 999 £d¢ a2 pisast AAsE v 2o F4
Aol A G2 B F79 Fol o8 YAIE WFFA A&
HFFHoz Ustsle] AANAEYS n@drt. ol o] WFFYH o
AYAol Red WFFAo2 WAHAA AT Ade AAH A
A% o2 y8 WA g,

ANES Af2e EEe AANE 34 4L oAl v wdejze
Az 239 SHol wet A% Ageleks 2ANAe) Ja) 245 E
A58 SEAAZ A5 Aok T o Offentlichkeit)s] 25}
o 4 (1989, pp.181-195) ol wlclel i o4 AA<] Aol e oHFol
344¢ 2 2% 7 ¥3E o4 &2/ 77 Ak

szl @2 34 99 QAo el WS sz 57

A 92 (19792, pp.200-201). $A% AHHA EAE FA EAZ ABA
A AL FAQ Aot EAE $3 T4 o]4 (public reason)o]
ol 2% 9 FAL A4 MHE AL dulah 2 W4 9
o F4q FA AAL 34 g9 AAQel AF 24 A3l A
oslel $AHE WHo2 olrbl HAek B3 ek oA shol o3 2
Ao ool @ x weoe AMAFY ool Falete AFE T2
AshE A oA A HAE Fehe Aol ohiet AHel a4 o)q
of $AetE 7 T2 Ao

3. SAMLSHR0IEID: 2AAE B2lye HEY

shel vk, 4 A A sk 2L FARP Y FRAA ek oA
£5H 9] Fol ol gz R 5ol WA AeA, F J42F F
49 A=A J12F Bz @k 2ol o] ol gz ulRe o E
A AL J12AAFE AL A8 J1ad 2uA FgEelt
(Thompson, 1982, p.116). 2t A%HAANE 5& AA44F P9l 244
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oz vAlsl 9 894 F7(validity-claims)e] 2]§t =% (argumentation)
o] olvlgzsu#e] AGAY J2E AFTH T4 £+

ol rtae AL A9E 2l AAD A FA9 A6l w &
2.4 (effectiveness) F74-& vl L3 S5 &4 ¥4 (teleological action, o]
%74 instrumental 3] 9} A A strategic FH 2 oA FEE ), =) 2
(truth) F#4-& v 3t F44 o84 (constative speech acts, = | 3}),
93 €A (normative rightness) F#4-& v x3be T A4 29 (nor-
matively regulated action), 2] # &4 (sincerity) F4-& W 3= A7)
=84 34 39 (dramaturgical action) 2 /3 5t} (1984, pp. 328-337).

gl atat A £E H9lo WAL B4 F4E 5 AT M
< o] i=Zo] & (theory of argumentation)el] £]7 ] Aggc. 25 7
zo) §44 ke FEHE Edle] P44 =2 (informal logic)el] 4 ¢
A =29 xgld FzE ol&A v 4A FE9 994 A§ud
(1973a, pp. 243-245). spuj etz EHl9] =30l &0 € FEA4 L AAHA
ul, =ZzAd WA e 2HHY BHEA 27} (universal validity claims)
3} 2444 %74 (conventional claims)9] F¥& F¥3| A XU o] g
14 (1984, pp.36-42), AZe] A% I Pl AT &#F
4 FAe web Ef3 =594 (forms of argumentation)g- Z=Thi £t
olo] wet EEAF A FAL Ede FHEH A9 T4 Ad=d 4

1
o ¥

= o]&4 = (theoretical discourse)o] 2 =FF 4, T4 #H3AFH
& yEee FHFAA 99% AHA FE(practical discourse)o] T =
zgAe, zelx W44 FA¢ e 454 d9€ J8A 6E WA
= o3 el =FY4 ¢ Zevh £0H(1984, p.23, p.334). T
(B 2 ANABUARYY ESHAL E12Y Fu
T2 o9 % 39 | addAasy | =3a¢ | wed 72
2424 49 | A%A, A¥Aez l ogd HE | mE4
(=74, A%4) | F¥¢ A4
737 999 | 494 aed A4 | ded we | md
FeFA4 99 | =94 484 A4 | 484 ve | 94 94
A¢4

434 #9 | wlegd 4R A4
5 DEE R E:

Aed v@ \
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vl whEw, ¥]#@r}53k(eriticizable) €34 FAL AFHoz nE 9
AEY Y Sl HAHAG GRS QoA 2 R FA A
o] o] F-o}xlc}.

