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1) Plato, The Republic (tr. H.D.P. Lee), p. 357 Penquin Books Co., 1967

2) A7l A FIDT seef-interest & Wael, ZAL AQA e = gre =
89, selfishness ot 74 % Yoot Qvh. goz ALsd ‘F' ete T
AHg-3toll Q1o A, selfish, egoistic egotistic 9] YEA: AR B9 B
wWa ok g},



2ol QolArt YAk E AFolAEH, Platono] A4z dFAz
¢ gL+ 2R dof e - F—F FAFoEA 37}
P2 FHole, ot old 5o FAANA ool A Y @
270 o2 $& A, F IF I 5k e AL AASE A=
e, |

‘of 2RAclofof ke FAA AAE o4 AT BAS A2
254 JABE 5 A ok AolE GFY o] N o]
¢ 2AWNE FAD, A2 £9e] 2FHE sheh o757 miksE
7 8. |

299 Kanto] o 2o WMol Ewikty B4 HAIAN Re
Heizk oldf, ol 59y FA] =ARATAY WERES Hglz, B
T ol AREREY YANAE AT 38 4§ o¥d T
fEREAA A9 T4 72 TR A Ao HALE Ab
et £Ysbee way 227 £& 28, 28 oAy FAE M
Ex et o Jeld, oFFSE FA%E YAl Adkd o o4 ol F
Bosl fle 2D AYL FAE AelQen, 2AE SadE § A
A YA 222 G2k Fe Fud Ao 2¥HAE, AFE
(b Sol4 o)A FFe] AAA F= &, IAFIE sl B
WO FEs) ERgd, e AE M —o2d £
(£9) 48 ANE Ao, IAF0E Sig £ A2 BolEY S
4 mES ARSE AL BLIAE AH e xF e opth

Moore 7t EIALH#N REE AA T ol%o] A ede BRERY I
w $4¢ YA4E RS Yot BEIA AW, FARA A 2A
Ao ATl EFoHE olehael $AENA AAE Kants] G 2beha
A gz gosy, Kant& FA45E ol 4% fgold Kantyshe A%

3) ‘RRUHEA o F AMIt REARC AAAZ, ol KNI TR A
|7 sdzte 2l A3 AA & AFTRGE ol FolA 2 TE AL

4) Y §IRAEL iAoz =94 F@lterm)7t FF AN, F& FA
4 oul & Addz Weon, Kanty} #3448 ‘HHHe 8 F & =gy
A 4YPee dezAos AAAG.



AAGGE 2] 4 Aede 9A I 2y, ARdA =99 B
% Eol YelH Fulo Kant o BaA7]x &elebs Kant-$2) %9 s
B A8 Folvteletz 4 Fgst.

ohgd AWME AMSE o ¢A, AFAoz AUl A4 o
AHNE 59 ol EAF o] A AL ohin, o858 2@ HE
A Ad S MY & Y= A54e o)z Ae Aol BmEY AL
stHal e},

L & &

1. SEER ole T FAg BEksEs?

SERC Y T HEE d Yol AE wAESH 3 AIEH Ade
BEol B aAARS ‘2R’ ot BE ‘S REPE Fo2 9
AstzA AaAd, olvl wsal =99 EHst ¥4 WP YA
2 59 €09 Aol Bashd Heh, 2 288 $lEE RYG A
£3o] PR AL ZFsE AL o |

sd4olg g ‘FAL g} & YA YA FEIFF & A
£ 25, oHd FAL EE Alge] 5o oH, = 24L EE
A #FE A Aol ohiw 4™ e.©

Qo] wat YEIGE AL o st HelE 3td dE AEY
4 92 s, 28tz Kantzh 473%0] ZE EEe] G99
ol ArjAolojol etz FA¢e AEolth. i Apgte] FHel AHgd
£ @A8 2300 F4stm Yk A9 FA Fdhd FAe dvhm ¥4
gz 2+ ed3 TRz Y2 $71 Qe

