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J. Habermas ¢| B BE AR
o) BF B ANy EE

Z Ho &
I.o 2 g

A4 IS AAS FEAL 2 Aolel B W 4 gle Hol Yee FE3
A olergel el 4 FHaE Sl 2o Ag EX WD o) B $ALRH
£o) Az Aoladct. AU Tl 2ohA AQsA @AW A AeAd 2

Fojabgol HEHE H3Ael Ade) BE RAFE Yo} 4o AdUsA 2
o2 Qs Hax ge FAE GAATY. 28] AT AAMoRE A4A3
B9l FHol 2AE £ oS ol YA AAEA e G w
Ye A3l ABE AAAE ¥4 JUHE B2 712 WA Stevenson

o1} Hare §o] YiAE H3Hd digte] Ao 4 gladoh “HE9 dwe] £
Ao el d AHH oz fASE A", “Wele) Aoz A o2
H o o4 HAL B7E TR AL oltE BAE A, AAH B9
Aole] g B UM AL, wek» & FWE 4 gl gitke AA o 4] ohche

Searle & lo]o) AAHal ALgo) HsA A4 (is) 24 9l (oughDE &
o) weloz shbel 7% shusl F2 vk Searleo] olstd 218 U
AHQl Aol (53] &L o} A8 AT Al (YEFRA) B
oA SlAB TetA AV AL t&olqe] oot kEBe e Aol A =
230} Searle o] §ol & Wl FHshd MENA oFE AR 4AZA Fof
Ak A4 FeIsl Fol8 nE Ae B AL, FAS A ALYE $
# 3 Adse A8 A7e gecke Poloh wA, AE, FAEEL B3

ﬁrﬁﬂ”‘
{2

é

1) defd, T&efet), 1978 49 4h, pp, 168-177, pp. 187-218.

2) e, pp. 199-203, pp. 215-218.

3) A& A A3 3 wolrh. Awkel A3 AU P 7t WAL GE HellHd D&
ok THEH E 4% dou AYAHQ a9 AFEFon ‘AdF oo vkt &
ol 2= Habermas o Y48 AFol Fo d7 e A3 vjetg YA &k

4) <o A, pp, 248-313.
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(BET8Y)E M gade A" 5 gle Mdolch o224 Lo A4
o GHE TR i A 4 b AU oA gl dFe 4
3&efsto] & slojett A& A4} bl 23y Searle o =018 old % 4}3
wejdte] 4R AdE ehalstel s wRlog wol Sojuat ¥ o mEie Ay
°f gtk ApFole whd 9/ A=A 4o A4 %L 2x30|ch Hareo
AME B8 & 4 Q%] Searled AEH Felo|7x] =g AMstx] 2
A 7hEel, 2Ela 42 Adw Aed e BAE gy 2 2949 %
Boll, #5572 A £38 Grn) ASH Ao AAA ofio ta] oo
o o2& ¢ |
A3 Fe|ehe] shgdel Searleol] o3 ¥l24 ElAlY 4 g AL opch &
Bl EeAE drlAete] Aslge| s A5 dFEdgch 2 o FeFy
9} T‘fi—l%ﬂlf‘r‘*ﬂgl s =3¢ 53 =8 dRo] 59 YA (%%
VA Bt adIviste] 43 A3l MY Az E AA S G Soley =
7&1%21 U AolojM, Hatd Az JAsta geod, gyFa AuAa
of Adefshatoll glo] Pt AHfA e zA Hx A3 Ag)ge Adoe o
wef HREh FAFe s wataA ole @ ol ge A ZeFogelA
&= AEEe ez AR i xode] Fdoch, 2y Rawls o] £ sbx] F
HAMdE Bt das) ozt Diggs & Ul %‘iﬂ’—*i AR =AY A o]
T F (B &IEte] A o} dyd $ gl
ool Rawls & FelF9& Al3]gejAd 2]’él°i ol o7& Afsta
A FEAR7N0NAL so] EdelFg Aol fel”  Ye FAL o2 HIE &
T 2T AL A Fa A FrFa o 9sg s ABHYUe] YR
(b Aol Ao} shatzbal &) Aol @58 G5 F= JAdYor E£xx
WA, metA Asdge] FARAL, S FelFAEd o8 FEHYW
SOoLed Af-A ol v HUHQ AeHFAY Iisiot © 4 glon], At o
& Y Aot moh gesiel, Rawls ol ojstwl Ao Ae Q9ad Ay

Z‘D}-

5) Searle &, Habermas ot 92|, doizt F4 MAo) 7 %g wal s 244 o e A
& AHAR R, Aost oA YT AEH VAol 1 oY MEe A4uHE A
st AR E3 Alstslo] tthE deizt s Pe St Esm ok olsbgre A
& 7l Searle & 2tz Az gejete] ool o Fola ¢ Ao, SHw
¥4 2 (ethical conventionalism)oll ®W=& 4 glow %o FHE 49YE 5 o
A frhe FEoh

6) & E2, MAAHAE A 1 %), $AAS, 1977, ¥2 2 p, 287,
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Stoll A Al bt ababE o] golRt 4 AAH Hoje A yehie ofgy YEj =
TR Fx4 $AEHE Tt AT Fda A vehde}

Rawls 7} A71A] oA & Bojulx Qv Ui A%e des P4 4
ol oburh HaA Ayt A dAle] SAAQ M4t HEAAS  AGA
b= gE[Aolm Aol g3 4Z A Afo A5 AbgjA SRS}
Aok HTUch YEH AR WEAH AotEolAe “xale "ol s yateta
Byt o] A s At Yol s HAHA AFo] thA] Rawls oAIE WA
A4 oleh dad 43l ‘A4 Vet vhisA 2 des AYAA AUE o
AH AAE ohetn SoAl $4 o2 Selt YxAAPoREH qdW A
o]l %] wolEojof sl=st? oo W& Rawls & 2 Az AL &3 ¢
2l Frust A2 Ag Hoid 4 glen dad AReeRyH d¥H FY
YQao] 2o smActel FEct Wt Y& ¥ ART YHEH " HIE
wEolx ggret. Bt st e aige] glolv LA AA Va2H 4BE d
g8 I A2 AdA vhA FeldAg dds e e =47t =i, 4
B Ago] el FEHct HE wofAAMe] A5 4zdrt

‘Habermas& Hobbes 2| s ofA o] zhe o] g ibg FAstx A4 Uit
o] q1ztelAe] ojA4H ZwH (o) & AAMFHA & 4 Uxe °FE UH =
3 Wch o] & £8) 92t Habermas 7} SUBYRE] “&H(o|4A) xpol( o
)7 A4E Assa dthe A¢ %A Dok oy st ge AEE A%
sl 2 WUEA AAE B4 Helaa $9 2k G4e Aoz dAstT Uy
A JojApgolj A ol Ad(el4]) e T2 E #aldltet. ¢ir|A 1= Searle, Chomsky
S5 A sl o, Habermas®: Searled] AT S A3 B3HA 4o 3
2322, B ABIA G AL FHOR AUsAA AU E 2t 27
& SHFR AR 2O E AR Bl S AAE AN SAaEsd
& A stade S A= Urbe Aolst 24 oA HFFAE doAAT

o] F¢&, Searle, #e|F2], Rawls 52 HAEH o224 ofH Hatx dz& ¢
olEol& Azl gl dhrio] ' &l TAHBLE JEE 4 USE HATR o
% Habermas & &JAtAFol &0 ol -2 Yo FFY # otuzt g ol
ol NAF A Eo| Habermas o AA Al o]&F4E T3 435 shAH
I Y& A gk
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T. Atad, &9, YRAA

(1) AHAIZ} te]of]l t&t Searle - Hare =3

dole] AAHQ Aol FEHA Aol B8E& Halx Searle & doje
A<l Aol AT W, F 8 4o A o A s ALE AT
3, 2 BEE JlEye 744 FHAARYE dZw-ge FHA oert A
529 4 g 89 Frh Searle® F&5P4o F4& Tl o) E o5 =
ol ul F&F Yol W -4 Az v r|ol ¢AM Searleo] o} A8 HAE
Aslr] g8l Tolgole “TFAA FI Mol A A 4fsz gk

Searle & Rawls & uoje} H2 Fxz 744 Fa-& FHAc4D 84 F
2o Aol= Falo] YA How s wsts ¥ FAH FAL=E|Her 4
T =Y gt oY oo HAn e FHAA S o]o] HFRct 2B Y F
A TFHRo Ao, FEAFNY FHAA B, FAAAAA S vtz YA A
AojmA B4 #ele] BAL FA%Ur AL sty MU= ASETEE
x5 MM ER] Bz o7t AAE 4 ey FTFAMAe FHE
45t o) f 7t mE A8 A gErh webAd FdA FAL FHd F&5HH F
e o & Aty el o £x glot FA4A AL 2¥EA ¥ 5 gt
Searleol olstd a4 FA5& Fwo] P& HepAat 44 A UM
£ Aol Ad oErh

F4A FHAEL 2 S04 Hwe ¥ HEAY £ 23A H4E & Uk
oo 34W FHEL AN o8 #4e Hgch dE W - “EbAb} A AEE
o]g #g3tw ofkol Frh "ol g AEOT - FAs v T FHEL A
o Holo] urEaql AHaAg Az Uk - 2 olBg SR tEAH 4HE 2
FaEo] FAAY g WAHA Aol - GE FH ohxe AMY AERY
& 583 FSolnt dojtrie}l e e WEE FHoR4 Hze 44 A4
v ER G THZ)

)& ekgairl’ CFRT 59V o W 4y A dHE AA G
2 gaAE FuletA Agd 4 glvh ‘5EE T« FEAEE ‘TR L oFT

1) #4923 F23(regulative rules)2 Rawlse H9§ $% 3 (summery conception
of rules)dl #w@stm FA44 3 (constitutive rules)® Rawlsel %84 3 (prac-
tice conception of rules)el 3 @gatch

2) *oJo] Mejat Roiqirl”, dojzetelat £ollrA], 1977, ¥u3 A44 p 322
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A7V AAZ ke Apelwt 2 FES] A&l RlE Ad 4 vt 2=d Al
E=u el FA4H FAe AAZ dddch wepAd a2 Alsy B gtelA =
cht Feel o), Aok, HeEl, AdFol TAH HAAA s A HH o
FA HA A oF Y2 AR FAS ot sty AdEA, o AR
3 e A=A AdzA Fojdrt. a2ug MEA A oAM= AdH &
HAb A A o AR ZFE Ttz ©@97t s T oA &
e THFoEA oF dFH 2oln Y= Searled] =9F 4rA.

@) Jones & “ie ol# ] Smith oAl 528 &2 Sd&gct" e T
d# et

@ Jones &+ SmithelAl 528 &8s 2 G&Hot

® Jones £ A7 AMe R sojF SmitholA 592 N &sop & o8 A Hch.
@ Jones & Smithol|# 5 %2 xl&sof ¥ o 2tz Yo}

® Jones & Smitho|# 5 %2& A Eshof grte

k&g ete AP Ast HalA YA A 2 B FAA FAA wet
@A ®@74A 2 oYL 4 itk Al Searled] Exrh “Ui= o] Y~o
Al ~2ta &gt Tebe W fEe el d&YHete #E o' ot
A Hle b 2 3d delde Dol @dlAet e AP +Po2 FHc).
apit7bA] ol olA @ 2B FHobd 4 dow AJA HA @9 +HHL
2 &5 Y2rt. Searled DollA @,@29 o]F & sheA ste 9
TA4H FAAARZA chgat zto] 5744 A& 2 UHY .

FA 1. BAAH B 73 o) FAY 2de A So om mlEj] Y4 AE 4
2t B Pe aeigr Fae] T stold a wraisiojop gt

F42. 2u#3 ; Px= Ax Hr,S7 AS 83 g+ RAece S/ A% s A
& o Folshe AFfonl walsloer gk a8z S+ H7ZL S AE =2 &
L Anc Sy AE = AE o Folgivtn Vo)

3) Habermas + ‘er&stcl & ‘719, ‘g&°, ‘52’ FF o] ¥l Rolv &4

ABAZE Fiteta sl AT @43 APy v FHe A A4

54 FH 38t J. Habermas, Communtcation and the Evolution of Society, tr. by T.
McCarthy, pp. 34-40.

4) J. Searle, “How to derive ‘ought’ from 'is’”, Readings in Contemporary Eth-
scal Theory, ed. by Kenneth Pahel & Marvin Schiller, 1970, Prentice — Hall, p.
157.

5) *diygst ¥l &4 3, p 338

e
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F3 3. 2uFA ; P&, So AA4HA #AAH AE @dohe 2ol Het S xpAldiA
EetA] Se Sl A= o op g,
F2 4. AXNFE; P, Ss AR ¢ A& oxstE 7ot gadsefor gt
F& 5. 2AFa; Po wale oRe A4 pFES

2719 FH & HAeog e gas A7 Fe AYE o0 € U AR
o) A7]e] Ao s g 287 ¢& o shxol, dAH o2 $HY3= F&Y
Yol HAEH T e 2AEE tE& & b2 AZCA el e & 74
A FHES AT A ¥ 5 Aoke Aojrt. o) FE FAHSL FHYY A
E FAsE FHEEREAH 44 & O 2L o] et #e P9 E P43
HWEH 5 slve A7 et

“obgolgt A EAAE Wobkolol Wrk” & Al A AP “oksE A
@oh T WA U AP 4R A R Al Ut UM Fest B4
A3 YE AL £ T2 A%k Fx At A0 A5YHE S ol
obsre] | bel Toioh U Afolrh. odd Fgol “op&e o) A AT
Bz BE AL vhA oFF A71E T Yt A4 “2Esele 34 44U
T 8} ob&o] EHojo A2 skn B % Re MAAT. AEHY 44§
obgoz s ol B A AT st} FIW AAE AHA AAFYE uE
FE YRAA T A ARG B gell v A-ske 7ot &P Afx vt
A7 R o} |

ok&g) 9lo) H-4-& E3 Searle & thSF o] AE AEr®

1. AZE #4848 Axy A4AdE AgstA] Lt

2 . AR AA-L FA4A FAAA Hell S gL

3. omg 44 AAEL JF, A, Y& WEYHH.

4. 29 e AAU AL, F&ue] oA AnugrEel A 2
He ‘g (ought)’ & EHo d F Qirt.