4. 2 AAE Bf2l4e| H¥IsY  Fxe| B2y

ojst 22 AEYAEel 72T Frt2d A xF FelAe £4L 9
A% AN E BEYA S S96lA 23 2 o] (Thompson, 1982, p.
120). 2& A€RN7F AN4E G99 244 SHEL vjFz glov,
olg 22 AP £AH L Fd F2oE dAaF g9 f¥L, 27}
E e vhs} o], “¢4Y" (pure) Y ALE P91 F3o] 5o} (Habermas,
1984, p.328; McCarthy, 1976, pp.476-477).

suleat oo £4% A4 FHS mulo] oy ¥l (Heller, 1982;
Thompson, 1982)-& 214 3}=1A4 (1982, p.228, pp.235-234), o] &} 2 7
Aol YAxF FY ool 7] Edheich g HddAldA FAE 5
Ue YataE F4, EEIAY ol ohE FAe d&¥Ys, dA4H o
<P o9 AAAQ dEPS F4, AAAA A&V 0|99 HA
d A9 B4 F G d4H F4o] 9 F kz £oh(1984, pp.
329-330). =z 2 AI FTEE £FT ZEIAS dAxF 949
o FZ7F Fxolde =23tnA s AAEY A3FE F49 ez
o] Aoz F43}w1A (1982, p.228) FAHolxz FAHel JALE FA4 9
EAoz voprtA] gt

Aaad T4 44 AL g EFFH 49 d4A EA Ao
g BTl A St ok dek. FntaE gALE FE A AAH EA
FAE FTA 24, FES o FAHNA JALE FelAo] AER
A€ Weko A ‘o] A o 3}4H3 (ideal speech situation)e] FZ L A
Agtet, o] AA g delA 2 FHE ‘dutAd F3 27 (general symmetry
requirements) & t}-23} 7t} (McCarthy, 1976, p.484).

T4 AA R, ZE 243 FJAEL A £ EH (communicative) ¢ £
AE T 7 At 4T 73 E Hlozd AAE 23 AFgz A5E
T AESF ok e Aotk EA, ZE FJAEL 774 (constative)
AEYAE T F g+, F AEL A%z, F49 =AF gAY
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 9E 298 73 F AFezA AT oud AAE A v B i
dA ALHE do] YES fok e Aol AA EE FAAEL E
¥ 4 (representative) A<PFAE & & e, F AV 9%, 7F, 9=
£e 28T 4 It FLT V8 E sl o2 GE ojdA AZAA] F
Zo] glo] €38 BolxF Fof ks Aok WAZ, EE FAE
& 374 (regulative) A€PAE T + g€, F 9P, Pz, 3
Fotz, FANE 59 #4985 T F A& FLR V3 E A=A AW
Aoz §Fol 53L& AAA FEF seok ke Aol

s uhast “A8A A Z2AESNAY AAA AFEH F3Aglo] AFT
A A 233 94 (dialogue constitutive universals) & FAE 4 & °] A
(ideal)ql ZA+e] %7 (1970, p. 141) &2 A2 3tE & At4F 53 (communi-
cative competence) & o] 44 w3} 3o FEE AT AaF F AL 7]
2870 & Aold.

o]} & o] A ustae] Wt stumhze] A FaFd vHA
5]o] $id] (Thompson, 1982; Heller, 1982; Ferrara, 19853 Therborn, 1971),
ol w# FulutaE HZE AF] ol & HolA ol FAH WHEF S
A =2¢ 53 o4 Aol Ackz (1982, p.235), =7 H°]
A 2 Lol E AgsiA fAul, A3 2R RE FEAE AFs2
o, 2= AxE G4 20 HE £FH st AA FdEER
A, A# AAe oA BE FA I WA dubAd FH=A, EA 2
A4e 2o A §gAq T w2 54T A T, e
32 AA A2 EddA A5HYE =39 4AF 5T AATHA84,
p.25). ol & AR FAA AL i FHL o FH HFHEF
o] oyde] X&H oz vtz £ ALz YT BAFE A
o}, oA Fulrtzel oA 2% FeA AAdL A el A’ (procedural
rationality) © & <} #] £l ¢} (Bernstein, 1983, p.191).

ol gt o] shmbze] QoA E ol 4A WIAF, mE F7] AFAA B
e =22 308 AR FAo] oFA, F3I AMA o =AHH= o
gl AR A3 FoA o9 F2E 5 et AT dAEe BH
3 FolA oA ged], =& od A Fg A A WA ol ok
g AL E FelAe] A44 EA G FAHA FLed, dAaF Fe
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Ael ‘4 (pure) Frite] FHFe| Aoz A2 g Lot
5. SIMAE B2lael g HlE

e kst A A AE dAlaF FHAY FHo] AAde 22 A
AZ A3old 2E A Fote AEFAAA A FA S Fo], A 9T
SqA£EE 7S A FE ol A4l st ool Z' A Aql
A3 87 8§34, AA gALEAE ddAg =53 gy, 2
2]z )5 o <A % (discursive verification)-2- £3F §e]2d T =2 &
ok=l 4= ¢lr}(Hesse, 1982, pp.100-101). o]} & & A 4% FelAe 7]
HE g3 22 27 AolA d4A sbsAel AGs AYA Hel, o
A Aol 3 FES B3 JALE A9 A4 EAG4 AF
754l =AY 4 31g Aolrh

AAA 2 Spujrtae 27]9] =53 435489 FEE =7F P59 9
At2E F2 APtz ded, 4 2 =57 4248 44 =
TAS A3olfAFHon YTz, ¢l 714 (anthropological) el =+l
A€ Ave 9% L9 (monological) 0 2 A 5= gl o= (Heller, 1082,
PP. 34-36), “olzt SAtALF ‘YS9 (action) & AEZolH e =2 FTIE
TEAQ dolA HAAH oz Addt. F vt ALF Tl A7
A7 22 A A 9l =% WA =) F&(inner logic of argumentation)
£ 7499 99 (realm of experiences) & e34 F3¢ 53 F4Hd =%
Hdgoz YA Aolg ¥ 4 slvh