=9gola 2A IzHste] oSglel FFa ok stE AY B ol

5) Kant &+ =9, %& &8 &< Autonomie & F33 A4, ought, good,
$3%4 <ojs =94 Sulz ALEEHE AL gl uloA g =
xpyoz AHEs & Aol

6) Kurt Baier, The Moral Point of View, 1958 reprinted in Readings in Ethical
Theory, 1970, p.477
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AL ZE A A AdH e 440" gt 2z ZE AHelA
SRR AEglel tEHAZ G o drh. FMES HEeld BEL
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23, =YL 2E A A A Aclojok ste, Z®A o=
2L 58 9avt o 2 2E 4%501 7] AA9] ol g FF
Fol B& AR olQe] £ 7A€ Aol ol 1AL FUYol E

AFe] ol lo] H& Aol Aq, 7H°15~«1 o7l FEIHI] =kl
EHES 43 od& EFAES ALEY P& A% AolH, =Y
Holok g A2 ode 2] ddtel FHe =HETHE AL T
=dol% A5S FHLEY 479 PFo] 2 HJ ¢ HEFE Ao
o 2goe fele dFAHZEE B ERY EBEREZYHY R

2 a3 o d =49 99 Mfgel detd dH¥ dest gA
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EETIOES
2 AES FHIH b FUe P o9 298 AUA 5
L BAG A A 222 e deck B0 =9 ol 2 A
o @F-olth.® {2 ‘= elg F& AJ|E ohz & A1

IAAE e G4 AelA AhAe BAgeRA 222 B3
£ 9% 25 guia.

2. o} EfEol oo s} 7Y

a. fl2

¥ &2 AE o ke 54 AT A A4AA Ade

7 33L& 2] AEH = 7139 WHd weg, T2 gyte AR Wy
of we} thazbe]l BH Ao wieielch. YAl B P, B Ao
e F34E BFdte. o= Aol A A YFL& AL A o
At E A Aok, 2 v, F13d AT &, RuAoleof ot FRFL
23S $& Adojd. ‘AU odx ALy &3 F g CAALE #
L AdAY b}iﬂf‘-‘}’ ge £4& 5 838517

8) Nowell-Smith Ethics, p.210, p.320.

9) o3} vl7}#] £ %&£ John Hospers, Human Conduct, reprinted in Readings in
Echical Theory of <] A c}.



‘235 $ozH $olA & Asst Fole & Aolw, olAL UwF
AL ot Y FhAE] AU AdelAE e e AH
sebe tzde wedl, 48 FHA 2L Ao ok, ‘AAol A
Aol e Aele] YEo], AYFozs o & AFE AAfes] o
Tolth. o8 ALo] =9 .& & FT (enlightened self-interest)s] 3 uf
Hoz egeh 0 A, 2L AFEe] £FA o4 Fo Y 9
doletz 33} |

Platon & #o2 Edel A 202 ofm Ao ool HE AL U
Atz Dok ik o, 2 5 o 28 AHO R o] By wFolhy
Platon 3 §7 Butler = i) <% gulo]d $& FFL AP A o
e, i) | PEo] % Fetr Aol LA Folsrhn A7
A e & FFHA erow, i) 2 xAlelA thazhel Tl Hojok
47 BE 2 #9359 498 S W

EEA0E PEse —5& 3& AL FouA— F2HA F AHE A
, oA, £ YR ¥ FE2A T, Adx YazAd}
A& FEF. 2dd $29) P2olg Platono] 4zHeiEe], <z
o pufy Aot 23go A HEER o2k Ao oz, ox A

=2 vl Qe AYSY mkel gE2@}. w4 Aoz 9
B3] 989 Pue wAHAE gt EAE BANA Bk ol %
Ag et A s Felae, Tl Abgel & JRI AL &Aw, $EY
& Age T 2P H9AE =uo 2L T ezrAde IAG
. 28 FFe &8 FELMESG BEA J284 A= 5 2ol i
Biog 2t & BEMOY EEel 4 (masochic complex)e] 27 9l
7] W Eo] 28 3tE A S StEPEH (supporting reason) 2 WA . 2
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10) ibid. p.731 .