Searleo] 43 Hareo] ¥]51-& Searle2] =2j¢] & o] S+ Mg &, ‘Ax
A A’ o AgE o] gl Hareol ojatd OolAe 2 #d& Aty 38y
@9 @oz JortAl s HHE wetol & WA o= glH. AEoly e
o) Rg A7 AANA A$A] gas ‘e ddA ~zta &% ke ¥dd
€ 8 4 o oA viopelA ) YA sbe obFR A REE =7F @
3 d£olP & ARY 4 U Aolth. Searleo] UdlE A A ALAL 23t of

6) “How to derive ‘ought’ from ‘is’? “&2 #, p 167
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gojete dojg Aol ™ AFTH AHAQlH ol F Searle & B glo] Ytst
spol oha) AlAL el 4 weldRtol £EW 4 3t % HE AZAMTHE Holdh”

Searle 4897 Rald P¢lo)7] mFoll F&2 Ak Arte FTHF 4
ok 2 Hares 23A 232 gecl. Hare G4 v vhlobd el 4o &9
ahg FESIAE goo offo|d-e Fagirt. a1y Hareo] 93, %&E o
o] oF s olf& WA SF = FEHYol Ur] Hoke ERloRFH oL oitE
BalA REE sty o8 ERlst olEo| fe] REIF F4E AAF UrE EY
4 s FA ool Hyd o) Aol A f-H gk

olo] tia Searte Dol “v& olA ¥ SmitholA ~7]| 2 F&AH T =3
ol Zdol g 1g(mention) o]7] Wl Hare®l x|&o| FAdsjrtn witr}.
@ 4ol olu] Hare s} MAAgA AT “9go”, “AFFA "¢ = W7t
zeiEe] glon 228 H4E malE Yol A =9t AYHUZE A2T
t}. 8240 Searleo] FA Askd Z2 V2 AP o] opet Al A Aol
t}. Searle & Harer} zH41-& ul#stE ol glo] W W 74 & A,

A, 1t (Hare) wrh “AH4 (i8)” 248 “sdd @¢j(morally ought) ” & Zol
velslz de AA" Aol asEd ve “AATE B E 2 g7 E Fo dele A
o e}, -
S5, 2 Wyt Wi A" Asd A4E Bol We dox Yo 2y
L %A A ggen 2%A ¥ 4 AT AR Werhe
AR, 228 =% B4 2+ Wrh o $ele F&E AAk HeE AdEse AL
2 Azstz 9oy et G agA s gstes, v #A WAL BReld= 2
of e B qAlstm Aok
Hare 7} o}7joptie] 2l Ax|7tetd “g&3tct "ehe w8 &l ot &
5& 7o) glo] ohg itE 4 goletn FAYH wd Searleo] A A H
wbo}l x| 3 YA @9l Hare & F o] Searleo thdt o] ® £+ Qv
Searle o] ZFx3tax}t 3 AL “d&ect"ele JdXYHE TH Rl 9A
g oo Asly N eA) 75 o) Fo|A =He ol tha FAAUA YFolE
FA A ol AU Ao vk Aolrt. wilopd Al HA It & st
4 glvh. 2= ST Ve JdEYHE Y ol 19 Fe THYo

7) Z& A, p 178-179.

8) Y2 A A4 : brute facts

9) J. Searle, *Reply to the ‘promising game’”, &2l & p 182
10) J. Searle, “Reply to ‘The promising game’”, &2 3 p, 182




J. Habermas ¢ ®RAERR AT RERS R 139

2HE Yy AFEE 5 glom &L o7[H iUz 29 A HYE A
A =o] vk, “of&¥H T Ete AXY YA TAEY Fuo] ohizt  #H A
P T Az YA I

a8 AlEWAHQ FHeR o F FAJl= Aqke]l A= ol tt. Searle
o] ¥ #Al&= #EA ESAICYY L) & AMA & Aot Hs B
Hale xtdA Ao} opvel WHEtet A13]A ApAQl ol A4, olo] thi¥ dFo] gl
o] #aly AA-g Az wlct & 4 l& ZAolvt. 2%ty Hare o} o] #y
WAl &3 #YHq 25e EEste] WA AdFZYlA AT T
7t & o] Ho ke AL FAAdew AL BE ohvoh. 3 B 3 W
o #3e, walMAle Hedojete @9 81 dEtol ohvzt ¢ AHE
= oF elo] AACHAES b e olete A Fa A #H ojd EF of
& AAg HAEsL obge] Hal A oF ¥ Aojrt.

2AY $2lE B g Yete Ao ) Ao e ASH T4y
o2 olajs A B9t 223 FE&HAA fFAlshs &, 2A2 FH oy HAA T
Az e g @7t oivet Alsd AAdxA L] T4 20UE Searle 3
o Ho] Belgich, oj24 Searleg ATPF Lol a5 HHA A +4)
of F23alE ¢ FHe go] shuvte] AAdRstow AYE F Y&E AR
29} B2 99l9) o] AA A AzEon HIYI HAAM=, 2y, &
A AL Searled] dA Vo] FEHH 5 glojof T2 FEolth

(2) Atz] fejot Fe| 52

£5¢ 23 e "o AUl B & fedr Ay FHFYe R A
$59 WA B 2AFFo ARG 2l AAEHAL RYAR, H5& &T
o gelAql vkEog Foe s Huoked AUAd-e FAFoRA  A3EE Y
AYg A&Fsta g3t Bentham & sl 3E AAA 7+ FHE &2 YHE
Ak, Yot ol dt 484 WelE 2tz Asd Yool dFAL A5 A
oheo] W22 ATl F907 S 97t Aok wghek o124 Bentham
Al AEA By shuistiol HEBE = -84 delet 28y Yool A B A
53 FUA? 9 Fr1x dest FoiAcck, 28 F el AA Holdl4 A

11) deid #3lE o]yl 7lsste Haos wobgoldA HIE o449 A} F
F-AA A ohA o4& AAE B3 5= Urke Ao, A9k Haber-
mas A3 vimE
1D A Smith & o]l &%trt
2) Adoey AoYEg s,
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At Z5o)y #AM AL Bentham o 43 Fe|Fo2e A ¥ o] g,
groz wrh Be Mg Hilelbe *E =Eo] ¥ P dAEE M T de
A AL ahy g AAEHA] U 7 LS RAsE HAdF U AAFgE F
B2 o)ge Aulch. 24392 Benthamo] ol2j& AANE FEHoejetnE=
ojxz) gon AN 2= 27 AFAARA Asieh Ao dFzzE A
Astz AR A Zrk. Mill& ezt A ato]E AYPstn “Foicheo 2o
HE7o AH9E T BHE HEY 5 AU A& EAY AHAOIE ST
£ E stue] 7E& golEdeas A4A Bentham Brh o & of2{F Hol F
53l et

T Eo FAFEFete o]For vEhd FelFo M2E ¥He FEF
o7 2 4¥E <tz YRl oot £ FAE HAW RAE =] sdtelct.
dA o] B9 sl 2% {84 HBE AEAIA Hd, 27t Bl o
& ZhxlE dAT B 2ol folEe o HHE oW k&Y AR od&
o A, ofMa|e} olE ~& zoE FAIY 4 v LA FHANAL &
thetAl oy, ¥E5E 4 gt Aosh dolaAn®. ojd A Me IR FAst
gelEe|felch. FAFFE Y FelFoe FHE FupAF]] HE st
Az og ool glo] Wotgoln v WU FHE FH o= (rule) TAHIZ
FeUA gl 3o HAE AU & daHos AE P vt A
of & A7} A thgoe R FAEL F84 YA met 3 2Fol 2
Fvhe Aot metA el felat4le] Foislehe 8 FFE FES o
4 glon oL AAWR Aok Bt F&A4 WAL P o, F FA
HgAd 4 k. Ad 9 shutdtde AL F3 FAHeERt 8484
A g WA e |

a8y FA 7 olgA ks sAHAE Yttt Rawls & F3& HF 4

TP AEHGEEHA) FH o2 e 3 Fe|F2d oML Ao

3) Aeizd, 4o 4, pp 96-98.

4) e 3, pp, 99-109,

5) J. D, Mabbott, *“Moral rules”, ed. by K. Pahel & M. Schiller, 2 & pp
206-210.

6) &2 A, pp, 210-224.

7) summary conception of rule ¥ W4, J. Rawls, “Two concepts of rules”ed,
by K. Pahel & M. Schiller, &2 # pp. 237-242.

8) practice conception of rule® Hd, J. Rawls, - 2, pp, 243-246.
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A& ool Aol FBFH o) BAAA AW 4+ 92e na 2oy y
o] Aol v Aol AAUA & olfrt oA H-Fof HeE AU s, F
Az welFoe S¥AMA AAste S 3D off 8|3 FAE F54¢
5 %€ $E 3o, By g4FAE FAe F49580 dE £L¢ 2
FAFE 23 ek T ME Py s Aabe) tigt meish FA R A
He, 432 B3 dgolg A Azbdee o A G FHIF4 FHo B3s)
ooz xe] Feole AL FYe Aol okus | (practice) AA)
& AUzt AomA FeUAY FAole AYFAH w5 48 o
Aol 2 %] 24 L Ao ojd 4 glon YYUFA e PE F49
< YA, metd o] Ao 3L wWiHA AL 5 U Aolojok s A
2} &) Ql (definitive ) FAloll F 24 (publicity) & Z&rh.

Rawls & F29 M d& FelFoo d#7lss e vu, Fef9r)
Fa FAA L +EH oA YU FeFY Gy T 2Y 4 gotn A2y
. 22y $A Rawis 9] =9 Ao A FAS o] A=A FAMEe] “Tajy
Ao R #” 2 FaFe AAE Nl YrHIY & A Rawls £
A=A A3 Fe)FE Sy besictn v td o2 Iae ¥£7%0h) Diggs
€ TEFYE FEohe dAldl FAMNEY FHeol 2eh Hagto 24 F3 o)
A g g 43 os e o WA Aol asg 7+ A
< WopEol+ At FeFYst XUIHA ¥E 4 ks AL wela glopw

Diggs + #H #5947 #Hg FeFgAAle TA%o=H Az sl
ULE F3 o] Zhe YEF& PR ojsdtct. A HY FuUsiui: FHo] FAS
€ ol Fod glem 2 FANA faElde FHE XAk Qb A wjal
HA Aulzt BoHE ok HE B9 AuE slee RS FAola 2y 9
Pl A A2 PETEHE g YF5AHee st Diggs e T 8
| Ao, FAFHFAE) Wehe J5S LHT 5 UJ] gHAE Y& st
A, £ 585t - (rule in force) oojof &rt. 2V %o ZE T4
B B 3L ool A fHiEe AYA? FH] Ze 29 Fe F4 o WA
AUE A4 A St Pl FeFgHoe Hyo] F 4 gt s 4
A WA "ok, F3Fe oo e Bl FA o] e T4HE oA - fy -
m% A, pp, 245-249

10) B.J. Diggs, “Rules & utilitarianism” ed, by K, Pahel & M. Schiller, 9
3 pp. 260-281.
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ol 4 fafgtcta Agste 9ot 2ed oy g -HE o 23T YA F45

2 A7 olol tid FyFAEL 4A - B - WSl AHEAY FAGF
thsh) olete F84 dejd W23 gl Wgejetn wHdr. 22y Diggs
oja] gt wholl vbEsiAl ghect. AEYE waAd dAH H, #HF5 5 YE5F&
2L 19 e MSE FTAEE & ALY oo AT Zlolct. utebA H
5 FAbe) dejebs Habe oAud S48 YT 4" F gloew 2
g8 23-g Agste A1 AV R Fo{Alct. Diggsol ¢3d FF4a
ol UEtw 4 AEAE 4UY AR A(security) Zdte R e o A}
sl/dde] etAo] ML HaAde AUAES] Prt 4T Fol FH oA
Wt Bt o Bele] UE UEE A4l gyEel A gew kit 2
oz AUz 4TS g Fe dA T THoU AlE Uk Aol
o] 74 g42 2L gt A AR AUt $AMHA =
Hao2 &5y U A 1Y¥Hol7] Ry, o388 AUz HEy
o] ™ atel] mel 471 Al Edute] AUE VR F o A EXE FA4%ct Diggsdl
olatd AlYdtzol FAY FHo £+ wHu e S8 g gRol Az
TA Lt ot 53-8 22 gervh 2ol 3¢ mAnkd Az F3 Yt A
B 4 o= =l E i Al A & AT god A Al Ay
I a2 e 4 BE 5 UL Aol

ol A Diggs o] =2l & et o]& 0 AAIF] Aozt 29 o AMNAAHE
ey Exgrg ztEed ohga gol

rir

O A Ade @ 74 FA7 OPETA FHo2 Uy A, =34 F3
< o" Ag 47 HE, oA g S A A +enH Faolx, &
dita B 4TS A2 S o HETFH FHL AdFIHA B & YR
of® 24 gt +go] ofvir,

@ =74 3o Ad 2 Y AdL2 g AF W “olAg Hg]s W
2l7] Aol Evte g Hojut " H3 g Aow olf mEm ¢ mEE AL Y&
o ztololl e gk, zeElv 2 FaAe, df 4% WA Hd gy Feade ¢
Hate ozl oulof4 AzlH Mg Zeoh dAW o A dot T EER A"
e QAo v A a& AYge FAY £ g

® =74 F49 FYL () FHe] Fan weldor SHHA APk AR
Gi) Fal 2 AdAecd Aol e A2 FUE de AR #AT4EE S UPTE F
72 Ad =z aod 4 Ak A FHFA < sdidel Al Aol feF

11) B.]J. Diggs, &€ 2, pp.260- 275 .
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£ & FeFde =74 FHe AdE wEu o

@ £33 Fao] e PF4e WAL Wolu BHE ANGE dEFHoz A¥
5o 5% du Ut AE Ywrolth AATAL AW st By Aor det
Solm Y& ALFe AMANE O YHFEHE LHYE £ AT

a3 o]FA Hw feld dEFe FEo] HAFF AN T A
2F TAZ SAY™H. Smart & FAFEF et AEFA A ey gHF
Bl 5ol e HEo o4 HFFoA wojd 4 dvkn FAHC.
e @A & F 54 F D2A (D) F dHas] Helz gYF=F4 dxe
2 HEo . o|% &2 Brandtw “ol4d =9 3 "olgtes MEE E/4Y
o2 FAFHFYE FEHEA FAl RFFoE FHILA P Brandtol
o)stwl el “wbef M8 A$(if adopted) HHAE AH2A = (would
maximize utility) EYF3-& FAE ¢ don 2gof A dAY Fdod ulF

e Ads ool & “o] Al EYFA 7ok 2B (DE ok 7444
Ql Aoz HToE B4 B4 HASA geol. Brandt + Gi)E A4
A oA FHAFAE YA YAtz FA4AZE d o]FA = MEe o
A A FejdAd get #3HE Jol2 A E F U AFAHFE sHEshs
Ao] glo] Fefolw H¢FeFel2 HAST b Diggsol ®2H  FelFo
=Y/t A 294 At Ao AAM o4 =YAAE T4 A
Bl AAx7t AFFAel ghol A4S FHaAE o e FAAAE T4t A
EAV & ulo ¢gioh®. Smart®} Brandt o S HIHA Fd #us5F
o] & FEs= AL AgExgte WegHel AdE 9 Sole ¥wold. Fd
g A EAYA o upRo] o RV A A, A EAE FHA
e AL $& FAole} 5t (214 #3239 AHF4HE A+, Al
dutoll Bt $219 GEHL Folv 2 AEt A EA L G4 EHo R 3§
Wl Ao Agsd Hrb. e @A (=74) F3°] YHF4¥e 7}
Ae 7tEL, 2 A AA 7, #2819 GEAH FoAE A3 v A=dl 2A
st W Eolehs AR Bgom o AEUel 2o T FUE A& 4+ U
RA7HE A9 28 49 YA A5FAE dolvr o3de Ax obge 4
Aok, 28 oAl AZEAGE NG BojEdozd, AUl 85 Fo

12) R.B. Brandt, “Some Merits of one form of rule-utiltarianism” & & pp,

282-306.