ArAEAA L =Foldt FAAHQ AdFAY T3 2L FA A (determi-
nacy)®] 23 AY, FAT=E, F7] 3 2L 3 A4 (indeterminacy) £}
A7) Fdee 25RAE WEsz e A 224 (Crespi, 1987, pp.
423-424), W¥izt o] dY & FT AAY Spurias} gALFTHAN A o
<3999 ‘2dA4q 44 54 (universal formal properties)sh-& 73}
T AL YgaaF P99 E 4715 dolA FHeoz HYIE odF F
a1e) ¥o|c}(Giddens, 1982, p.156).

AL sentart 274 P99 GAaF P99 FYSolA At
T ¥E49 TH4 722 ANz e BuolHdL) =T A F (orien-
tation to mutual understanding)el] 33} Zo|ch == AFAHq AFS F
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2lHae 712F Az bz 214 (1979, p.63), = 8A2A A 9
A% FARAEL T JALEFHANA A=A Gopok st A
A48 A AL 2Pz v BIe ¢ F5F VA E HH ok e
Axge AAzAE Sk g, EA FdA ZFA 2fALFY
A7t FE9 olgolgte S A FAglo] wolEA A 7 Felst AT
F4 iz Fde AL AVA e A S0l 51990, p.93).

e o] 9} & Azolse AFgolzte AT FEH AL AHeAE
FEY c19go] 44 92 F Ut AFAE E%E LT ol%e] ZF
e AFdAE A4S Adste Aotk 53 254FNA AxF
FodAEo] Asolse =2& shte] A=A AAFHn gAraFel 3o
ik 3= Ao] £a) 7} =) (Heller, 1982, p.28). o8 & AF+= &4
Aoz 44 A& 4§ e, dF o ARPe] #Fo| opld FH,
7259 AL 93 dAaF A FAF] SdAE A A stHeA
GAAEE 58 259 dAclzge ANE HAdd ok 2, T HFoE
Z5E F Aol JArxFe Aol AAN2A Fejslelof @t

Adse FdAe FAoA otz ol AorA oAaF T4
3} & 24 (power relations)of] 3k ol FujopaE gatas FHAH
A AR FAE A FYEET A Al F AR FE
of ¥AY olynl ATVAAE =AE AAY 242 dgH =gt 4
4% 8, gAxF gelAo] APy AT 249 HEAAE At
JAtaE FeAe H4F A5 24 dilMAE JALF AHE FH
Ado] PAstn BE ol AY A o3 rtaFo] TAHLHT B
E, YAaFolE oA AF L AdHelx EAH EA ok vtz
7} sheiei ko] AT E=Aol A Jieke| e qlejgte] o] E A7) StHA “dd
o} = A|uj s} A}5)A 7 (social power)e] oA oln] 2Ags FHL AP
HAA FEd 7191977, p.360) 2 FASFAAM sAcke|E vl #IHA,
A3 ZERAELEAQ vlzd dHAE FA, ¥A, ALY 74 5
FASZ gvtxz vBste ded, olgk 2L vgo] 2z Ar] A=
A4"d F Jd+ Az ch(Berger, 1983, p.198).

a4 FelAde 44 A5AE A d gl AF9 4 & 29
3 g g, 2 o] EL dAFATE A9 T 4 AUA 5 =z (Heller, 1982,
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p.28), =3 A13A A3FEE FASE o THA Fwo] A¥uc o F
z3A 2 7A$ stE=Fo dE s sFg2 wlhA 93] 2ot (Giddens,
1982, p.159). SjAt4E H A} FH s otz dEHFo|Ee] A
F3tet 2A G35l o] Eo WA HAAE dAraFelAL A HAE
AHAA =2 1 Ao A F¢aof & Zo|

I. SIMAS g2l B EMIAL JHsH
1. SAEE gy

Qo] A AHE kel o] Fuwlzst A AT oataF FEA Aol
AU e FAFHolz o] 3FdAHd HAFE FTEHIZ ALF FHA9
44 EAFAE TAEI] A4 Fog AL gAsE FAHo oHA
s ol of o g i utad AEE A AA R JALEFAA
Folo] dejutsrl e EAll HE dAHe FEHE FdlAFEH Fda ok
& Zlojth. AA=z dAxF Aol AALFAANA BA JlEIn
Qertel A3 FAE 4 stokeie]l ZAEA s 4o AF AEA Az
szA gtoh shodeie] A A4S olde A d 4 A wA e
FAE R Foz2A BadA asF FHAY AE TAHE ° 28
Aol & & AL Zojx nozl

ol#l & HFYH Aoz BE Jiriele Stold ALY EAEH ol
70 (Heidegger, 1962, pp. 182-188)e 2] A3l o]sie] HALA-& A= ghet,
2E Stoldl AL olH9 ATF2E AL ‘AYA’ (prejudices) o] g o
2 Atz AFF o2 FAA FYuE ZHE Aoz EASCL
AQAL olgle 7oz FAAZH(1982, pp.239-253). o] JAAY
H2EE 345 Ao 5A7 HAAH (horizon) & T4 3 A A Ee]
AE FolA Fdgol A5s 2 wsislo] vriohs ko] A4 (histority)
ol 7llgte Ao zA, oo o] o]t L FA9 JFAHL JiovE
“e3 kAL (effective-history) 2} H£}(1982, p.267).