11) Platon & 1 7+e] o £-& MMMy g4 9, B 249, SRIFMW 842 7
ded, 2 A 840t AA AALANA /T JEE F 22T oz2H
A7) Ay olzw, FEF Atge] Itz .

12) Prichard, Duty and Inlerest, reprinted in Readings in Ethical Theory p.700:



it e AL FAS ABAA ¥ Aolo] AT HOAMRA 4
84 g Aol FAsth, |

@, 241} $lR(sanction)?] FAE Ao, F& o7 |Wge S
7 Agd Y€ BEe AT o7 E FTHE Bt 2o KKRE 9
® #ESS WA god £ FAGESS G448 Yow HHEAE
ozt A7, £99 A8 ¢l 294 —RAEHES) T3
5ol — FAE ok

A7 FAE Aol 27t 2Ao 2 FFHE o= WHE AA
qoz olog o Wol A7 fate, F4L Wi sk, ®me #HEHF
AHEAQ Eke TAYSE, $& oA v B4 9% S8y o
. 287 @R A E7E ETHLAY(egocentric), FTY (self-
interested) 0. 29l ¥ YL &5,

b. e &4

Platon o] Hg kol A el —HF¢ 2elFaE REE TEIE Aold
o, 23 Al TR E shxm, @ Agel AR F Aol WAe]
o 2y of® AUEL KiHE Ao BE Rit] 4 el T 1
A A, F2 & AdlAE Hol 2o ¥FE L Feldde
el £ER0)AE FobAE e T35t goh shpdAA 454
Zole, 2¥4 om WFA ¥, $g& Fotok A} o4 FAE o
ol @S EAE DE Ao, Fke AAE AFsHE Aol oA
Asae, Agge] A8 2% JAtE 27 2YHolook & =k Fite
Hie AHAE Aotk o8 ErE A o] 7ol A vh&(self-interested)
Aol A, olAA el (selfish) A5} & u} gl

28 o) AREE whed FMY FHLolY FEY widel At o
Jet, 2717 SEshe e ASsta 2y dEe & 9 P
ok, Bub ol AL $E NoAn 29 Flolr] HE 2k &
HolA F27 22 BB, 27 9ok g Ao 37 @] $3
£ =g o)ojof gobe H 4ol el zeu 29 WYL wol &

—_—7 4 —



& Aol $29 AlgEeE A4 B ohl 25 HF Eelel e
ALl HmE olok se), o] AL FE Ale] Aok, %, Ao Ao
ZA %oz G4 ok b5,

c. & A

#317hor 37 FABo2H Zole 22 Ao, A 2 HAY
72 Az &

o F glxz, B3 opiz

¢ AA gEdd, 2 J7E Sz
AALE7A AANE EZ 4+ YA = 28

K
fu o

A AANA FAE AR
AL BEETE A57 2 #4450 228 2% 98¢ 5%

L.
’ rlr

227 sy Aololol & 2t HE olfE BAWS] HFY, =
WA AREo] B A A8 REdde AREe) o e AFPn
o £33 o Bt =9Ae A3 5 MRASC A7 Hot & 9T E
boml 2 A4S o & H—ol—EoA AAY F& A 4 Y& A

Z& . Cook Wilson & Platon & ‘$-87t &tz 3 JF& &
w} FALA AGY A 9§ Aolz, BAlel A AL $ Aol
%z FRmT. FH Az Be Wael BAE Aol

d. o7

1zte] sk BB HFsA HEd, 2 LE Aol AAFAA
ql AL o, Wzt AdA oF Jge AAAFe AL AR
7 ¢ AL FHE FA AMAY 45 g AL olF AFE v
Q. TAEAS 499 ARE wAFE o Gt YAFIAEL ]
£ ZaAed gF2Ry Vot 37& Fzad, =8 E dH2
2(good)’?) fu]§ WA BsE el HEE $S(igh)’ s FM
Adoz WAge A ‘2ol FTHE ol fute T, FL& 2H/E PI:
Aol $219 &Fol7] @ Fol 2BA FF & Ewte] EFoz
@ Aolzte AdE YAFIAEY A2 Aol