13) B.J. Diggs, %o A, pp, 269-270.
14) B.J. Diggs, &2 #, p 270
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o] fE 2 Mz dute] AR EAE FHAF ) WEolety 49T 4+ UA =HIA
th. mtebA AE E3E dok FHAlE M2 AlErt e Jl@e) ARt )
A Hojol 3t Fe|A {uFolw FUHct. obH FE A EAY AdE WA
2 A @MY (O3 Gi) 7t ddstEdcte & 5 et

=y Diggs & A7A E¥AMA @ttt v 974 A& 25 A
dog offod WA Wil =eAa vefE AT =T T4 Mol Ay
Helgdql des FAEEE #a F AL A 1Lz v T3 A
= e W Ferk. 22 Diggs o HetA AgstalAe s woglel
staldele] dEe ¥4 ¢ A7 2k ¥ AGFYE FEE S Y
& ZA7?  Diggs ¢ w92 HECH 7AA 29 @& Fof BA.®

® NsTH F49 BEAHQ AoAr AUFHAE B 4 Yo SYL (I)BHo| F
A3 =eloer H¥HA g AA Yeceh Gi) FHE PP F4HL nE A
459 golo) TAGCE T AXNZ QG oy £7A T ALY ol
d FAACAH(AGAL 4RES) 7 gos BE A4E G A% @ Ago] FAg
dygatoldA FA 4ot A4 Mol Yz FAE WE 4E gov A4E
557 YA geE B FAE WE 4 Ao

©+54718 22 Aok T ATTAE 9% S A4 Aoy AYGFA)E B
& 23 givuz YEHAAL oY TS P AY &, EUHA Aol oh
o, 2ol EHE ety FAANE Ere R, Bk A/ANE Agse olgn
TE 4 g Aolth 2B} oleigl Bxe Bxolz ¥ 4 YUtk B THomy
o) FAE steid By £0E Feh £ 4 Yolok Skl LEAVG A4 E 2%
A @) WEolth £EA/E 4 2 HAE 201X F& 4& UE 2 AL &
sttt axn £5737d YolAdE 4>(FHA) o] EHAANE FANY 2HL S
o o8 FAED

@ ARY FAFYF e AFHa AT Yto] ANBAY Sree S 2
Aol F450) Ytn APae AHLAE b AP b w g (security) & 7]
goz dm Qrin AWath W BE W Eale] UE WA gE o4 ¢He &
2Y 4 oo 28U AHAHY] 42 DeoE AL 4L 25 o FEED &
FUstel 7o) mek YA e o4 By Uolth ez AEE FAS &
A2 &0 FHRPE AL SUSE 4THo) T8N A APAAGE BN 7
€ AseE “407& Hu FAE 4 g2 AEs ANBAGAE FAYHE A4
+ ¢4 Un

AEs AsRActe BAANE TR R4 f2d BEFS FEHE

15) B.J. Diggs, &-& #, pp, 275-282
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AL okt JE3 ALY w4 feie “FFA H4Y 5 YoEe o
& AF|H Aotet” “Y aAigte] dlojatrt s a A wotel” Fo AFAelm i
A4 U E +28 4 4 dUed o UE 4% ¥HE FAHMAA AT o
& Aug e Agea A4 A fe2A deFole 4 #HE€ e

Brandt ¢ o] 4 SYFHAAd et HE MsidA Diggst AAA
d2& Yo Aol £0 HIFAQ ooz FHsn gt Digesol o5
FHo] 2+ WY F YH T4 1 FA o] 43 <UA (mutual acceptance)
e AAE AR ALGES dEolA AU AEolde S wax 3o
Fo] opyr}. 2 oA FHL& (YT A3 =AF2E MNAEY A#
Al FAE B¢ ATA (Y 3 o A AW FAo] B Aol A9
Wg-e vtz 2 d HAAAGA FAHAAH g Aojt.

2A A o oig 95 230 ZE 7H44AA -84 (hypothetical optimificity)
o4 feiste zo) otvel, Al B & 4 AR AEAHo: YFEY 4+ e
A2 NALEY @G died AAG A o} { 3] (fundamental principle of
justiceYell 4 fe#gtct HoHAL 28] 2FE =S4 FEAG Ae ASAHAA
Yoz i Af4¥ezA SEEE AF4E 29 Fe FHA Yoz A7
o F3¢ ke Aol RAE PoAUYE AAsn YHe

Ao AL J|EA R a2 AYE A Sle AN} ot Addsojol @
ol el AL Aot 2t FodA o] ool ¥ W “o] Y
o] ¢vl Brandt7} ol 43 TYAAE %¥ W “oldA "o o nje} FFT.

b4 F YA Brandtyql olvjel4 o)Al HWaje] ote}, 27t 2 Yo}

B AdAE aeln dEA4eRE 2 YR dEHAE AR s HAs 43

2 YA R o4 o] 4A o 1P,

Brandt £ 88 #4le} THfio] HA4E A g A oldozr o
A g Fednt. 2= ol E %7 s F-8AH(currency) & FANL
o ol A4aql FAMA L B2 ANAL AEE 5 Y& ¥ ohE Aol W
QAR wetd BEW 4 e SAE ogE ZFojol vt HE A2UA® 2
B gAY FAE oj%A FuAd Ao thFoA = Diggs e ¥¥E =

16) B. ] Diggs, *A comment on ‘Some merits of one form of rule-utilitaria-
nism’”, 32 #, p 315

17) B.]J. Diggs, &2 4, p, 315
18) R, B, Brandt, =] %, pp 291-292.
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a7l eigivt. Brandts} £3 A4 S840 EA BaH Foluyoez ¥
e Af 22 SAAAE ALY 5 glod o3l8 FAE F4UrE Ao
c}.

olFA A el AsEAe A&l Agl g Hgojdoln Aty £}
bl ol ThA A E Ex Atz ziel gelete AaA Welo) o AsE ol
20l Az deE AT WY dEr A geges 4FE + Qe
A& &t Rawls o] Ao 8L 27t 4l o] % =2y Y¥g Agaos
oo ®tm girh.

B oAz 423 sy

FelFolol it Rawlseo} vt “ol 4 ozt ” ety ol oA A e
AgEo glot. FE|FAEL Ml #ejA AUy Agoct 2z o
ZA7E d B2e FAAE ol4d fuatete Mg TEdozA Ans
3t Rawls off osi=d, 22t a28(gt A2 2 o] SolFo0g daoe
S & ol o4 FYAte o4 AN FAHE F2n 9o
A Ele &7E Al AR AHEn U5 ¢ 4 ok wekd o 4aq @y
e FESE A8 A 75 shie) AAR 2Ase, oj24 AsEde o
He FdEa e AdAde AEY 4 de g A" ver. g
Ad ol4Ql epate] A4 A A Ao geldd Aguest QA
2 Al A Adgdee A4y dg" 5 A

2z 209 $uBRel $Ushe FHFoRA FiBel 4 2 god o
o ZL A xsty Fotgd F9HA gerh FHYLRAY Hoe o4 A
HA(=HAF WA, 53 AfFaarzte] Fo& 447 Hdxor ¥
AA A FB44E WA ot

Aolgh AAwe oS3 SAo W, vtA 2F) & AL ¥ vimAAe £FE

HA & WA shE siolch otebd Az Agdl slejdE Z1RARL ARt 71 ZAR

2 A Yo o8 ngd Al Hele FAA FAoIU AHH o5 A 3

A48 4+ g

FTRA2 =AY Hoge Hoo A dgt ojEg 44AA AdE, 2o MR
M2 YA A9 #1920 AoYE LYdoens Agsinat g2

ojAMA YA 1 A Fol H FHUE THUH dtqE 2300 Aty

1) J. Rawls, A Theory of Justice, 1971, Harvard University, Press, p, 26.
2) #e A, p28
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FAE2A 98 Aol ohet, AU AU E A Agdgiz o
#4717 8 EQEAT sty ARHos 484 dejol F4EA @A 2
FHEe SAUAL T AAFA2 A Wl FelFely Az A e o)
AAql Bzt 4o 755 E H8 249 A& QAL F UAT A
Aoz A ARl e EFQlY A4E ATTeH dojAx Mt o AA
7t $d& Aojnt?

TejFeolst gt Y= GBS M A Rawist At Yyg gozy F
Aoz Ael Aejo Mdg FAs AArt. AlEa gL FH ASVH ¢
9 BAAA S S50 ¥ FAPTZAY SR P =8 W
ATk,

284 TAAozAe HRo] Ui f2E AdEel At A¥IU FVHE 2
Wgo Adglo] AAStL 1A EE UFHAY 4L WHE FFsE o oflvy, &
32 AFHEH AfES SHAAC S4dor & FAE Bl Y A UM £
A 289 870 THE AVARL Aelche
Rawls £ Locke, Rousseau,Kant& &3] &3] ¥4 3+ ALdEE 1=

F4stgtoasl A3 FHEAE xee U2A AU ol HYFAA et
Ars] A ofo] At AEle] A dFol s ¢ UMTOl AR AgAAE A
ol2-¢ A5l AyldAo] ™= AL V22 I (original position)
o] A Eojop ot 27t A2 AL AFHA AFeAAY A4
s g3tk

FAdezde Ao ol HEF d2H igolzte AL AFAA  AgA
Foll gloj4 Atad4tefel 4 @ Hgtch o] W2 H 4R A dAFe Adz 4G
M s o9y R WA4HE AR e o 2AL AT AF R
ojz2A HE & FAHE 4 A 4oz o

AsigPddos Ao AL A2y FRoAA Ag= Y& Zolrt. HA
T3 9z2H dyof o] HodHY WEE TAH € AdE = A}E
4 ook, 230 42 dgeo S FAL7? FAY WL A Bt}
o) AZFHAGoz ok 4 Yo AFFAAI AFAHA T A A

3) &e A, p3lL

4) & A, p 31

5) #e A p 12
6) & 3, pp, 18-19.
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A6 eod Ags Ao o2 g 7 gg Ao, Wy U2y
Ao o} T xFAIS] A FAe] 1A A3l A ¢E LE ¥ opvmt AAE
o AR 2z 2] FxjR S48 4=d APAE meEe dog sy
ol o)A A FAE AP Qo] HEH T A3F fdojste Aol
A A A Wl Aolrh. chgog W2 AR AdFAxEe Fejold
A7) 4o] gl & # ofvet 4% F-HASICE. Rawls & Al FFAAte] o2 5o
Kantd oojo) 2] =183 Aol §atdt Aoz Bgri? Fojzf 93¢ 49
grhs A2 AT 5YE 2 AT A (LA Aol ohw B E
B QlE] A e Abxbol Al g9t e 224& FoiatA = AdFAe HoldHe
A 4 e AL AR AFe F3A =Helebs Yok Arldinh 2
Blgt A g AabE Aoz 2 dBstE o2y AT FERIFAHQA oEY QiE
ohvlth 25L A13A sEsixole &FE A o] &Fo o5 2u¥ 5518
Zh 2 A A ool UsHe abEut 2HgHololA wrl WA wHRmE o}gy 3w Ytk
Uz A%olld 23 omHE Axo] A A7 ? ALFFA=L] 28
Al £44E witstz A8l JEIA(F3] AR E Y 5 Y+ REF
o7t gdseietat & 4 glvh. A3d AEslAe Ade F2 Y+ Rawls 2
A 7o AEdE AAR 4 gl AU Foge AeE 4 gloejal 2ob® o]y
HA HEYHE Aol BEY A4 A A5 WAo|rt.
2be 2E Wt FAEEE AL Y23 A4 AFELS oo e 5 oA«
g Agstete Aotk & AUA VAL JRAHQA ALY 4T o] Yo} H
€ 2F8E oo, taol FHA Ae Ay FAH A5, o 5, A4
A BHEE HE8E 2720 BE Ag 2 FAAR B3 A2 AL 48zt Al
2 EHEE HAY VR o5& AdeE At Y AUe WASE Bojgt o
Y YYEL 4428 ash A 2 Aol o R4HcE o4 oW ALE
Hessie g WAHTY.

a3y A 9EE QIAg %A dolEolEstel itk WA AHJYAL Rawls
o] ol glo] HAo] HE Mol Ao e Rawls & AFH 7tdz
AL Y& ¥ IS0l & 4 U PHEA AP gEolA] ¥ gt 942H
Ao ¢elo] sagtntd Fes+ W2y AGdHE F4AE Aojeke AYE

7) #& 4, pp. 251-257.
8) e A, pp. 34-39
9) &e 4, pp. 14-15
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Al APV o] YrlE sy 1t A FEE B Un vobA] g vlolof 8
JohE sFolet & 4 givh. Aol A gtelti® Rawls 2p41e] ajo] “a3dt
HeHe w0 "ucke “Add WEe JHA Fee T4 7sE U s
AHgw o FA 7 NAR R Yr).

