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9. 

12) 

1975. 

1979. 

__ .1999. 

11) .As 1 write this, America is at war. Our occupy Iraq and in Afghanistan .. . Who are 

our friends? Who is the enemy? In this war, the enemy is unknown, uncertain ... We were once a 

republic. Have we become an empire? What is our work in the world? The ancient imperative 

‘Know thyselÍ carved in Delphi and carried in the heart, came with philosophy from the old world 

to the new. question of that ancient philosophy our present (Norton 2004, 2-

3). 

12) 

(The Anarchy of Empire)’ 9 . II 

Act)’ 

(Homeland) 

< 
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"ilfTR에tT 1. 

On the Constitutional Dictatorship Theory: 
Carl Schmitt’s Sovereign Dictatorship and 

the Korean ‘Yushin’ Constitution 

Hyung-ik Choi I 떼shin University 

S'o far, m'Ost studies 'Of c'Onstituti'Onalism were d'One in ways such that c'Onstituti'Onalism is s'O 

far the same as libera1 democracy. In westem political hist'Ory, it is a fact that the latter has 

devel 'Oped with the f'Ormer as a selective affinity but the tw 'O p이itical c'Oncepts are n'Ot 

necessarily the same. Because n'Ot 'Only c'Onstituti'Onal liberal democracy but c'Onstituti 'Onal 

dictat'Orship can 외s'O have relevancy in the aspect 'Of either the political the'Ories 'Or the real 

p이itical systerns as well. As the survival 'Of each nati'Onal state faced catasσ'Ophic situati'Ons 'Of 

political crisis, all democratic states revealed auth'Oritarian figures thr'Ough severa1 dictat'Orial 

decisi'On making styles, even th'Ough such a political behavi 'Or has been maintained 'Over the 

duration of such c디sis. In a nutshell, b이h the rnodem democracy 잉ld the p이itical dictatorship 

may be anal 'Ogized as twins that were born fr'Om the same w'Omb. On the basis 'Of that 

hypothesis, this article examines an 'Other aspect 'Of c'Onstituti 'Onalism by focusing 'On the 

reas뼈ng 'Of Carl Schmitt’s s'Overelgn 이ctat'Orship. Furtherm'Ore, it has an'Other aim which is t'O 

C디tically reinterpret the political principle 'Of the ‘Yushin’ C'Onstituti'On during K'Orea’s f'Ourth 

republic that seems t'O have been influenced greatly by Carl Schmitt’s political the'Ory 'Of 

s'Overeign dictat'Orship. 

Keywords: C'Onstituti 'Onal dictat 'Orship, the Crisis 'Of liberal dem 'Ocracy, S'Overeign 

dictat'Orship, P'Olitical the 'Ol'Ogy, Auth 'Ority determinism, C'Onstituti 'Onal pe 'Ople’s p'Ower, 

‘Yushin’ C'Onstituti'On, Pe'Ople C'Ongress 'OfUnificati 'On Identity. 