Kant= &2 #%¢ *vhe ol4utoz 4 95 HEED 243
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13) Prichard, op. cit. p.694



o2 A%H, 2AL P99 YAHo2A AFE PG FAU. =
#, ol A5 £9Ao2 A% HAAE =dgel F¢Y 2 op
% Eug Ao A 2Ho2 YFAE Holejek A0 2@ =9
£& FFOAY A4 2 Al Aol Aol Y
EHEs FRd—EEREeld e 9 F3@} 284, 2t FEA
% (Kategorische Imperativ #i#@4)9) 4o Fololbe A= Wix %
Pz, ofx] ARG sk Zel o= Feel} Aol HRE EUEL &
molw, 80 2 AAZA Ao AL WSe] Baed. 2 of
qeh 9E 895 49 EAE 23 Tl E BEEE AU AED

A
BE 2 do GRE 93¢ R AWE eE, (39 ugHos
1 A

olztz B 4 9l
EEHRED WA Bk JAe At Moore s ‘28°¢ ‘F2
Ao 4’ Weletz Aoz, webd, & APE A4 A P
Aoletek @bz FAY e}, o7 Aol o]FF st FEHE AL B9
g ZAe] mwAoelof bk u e} Moored <A
oA g e olfwoz FEAS ojd&¢ Eoldr. Spinoza
B el 2 AN HWEC o PAUS, o) AVEL o B Bs5E BT
Jote] gz dshe JFAY o] W AL aFdorat e
29y, 2de] AAAQ PAKS AU, 94 A G ®WE RE}E
Aol ok gt

Age 2y oz FEFFAL JJUs] HE], ‘o) mEAHo]efok

W Qe 2 A gt $x2E st Faete Al e

14) Kant, Fundamental Principles of the Metaphysics of Ethic (tr. Abott), 1949
p.4

15) Sidwick & &= &4 ¢ Egoism, Utlilarianism, Intuitionism 22 3¢l &4,
Az Z18Ae AFL 99 Ag B HA 2 A 2A F= ¥
Al FFo] FANE ot & A= Jdgd= & Heold.

16) G.E. Moore, Principia Ethica p.147

17) John Hospers, op. cit. p.745
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A ZEo. zEY, BN BEEE 222 23, 2432 5eqd.
qAAN R $A% HAAE o] PR, 2 ¥R 39 o
= ghutel EeAo s YESA e Aol ohld 2AT] A= 4o F
7 Agehd, $55 25 W G 4 27 dE AL AYTo2A
FAHo2E oi shiiue] $3% £Fole Aoz Vet

oA F7t ojm FE5E $& AoE wolEAgd, = AHe Lo 2
2 #dF 2R 9 FEA ok SHex HEili(reason) & olu] A TG A
9 G3E Wt U2 Jolg saolo.

3. %59 BRY DR BE
Sokrates £ ‘$-2]7} &0tz AZee A¢ ¥ dAF . DYA, Az

5& Aol 259 gFen AFHE A HAE JPE E A
e X

e TAUBAEE G601 o4 9B B o Q1A FAVE 2
A dESE 27 345 22 gotn Bl = Fo s s, $519
FEAel AFE Fart glo] 9wty EAo] ssddz EE ubdd o
€ e 7% AvA gL A 4 F Felachy #o] Aoz B
Asetn, sERRd $4¢ A4 B0 3¢ F] Basde, F
Zgter. Falk & o= Aute A# & ANfEih(externalism)z} y#-is (interna-
lism)o 2 fkshglc.