L2 o] S UTe] FPslE olFE AP Ao A z2st waFAst
oh™ AdAEE Bt AAE FAs A G A s Aol FoiUAE
A wolol #& Zolth. 1w gow U2 Y YAL Rawls Al Wztd 7}
Hog @olx™ Rawls 9| QJEHM/ 2ot ARG /e 48g 4 gle Ao
oh. Fisk 2oiz H5H Ao, AAFHE ojsli ol U] AsiAlete] U
A& o] Fo W digt FFY UeA UF B AL 2AANAY UE gL A
€ Mo eA A8 A LA WAL Gl BiE Aoty B A2 g
T 4 QgEAE JASA #Eo|, Rawls o] a4 YA A svpitrix) daof
B gz ginpe,

Rawls &= Y24 gl ot w83 =98 “FYg”ojBESoz A2y
ou, a9 e AReltt. A2 YA PHEHes dnh & P
of w2l Rawls o} =97 £84& Rl 4 YA 47 AP 7| o},
Y23 UAE PobEolt Aol AMA YA o] 8o oW YL oojs A
€ 7HE AFste HA st ozl A A YAAlY] A oA wA Y
T YerHE W Folo gk, 2ok 2L o] glol: WxH o] YU
& &3] Y A9A Aol Hol AR S84 Ay oyt A
€0l F A4l ¥tk s gAlol gith. AR EA o8 B wn u
7t AAH Q] AREEE ¢HshE dAX v A 2 o] 4 AL wpAsR o}
FIN]lel SRR AAGAe] Ao Ak AX T A A
AAA ) A F g ANA o] FAA =& FrAEF o A3 GAe F
HE T4 oj4uts, W39 e3Nse SYA, oo BE AFA 7l
2PE3] R4 ¥+ Habermas £ AAFHY £40] 294 Marx & o] &5
s ultaol= Rawls & w}AAA 2 4§59 Absjge e A gack. 28y

t SYBEEY AEE oo oM YAEAHY, dojHY Uyt A
Hat TRAolRAE P2 ASAE o}2d A o|EAMAE vldFowH
10) &L A, pp. 577-587.

11) =& 4, pp. ix,

12) Milton Fisk, “History and Reason in Rawls, Moral Theory”, Reading Rawls,
ed. by Norman Daniels, Basic Books, Inc, Publishers, pp. 53-80.
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Rawls o] 34| & Hold + A "ot.

. erase Rel
(1) %3} ©|4 ~ Hobbes 2] o]-gufut

re]&s A olM Habermas & A& A 4+ A3AT(A3 &2F) o
ARFA 9 4olu sHol AL = Had olg T HFHA ol & °Mi
Ae #Adaste] dd@$e 28 5 dexAY Aoy FHIAAMY EH
€ d4& 4 gdv) ol& 2 Aol xR ke A& Hobbes o] Aps]A| oF&of
WER o] gulub-g B3 wslx vk, wstozMo AzjAstE Biax Y
Hobbes 7} o] 84ql 27| 2¢ o2 A= #4 & Habermas & wmel 4AHs
5o fele A ASAERY oyg siEA e Aol AAFAIL
7hAl R5olee) o o AE FHAAM fFHTrke A& BAYL £ Yrk. o F &
Ao A Rawls 7 (23 Ao A AlfGAztolAl FoAfE ol A 2
S ool F3hEjofof slerbrt Bt FEE A et

Aol AF3 wush AL Fol Haolete ARAHL 2200 Hstet HE
oL Al 5234 w7 oA BAAAME S E Evtcd AAP( 2AH
Ad)? & A5HE oA Ha Aefge] ATt oA o AiHE Hu ¥ F
kol dAa ARIAME] (2] A|AAAD 2o HAE AFElr]ol o] Brt.

Aore S4Y WAL ol A4 E 9% YUHoE A8V A 1 UL FIH
AE Ao AEY A -FFEAY Jl%e)l WY SYAEE FAYAE AAY A%A
TyAA —olete F HAE Fobel AFASE T2 HAAYTD,

Hobbes & (@ %} 7} Q&0 7l ok 4ol Sol7ot sx @ o) 280l A7t A
A" Alke 253 ok 5tv 3 Alkoll oa FolA Hekw Aol o Aol
olob sHortoll W ATEH U Mg oA S AtE(Althusius) o
A AAAQ YHE WedErl® . Hobbesol olsts ZrMd=e] AA A& A
oA A ] BPAE +Estn A5Ey) ¢ Lesd, Agxde 4&8¢ B
AA Lo)A QI E st= o Yasiy aelw opxiete s Hstel AMd wigh

1 J. Haberm;s, Theory & Practice, tr. by John Viertel, 1974, Beacon Press, p. 62.

2) #€ A, pp, 47-50.

3) %2 #, p 63

4) Z& 4, p 63
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BAL AN Py she 2o AL 48 FTNA Usirt. ol e
AzH Adgg 3 Ao WAAHE UEFFo 24 2+, Galileo 2] A2 A3} Des
cartes o WA Azg ofgy shAl Htow M) A A FER FYYT. o
W e AL zAAY AdYde] WX YW FHA AAE @A W o
oltt. = AA Aol o5t AdAHd A4SEY £do] otz AYES g
= AHE EYct. 23 Hobbes 7} B7lo] o= AR FHA 27U ¥ 4A
o] 2t de 7t opch. AA A "k]lol] o & wiele] FAYAH T B 2]y
of® o] A¥Eo v U7t A ok, ol E BFsln oo} e 2
o WAL A YE-E F5a e o, S8 g X ws 2 olr}.
Saoll A FEH-Eol A= A Aol s o] FBA = Aok T& 4
FEL AHA A -dYE wHA A o) wTEE YAN -5 wolEo A
"Hrhe Adojth. S3o W FX= 28 5 502X ©9s) ojd A4 2
Z}A o] Tt

2E AREE AVIA o2t A% YT A e Ae AW S8 Forrry

A gl H2€ b A, 28a olAL Eol olME Fy um s: AF P

o] @i A4y FEolch?

27t Hobbes = vi7léttlejql Qzto|ajo] vlepslA AL FHHQ A
AE WobEolA] g x AslA ekl o] &o] §JEH 4 UL BFy Yo}, =
A el A Azl Aoz oA Fe ZAE 2+ AdolgolN Hm 9= d 2
7t dehs Aol 42 S3el diet FE2AM Exoloe thE o] ofr}.

A f3o) da Fo gt BFE FFoT w7 Bl WG WA FYgA et
£ ggel wasl mtdelnh e} 2] vl g AdH FAe ATH FLwrh

+ FI&AM Ao FAE YA ®H o, AdojdL &RiFHe gAML 2 F

oo olAY] HE-E Fxehe HtR HHo2NEH AHE vEH FHY.

221} Habermas o 5} Hobbes & 0 Rt dol4& Lyeo] alaf gz 4
B3 ool 3ch. Hobbes of 9isial Aokole Acte Lo met WdHog o
o717 gol ot Habermas £ 3io] ARTAC] 525 |48 HA 8
HIAE Erbsste] debd Asen Y Hol ohie AMA wados A9y
ofof ot S, ohxol AR AFFANQ E5t U FFE W ToE

5) & A& p 64
6) @< 4 p 66



152 T 2 & %

Heul 2aso) Heln 2t RolBEA AslolBux 8A AiHoz R ol
202 7175 ¥ Hobbes of o] &uj4he uiz 18| o] 47 ol Z& v o)A
NEL S

OAYE HoE ot EAsn, WoE FTILAE 270, @ FRE 9
& 234 AR A FAAATY. @ WL FAHlT YYHo| A Yo
FUA Aol Sole AARE YR TE HEUT. @FFE AR BAHol ¥
Ydohe HF U ZHER ¢ Aunise] Adgee A5e ¢ Hage FAS
e Agstd nAE & 4 glolol oS 1t B Qe Wbx dxes ¥
4 gl%¢| Hobbes £ A-4F9l2) AT TAAG?. 37} deodo] YRae zE
A%E 20l AFANE 2AsE YA s5ste A9l usAdc a8
1} ol A& Hobbes of tit QA olslo] Easich. sfikshd 29 e A
g AsA o] 98 1k 25U AUAY Yo Y= UMY Wl

odrlo) BEAREO] Fo¢ FeNSL 2E +UE SUstH HAE A FHowH

2718 2718 e £33 A AdAdAE AP s 29 shrlope A A

sich ofo} e Auli BUYU] FE Lo A sHejzts BE AREY Fego) A

#% A4 A& Faste X dopry) el FASA FEoh?

AQAEHE Lo HAFo s stobgt Hobbes oA oM AdAHaA A A
A2 olgo] atd A ohg F44717] AT AHHL A4 xRz HA
o 4 gl gladch. AF AG A E 438 o8 TR Foizd A4S
a9 e AN EYEE AFd AN U s Holok tope JAdMA A
S5 & Zolch, of7]o] the] Habermas v “F7te] 2453 yaael
7te} A ol ojuelA #ulojoiolet B wigdt o =& Hez LY
2 AT (12

Habermas ¢ ¢|3lH Hobbes & W &o] & Yol g7l =g dr}b, o
2] 8 &5 Z+ Hobbes ¢ Aqio] 42 At Aeiol B gt vps|opi B Ql o )
o HEo AEAN Ayt B $yAx P Hobbes Wy £ - o
Eoh. 2y ook 22 Y Ee AAFEe] ol AN FR(AHAL o A
TAZE W A A Fysict.

7) ¥ 3, po, 67-68.
8) 2 4 p 68
9) e ¥, p 69
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A Aol TAMA H" Y o] BAA I ¥R L5 YA A
g T Ao o|EAMAE HEA obF™ A7 glee|2tE Hobbes
o AL AXolrt. 2+ AR A& Sy S oA Aeba vtz n
A2 HAH - A5]d AArE Eute TAH ves 239 82 @A 7
<] FAY Foletx Bgtrh. a2y Ag] ol g oM AP AAE 2
= ZleAts) vte A 9stA] X Agle] FA4YolZlE stoke © #AIsF Yot
ALl it Bejeha Fab, 20 AL = FAY Fdoleks HAo)
AolAe fdez FHYE Azl thA] AdAdHore 2o UL AE F¥
sloF & FAol7]x & Zolrt. Hobbes 2HA18] of o] Z|EAAe] thitHgo] o}
et a9 2o Aoz AME Wit o849 & - zefoprk 29 o] &9
AAAQ =g ZA He AQ v - 222 AUzgel FEHT 280 A o}
=9 Ao e BEOTL” :

Hobbes &= F4 <l By} tis}, Al go] egle AEE FUe Ay =
AL Axizs ofZe st gtz Wtk 2P A5 29 F& Al 219
A Yee 2 BAE|R ¢=rl. Hobbesol Wit Vico o] ¥ % o] A
€ AW3rt. Hobbes &, BAFAE FL Aoz Fe AT slq 54
€& F93 A S8y Vicoo] st $4&8 $AN Y G
+ AAdY Y& AfAA2 duE 5 YR U2 Hobbes 59 Aggste 4
AY Hd8& A4 g om s wgon wety AMos 2 902
& 3 A2, oA e Jga] FH83t 2] o]BolM Ao oYL
FEstele AR ooyt A dgH AR AF A5 fAFR 8§
o FA e 2 YA SuEook k. AR AFHe] A E o Fol
v gAbEe] AAEAE AAe YHoR BHEE olfst A7 Utk e
of eisf Mgt Aelrt AFaA Tesd Felo AeA oA & .

o dig e AMe TRHoR aKstz oyl W s PYolnt. — A
dlt Ay #AE dider zAstele FAE A AU 95 A Y o
Efstn Fo] YFote AAFEANRAY AL s44 FAF Holut ool o
Az A4+E Aofstne AUE A% Aze Fo{sAA HEHHoes IRY 4
317 wgelet, Aekg Aste H4 ¥ 4 3xo| HobbesolAE AvlEe 2%

10) &2 3, p 73
11) & &, p 73
12) 2& ¥, pp. 73-74.
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g Agehs Aol WA S Aol oAtk FUA FAA Az LAel AAT U
g3 A2 BUsHY 1 2de i Yo P

Hobbes & Aaa oz Alqle] zpkaql AAz ujof ol ZAE FUAHL
2Hae AdAHe 42 Wy 4 glA fch. Hobbes o HEo] = ofolzYy
= b2 #2 Hobbes x4l woll A of & £33 Alrt.

Uiz e ozl iol nlAMAHE o Mg nAystm 24 MY BAs=Y o=

Fol xah dAeiol wbEstr] wpdoh ik st g AME A4 AdREe A

#stAY Ho] Fof HAUAE Bes] gfeltt

Apeiol A g FLo o FEE HBYPAL e 2H Fgof EH?'& ZF X0 o3 A<k
o] 259w 7tge] At Wil AR A4 L HFH WY 4+ e A%
Hobbes ol Al A &% 8 wjAlEo] gict. AFFA o8 FFodl& A
A 7N AdHoss Z|&e AWAAE obx] Akl 4 dejo A
of AT E astE AAAN Tsgel wxln dke d, of ¥ ol&uite] A
714 § 9% Habermas ¥ Vico o} HEo], o]A4S E5o2 WA= 3
%' Hobbes o ztaba 2ol A Az glrt.

2 444 Ed AHEA A2 4 Yot Y& W Vicoe FAEE 3
ol gy os yAE AL ohugitt. 2& U4 AME Zek 2a gled
Axbe] Aol auta dhwlol] o BHetg® el AYHE 4 e Fa
€ A% gelAdag A Y4 Ndd gAdddo] Yyt 2ok, o]
Habermas & A& ch&3 2o] A5, A5 Hol(Dialetik) A4 3d A4
< T ¥ ohe} wi <l Hiy dejst Mok FASEA o HI5 Y
£ st A w o 544 Hegelodld SAME e,

A colgA st mol AAA YA ok& —Foizl A% Wl 4 FHol Ha ¥

Ro| Yo meriol tisl A HFe AN Fche — o Tt Az A o] 2735
£ ety duge 22 gas A8 £ dert? db wEA %A st 2
o A AT ok — Absla 4ol ATAAE A B FAH FAoE - o ZAFAY
o) AMAPAE 22X gax AUL T Y& ?®

13) & & p 75

14) & &, pp 75-76.