23049 44 TRz FA%E 4P TAH2Z HXEL #4
Ao A Lol A A TH AL AEd] 2 L AF HA AYA
o3 Fdalel TAHE 54 A= AFAI =712 7Adele d4343
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o] B&s AE Ux AQAC W FEH FFo] oz Elo] vtnth
Aol R4 o $Usthe AL QAT A4 e o4 A #
£, Z #4374 w4 (hermeneutical reflection)o]] 7|28z Yofz o

seieie] Slo] Bl4-L AQA S g A5 Azg HPH 75 (rival
project) 7ke] Ed Qe AA, F W4 wA &3V (hermeneutica‘z circle) =}
Aoz, o FAA AQAe el W LA AT = of &
o] WZyA F2& #Ech(1982, p.333). AHFH I %SW °l7ér-: 7
w4 (openness) ¥ 274 A (negativity) & AA 2 3t weld T2F AV,
ATz g4 2AF BA9 wAlst gk guldA dFgA ol

A4 HAe H4FH &89 P2 AASE Feieiel A o
Hiv}/'-ﬂ 7F1:}“17I- wae] 98 FagstFoss ojdel AE, AUA F
g 2Eg & Qo AN AW vBHch FHEEE “delwel
(language game)sl o] AAE AATE FH2A =T P99 A
o024 =t o 2 (dogmatically) FPAA F& A9 AL w48 el
o8 £3% 4 9o, o HAA F43 Au) (domination)el A %
L 499 exE ZzH6 B33 §e4 AAclze 2 AAAL A%

Maem &= 9oz = A (1977, p.358), A FE o|Al ‘old &2
5} (critique of ideology) =} 7 g5 ejok e F A8},

Aol = BB Fd stz w@e ‘S’ (dogmatic)olx A
A9 dAed HAY Ade Aoz ot e (1976, p.34),
o] 2179] A (idealistic) ] WA 4ol YF}+ 2 AN E Fels] AHH7t
stz 9lthz F48ch(McCarthy, 1978, pp.187-188).

olgt e H4F Ege A4S WA, F A4eF FHAd o= A=
o ¥ HastEs} s Aot ze v FA ZF ol A A M
A dgate] e, 2z & dgeze FAA o48 FEE T
Wzyd A4S AARGE RdA A4E Fhetz gheh 2 &
Wolat Ahele] B8 o8 GAAE 29 AtaFol Bl LAAA
4 23}99.0] o 31t} (Bernstein, 1983, p.184, p.196). °|A| &A4% F=4
o o)slo] G4l 8 FAALAAE, dAaF TS Aol Ae 3
AzelA], pAFA AL A4FH T2 o8 AFA

2oy A8 AT ool gAdolRE AdE FI sh¥nkae] ¥
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AFedoln nAFAd §AE o= A% FLsm A, o4 Aa
334 EAP Yo} AA AR AT Yz =% SA= 94
At HAEAAA 2 YaF 59 AUAL 2o g 47 o
A79A ) A vlol v Tetn gle A

2. SIAILE E2l4e HAFY =xg4

(1) Ae) FA A ] JA2E 559 AF4

Stulvhze] AtaE P49 FYo] e mAZo)H, o] Ao A
< AFH] AL F FeAY YAH EAFAL 2] A= Tl
EotE Au o} FHolzte ARIA oA JALE Fel4e S AE
st Aol rh

SA AAZ vk o] AT FFo] gALE P §AAH B
ddte] FAI e AL JALE Fego] X AA4YH £z}
94 %249 2A02 Y4’ (openness)o] HA =z Qlehs Hol .
S vtEE Al ARG wieh Po] YAaE Y4 AAY e7io A
ABAE AA s Y1984, p.18). A AL AA A wlejy 449
el Fe e BAE FAHA A8AE A AW AL =2
A AaF R4 o] HE VLE SHE AN, S 2
A WAE AMRA Fol A JALF FeAe 94 2AGE Go
2 2.3}c}

A AT A AFHo 2t FAD oo FA, F AT oz A g}
© Al A2 AP FolA HFHeoz guFAL A H =
HA TGN HEL oAl AW LES] JALERY R, AT e #A
A9 AG st RAFGL olA AR F-Fe] JALE P2 ols ik o
of weh APA GolA GasE F9E FAHoz aasE BdAA
AYE 2At4E 59 (communicative competence)o] o]3] A A = e,
AL AAel Qe FAAY A4S 2E B, F oldNFL KA
o2 AMAQ Aoz J%de, AAuA A6 d= PSR o)A
BE FEANAY FA Aoz AAAY At

AR FZo] 3 A4 FA £} ol8e] Aoz FAAGA 9
AaF FEAL oA AW BAGAY gXLE FHe] T AN el
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A A o ARG 2A o)l HolA gAxF FEHE ATAE
t}2, oS BolA AujatA FelA JAxE R4 A4S AV
ghet,