Spinoza &= 4314 ofe AutoRE $EE YEO T o]FA Ein, &
2l7F of® ST et P FA A sE AL YA &Fnd o
& 2% &7 2P0 Kant = 92151 okt st Ag e &7
2E5Y 5o wA] ow JFo] fFehe dZdate] 2 P9 FrlEz
4735, Sidwick £ Kant 9 spirbxl 2 o 3¢ #lokd @ohs Q14

18) $-& 22 = motive 1} motivation °] v} o} Bhiel = 21}, o] BolA FrF}
= =g = motivation € 7}2 71 ¢},

19) Frankena,*Obligation and Motivation in Recent philosophy, reprinted in
Readings in Ethical Theory p.708

'20) Hospers, op. cit. p.744
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N EL 2 452 e 58 AF0T ARG 2} oy A4
o A BERCZ 2E 3o o]2A sl 2ReTGE AHe 2
9 Aele B4 950 ol oety ofw &4E uAHPe o
AAE 227 29 YFol Ftel Ratd BYL AR G @, o
WA GFE FIAA g aAd, 23 JEL ST A GEEOS aa
FANEA e BARA G ® AYolyold BAE UG Fuie
FAcE $HL AolH, FA(end)o] b AL Ao g olw AP
°l oz Eiilol Y3t 47 E WA S F2uo,

e ERACR okt P E dAS UE ¥ 4 g WAE i
FeE FFLE AP =YY E Yoo AXs = 950, A=
< EE F7 FAL ok gou, S 2L ¥ < QAY, Haa
= ANALE Aedidz PEd. 29y, 349 Q4 & = o 5
T4 FE AHS wgelee F4ol nuAoz FolE g, Ana
BTolE ddAls] Hok Grh(ough): Te A48 4 Qo B Hed A
FEL 294 dvel aFHE wE 49T £ god, 29 A9 23
< TSR 474 A¢ FHeol dotd BES LAt ® g o
7k 7He4 (ability) &, F& %7 A48 F59dr ¥ o, z Fe
SEE SFS A% Roe2AsL ol Wk S%o2 Aol & Ao
o.oold Abgtel FAe ¥ £ gAY, ¥ 4 ddtz Yzs el wo) 27}
FRE dok Fohw WHe BEolH, PR} T & gAY Ue = gg
b Eeang WAL ol§7 AbehAl ot

Nowell-Smith & ‘B 7} T2 gof g}’ 7 ‘U 244  dte] oW
fE[At (disposition, inclination)¢ 7lalth &= A wc} -8 F}&l ‘L}-E-' -
Aot & 5tz Bz, 238 o4 Ashe Jrhign e

287 qFo, W}t & ofut stedE, Y & AQs e =& A B

21) D.P. Gauchier (ed), Morality and Rational Self-Interest, p.5
22) G.C. Field, A Criticism of Kant, reprinted in op. cit. p.705
23) R.M. Hare, Freedom and Reason, 1963, p.52

24) Nowell-Smith Ethics pp.146, 152, 178, 261 %=
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2 4 gvtz @5 2HY, 188 Fdo] AAoE HYIE g,
ARse] YRR PolEoHGE 22 82 E}E F$h drreA
Sleh. Sokrates & T WA oA ¥ & otz Azsd ‘29A &
Bl 44 AXAPAT, HYAE ANo] EHEHE o T3H £
& 58 aspacta (ill-temperature)e}s. Bz, Kants} p@E(Neigung,
inclination)e] ¢tz ¥E& §A4& 48] AR, St. Paule, Wit W3t
ook e B8 ohstz, Wl e AL W GAd GRS E u Pol
o. W Ade] elydozE stde Yol BEdAE SA6 gllAE 39
Yol o] Qeh o] bz B4 G}, |

 Falk® 397 A54e, 540 $7% $5Pcm 8, Aken & 5

A7 Adg, Aol $7% AARZ G oJPyAY, £do] oF5
t BE(sanction) o] WiH oz FAATE BE A, £9L 4
e A ¥rigoz Baz Pt A4 UL =UAG AU B
¥ =94 EE Sold £330 2BHA A9 1L o

e mAeA S TR Frd Yol 2R A FH
¥ 949% 279, duE a56A 2959 Sools, & s @B
19 #Ehel dg Tl s 99 sz Yt $oo 4 e
FAE AAE Z3E Bold, 2444 Frzz & 4 YA 28y o
W AREe 294 5ot 2UUtY EHi(reason)ol e AT, F|
‘(motivation)d] °]Z2X & gEvtm FAgH}. AF}E, A 43 uw
SRR EEEREA =Y

4. FiEx#e #E

a. FIOE ZMFL AEHASL?