15) &2 A, p 7094 RUAE,
16) z2 4, p 44
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Aristorteles ol A/ tisl¢ (Kunst des Gespraches) & "3 (Dialetik) &
o83 EAEte T4 3 A AL HE3YL qA4L Moz q
253 E WEE 5 FAle Al A gowy *d"@"i!*l 4o Axdrct.
T Wate 083 dRolglon dUg Ao Ao 4% oAk, 2y
ARA T Ystol s WEe] HardAdl =88 78 28t $44( o
T L A& Fuo AAE AT Ay A Aty Y& A GG,

SHY EHL Ardztetel glejA o) Hxatgda wel AAE ASE § UAA gt

Hat FAA st A2 m&she B4 BDFL T4, 53 Ao AE Alols(Vorver-

stand) 7t 2= R AUt =8 W, 235 ﬁfii’*‘i 43 %ol EH’& 8 4 8t ql o

ME Fkstod HAA AMFAA ARNED G E HAsiate ¥ WS Y 2alo)

AA ®cop,

Hegel o] A3H ojo} &2 an H35yolA 2 dstn Yot 28y 2= Q
44 ZA g3t (episteme) A4 244 (phronesis) & FHHUD 2o S0l A)
& vobrl mEA Zedoll A Erb b A Ao Y HRAET WIS Yo
TAA e 29 UFE TR, dARY L WAL Ao o s
A Hegel & AAA o4& Q49 Aae Tosle] zeha Aslaehg W§ay
A Abglol o2 whHo] Fizth. o|A| o] ALHEH AAMAFAHQ oA
A o] dARAE olBHo2 THE 4 JA ok, ohA T Ay g Eo)
A Bl 440 Bste o A f4ge] 4U” £ vk w
S LW HEAEOI U Vico of @e], A A SRR Yda g4 o] uags
Al " Aolehe,

f.°F8l] Hobbes o] ¥|%-& £3] Habermas 7} Wala gl= AL, Algtaolwn
S5 Sxdol o8 SN BAAAS FUAHA, oot ArLAE
E-H B e AlkEL AR 4 olete A5 wErele] A”R Ao
gom ol AR oA JYBE AMYQ F5e =gty ok Aol
2B ARl A g A4 B4e) AT W Aol A-UE ASYe AYYsE
7H Alslol el W Eow AHYHH

17) & 4, pp. 79-80,

18) Marx ¢ "Hat7b212, Hegel o] i d # W&o 34 globdedd ofjs] #2g ¥4
3l Habermas € Fofl ¢o44 Azjos A4 Ya¢ dtgossn ANA &
ol el A=t o] 8A gEel Mo Aot EY AYE ¥A4Y 4+ YA "k 8
A Aele ol8Ha AolE 44 Aole ard oo o8 ez 4T gAyW
Aol otvd gt — LF “gA4H AH" LE AR,
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Rawls & Al eto] ¥ejdola AZFHAT A ddAxtol] o8] Fxslojof K}
2 Ul A Aleke] = HEHA H4 A4S AP, Habermas & whep 4bal
Hiol v w3l Rawls o 23 Qlate] e WHEA on|s) B B8 4 4

Ag Folehw,
@ elA AFH-dneFrdonmel o4

Ade A4 $2l+= Habermas”t £3589 #2l& 714 =74 ol4olA & d& o
Hotrt 8329 FEE A Ala Ale Frsie oA, & dslel §olE fAs
< sty ol4ol2 o] 4 A E A4 7= ¥ FE3¢v} Habermas + Hob-
bes o olgMiUg AAFoRM §7350l 4% £TH o4 A¥sw 1
B o] 4NEE HEHAH e FTUSE (STF5EL AY o) Aazoz A
8 Srie 2lajollA) cfabd (H-5HA) ol A2l Md-g A A&t Aloltl, Habermas
+ olaldt ol & B XAAM A (A& He)elet dEtm AU ol F
d HgEol zxHga z2pofe] AbYol A werl? zelm 2L (0l4d) fAH
At A Aok AR ZH3 | Aol x sl

aziy oldMd-& £73 o] AM el (HFYHH) ol B Fskth 3
4 Habermas ¢} #y 8ol vtz HEye] Haxj+ 22 olYrh RawlsAy@ &
JUAlA dAT(HAVIE T2 AW Aol AL Eelrh £
w2 F Aol HUdPFEANAM B0 A FHA d XA Ao ME
Zatatch

olell Habermas + AGAA 2] AHAold Izl F55 AHAQl 8} 3ol 3y
8 & o] YY (AL TN AA tEy ol AAE 3=t ¥t EY

19) ¢AE ¢ =0l Rawis & U2 A A WEH Y &82q H& W 2 &

gttt olo) ®# Habermast- Hobbes W29 dAE 9t £ =73 o4& AF
stz Hate} woE Frdle Haa ojfdon o 4MEE HAAIHA Rawls 8 =
o7 3" ¢HAE FEYE 4 YA Hoh =73 ojAR ARdNE YHEH HFE
£F3 %o Q# Rawls o £ ol 4ol E(ideal theoryddl =&2 ich Hab-
ermas £ W33 o4& xxstE PHEY Ao L sl a9 Fe ool
AEAA S A s g A=lE vtols o AbgAe] A AAZ FH HUAHE vAF
Aol AZEEE 5 AdSojol ¥ AAAAYE oG oM FANEY AHE
£ A7 o)k — o|% EFUE FR,

1) J. Habermas, Knowledge & Human Interests, tr. by J. Shapiro, 1972, Heine-

mann, p. 314.

2) T. McCarthy, “Translator’s Introduction®, Communication and the Evolution
of Soctety, p. Xix .
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M &9 &Y xpote] AR Yol EolE A& A2 WA 1 HYEy
A A& A e AHolth® ojajqt (4l UAo] s Habermas & &
A AFAolehe o€ ¥tk A AT49 MY ol Chomsky o
ojolgolrt, UAAY AFAEHA FEYW Chomsky £ EEFR22AMY ¥
A YA E FAHAM AT M dAAY AMY Fag48 ey
22 A4 T 5 YT, AFLE A EFx B8ty o] Yol $+EYW Habermas
€ oA EFTFR2 A A4 Ao Yy (HEFHY AL FY9) E  £4
HA AU AL B5E (WA o] 4) & Tejxor HFYsisiE Zojcl of
24 Habermas 9} ¢|47/Md& FHa A%z HAE 9A = 29 YL
Y 459¢ 2aiA "ok

S3E 284 g (45593 ) oy izt A¥A oy (dlAd Kant)
3 vlmsle ely A4 §3& McCarthy £ o3 o] gokstn ek @

1L Adsee] ggddel Adoletd AF4A sthe] qAG L] A HRAA
ojct, B A3 qpa (ch2hA) o] 42 AsH YYAAS S5 Alekelch

2 AAddol A ARAAL AF cisty o] gl % FsAY A A
YA olAol A% AHUAY A MU 2 FAe] van orjAe A¥Y
dolete AET AEZ WA glo] Ask RAdde] T4 B WAYEY 447
ojgbe weol Boh ¢wFch mEtA gagddl AW (T 49 Y& A4E
3722, W33 ojde 448 FET2E AT HAHE 43T 5 44
e oz A9t

3. #44 Agdte dAAA A& A=t 23] Foo] FHY JEAA A4
& oldl qAAFIzA Aok au AT HYL o] &Y AYd A JAn e
29 YAAA N4+ A Aoz PorgArh oUW Chomskyt: AMAA F39
44 Z2 Yo Habermast UL oA4F5e Z2gct AHd -4y =
e felo] YAA A4 AL 2= ARA 24) 9 AYst Ay A 4+ A3

3) T. McCarthy, &2 A, p xix.

4) T. McCarthy, The Critical Theory of Jirgen Habermas, 1978, MIT Press,pp.
276-279.

5) Kant7} Ad#8g A48x o Hrpaz 7| £t Habermas £ AH%] 4 8&
Ay sta ek doddse] 48 T3 daty Mol & ATH MY aA
o] Y3 F o4l AR AR-E HAZ Nt A3} AYd@)olE Wi ed
A ¥ 4 30%°| Habermast 4 el gloiAs My Adstest Azt F¥3u
#Aete] Ao g AFUck st 4dAo 4L AFFoH ol golzt ¥} <
e E74 o4 AUk FASNH(RAAY Azl A2), 4 EA UM
£ A4 v SHeA o
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Buh, AF4H e, felt 29 e UA4A A4E By o FREGA AT I
)8 T Yo dbF (falsify) €& $+& gicks Aotk

4 d4H 4L AAgcs oololM AFAH FH3}e AFEA, B: 2@olg
T AR AHACL el SR Aol sbesteie onidA @kE Ay
Auta TR gAEe FAY FAJAL bl o] Ar|arAle] Aol o A}
A @ecth 2Ee UG e vale] AY diviel AATRA 5 AT Ao A
£ AX FAo #Ho4L gelyoz T4 UCh

5 Chomsky = o &2 d{+A5d & F¥te AAHAY =4o2 493 Habermas
7t Bojefl ole U Fele Agoeln el odaErRe Afstel: AYAHA G4
o] Y& A FHH o2 #HEH Yt Aojth Habermas ol ostd 749 9

& F2hA 72 e YA oR AFH s Wi aeld sEuge s
Hal w2lE saAHez ATA st ol e, Azt o8 AYH FHe 3
Algtogs 2= Fabe] wlE ®Erth

@ B HA LY (Universalpragmatik)

Kante] A¥E g AAAI 7= AP e 4ol Habermas & HHAE
grolgt HA-e Yol vzt RBALEL A4 Ee BHAY x2A4E AT
staal e 2 AL W ddtol2g A AU, ojoE Pl RJAMEE
olgt 5 A2 %8 Habermas 7} Ao 2chsE A3y ool VLS e HE 4
& 4 glvh A HellA Habermas 7} ¥ela AF+4¢ T3 =4l Y& AHH
A3 sjAHA 7l gle]l Chomsky ¢ ddejol&el &€ wafdg waktt 28
L} 2= Chomsky & &e] -2z ql o7} ol A3 FA=q ATAHE dA
o2 &9 old| Searle ¥ Austin 59 Aol o|2E xpilel A &4¢A
o2 Aherh

6) M C. M—;rrisﬂ TEE W vl FHEE 29 A Y AEE o

o Morris < FEBO 71E2e 42 AT HAR hFa ojvl o] A gy 7
%o HA g vied B2 Fu A4Sy veA T HHAae BAE
Mg foh Foll Katz v ARS2 onga Gdol Aol $8o|Boletn watct

AL orl 8o EHAA el AAE GAsor Gt YAolth Austin, Grice,
Searle 5. A4 A& ool ¢Aolel & 4 Qo 15 39 grE =
HE odx2 vA ofn Y ASSo) 2AE A4 ZEAD ARzt o
EE 5oz dotdle RY A8drolyt FHE Y A&sAE gtk Heber-
mas & “4-& ¥ olat Uiz A Austin, Searle o a3 2l(conventionalism)E =
G2 de, 9ol ‘HHToly S ATE o gof 4 AE Az A1 . F3A
o] sHE-F2ot FHAA FMsn YUL& FANAAUCY Speech Act Theory and Prag-

matics, ed, by J. Searle, Ferenc Kiefer & Manfred Bierwisch, 1980, D. Reidel
Publishing Company, pp. vii—xi &%,
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Carnap §-of <dojoll i3t =2|A E4olA9 mat7tx2 Chomsky ] %483
Al A4 loje) FEEA - on]Ey S BAL 2 H dojs 2
€ A8H e deldol 8 (psycholinguistics) o]\ AF8] o B sociolinguis-
tics)® 4%Ar2 x¥-el. Habermas 7} &) E8l: RUAREL olajgt 24
e e F8 AU A E 279 ALY Yo HEYomy AEYYs B
Al et Chomsky & 342he] %8 (competence) 3 AA 2] o648 (perfor-
mance) & FTHE M7l dojua Ao b ¥E Fae APH 24.¢
DAL A47h Al A2 Y45+ Jdgolet mgrel, 28U Habermas ol
Sl3tad ol gt THAN S Etesicln A dolsdo] FPHos HIY 4 9
Phe ¥ H¥eA @k ” Chomsky ] #A| 7}, el 74 wye A
S8 A, BUFAL wet EHe AbEshe Ao TF4ks3-g wele d gtk Ha-
bermas v #&& W& AE31E AXAHY -T2 E PAsE ASTFY o
e HAd AT & obk AAEY FHe wE nA Wtk By o
A 23E Agste A3 A& FHo wel dxWYE sle AL tErl B
e el 2wl shd ol bsEtel 2E g AF WY AU Aes el
A7 HAE  a. B wle] AAA Ygo =EHoe mgol Qe A
(Be AL 547 & 2 b. AXE v} sxle 258 a5z &
oAl FEE 9l& A o X uirh A FHo FFY A (2= 2 7
of A yelelor & A)E AN 2AL HFAA WL P ol: o F
b YA AR B AAES] g Rolth $A ATYYHE BAL BT 4
Aoz F45 AA 992 dAs /A YA s mebd s XYY S
i AMdAde AHA BE 2FEHA AT 4 YA el £ QFY s, A
&, BatapAle] AlAlQl WA dAAn @A WA s meld fEle A% @eE
T WA dAE AET &2 THE 45 AAHA FTAY 45 gt o)
Aetoe AdFYHE, AL, 59 FHA b e Jun FHos 34N
Atglel A "z WA gA s meby fele AEYHE S AP
A Fe AU (ARY B $9) #5 (AZTYYAAE A & @
T Ak ® AFYHE EH S5, S AFXYY ¢4 # a,b,c AxAL
FEA7 2 dvke B4 FF (validity claim)'® & A73A =He 7EE A

7) J. Habermas, Communication & the Evolution of Society, pp. 15-20.
8) & A, pp. 26-34
9) ¥& A, pp. 6568
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EY AR olo o] A¥at fuY FAA 7Rl

AIAHS 48 stFF2et AR F44 9452 94 g4, ud ¢
A a3 Ed dAFe AAd wA WY + v duHd FHER A
Hrh mebA oas gl e 4 PPA A4S ALY 4 de 5
ool o3 Ze 59E Ao g

I. (B=7 state] 2148 T4 & UAEH 317 A8y FAA 4 (propositional
sentence) & A o] 2o, Aex FAY Aelzdelud A3 FA W&o 24514
(existential presuppositions)°] $%" 4+ SUE & FA2 ¥4 Aests 59

O. (37 328 A8E + Y55 37 48) sz T slo, dedy =
Ao o5 BEHY & USE xE st 79

. F48 A dolA a7} shatel AT 4 AES 37 As) dof
HE T e 9A™ Fgolvt SAR Ao} o|v A AA(RI) HEE A4 Y
' #9359

AFHo2 doquaql FA2 HFHAL B AL AAGA AAE
Hojok drhe A Habermas ol Faolch ™ HY gAYl FEEA 722
58 oulEg T4 Wz slon oYz v WolHE onjTRe] Yl
"k A 4herh o A8 2ol WAL ek #W 'Y 9
g2 AMEA Alextensionalism)o]€ ¥d&22 A (intentionalism)o| &
AEe| ojvlg Aol iz ds A AYWrh 22y Habermas o 9 84 o
Bl BAE oMY oo FASE FWAFZ BYUA - 4TI )5S
£F3 &€& AXelch Wittgenstein 59 o082 vtz o9} & 2L 23
sz et AEH AYE GFol T Yooz AAR Aogich w44
E dejgoz ojFA 4 Uk AT H, A4, YFdolete EBlEA F Ao
F5E e ol golol e vl g A Aeche HolAd oE o0 g3 FER)
B AR ste] FYPHQ dolEHol el i = A EAd THEHE &
| ohg3l o] aokgrh W
QO Ao ot JEBYE WAL 3oy @ HHANS ol dojUute HF
10) AFZ YA detEAZ ] A (AEF37] A8) FZAAk k= M7 24€ A
A ¢ Habermas £ © 2% Wisha o|4dg WA ¢ AT FFTAAH ¥
4oz of#idta vt
11) J. Habermas, ¢ #, p, 29