AgpAY ALY TA AL w3 B34 A9 LA A4
Hatdst E48A AdsE AR (capital) o) APL GALFE FH9
A3H E4E olHdtE b =€ Evh 2ol o AR & A3 FAA
gle] Gabd oz ZFo]x A gk(dispositions) V2] &= %8 (competence) & 2 A,
3 $]3}3) (Habitus) o] WA Jejz EAsAY, =€ 224 2FA
3}) 3 o] ABstEl Agz EA37]| = el (Bourdiew, 1977, pp.171-
197). #2990 glol AL} Fod Frix Y4 (form) AAH AL
(economic capital) ?} F34 =} (cultural capital)o]c}. o]} e AE9
A BAERAE, 53 £34 AL AAH AL Aolde A2 ART
A (convertibility) o] glon], A& &£F8 FAE A7V A7 & A
ge] A2 AgAstz sH5d 2 AL FHA7] A8 FEE

AHelelt st 5 AAAF e A 25} (dominated fraction) =
ZEAAE B 289 E3ALE, =#HUSY 34 A ¥l FHAC
%] 35 (legitimate) 3 2 o2 3@ 3}ehe}(Garnham and Willams, 1986,
pp.124-127). ZHE EAE vy A4} 5AF ol ¥ AAAE
(certfications) & H-oJge 24, ZF A uiAFe B249 F3l(culture of
necessity) &+ = 8} =) 9] 23} (culture of distinction) =2 & A 23
o4 2AL 75 k. =¥ 5 53 Habituse] vi=istd 5
o A5t 29 AF Dol Aus T AW £ E Felstz ol
& AF 728 AFHAE AZIAA FE H Jld5HA Ao

A9 A GAaE $I, sntast ol 44 Wsdg A2
2 AASz dv 483 A 2AEFAAY AAA A GES FHelel A
8744 23492 (dialogue constitutive universals) & FAHE 4 A& 3
A (ideal) ol A9 d"0] ok, AujoA T AQAtzA HAY A
AAE Hstng e o FLT F A8, AHoz 95 2E
o] 9lE ‘A}A’ %9 (social competence)o] ¥t

(2) ANFAGAALY AT Fe A9 A%

adgs S8 FA4 2 ol kA, o)A AulAle A JAEF
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Ao SRS EAGAL AHTI? o] FAE REF o] Bz
gataE AAE At W3 F §FAUL L4F Wz S A3
A FAoz vy 94 ¢tz @k gAAEY FAE e old
22719 FAAI ok} Al A+3] A 3 9] A (conscious actor) Z 7]
3}l ot

714 A PRt T FoA el g Az Ed, 2
€ A4E s AARA 2eg A%z 2 Beel dd T A2
A9 frje|z, E & i FEHAEIANA o ¢t (alternative)ol| o gk
A4 g = FhsAel o fRelA FEH GALEAE 2T v FEH
q BFd & A E e EA2AY R E AYE Aol I F
Aol A kgt W P& ekl A =FHAAE #YA
A, 289 49404 FV18E € ST FFFA L L3k Aol Eze
o] 2L AAE Ff3 sl2Ee ol 2274 & (interpellation) o] oF4
of & =¢] (Therborn, 1980) & A FA3te] v F-Fo FdelA ofAb4
T ¥4 SAe AMRaA g

o] £AIE &l el =29 F&, £4H EHAA", "AARE 4
Aol e, =z AdAE ALE o Feo] =AM = SJalxFo] o F
AAE 490 HE BEY Ao} FuvliE, ¢4 A E ups}l o],
FE FIE vFA vB A5F vBE A9 AF, o]EF JB
(theoretical discourse)®} 4= =©}E (practical discourse) o 2 }rc}, o] &
A FEL Aedy, EAGH AT FA 23 FEol8, AHA FE
< A9 atde A B FA=H s =294, fA gEolo

Hl22e] A old 274 3oz A EA A (what exists)ol
I 59, F4 A WA 7Y (what is good)o] #Ag 59, zelz AW
2 #3715 A (what is possible)el] 3 Fd oz {3 3}8kc}(Therborn,
1980, p.18). &A% ¥l&¥ B¢ w22 o EAZE AT s
Aol 23 592 ¥ vtze] ZE FY I FASIY, sl2Ed gle] #H3s)
A4 #F 392, ohSol B A &, g 48E A7 557
Hkst AA s Aoz FE Aoz FH¥vtzrst AA e A
A o] &4 JE AHH FEoz2 YFrE Zo] HIFE Ao vl

FHA =99 F& o o(alternative)of] g QAo Fof] FF o]t
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o AL 2o AT W EelelA E3I FAH A% WA EA
2 gFold & EA24 A eF2E AT F s o ekA A3 T
zo] dal Atz Qe e Al