74 3459 294 2A7 Add, 288 LA we §3 %] e
Holztz AA Rt =0l aTFHE vl o]4o] e FHE ul Y &
Qe =9 S BEelz W 23d, 59 oA TAE 94

25) de| g2l $AEo] ‘moral weakness'shz $2& AL A7 ‘A9 ®H A

A& 7l E Aol

26) ZvulA 7H 156~254 =
27) Frankena, op. cit. p.720




Ao, el FAY FUHS e 459 g TAE A
He Zed AT, oJAA A7 34 gHAHAAE AEE Aol
$A AFYE EA ol

17139 A Lot ofz} o7 FE ARGE AL HFAAE oA F
g7t ) AAHd A€ A4 ALE Yo}, Sidwick & 9A fAY,
o Avtx Antet: PE o494, gAAA Aoz, = FIAY AL
olgel St FAH oz uu, P99 Aol FFHEE 5§ A
bz 2 AA A, o)|7FYE o] 4AY AeZ, 2R Ayt P
& BT Aoz B 2: SRS AMERS AL RETH
YR REIREE TFEAEd, 2 FA7} o Adetz, oydAols] #HE
o FAE + otz FAR.

Moore & o757t A5 o] 4L 4 givtx dhw, Sidwickel A& K
HABE A2 Tololy 2 AME Ag AL Ak ], oAF
94 9o st2AE 42 BA} A0 FAES site Bzz P,
ZA A9 sge] 2 A2 AE 4& gvtz 2+ FFeuYt. Uy 9
mho] 2 24 Astehd 9 2o 2 AMEA A o) gz, =t
A 729 2ol fdg(sole) AY = 7] HEo] oS FYE B T
3},

Moore 5t o}z Medlin £ 28] =E0o]4 o]7]|F9 & ZA e,
)71 F st g ol et FEAE Z}FE vdgFoz o]sFge)
AEfE] dote WGt 2& HHEEHE (emotivis) 24 o] 7] Fe s} B
A ¢ (inconsistent) §-T59] Fadlo]7] W&ol 2R0] & AFASoA 3
T 4 9t AT Stz AN GG Ba. |

Kalin & ‘0|7 39 & H 5381’ e} BT £E%o|4 Medlino] of e

28) Henry Sidwick, The method of Ethics, reprinted in morality and Rational
Self-Interest pp.27~35 =z

29) G.E. Moore, Principia Ethica,
58-61 #=

30) Brian Medlin, Ultimate Principles and Ethical Egoism, 1957
Morality and Rational Self-Interest

Cambridge University Press, 1903 section

, reprinted in



whub3led], 29 ulube Medlin o] #ul ofvz} Medlin 3 Moore o] Al &
A4y 4 QA 29 =50 LA HFH AL o]z drE
98 H& AAEE Ao] Ao, 28§ Aol EFdvte YA

o]71F99 A BaEdadr, Tyttt ekt FFel A 2
A A GErt. FIBTEE 277 obd g o Abghe] FHopl e A
& A9 o]dg 7 Aol ozt =2 Al o] 47 Holzok &
3 ehsls] @ Eol, Frankena s} o]7] 5919 ##& A% & AL =4
& Aol R

Kalin & oj® Algto] o g5 & Fysiol et iR (belieDs} P F

£ FP3edE HRdesir) § FH3HE o Qo] Medlino] Ashgictz F
A&k el Bl $els) skt z AP oAkt dvhEe
A g BA ", Aete] o]7171& vt E grh. S 2AE £} 9
A% wetz, ARPo2NE 2EHPE 2F50] o771 E vk o8 A
gl Al QoA F& AL zolA golAgt £& Ao, 7AS Hrlel:
7421 8] 24 7] (material mode of concept) —FFolAY FTEH ACH
2ol dvt—3 44 73 (formal mode of concept) & W& W7t ot
T HAHQ AYY Az Ad-ddE, HER AREdA g I A
7 BE AoE AL 2E 59 Aoz AolA 2 FF9 #HpiF 2
T gl A7t oletz & 5 Atk oI Fg A LEEY EAE A3
A gz, Fgolat Aol st shze, P49 Hz ge FAY dE
=3 fEd ey ded.