12) & 4, p. 30.
13) lexical semantics, 2 ¥, p, 30.
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9 @ o0& A8d AWE nedA YaAde Bobsdicin 20 @ A ¥AHY &
43 &mo] ol ¥ 4R FAH Ao AT Zv 2AAEY JEE,
FA o2 Bl HAMWEY Folg FASL 3xte] oed FHstn YL HEFHA
& BYPsts Aoz stopsnl o %o I 4RL A, Ué&d, Bl WL EY
A F Ao W3 At

AP HE ATFHAQ AL THHE ojd st SHAEYH YA AZ
S04 A BAE AEA I ¥ Witigenstein B e AP H | v|dFH
% (illocutionary force) & Z& s Aoy Y& Habermasol AAHA &4
g AFgct W
doiggl el Aol AXE FA3d dF+ WA FA4d W& (proposi-
tional content) 9 ¥ & (illocutionary force) Fi= ¥FH B¢ (illocut -
jonary act)®@ F4=o glch “U= P& FHGUcL”, “Us PE S&%s 7,
“v= P& 398t Bl A “vde FARE 7, “ve S8k, e 3 Y
goh” Sol wdEd Y& sHAl wAFH Yool tpokyt AT Y Yo Fd
A AdFHe] & Pt 3A Y WEoirt vAdFY FHe a ALY A I
Fyeo] +YFA b, 1A w2y Fof ¢ 2 =2H EHz FAH<e
+yFge sgor £YEe vAXA YHE FAA W8 oF RFEofo}
e o BAA W8e a 3As 27 wEtaa e W4T YA e olE
olu A4 Ed, b. A7 AR HEAUL TS ditdd AHE AT
¢old Fdoz F4d BAERoE T
HAEA P& oldlol TE2Y 4 UTE shAet YAz FEFPAHY A
E AYPAAFH ALF FA& AU vidFA YA FIAYH HEE
Az k, AEFHAQ VA E A2, Ao A5 E ARl me
thg3 o] Al FHx| Q) AL E ofale] FEFEE W
@ Q44 o AL E(cognitive use of language) — 4% FRAA #A+ =2 XA
Moz FAsiE 4w AAGNA dojuti utol g FAAH Wge] Adez Fzwct
ZA(assertion) 7]4¢, dl&, it 5ol HYAH o o vk
@ A% 232 o A4 5(interactive use of language) —A T FAAH UEL
2 dFE #9 v, A YA B AR #AS ARes VAHLD
2, 99, 83 Fo| YA dojch
@ YA o4 E (expressive use of language)— 1ol &ol EA™ FA( 3a)

14) 22 &, pp, 31-34.
15) 22 4, p 34
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o S AetE BAN F& Ao Aol Lzyel 1A FPezA Hae o
W, 24, 9E & Edslt #alst ool 4k

@ ¥dEA ¥ olHdA 2

Habermas o 24l &%o] ALFYHE 7H5A 3te Uy 24 A4
A b AMAE ¥ A AZvh Habermas ol 98t A 455 45 -7
A AL SE AHA Y5l olde cHHL SHog s ATFHYHQ
5L A dAWY st 2 APk 1 AL FTHY 9o AHY Y FEL
oI ALE Y Yol Y B EHAEh AL Fol AEHA ¢gg W oA4LEE ¥R
22k 3k EHAA U #est o ety AsE gelete Folth  merA
Habermas oAl o3l z @& & AAHY, & sxte] A=rl WolEHAE ot
HobEo & A v (A=) Besh ohlel, shxbatdle] oy AWE
YAt gte AafRA =] AR FA el o™ A #Yst o
X AAEFEI HeAe AAsh Udd B 90 osE # ofvst A}
of os ol=xl Al Eolrtek s ol Wasieh Austine] st w|dF
A e 43T 7Y (AEA W) 2 dAA A s HAe A
7b 92’ #HAE dolgelA Hrh

2y AEFRAU AL HYs AdALETYHE 4T & YA #HFE
HAdEA e EAw ol UL ?  Austin® BYAEE vl Austin o
ojstd A7t AFE + v olfv et SHA T TANA ddgY
€ THTORA 2 Az2FE ¥AdEH g Woiexm 2y 2 Y& A
A A ete] AZFHAL BAE AYES] dfoleh 2y o™ Ao F3
2 SAA=e} AREY e AFXYY, oAy “AEsict? “ABFo " FY 4
HEA2H AT YYD EBEE S5 Axel Fugt, dxPYLu, 9
Ay, F4, 39, & ol AE=A gerh '

wtet4 Habermas ¥ 43 9ehs, S4HA e 23T AFYPHE ¥4 @
Searle ol A4 ¥t &g Fxat ¢} Searle & ALYHE Awiste wdTAH
e ZAE 47kx FAANARA A58 FAHYEFE, vy Fa, B
A 4, AR Fael 2aelvt o474 Habermas & ®lAEAH 9o} 42
o M el #4& AFA7Ch Habermasol 9j8ld dlw|a Fie iy
€ Foulax RER 8 & AU T AR YA ALYk £AFA

16) & a2, p. 58
17) &2 &, pp, 34-40.
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& 585 Abll gt F0°| (paraphraze) 24 7t “8F3t "+ “H7b AE &
25 AEshe der X5Y” B AR & “HeYH ARE Eoiue
Az A5 olet & YA B 4 YKo “~02 AFH" S FEFALE A
of, oA HAr sAE UES A dF T A (engagement) & HopEo)
A & U AAFAS vAEY FHE FYFOEA 2 A tiH AA
o] YAt & AL FAHTrL dlE T ARl W NFY 3 ol Fo A
H Afo] A" Aew AANAU FHo] 2fYel HHHH 2 AL Eis
A Aot e Ao AsiAl Had sAE Aol FadyHz PEHosH
Aol AHof gri= Folch Searleo] 9% A o o] Ao FHrt wad
FAU Y8 24 HE olfE AT (TE VLA T A A4 Fh
st YA oFA (engagement) 2 ol £ o ta A YA F3 A A 2
8 ¢ AFAWY s Awis] ] @ Folrl. Habermas £ Searle o A AAE “4
29 BteAd FA3 2o iR AEAA 7Y AAR v Fdstn gicth
agoE |, Z]&e ALE ol “ATHq FAIA A4EAF 7] vidEy e
BRI E 4 9t e Foid7? McCarthydl 9181 7|4 Habermas®
=oje AAAQ ZFHE wo] grh '® Habermas £ Shxtol]l o AjAld o3 e
XA, v gs ergAdol gt Az A S A2 ey JlxE e
a FAgch
W B Y& E3 Aol shak: Bgd FA4E AU 2ol AAHAE &
Faich 2z 97149 Qe vigeldd et goh kst By Sl dl
A Fxa Hdole wetd HEH 4 9y Wik aBER Ve S A2 T A& A
Q% AT HA7 Axel MAERQ Y AA HE ofE Aol Hhe A%
7l QaEdes FER 4 Yx B FA AEEHA Q0] wEelth & 2 4EA
4 foe g AzE 2ed”

A7A fEle FFTFR2AY JALETYHE ¥4 ASTREAY WA
o]4d-& A+ & Wzl ¥ Habermas & ofz22] oj=& 478 & Hast 3l
ot A2 E Y E A e AAd(ALTYHY HHE AF e 27D 9
Searle & whe} #a|d T2 A A9 ¥4 o2 T+ (Habermas 2t T8 W)
Bt Tl tidt Az ¥4ee AT & #Hstx ¢ Habermase
oAl A4ZUAE W3ta 0|49 Jgstt WAooz HohEarh

18) T. McCarthy, &< 4, pp, 284-285.
19) J. Habermas, &9 3|, p. 63
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Habermas & wet o8] 7xe] =& AHejstd o3t o] g et 20

a . AAYHA A S/ 2 AYHE FH dxde 4EF R WAE YY)
HAAME & 4F7] AMAE A o8 s Aelojor ¢ ohyet 2841 £
£ A ojolof gk

b . dAB e #8754 53 g F b2l AgaHaA HAHc 35 LUk

1) Aoy /o AR Yol S, '
2) 3hatzl, 4" 4 v %4 (engagement) & Do s (ol oy
AdAYH S AFE H ¢TI

c. Ay AR Y2 HAE FAoq a7H(AAS), Azt Al e FAol
AxEA g EE A AAE D BESIeE Ao d glich A2 SHAEA T
A Ay A e o] Y& AFHAEY FHel He FEHHAA W
o xrt BT TR WY Ftolt HBAH FAE ABA Fora o)y
€ FAY 4+ Ut

d. st AAe H2E A3 (@A) I T4E Az AFA T 4 vk
kst Bhate) oA (engagement) €, WAooz ¥zsiel FErsw e B4 F3
3 Edg WA vheh AR A WEolth WA HAe AEHoD Y 4

e $4om

Ae)F 43 tdol, 2AE Aol ¢ A4FE oA =Ho A34 T3} HEo,
AGeE AFHorY ¥ o ¢A Ao, &4 FAH o, VYA E AFH ok
g YFE mu=rh
A2 Ml o} Aol A skt TAE AFdMoF & AdAYH AN AF-E

A = e AAH dgHE, 2ad FF 2 Aee] HEHueE AE
J5E 4 v AYAY 2AE AFsActe A€ TUACh wdek o] A
A TAZ Y FAL EAsA] XZed FAE PR AHFAL o]BHA B9
Aol "ek AEFRHA A9 A& FH A YIE AFder & Ao
FARAAQ o5& AAEHE 7tEel 2AFRAA dAYH=, 2% A+ 2
AEY $&& BAA AFE FdH Y AUt AdE TEHeh vl
AZtA 2 ol dt AAo] (A AFssh) HHFAE HA A X3 A E
7 AR SR ool tAe] H o] F4e Eole A £ Hch
spxleto 2 FaAQ AAAHE-& B A AY4E ASHF T AAYAUNA
A 9F§ o oA He ZEd THHA Aol FHw, AL "ol oH
o FAto] HaEA] gow, F-45E ate] YA de dBFA vFo 1 A

20) e 4, p 63
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&40l 7o Aty mebM ZE AF B9 WAY 9FE 5 b dyel  ofH
gea o ISRt AMPo2E AFe YA thA] wa FFHA A
Ao vH T e wWge AAPoRA FL Folol Ayl xAlA
g gsles Boabd wdgoRd 4Fd 4 Utk pHHomE (e AAA
Q= 7 aAxs BA 2 o My "ay) B FEEHE ¥FoE AT
"ok 3 dRe] ol 71 Felol TAMA uEA4 FaAE dFshE ¥
olglm = wimjel Yo rEol ool olFol A7 HeE W AAT U
A e (WEk ol )l TAMA BAEE EHE4 FAE EAE FH A
Este wyelrh
A0 Habermas+ dol®$lel 2ia 248 43UHoR o|aistdA o4
o) AxAAY 8 = taby ooz ATAHHULEE A2tk ¥ b
A o4 AT A Tojo ¥|FoiM EJE FH UHLHA e o4
olm, AMY YA ol Faolzts A HA o HEo] Mol F
Ao FojAr) o2} ge x4lel J|EHQ YA& Habermast o444 A
g@g E8 oA gastz girh
® goldd A
ool A G AZ 4 4gl%o] Habermas+ U482 HFol Efzte FHejdle]
g 8 vt gelAda Awd JZsa Yok Aed w8
9 ou Qe dEHYY AeFAe] Eold o SHE & U= /U=
Ul o]&gteh e Al -9e] A7 AojARe] dsiAe ddes WA A
¢ ®olekx H Austin® FAe] it grh. Habermas ol 2{3td T4 (asser-
tion)el Algsto] Azlel ov]el fHE ¥ ofyel o] AEHE FHAMUL A
glo] ojm|s} Atz spobd 4§ glvkze
Aol FAHE oAy AAH Qoo WEH £ Ao HAFAA oHF
2} s Habermas o A< B2 Ada AFolee] e A¥ 5 U
T 21) we A, pp. 63-64
22) ol AdFFAAUL chsby ool AAAAR M A ol 42U HA4H(ideal
speach situation)& %¥tcl
23) olsis o] Bagl oALFHYE AwMste ol (MEF ol 4), chAwUs HYA
ASl AL ALE RN RAFE o] o] YHH BAE P UYL Foloh
24) T. McCarthy, %9 #, pp, 299-300 # =,
A AH K] Habermas+ ol4dol 5 F4= Y& Aol otz tiztet FoE

wAste] 259 259 Adse ALE FEUGT Bn Qo WA 27 GoA
A Az we Faselse de ofyx %A AAY 4 Yo
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o & Aolrt. olel thai Habermas 2] @ ofm 7?7 HEH HZo| &9
Me ZEA 2AN o FAMAY WEol Ao Sk, HAH W&o s H 4
At F4 & vdEY Y § FHsta el Axe] AAHL FaAAmn 4
9 o slttz Btk 28y Habermasol 2jstd Ao BAAL sHzg
it Ale]e] F4 H4FTFPHojch

B4 AR 20l 4E FRyes wejdol AW WA4H TEAch &
AedolA gl Mgol Hshn Fashs AL To|visrh x| A4, o U
Ho2 HAHY HEFw T4 o Agte] ok A st FA AL S
E v 2E Ade] 2o AL E FRY o2 Urhe-asy 28T Ffols 2y
A ag dor vk & 5UW Fat(assertion) & Fo wElA ¥ A HAUNL B
FUohe Ago] UFHE 4 goh®

n'.