AMAE ggdde Asde dd FLo=A %4 (subjection) 3} F7
(struggle) o] @54 A5 FAAL. q74, 71ES) AFEe =)ol A
R wpsl o], EAe] ASE vicke] 4dstsAel A Aol AA =
Aolx, E&9 ASE doke] Wg Aol ¥AF Al etk A
ko] B eldo] & ASE AdstsAel AF FHAAA FFl HE
A7t 9goll 42 8loF ek (Therborn, 1980, p.94). AgrtsAd o
g WA o4 sk Azt FAH F)He) & olFAAES A
(choice) 0. 24 F&eo] A 9o}, @& FAAoz PFHLE o] FAAE
F&o| A% Fasolck @t

(E 3 SAMAE Br2ldel YA AFE)
o qhell W& 214
2EA4 # \
A9 - 2449 | #94 | deAwe | 4 ¢ | ¥4
| A-A9-74 | F 4 | Aa4E | wzg | 2 o

(F5¢) G
75 (F4) EH5(FH)

FbsAel A <A

o)s} BL kolg Zo| upeh viehtE I A A 3£ F4
A B, (E PolA i uist o], $4 FHe| HE ASE i
g3 QAo & AS *E el w2t AA #] & (accommodation), +j
£ 4 (sense of representation) &2, =22} dlekol] w1 @k Q1] Y& BT
azo] Fglo] wel 27}s) A (sense of inevitability), 7 ¢] (deference) = 1}
200 2 R 3

2 ggoz AxALdAe FAL A T4 Aot QA F
Qo Ae] B9 AQ9oz HA F dEd, A AQ404 ¥4
o RAe vgtel o3 A3} (legitimation) 9} 7] &S] ApE T2 I o]
We2sd 399 =433 (delegitimation) & A et JALE 099
202 220 o] wet o] B4 FEF} AAH FELE T

u
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AT AAaT T4 4L digel i Aol Y= A 24 Ag
37 A% gdezA PelHoz Fwso] AdslE, dolH Ao
BEAEH Fdoz FAdL oA GAxF YL AvAY Hsh)
A& F73E 433443 dA=d

3. 2AAE E2l4e| AN sy

A A BElelA 2 uke} zho] oAtaFo] HAHo|A AuAe] A5
A gedd, F 440 AujAel AP YAl o3 s Fo] 4
Aol #Ae] iy Arafe] FelA L FHSHEN? F 453849 A
Fe G4 AgAoR A9 gAsE 59 U EsAEs e F4
of o HAdAoz FAEAY opin] GALE o]9]e] o] Aute] ¥
7h o] FelAE ARl T ol GALE FeAe] €A A5 B E
A o] £},

E2E o] EF FEY AFA o] FAF dFuA s, o)E24 FE
of BFeA o] £l M sl HAPFA 83 & (post-empirical
philosophy of science), 53] #(1970)2] sj2ictqle] Fzuste] h g =2
o] A AAEE 4 glE Zolch o] &4 e Ady dAAe As AL
FEZ LA TEEAE 5AE A7 AUz gAw, o) &4 e A3
AAE 54 o] A9E 22 o] EFYPe] AuA L YAz A=
AFA SAAY Ao deichde) o] &L FAHIA SolA FHAuji
T A6l v EA At AeA, FE AA sz 35| (1970, pp. 92-94),
o] &4 FE AFE AAAQ A5A4L AGAAA 5L B Fz g
Tz T A w4 o4 229 483 z A RadA g
GaraF FE A 44 AAs4de AESE b 88 AT T £
Shthi ¥ojAlc),

T A s dggAed g = AL EY FelAe] A
e A fckele] A FolA P Ao oA ALz 9lon
20wt A E 2ge FAd o8 =l sHE o] $17] Ao A
At AHgdE FolA 2L deidde] AuAe Aoz Atz o]
e 239 A4 E R4 Fn Yo

Tol Fohe A AL, JE9 uPEo] A= AN uF
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Aol FHRFAHon TFAEA Ao oz, AT FE|Aol
Zastes geElA A HEseE Aol £ dErs FEHA A5 ¥
=39 Y4¢ v gAY A5 A Foe Aoz iy FEI}nA e
7] o] o} (Bernstein, 1983, p.53).

F& ol4o] 74 (values) 24 7| 530 webA Aoz zelz AT
Ao g AFEd wet 22 AEE F AdE oA, oj4eo] HAHI HE
gz sd s, Azl 7 Mg FYUZ AR o]Fe] F ‘o] A
Z2] 3 A<’ (neutral algorithm for theory-choice), & A A= ql AA A A
2 g€ F gokz 21970, pp.199-200). o] FHetA vl A A
o 2FHE A FTEEAEEA, 434, A&, 24, TFD A

zt Aletet 247 2E] ulE F4 ¥ F Uz F47] 2 v FE Fod ¥ F
ke AL gr|dch 94 Faod AL AT o] EF FlA AH
st @EE s gdelt el mewA 2 i AFAAE AFH 2
(social practices)ell 2]s] A =lc), o] o] 4 A& (reasoning)o] A}3]A A
AL AY=Z 5L B FE Aol