Moore 9] 9] A& 29 gt ZxE A Holojof Fe FEN &
gk Y Tk $20% ol 54§ A I FAA L F2 Aol
FARTGE, 2 o)/ F99 HA & welEolw W AF FHE WAIA
T 4 Aelth. &&7 A7l A F2 A& SR F e 3o o4

31) Jesse Kalin, In Defense of Egoism. 1968 reprinted in Morality and Rational
Self-Interest
- 32) W.F. Frankena, Ethics, 1963 pp.16~18
33) Kalin, ibid. pp.73,74



A Y% dHo] & HolY, 3, ¥ xA3I} o F(the universa-
lity requierement) & wrelEold A o] 71 F2 & A Y3}rle 4 Do) ohH.
b. E#S B RS xHA AeA?

Kant &£ #¥mel A oA && ZE $7€ A% #& Aoz 2z,
=99 AlYdE 2AL 2R o Fodx g 23 A =E, 7bF
oA FAY Frle gF osldd, gFRe2A FEHA @ EE
PN E o] 7 4 (selfish)ol gt& 7Hd & HEgd=z & F A 284, 9F
9 o712 F71E vee 28 AFY TEL oM. FHY W] FE
3 ZAYQE Aoz 20 TH APAdA ‘F & FRE AclH,
A A9 B g zEGE AR, 2 08 AR EHE =R}
AE 2Re] qhAgA) AL Ad JF2 &5 U5 =294 477
BE ‘Aoz of gk 2gE mAsteE 95 (autonomous other
regarding duty)3¢ & =3}9, o]/ F =}t =& ulz o)]hl AH ] IF4E
o o 9.

A ARG ug o], oA FYE olAA sjAFYctze FejSEd
et o7 F9E SR A e & TAT AY o]E0] I + flod
ol#l g o)A ALFF A AR =t TAE LB FEEH
et A gFge ALEY RE 45 YA Aot ¥ AH LS
2o n5¢ 03¢ BHoz dgm 39, 2R o7 F% A=ste
A7t Adste 5L 224 2 AAY HA(FLE 07Dl Aoid, 28
A S A e Aol ooz Hrh 42H o758+ Butler 7}
‘B (self-love) gtz F2% Aol A 48 TEAQ A+, BHE
Wi (self-satisfaction)o] =& %9 FFAQ FFol7] #Eel, T+
oletdel F7E A& & AV, 28 AFL Al Ze FHolH=
goh, ALY & 28 e AR o2 RE HE] He, dE AFEET
B $e #4E 97 984, F A9 Aude 234917 AEd 3%
t RAolmz a8 U= 94 o174 FFo 47 gz, FAAY ehE

34) G.v. Wright, The Varieties of Goodness, 1963, p.182
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of &ste of27tA A& 22 Jdon 259 ol AL o7 Holm, o
£ odd ATL oEAolT, BA JJHF 150 23 = 23& 3

35) Francis Hutcheson, Virtuous Affections and Self-Love, 1729, &z
reprinted in Morality and Rational Self-Interest

36) G.H.V. Wright. op. cit. p.182 =

37) Nowell-Smith, Ethics, pp.141, 142
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HEAA 240 U7 Ae B b, BHde] o F§ BFA7)8 §
A4 225 AFHz Yot 2 A4} G ARE AoldA 35
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FTEe] 29Ho2 d4dcta Aokt #o.% o) gA H4E A,
Medlin o) $-21 84 o]/ F9g & ‘nud, EE@(universal & categorical)o)
7158 elefof st 2R 0] EEAo g Bolr] @, o7 Fs} A4 L
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reasoning) & F3te] g Faivh. z2@eiwl, EYE o]dAA Aol o7