=

AEE FA (assertion) o A FA (validity claim) & A $& Yo
4o = ot 22l AFEHE AL ATYHE FHA, olv" ATHHY
A2 34 o8 3 ﬁ"—lﬁ"i’*ﬂ gk Zhestel. dzete] daxr 244
S 8HEH oo AuiAg 4 givte AL BoAfch AT A S
AL st Z|EH g4ZAE YFEH o2 MAHE Holm (o|lB FolHom),
oetA 4 oHbebE S oglek apd 3] Hahs 29t R £ - oubtel] o3t
AR ey ge] stgon ofsixivh oA olsystal Pkl A ztate
Aabe MBS FYS A7 Bl 2 ol $UR Ao WY 2ok Elgy
ey Alelgtde] sty ow Azt 471 ¢l Avk2® 1822 Habermas ¢
Ao Az Aol ArEEA4E RASs U Aldle AEXYAY LA
Aolth weld-e dojet Asia Aleldel ¥-A glSS AHdrt. AHAL
Adl ola] Ax == AlelFAR 2zie]l dBYer FAEHE AU @ e
A 2ol v 3o st Azl rtelHop et

a™d geldA AleiRne AFFoE FEEA] gtod Fojn] & Arl, E9
of olay Tojo]l mestEl A% Feolol =EIA o od W&o Ags)
dFE 4 gloh = AR el g dalAdE £ goE oo ¥4 & 4 U+
g7t BAgEojof s, FFolAV oA - WH gk ] Ym FHA AN
odf fial FAE 4 v Ul AAFIE Fof Hof vk, 1o} Fol A{rl BAE

25) J. Habermas *“Wahrheitstheorien” Wirklickeit und Reflexion, zum Sechzigsten
Geburtstag fiir Walter Schulz, Pfulingen, 1973, p. 253.
26) T. McCarthy, €2 & p. 31
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2 9ol glv A%E Habermas + A3l w3t Ad3golel dstam ALY o
VM Selv s godel 2d€ FAsle dHakd ool MuE A Hoh o
FYolel Alejde A Fold s A E A Pl ol 4L AR
< AAANA JRAEE 7t dFEHe FHANA AFHEHE oML oA
e astel Adg AMAAZ Mt dFo 4A ol4de Y4or FojAlcr
Habermas ¢ F3& s AdA4E &8 olo] AHAHM o2 felofA] FoiA|FH
IRE ol ql Aol o) Aol mel X2 A FofAlct

Habermas = o4& A% (&3 ) ozt vt £33 FHog uwhypo
AgSt e o 19658 He Ao veEhd 23 e we] ol A S
W 2o AA-E A s Ert

A (A )l e Qe A4 WY A obush Ak s zAL A
Yoz oy 4+ v wEojth e AU FHH FE HUT Aol Aol— 2l
A2 &4l BE B & 4 gt —olth ol FAE BN Agel elelA 2o
B e ol ol % S Al ol Aol 29 9| x)F ou gk 2

T A4HA Eols, dF —UWHETFo FFHolgte FrA Eud -8 A
ste He AgAEE stele ZAgolvh T3 &7 #AAA £ dtol A AL A
ol FHAHY £ ol gtz AAAY ol A - E3H AU A Wy atd o)
AZF U] HAAFY ROl FHE i A4S AHT Aok, 879
HAAA = FHHoly, &7 Tl YFF FH ol FolA HomH I F
Hol dEYS SeollA A FAsHA 2 Apole ol o8 e Ay
4 A4 s Acke Aol

A 7tx 9] 2§ McCarthy+ o83 o] foFslm gleh

Habermas 7t “ojAl4§ 9 #2”gta F2& AL “Hexcl 2379 s|Lide 4
2l vz gl ol RE A JALETL EHYH FHE AR AYdzm A
2 A3FE AAE "ok AFAH AGH £ Td¥es 2 HA=AG 2
AER ojdH oz §7 AYal oz ojFo Fi+= EE AX THIAW H3H
oh o]dalql ool oo Ao it RHALELY Ao BE2d 2REL gy
gol FojAdl glolA & FEMer & Aee FYAY Ax o4 HHFHE

27) AdAels, delebe HHAAY A4S B3 FoAcke Fell A Kantel ‘A @A’
F+= FHE9 Habermas © $% 9 AH4 ¥ 4 (quasi ~ transcendental) T &8 & Al$ %o}

28) J. Habermas, Knowledge & Human Inrerests, pp., 314-315.

29) T. McCarthy, &2 #, pp. 310-333.
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AR shedvh o] " (ddg, 22y viAe Ad dEte) AME elay =
olo} ofu] atl& FAE BV ojck (=9 o E HREE YH ojHY A
Heldaal &A HAejrt) 13T HAE T Pelc ‘LU RIFo| gE)”
Arsgdos SAAHA &8 YA ok (=AHY FAE FouA R

Habermas o )&t @2|d Eojx AA3 IAAE AAstE olAtolE w3ty
NEAA ol Rt otvrl. HAAAH G FE feEle 2B Eoe 4o 2
Y AEgEFoe Axs Hozy ANARE 258 ol Ane 2 49
oh (2o ohelulQl Bl o3t Alstd MA e H4lo] $L dojn] FH A =
dztedg, 22lx TyA YA o|d oo s get)

McCarthy 7} 8.3t b8 2 FAdHd 3 AdejAe 88 #2s+E Kant
o] =Y ojAttat Habermas o] 2|A4£EE2]7) ¢ FAs e A4S et
Eol3 oo T4l AoletEA HIEA @t ALl Fxre: &
ol oA zEeh a2 o8t fAbd m-Fol PN o) E FHAME 4R
ot AR Kante] Aalo]gL oaAle] AAMo|n w3l vl Habermas
o] Mgd (BofA) c] 42 A3 - B3ty ghol sEFRQ ALEFRY ATFA
€ &8 AES gg ENo o WFHHoR wEHY Uzirh Kantd ®
Y3 Folgf RE olA4A EAE Ao =iy FUHY Utte AR5
Aol ols doial Aolich (FYEA =dE WYHBor T3 YA
Rawls ol Al 5 ole} zh& ol{Eo] of=]7} gl=] gskrt. )

Kant & Z9A #4& cigat 2 deleh dEof Hoygeh “ v =g 230 54
of H#He Yo e Yoot o AACE A AU £ nuA
A g wectn BdY A¢ 2 2L FRAY HEE 4 Yo Hojgh e
oleith =9 AR HhHe SHHL ZEvh oA wH dolA R AL ¥4
of 28 ol8Acl EAEAA LW Aoz AFVeh 2P YA FTy
o, FHHY sle ANFHA FAE YFon @oixa bV

28y} Habermasol 23ta #dol 24 o %+ Agln Aokeles E9F F

30) 7142 “fAd7ol E3He dhe Diggs o “ol 43”0 A& oulg} ol FALE
¢ 4 gtk obt Diggst 22E olAMYH AHAACHER dojete ARMAL A}
A& EAYUGER st o] BAQ Ao 7] doprbx ZY W A Holrh — BB
“Abglge ot FE|FoTEE F= .

31) #& &, p 315

32) J. Habermas, Theory and Practice, pp. 32-37.

33) ]. Habermas, Legitimation Crisis, tr. by T. McCarthy, 1975, p. 89.
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3 H3dHor JofAE Aolrh o2& 2v|ol A Habermaso Eojd nue
Kant o] ¥d5We Aoz AsAsigicia & 4 gk w7 uwyg g3
SEF A3 o] EtxpiAE RuHolE} Faste g U RuAe
EoM o ZHFss] A8 vl £ ebx} goll W Folet gk maty Rale
EHA o] mg Hol glol Al A A £ YA 2EA e
A RHA PHo XY 4 Qe Aol FoAUMR uiH Yt 30

o2yt Eo3 FFR|9 #AE Kante] T8 o]Artte] Habermas$9
Hee AL 7359 R4e 2E BHoth Kant & 99 4L 5 2
Folete BE BT Mol ANE AgAolrh welA HFo 548 3o
W & - AT g 5o £YHolF] s UM Ao ¥ A
t}t. 28 Habermas ¢| 7%+ th2t}. Habermas o) H3HA A AZFuAe] &
Wellde M2e &7, 48, &9, 4o AAHA gl fusid 2AE
2 T Wgols] mifolvt. Yol ZAES REA o] Fo Ak BE 4rA
= B2z 4 e, 9 AU A Uw &7 w4 WAL a8y
WA EE olfrt 2] BA HAols] WEo] ofvel nHE H 4 gt HA o
7] Wgolch mebA 2o onjet e Kant 9 Fejo] FHEch 2z #
Ao g4 2 FAEHZ Roke #49 e siete 104 #4354 9k Kant
AA AAAE o]4dst HEe TFE Fo4 A, F APEAQ HF2 oFHEHY
Habermasol 1oid+ #4lo] o E E& g3t & 4 vk

AR g% WAL AYAol T FYBAST Ao2 ot T

dA Fusjojol Fm <tElojof He Aoz FAHYL A Utk Azl HA QA

A E4EE &7 ot AL A AFEEHA FolA A4dR @4 At 43 =

oAl gAYy o olF-Y Fdux W& 4 girhs Aojrl AL T felthe B

59 AAYE AL R YETX o) THAGoEH R} A FA2A A

FHY & BohE] e YujdlA A4 AARH®

@etA Habermas 7t mrlo] #4-¢& 4% APHA AL @43 Foe AE
oburt. 2R dALge AxE FH FAHE AolH YA A& Hejch
AL webd B dsto] ohvzt HFE A ¥ AL ER T e o
439 Aoz AU Y45 o ek

E Kant® =Y&E £As Ax9] A o e 93 P59 A=

34) T. McCarthy, &2 2, p. 326
35) J. Habermas, Legitimation Crisis, p. 89.
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o Yt =9g dYs 74 Ak A0 KantolAl YoM E x4 =g
&3 AgA o o] B UL &% 4L #&3H= Habermas ol o]
Mg oot e Ho Mid £ g EEo|r} @

© THolde] ety ztol FdA

Habermas 7} 5 ®d g4 A&3ql zotete FHd Adg olo) wg
BEEH MAE WA MY Ha 948 do2 AP ohs g g AH
oh AR Ayl o LS Wiy o] B wolEol: Habermas o 4

= 4T W 2l ol jt Ao o] thal HAEAHEH ool E ool A
dg A2 4 gk “atore] AGA "G SUHRYEoRRE ooty Hald
e =8idt] BEEE FEH Hele 44 YHYH TgaF= et
AHEE dasta el 4o 2Eo] BIlo] w|folEe 2 #UH A3
& A& zporel A7) guAe A" 4 gle Adrtk. 23y Adorno
<= Aebs gl diE A FoE AIH (FAHH) ez UelEe AEE ¥ol
Aoyt A2 =HEot 2 4 dholl glon a23A Hd €A S g
Avt ASFAEe] oFE S5 H Aoy B 43 (£AHA)A H
qto] A gstrtz B gtrh v olol Hts) Habermas+ Hegel 419 W=zl g &of
=9 Hol4dg FHIAx 39 Adornost AFUY Hegel de=z|o] HAFo
€2 A5t {8 HHAH g5 o] 8% (Piaget, Kohlbourg & 4-83t4) &
§3ta vt Hegel & U AL AHA 4207 d+ A48 A5k &g
o & 29 Aujde onl AFEH v We=EE AASY FAEHA ¥
Foluk 2zl o4AF (A A E2f) & WAL A 3] T vl o
A AAEAsta P Aty =22 F43% Habermas © #obs
Aol Mgo] FUstete FUA &g BAs7E= st 2 FAAA A4
Fol ¥ A44¥ 4 Yrks Adorno o $ei9f @, E3& HAsA e A
obF U &, WAL A4S FastA v AoksdAMgol Jtsdta A
AYA F¥ &b v

2ot g g4l w82 EL FA3 ztop4le]st (M .S.Sullivan, Erikson)
Qx| 4kt 41 2] & (Piaget .Kohlbourg) 434 A3 %%50]-& (Mead. Blumer,Goff-
man) 5o Y+ © olF o8 FFHE Habermas+ thd3 #o| § st

36) &< A, pp 87-92

1) J. Habermas, Communication & the Evolution of Society, pp. 71-72.

2) J. Habermas, Theory & Practice, pp. 165-167.
3) J. Habermas, Communication & the Fvolution of Society, p. 73.
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LEolgd BojgolA d olf& Mo n gk ©

L ¥ BEehe FH(18)Y sdE Ged 449 B3 — 2 HAANE o}y
FeA & A A AL —o ¢ aFpolel, $t a, AAUEH do] ¢
2z b, A4eEH, 55/ YEd TE ¢ 4 A% Y55 wwe A4y
5 5, 4EYF (W Eo)ol HAY ¢ A+ ez AYdR =Ho sk

2 %z YFse FA WA AYL HEY 4 ¢gdn P TEES Az B
A e dHY UEHdA R o]Fo] Ack omYy PAR He| d§ 4 glon nE
AF Bl A dAE HAZ e o oy UEHAAS YuHon AT
24 dEHs

3 ¥433de Ed4Ay ¥ okl YHE Fx Uk g §79 4T A A A
gL ey HUlE FEE 4 e x40 Feb

4 BAHHL AFS e Aoz EAAUAY AT BANAR lote) EA
o] gty £olo thgd e AL g 2o RAsASH FUHche Eolrh

a) & Aol o] Hekalql HAAA BAHN A 4 Y+ Ay Adolae ©A
b) #-¥xez WHdstsl, 3ot Asliele, f4s ¥ 4+ g WA Ad
c) 3oz AL &7 FEoleke Uy A4

5. Zoted & witn YFE FAY sl ol UYL TFE FIAA HE
A gek wetd xtobF UL YA Ao FAd] of&A Heh a8y or) A =
ole A®A ARolr} ozt Alsld AT L4 £ YA SHNA FASHE 2}
otol® FUAL AzEAY — A otolrt AYH YAE YYo=z 4 A3y
AA E¥=E AH —& FH o=y Foe AWy — AgMA s
534 doivirte Ay —& F8 HuRc

6. ShEsA 2 208 FHL olnle AAI MY WA e Hol2t & 4 Uk
Zoletk

ojg]gt A€ M- ¥ Habermas+ Kohlbourge £4ojiyg g &
BEMA AHale] medg AA] 8 wsl, Habermasol oA Edeolgojst, &
TEF2 F70 g8 = Y50 T EY 4% AT oo A
A 2 §7E Rt Adows ged e (4H)FYol

FARO: 294 o4, 2oz FAY £ Yt YEXFol Y Ve @
oh v Moz HAY 4 Yt BEE LYo FaA € 4 e FEo
wetth ZEol g =YsAL “gd” Pt ohdE 4o AYE AL =
dAMA L 2oloh A Sl JA4LFYY —olse] TRYL BHoz E—eo o
A Aol EAc S