:.@u]—vs_ 2ol glo} oldol AA2A Fsdekd, ol FaAm A9
Aol aclol s o] 2™l o FolAke A dulshe Aol ohist %
= 247 712 4 ch(Bernstein, 1983, p.55). ©]& & Aol sl £

z34q A3} ‘Agtrtsd A’ (judgmental) E FEIHA, ol BAHLZ F*
A58 SA4L AUz vtz b o FAFe] fitsIoE AL 3
Aa= o] EFo] ‘ekzld 4 gl (incompatible), 5% -E7}% (incommen-
surable) 3= gk, ‘¥] 7} 3}’ (comparable), “=2]7}538 e}’ (discussable)

= 712 Z3lc}(Bernstein, 1983, p.86).

ol 29 AgL 444, H4, el NG Fol, A HEol AT B
7t 5¢ ¥ TR FEolH ol 22 FEL oA gd s\
A 9 o} (Bernstein, 1983, p.55). ZF A 2¢ dcpdeA Y o] &L A
Ag AN BT £FF0l AE o)A Fgel A7 HFrhEel F4
=4 71&9 AvF S AA}E A(AA}IE 42 AEHG
Jdoz ARSEE HE5E Aolch

ol st o] o] £ & JGdA sty AFol A T =&
Actde 9454 dHddg SoA AH44 (53 deigde] Atz e
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23 AR Gl 7148 FAE =09 F Fo @z gl
G2 @ 4+ g & 29 woldA AhEe 4 dE AL, dNcEe ¥
4 E Aeickslel A7 3%elA LA Al e ko] AuH
A B#, F AR ARPAAE AGHe| A AAH oz Fdglel 753}
it QlekE Zolth. Fo] 597154 (commensurability)e] I3 AAEL =
718 Aol gAaF FEAL A EAFE AL o=, 23y YAz
g2l ge] AAAH, A A (practical) 54 & BAFE Aoz ogdof &
Aol ch.

V. % =g

s etact A Atz e AL F T4 YL F3olHY =7 A
¥, TANZ J1FTFT JALEE FMeA AFE )42 Hsdast
a9 ol dA gz gALE §F, ez LaaF FAAA
FEA =F A4 L 53 A 9 =22 g9t

oj¢} L FujutLrl A A e AaF FA J¥L dA =
O3t uksh o] olFlo JAAE FAE NATY, gALF FH9 A3F
AL g F2eee ALY A, AFdFARLAA GALF
A2 AAAE, ez A A4 FAAe] gAxF FelAH9 &
A3 FHsAe A T AAAE Fol AT =9 EF AANAA, gALF F
A0 #4444 EASFA} A4H A A 2 A o] e F
At

AAZ A 4F gL shvlast FA4sE vt} go] HA Aoz &
T8 FH9 Aol AR FelA FeopR & Ao] ohzt YALE Ao F
AstE FAZE Z= e old JAA, F AH FolA HAFAHL €3
3 Foll ¥ A+ Aolth Jedwst FAERC] JAaFAAAAY F
2|9 UL o] AAHQ Ao A} o] Aoz LHEHE Zo] of
Yzt QatAql 4 Lol FolA HiE Aol dAxEFL £4F F44q
ETHALR 9T FF dMNLEFHEE dEFH HFP oz e
Q5o WA S Sk olg} o] FHAToA JAH oz FAR aliE
el 4L A A 2 Fol A FA e}
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vl 2 dhuohzo] QUolA o] AA Ao FAs L qAEFT F

-‘%‘-3_51 g7t AAsEe] AFH oz AvRAE AP4A3s] 3 %%iv;'
18— }ﬁm 3o stetslojok & Aorh o2& AEH FHoEA
o} A 42 Al A Adser] 98 JlFE AL2A AHEA
Z & '6'31’ 2o AxE Fi A=

AulAz A 29 oA AxE T4 FTA A7 B4
¥4 FolA el A5FEFY F9 hiRA TS oHF FHA
ol A% oFAle] AL wighe] i 4 R cigke] AT A
ol4 Eof o3 AAHE AXNAY o] AAANZS. 474 T P
Az v gelAde] wEgd AA4¢ BA ek

opAubo 2 o] kel Ade]l g EojolA X AT FEA
o puas 44 Y FolA AAPAG seetz=e] gA4xF 719
3 Fpehele] Al A e wkdo] AWAL A2 § Aol AwisA =d
Lo 4 oAAE FHAL AAAA FFAA gA44F FE A4S 947 7t
Qe pAdA dEc dASS A 2He AXNDA F4H EA
kAol R gAxE FAS Fol At Adel AT =odlA 2
= A 43, F A FAAE AAH oz Fdgle] JF 4
gz & 4 gk volrt AxEAR AL AGAS A4 A4
o ANAYAQ Axet At AFEE EEF} =4 A A
HE AguFFe AHAES 20 FTEE APLE FA2EA AT
Zo| A S ALE FelAds A AY nFe ogaxaF A d4A
AL 4 FAE A9 £ A& Aol Adg s gdel A
RS 23 A2E FeAL oA AL A T2 WA AT
23] 24 02 ol s

o)A 74A] Bl ul=0] SALE G AL A3A FF FAA RAAH
v el A, BAA 2RAA, AGds 44, AW F5 5 45
A A} Azge wokrh ol o] Azolae =dAFolE TFHA
ol #oF ZE o A£E T4 Aol wlelvtz =3 279 FHA
2A7 HE JALE FEL AA $Peog A @ A9, Feetx
o] oArsEa g o] &L oA Auj A el A AFsH/ LA TS A o
g o]Eoz ATFAHE Aol

lo i_ 4 rle



152

2 1o 8 3

Berger, J.