38) Kalin, op. cit. p.75
39) Medlin, op. cit. pp.56-63 # =
40) Kalin, op. cit. p.86
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Jr WE WAL e & o) mAS ol sul, o] olFE wA
3 o7 39§ Bestedor Yok Aol <zke] Al A (state of
nature) ¥ Hobbes 7} 28]+ T3 g 2etad ‘Al 27 A2 o3l A
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A3t o} o} 7Y olAE Hx @] @ Eel, AL AAge] AAF £
qe) 97§ BelEolA Atz ¥ EE, £¥ Lol Gt o)Ae 2F
£ 9ARGE 2ol & Aoz A F4HY & AW, TE ALE
o] 2R Aoz AAAThE AL AT, ERERY =97 AL
EREES A5 FAold ¥ 4 gl Hobbes& =¥} o]7]7 1402 o
Ahchz 9 Aol ohsh, £YL o714 AREY AFH dF AP
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S2l7h 0% A8 A Feke Ay 4x A, $PE £ Gl A
5 92 AYsy 4z gl Q17+ ‘homo sapience’ ¥t ol # ‘homo
cconomos’o] 5], ‘AT Ayl ‘TRT &7 FEY W AH AU
A ¢4 950, A7 YTL A AN Y B/HE S 219
3¢ o pugodE 50 gt Avdct. $E & Ao skt
A2 o Be ooe HHdel Bt S AAsAY, adkn S5t
RE & 9E AL 250 HAES ATAE gedh $PE B
O &oA 4z glow, @Rk oy s HAe HehE shee,
284 $HE FHAY AA SolA F49 Aolw, Bx #H ez v

41) Thomas Hobbes, Leviathan, reprinted in morality and Rational Self-Interest
p.135 ‘ »
42) FAq w2 APl Fol A A&t
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2 ol RelAE YAFAA Aoz, 230 BE BHY FHLEY B
REEE FAFLEA 01719 352 PAstn, 749 Zzady oz
B35S vaf 2 A FYLEC WEHE BEL vtz 4
EX AT AN AE ARz 98¢ ADA A4, 229 g 9o
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e A5 olad, 2L FAE g Euseold

zAgAsz A4 A8 FHL AXE & gk FAE o9 FAL
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44) Stepen Toulmin, The Place of Reason in Ethics, 1968, pp.137, 141 #=
45) FAEE 43R =,
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Résumé
Moral Motivation and Self-Interest
‘Nak-joong Kim

Since deontological theories had overridden telcological ones in the
field of ethics after Kant, attack on egoism became a sign of departure
as a moral philosopher. And, on-the viewpoint of utilitarian ethicists,

- egoism cannot be permitted, either. The ultimate end of normative
ethics is to make clear that morality is far-off from pursuit of self-
interest and to present how to overcome egoism. The writer of the

present paper is much doubtful whether the end would be gained and,



moreover, would rather maintain that moral motivation is enforced by
consideration of self-interest and that ethical egoism is a desirable
theory ‘in moral philosophy.

The question ‘Why be moral?’ or ‘Why ought we to de what is
right?’ is old, but not trivial one. We do it: a. in pursuit of self-
interest, b. because it is divine command, c. in pursuit of common-
interest, d. because it is right. The reason why be moral is decided
in a rational way according to what kind of a life he wishes to live
or what kind of a person he wishes to be. But, consideration of self
interest is the basic reason and, in case of conflict among reasons, the
one usually controls the others. Nowell-Smith says that ‘I ought’ is
used to express a verdict or decision and that, therefore, the question
‘I ought, but, but will I?’ is not arisen. But the case is everywhere
that one accepts a moral judgment and cannot do it. Moral motive is
a reason of moral judgment but it does not extend to motivation.

If ethical egoism explains that only egoistic motive is our whole
motive of conduct, it is difficult to be supported. We have various
sentiments or affections about lots of objects and among them the one
is egoistic and the another is altruistic. But, when those motives conflict
with one another, the question which is motivated for the sake of gain
of the possible maximum amount of happiness remains.

Consideration of self-interest is the dominative motive of our con-
duct and morality is based on self-interest if it is to have practica'l

effort. Morality is a mere label.