4) %<& 4, pp, 73-75.
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Kohlbourgt A& $AaA (1) RF ol =A 2) B @A )
FgolFe wAle FEIL (DE oA OAEHA FFAY oA @ =73 A4
Folo wA (vish 29" Us ¥z, Aodle A, wolv w5 T3 YEA
Aol se A, 208 O #y4Ad - 49 AFHA, @3 A AgdA, 3)
€ OASASANY A @ 2 sYde) AFIA2 AESIACL S ol )3
Habermast (3)2] s} AAoA & oA of voixt &1¢e|&dAE H7
8t qlvh. Habermasof 9%} (318 @+ Kantd &8le] dA2A Aojxet
ofz i, Bels 7€ WAk A5 AAEoNL BHEE 4 sl
a2\ Habermase] 724+ F5AA g¢E §a) 478 23} AN EA3}
£ AzEela dAolel ) (ol EF HF)

a5 £9o 42w
ANEEAAY ) pxg e | FAANAY) ALEN AT oy | wunay
AT Ao 208t | A2 PR
AE A4 1 ~%EE 2U| AUAAA | HAFe
P3| L3t 2% 3%
35| 8  [gnn 2 dee 2yt
A o3| &7/ | AzA -5789 m
23 Be 3¢ 1%
BEE
o | ¥y 3 @ 23] o o 2 2y
oM | 2 FAH =29 4
N8| 4z LB ELE SAAAR
#del| 2 ¢ 4 A3 £9 | FEA | FESE
AAA | 539 " 220 4 A4
)
i NAALE | mEwA | oA4A
B 3 A o) Ay,
Ja% 5
(%84, At 2 | Ze3y
PR 54) o4
e | vH) A Y- FEpINC NejoaA| #4539
29| pza 6 Jqreq| #94
EE <94 AAAT | BRAE e
P ) Ao A2 | 249 4 ¢94
8 4 A A4 | BEUR | (A44B
o9 #2)

(Communication & the Evolution of Society p.89)
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%% Habermas & #to} FUAE HrE3 F+= S A3 S (A3 8
HA A o3 olete Aol e A7 BUEY LA, Aoluge Fz
o AAR (A3t AARAA M3ty AARZ E)e W} Bol: RAAES
3 Aote) kol Aol g HHFRY AA Astroz HFAANcL 4
szt o] AEAA Tl o8 WAHULD UA A HGA 2ol 9
A eiAAR A e olet e QiAo AHFEEES vUIe U o
Aoz vebvA ® AdE AA4T & Utk

Habermas & A3 A st2-& oAAFY &elo At ARG HA  FAo)
Marxeoll di g MA M wHol7|x 3ick. FrxEFd2 HojEo, AMAIYY
AgAg o]l HAM R AN vt E HIluiwe] AL o ¥ 4 ¢
A Hged AEta e ARG tEo] FASY AL A ELSIxAHo)
AE-E& A o2, B PRSFo] Fo} AA, HASDEE &
®3ta AR Estohe A AMdo] HEE s Aslrld 8 2 2L R
e FHAQA A2 d4n FUdAL 5 A =H2 Zageteols FEse
Hryeolo] ¥ A3E Z5U” Habermas + Marx 8] A §880] o]

¥ol SA4A FHol vl3o] AF4HA godd 4Rt 4 24rh Habermas
¢ Marx ¥ Marx &} 71 €A g-& v]Hete A 059 A FREL] Y
4ol = ol zick, o1 AL goksld g grp

® Marxt Az 4% YYAsE SHo Y48 Adsxgos 2% =% (social-

ly organized labor) ¢ 2 ojs{&xn =58 E£8 A& 9 2zt 71 A8 (ontogenesis) &
FARS. 28 AdeY e YAFAE AN Y& U Chominids) AH A E A

TYHA a. ®9 £ (technology) B AF4¥ %, b, #d& £ 35809 (cooper-

ative organization) c. APd% & A2 U¥o] APem= (rules of distribution)

“AflMer xANY x5 9 fde] HE¥e

@ Adsdolthe M2d YAt 283 o YAER TAY +BARL A

A FEE Fddz ALY ool A wa WolAA Ha olaA HwA

FOSEAAE ABWAZ 293 2 4 At AHIU) We Ao uUBhdeh AZe

E oMt Hayd FERMA YA AHEYRY A2 eolth AFo) g 5 54

AZL AASDAN TR GAANEo] oMt AT F G40t oale] A

5) %2 4, p 78

6) @& #, pp 78-80

7) @& A p. 90

8) J.Habermas, Theory & Practice,pp., 195-252.
9) J. Habermas, Communication & the Evolution of Society, pp. 130~-177.
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Gat AL AT rPEE A - 4R YH 5 4§ (coordination) sHA ek w
gtA AAGS () & ASETE A FRUFE)EA BEEa Ade TzAgds
(homo sapiens ) o olZ&lMo} HMlzs FHE e Aldnfo 2¥o] 2FE =guich

@ Azl el o5 4R dBTF2E AALEH YEolzke A AYE B4
et (Aoje) £d9 HY ALFA Y5 HHa FE ZEch oyl ool
Aole} =g Aty A ML), ATF U2 GREE BHYAE FAHLe
= Flol ole] FAMEE AALEH BEe AdE AWy 4 £TH L Ay
e e ohE Ao &gk

@ AZAA Y FE = <zl g2 #elde HAdg AHgLad &7E 55
A7ln AEE F28ks £ Yool AZFRE4E Husiod JALEH22ZH
A5d4e FHeT ANEYE FAFE AN Yoyt e 2 Fae AA(pra-
xis) ©] 71% (techne) 2 #Y € 4 gFol A 2A&4& #=vh

® oAeEeor FASE 4F YL shte] SYAAE Ty JEAAE 44
Zatel §E5E71E FdsE #5202 w& £ A+ AMAAF (mechanism of sanc-
tion) & ¥a g ey ol & AT Eeldd Y- e (taboo) — X4 A 4 9
P2 s b

©® A2 EA gEol o8 WAL dAxEe a) AAAAR b)) 2IFFAW ¢)
FAEFAN ) 2o FEES dABAE AAE dALEH P5e AWHE
o (2a#q AREE) et FAL ek dAAd a)oH b elme oL A
5o o AstAH MARe] FH Fo siAsigen b oA c)dRe oYL
Ad#stE gz o oA doEY o8 oAty A JU EdAEFFL
2 oh =Tk

Yol A dojE F FozE olAo] ojHa FAld o]ygdlme A2 Fo
AHE, felv oAaGol@el ot Habermas o ®8]AN 7 Seudols
o Ag)AstEe 2 oo elete A-g AE & Utk oA o) o] Home 9z
2 Fo FAAttE AL oA da A3 - E3A g sET2Q wl Adojt o
4& 23Tk Kolrh ARt Aol % FIvtomE o4 A S
3 AUt & 4 gles olol Habermas £ Ao} xpopA Aol Aol A 1
AAE ohAlF B sk A5 Aelth o974 Habermas &+ Adorno®t @2 He-
gel Ao W= § B &904 "dvh. 28y 1+ Hegel sl A€A4 (o)
9l A" A2 A7 dAow HAMMGE) & v® #d Adornoo Aol
Fzete otebd wg Aade de4Ae S Y85 Hegel o AL st
2 geh Agdle] HAzA o Aoty el g FU ojzr|7A 9] Azt F Aol
A FEle oldel 4 (AADE BUAY 5 YA Aoz gL o
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Ag=ele] WA (necessary) Aol opus e (#1818 3 2243l A
2450 o8 o Uop & 45, 2 Ajd HEE $E, HE FHY £5
9+ #9144l (contingent) ¥4 olth.

Malel o] dAQ v (MY A& $¥) & F424 (boundary condition)
3 AYAQ Gaostl e AAY $5 348 5 ek A AY FA
U 2wize] duht felstvkel mel zejm 24 AlEisel =t AR
g 2% AAY 45 THE 5 vk 24N ATAA AU ¥ e o
e aAshd 2l ezt e dATyL o4 AME YFH T, 18
Age tan ABodstol 2-eue Aapnae o4 HaHal AFAM Aol
opiict,

Rawls o olwte} Habermas 2| o] At&& o] && 43 HA $2]+ Habermas
7} Rawls & £33 =9 F %A oAz =7t FE5R{, Rawls & A4
o A-g AFHR BT &) Addaxtel ol HHel vHE s HAAUL
o] ¥|8 Habermas + Al eFd dubo] Q1are4e] o] 4Aql && HA A &€&
4 gl ol fE w3zt @t 2+ Hobbes Al &9 2eha Yy E-& ¥ 3t
ety o]l A ste WHEH AdomiE st a2 oldol ARAA
o AR 9l vl Aoyt QAT E ol oly, dAMAHE FH HUEE o4 F
Aol &g AB-E NME sA oA AHE Fuisior F ol Helne gAehe
g Wl £oR =28 AN ek 2eldtd 2w $HeR Rawlsdl ¢
B4 dojAawA chd dHos HAATE AR Aslo] el HRE A4
Bl7]el o] &t}

Habermas + Hobbes 2| Atz]Aofdol WEE o] &uint& st Al F4Hdd
dbo] QIzke] 4le] ol Al Al &HE AA A Y& 4 glv olFE ¥ =3 W
A gl THA HAE AF-sa g o]l &g o] Aoz FY3A MK Hob
bes © AtslA|ete] 2AE E5ol F48E 73 oo (59 UHEE
F 530 Ut Fx2) sot Yo 2l of (UL WM AEf) & F4 A7
At A3 A 2o olgg HA d(HHTF) Y o AAAIL Wkt
Habermas o o3l Aergo] o] &-&xte] Aol EA o7 fsiMe &
ol F4EA gt o4 o)4MEE AT o] & AUEY AFFrEsY
22 YA o U™
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2t o] 4N d-E& =T ol A izt ol 4o YRt sj4 Habermas®
YA P B) ol w2 Aol K& 2= AL ohch Rawls dd@ AUz
T&3H7] 91 oldridold M wodst ool whixln % AHols U IdEeiA
BRo] ZAYH FHAA oA o] AHMolME F@tsict oo Habermas £+ A
YA A o] AtA ol izt Foll FEX Al v A Y & Ay (s
THDANAM sty ol del HAE ¥lix ok 474 2+ Chomsky, Searle
T3 A Rleh A dqF a5l FEYY Chomskyt EFTR
2Ae AR dAAAE BHMA AFF2 M 441 AMdd  F394
< elder AT ¥ 4 AT AUdMdE AESI HEa o4 FEHR
Habermas &= ol E3F2249 dA4AQ AAHH (5303 LT &
FANA A4S LS Y (N5H o] 4) & Feldow yFAgch

Searle & ¥4 & e}t ol Aol YT FAH A ALY AL &
Q1% Habermas + ¥t2 228t FAAAE thsty ol 4e] sl5ste Waom u
ol=dlth, WAt tigha o 4L 2o e FHMAE TAASE “ATF3}
I AEUAY" Y sHolete Aotk 4EF AT AEAHe] oz o]HE
Habermas + 3] 448 (£ A3 &) olgte vl £33 Foa wx
of WA Iz o, iy FRFchA S el T Ut Y g sHE g3
T e AL ohsl Eael dAlel AYat g TAMA e ATAH(AY
AbEl =28 A ogte] AT JHFFol RAHE ol 4 waaAg) &
AL gt AL obvch 820 AUzt AL Ao wrsiE oty e
U EAlel 2 AEAAIY LS Auste H4ols AgAAle] Al @K
e Aot}

<€ 24 A% FEnez 4% 4+ gich ©Weld Habermas o) =9 &
SHUEHA A AR 2 ool YTt YHe 23 EAYS ool o

+ Aot Az Al A& wPFoeH g A B & A
Wie (5o Urte) oldez Huxch, gokstd tisty ol4L 5o @
g3t HrhE 4E4o YL HA2 Y Aol el Hee FoA}  xpo}
Aol FHAA 2z HAauAe] Ayl A HREEo] 1AL g AlRolet
€ AdAgE Fa e 2] JALE ol Yolm s gioh, AddeEie AY
H]l g YL FHYY] dUAYo|r Ak Eol (2AY AFEH) &
Hrhd A5 AY GG AY) o AddAgoelrt ol 4L HYAMAL] @Yo},
AR Y-S 33 FAsES 2 FHR A drohd felgrlel e 98y
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g oo F4x EE A FSE E 45 52 PS4 E A4 Urh
Habermas ¢ Z8-& W oj4g-2 o4l FAloll oldolzge] 2Jx|]l 7tgolrt,

oA mgtEo] AL3]AlslEo] o]28] Habermas + Marxol ulzsie A A 24
Marx ol x-§5dU3 o882 ¥udrt Iz ol9} F2 19 IFL 27t
g A3 A% (HTFAAALE) 2 P es & Aot A& Aol F HAAH o
gtol F43 sy AE B AR s TYIAFRE T AF
< As3ste], Marx ol s Asjd o] ¥ He2ql HFEH & Hds =
&2 58& AHIBL ol F Marx ol Bl AsE AA A oBTF4 ol F@e
24 A4E5Y Qv AT Az felete] drE AL 4 YA AL Haber-
mas o W3 Fgolrt aey AT BHAQ F4E e, AEgse
o] FAAZ AAtR] mi-Folzta ol EHA =FA4HE Yl TT7A o4
o vigolvl FH3= 219 HE olxddllE FA G A W AA AEFoN G
(A 3AAA A|ztell J2hed ola)e] B4 He hdhe ddo] QS 2}
&, HAE, duAE S, 273 ol yutre] AHE 48 ¥ v fFERAE
Habermas o] I &xIA & AA 2T Ao gof ozl AL ohrt 2
o] 43E AAstE, tivb 2oe sl AA Gl i MATFRY olHE
Aoty gtk e A Fee Aelh

o]9} obge 2o Feldd AelfoE A Eolof & FAM Aol Ur, 2o &
ol & Az)delE (sociolinguistics ) o) Sel7tx] YA ex UJALE HF
Folo FAE do] Azdojs o ex Ao A R Aok s E ThE
o] A 4 gt SAE Wy oz4 Fajo JAANA o vo} ztch asy Aoy
AE 32 32 gv A e 25 o443 Aleji-g Yol of Art+ Haber-
mas 2] FAdlE Fels sk dlAY Putnam & ool AZFA A4 %
A& A HAME 2 (extension) o] Z+ oln|&AQ ¥|F& Fxgch g2
A Agoll AT I FuH Foldte] §U Al sete FA AEA
(extension) 7} 2pX| 3= 2v|&3 u|3LE 7FR%+ Kripke, Putnam 5 ¥

AZFoAEl olsl wHg 42 & YTk

1) &zl Aq T4, 1AYGMol83 43 (). Habermas |, F2A43) o] ALRLF
o2 €& 4A4F =83, F&7179 =7 f‘ﬁlﬂlﬁ"ig} HEYH"E ozt w4l
A Habermas & ¥ ¥Aoz v3fm glevg us § ot
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