1983 ‘Review of Jirgen Habermas's Theorie des Kommunikativen Handelns,'

Telos, 57, 194-205.
Bernstein, R.].
1983 Beyond Objectivism and Relativism: Science, Hermeneutics and Prazis,
Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press.
Bourdieu, P.
1977 Outline of a Theory of Practice, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
Crespi, F.
1987 ‘Social Action and the Ambivalence of Communication: A Critique of
Habermas's Theory,” European Journal of Communication, 2:4, 415-495.
Ferrara, A.
1983 ‘A Critique of Habermas's Diskursethik,” Telos, 64, 45-74,
Gadamer, H.-G.
1976 Philosophical Hermeneutics, Berkeley: University of California Press.
1982 Truth and Method, N.Y.: Crossroad.
Garnham, N. and R. Williams

1986 ‘Pierre Bourdieu and the Sociology of Culture: an Introduction,” in R,
Collins et al. (eds.), Media, Culture and Society: A Critical Reader, London:
Sage, pp. 116-130.

Giddens, A.

1982 ‘Labour and Interaction,’ in J.B. Thompson and D, Held (eds.), Habermas:

Critical Debate, Cambridge: The MIT Press, pp. 149-161.
Habermas, J.

1970 ‘Toward a Theory of Communicative Competence,” in H.P. Dreitzel (ed.).
Recent Sociology No. 2. Patterns of Communicative Behavior, London: The
Macmillan Ltd., pp.115-148.

16732 ‘Wahrheitstheorien,” in H. Fahrenbach (ed.), Wirklickkeit und Reflexion,
Pfullingen: Neske, pp.211-265.

1973b ‘Labor and Interaction: Remarks on Hegel's Jena Philosophy of Mind,’
in J. Habermas, Theory and Practice, Boston: Beacon Press, pp.142-169.

1977 ‘A Review of Gadamer's Truth and Method,” in F.R. Dallmayr and T.
McCarthy (eds.), Understanding and Social Inguiry, NotreDame: Notre-
Dame University Press, pp. 335-365.

1979a ‘The Public Sphere,” in A. Mattelart and S. Siegelaub (eds.), Communica-
tion and Class Struggle Vol.1, N.Y.: International General, pp.198-201.



EEpa A8k RRE 153

1979b *What is Universal Pragmatics? in J. Habermas, Communication and the
Evolution of Soctety, Boston: Beacon Press, pp. 1-68.
1979c ‘Historical Materialism and the Development of Normative Structure,’ in
J. Habermas, Communication and the Evolution of Society, Boston: Beacon
Press, pp.95-129.
1982 ‘A Reply of my Critics,” in J.B. Thompson and D, Held (eds.), Habermas:
Critical Debate, Cambridge: The MIT Press, pp. 219-283.
1984 Theory of Communicative Action Vol.1: Reason and the Rationalization
of Society, Boston: Beacon Press.
1085 The Theory of Communicative Action Vol.2: Lifeworld and System: A
Critique of Functionalist Reason, Boston: Beacon Press.
1989 The Structural Transformation of the Public Sphere: An Inguiry into a
Category of Bourgeois Society, Cambridge: The MIT Press.
1990 Moral Consciousness and Communicative Action, Cambridge: The MIT Press.
Heidegger, M.
1962 Being and Time, N.Y.: Harper and Row.
Heller, A.
1982 ‘Habermas and Marxism,” in J.B. Thompson and D. Held (eds.), Habermas:
Critical Debate, Cambridge: The MIT Press, pp.21-41.
Hesse, M.
1982 ‘Science and Objectivity," in J.B. Thompson and D. Held (eds.), Habermas:
Critical Debate, Cambridge: The MIT Press, pp. 98-115.
Kuhn, T.
1970 The Structure of Secientific Revolutions, 2nd ed., Chicago: The University
of Chicago Press.
MecCarthy, T.
1976 ‘A Theory of Communicative Competence,” in P. Connerton (ed.), Critical
Sociology, Harmondsworth: Penguin Books, pp. 470-497.
MeCarthy, T.
1578 The Critical Theory of Jiirgen Habermas, Mass.: Polity.
Therborn, G.
1971 ‘Jiirgen Habermas: A New Ecleticism,” New Left Review, 67, 69-83.
Therborn, G.
1980 The Ideology of Power and the Power of Ideology, London: Verso.
Thompson, J.B.
1981 Critical Hermeneutics: A Study in the thought of Paul Ricoeur and Jiirgen
Habermas, London: Cambridge University Press.
Thompson, J.B.
1982 ‘Universal Pragmatics,” J.B. Thompson and D. Held (eds.), Habermas:



154

Critical Debate, Cambridge: The MIT Press, pp.116-133.
Thompson, ]J.B.
1984 ‘Rationality and Social Rationalization: An assessment of Habermas's theory
of communicative action,” in J.B. Thompson, Studies in the Theory of
Ideology, Cambridge: Polity Press, pp.279-302.



