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Hid# (legal process) [A1E. & UL Zh 307 ¢ 35 4 xF T M BRI b B A
LR SHE TR TR, B2 %E, P, ekt
FRSIANER, EFEXRHHFSIETERORE. RNHESH, X
FrANGHERLEFRENFE - EEERTRAMAERBELRS
ROBMER, S2HROTRATEESLFETFREMNEA T KEE

* g « #E KM (Mathieu Deflem) . EE KT RARFLLFREHR. EEOH
BWHREWT A CMBEELT 199245 A4 XERBETHERREESD2MFES.
RBEPESLEEHBRNES AR ITE. B AE RS ER Austin Sarat B8
HLBUTRAM B R R B E R SRR Gary T. Marx, & UK H A1 & T
. BRI N DR, BRI A HIE &I B R E LA R S A Z E] ) (1994)
FE AR RIS Y ABPFRATER KR HEEE, BE. R ERH Law-
rence Cohen.Thomas McCarthy, Heide Natkin, David Rasmussen Ll & 7 Sage !B kR #t 8
William Rchg #1 Ros Spry . flufi | 20 41 A9 4 48 H RS 13E 1 A 245 19 & B " 4K B8 Eve Dari-
an-Smith fl Gary T. Marx X 1X58 G 54T
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G0 L 3 T8 01 5 37 0 3k B F 2T 0 — S A 48 A4t E 25 3F 2 AT 2 W Arie Brand. “Ethical Ra-
tionalization and * Juridification’; Habermas's Critical Legal Theory”. Austrulian Journal of
Law and Society, 1987:4:103~127; Klaus Eder, “Critique of Habermas' Contribution to the
Sociology of L.aw”, Law and Society Review 1988, 22:931~944;Guy Haarscher, “Perelman
and Habermas”. Law and Philosophy ,1986, 5:331~342; W. T. Murphy, “The-Habermas
Effect: Critical Theory and Academic Law”, Current Legal Problems, 1989, 42:135~165; ul-
rich K. Preuss, “Rationality Potentials of Law: Allocative. Distributive and Communicative Ra-
tionality”, in C. Joerges and D. M. Trubek (eds.) Critical Legal Thought : An American-Ger-
man Debate. Baden-Baden: Nomos, 1989; Koen Raes, " Legalisation, Communication and
Strategy: A Critique of Habermas’ Approach to Law”. Journal of Law and Society 1986, 133
183~206; Bill Scheuerman, “Neumann v. Habermas: The Frankfurt School and the Case of
the Rule of Law”. Praxis International . 1993, 13:50~67; Wibren van der Burg. “Jiirgen
Habermas on Law and Morality: Some Critical Comments” . Theory. Culture and Society +1990.
7.105~111. ¥ 71 5 7 i 5036 6] B 12 B % 35 B B AL & (R SR I SCUERR ST AT R R R T it
SR 3 X A8 (David Cole, “Getting There: Reflections on Trashing from Feminist Ju-
risprudence and Critical Theory”, Harvard Women's Law Journal ,1985,8:59~91.) Ak
{45 ( Rod Northey. “Conflicting Principles of Canadian Environmental Reform: Trubek and
Habermas v. Law and Economics and the Law Reform Commission”, Dalhousie Law Journal,
1988, 11:639~662) .1k # #% 8 (David C. Hoy, “Interpreting the Law: Hermeneutical and
Post-structuralist Perspectives”, Southern Cali fornia Law Review 1985, 58:135~176;Francis
J. Mootz. “The Ontological Basis of Legal Hermeneutics: A Proposed Model of Inquiry Based on
the Work of Gadarmer, Habermas and Ricoeur”, Boston University Law Reuview ,1988, 68:
523~617. ) Bk it $t |44k A Bk & B9 4 F (Meir Dan-Cohen, “Law. Community and Communi-
cation” » Duke Law Journal .1989 : 6: 1654~ 1676. ) .37 ¥ 5 % B 9 43 #7 (Stephen M. Feld-
man, “The Persistence of Power and the Struggle for Dialogic Standards in Postmodern Constitu-
tional Jurisprudence: Michelman Habermas and Civic Republicanism”, Georgetoun Law Jour-
nal ,1993. 81;: 2243~2249; Arthur A. Felts and Charles B. Fields, *Technical and Symbolic
Reasoning: An Application of ldeological Analysis to the Legal Arena”.Quarterly Journal of
Ideology 1988, 12:1~15; Arthur A. Felts and Charles B. Fields, “Technical and Symbolic
Reasoning: An Application of Habermas' Ideological Analysis to the Legal Arena”, Quarterly
Journal of Ideology,1988, 12:1~15; Gary C. Leedes. “The Discourse Ethics Alternative to
Rust v. Sullivan” .University of Richmond Law Review, 1991, 26:87 ~ 143; Lawrence B.
Solum, “Freedom of Communicative Action: A Theory of the First Amendment Freedom of
Speech” , Northwestern University Law Review, 1989, 83: 54~135.), H—HHMERSRAEH
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BT, ABAEAES R BARLE i AR I D iR R
HOTXED TRERNSHEERRIESR T @ EETRK, L
HEGREREREHR ENRIEETRK. 2 BAEED—FHEWR, U
B I SRt B MR R E R, BRI NESR
B, JfiE e D SRR A 7 v A B T A E R ALK
PUE -7 3= SV 7 E SUR -0

HEK, AEHPRXERAAREMOUE, R8T ARMXE
MANMEE LY. RIGE, AHRAMSENZHEETABT
BEEEME N D EETRYRNTEZANE, MHABTIRET#
L EEE SIS AN X TERNFR., EXANFHE, FBXNT
BITE R RS R T IJLA SR, FRE T - EHE MR
)R, oAt Koy DL 25 38 3 A B9 B vl M T & e 9 Bk 4% .

AT 5 THBABLENOEER, RUEKFHEAHM NS
WMRETHERNEES . BRITRIOAEMNRTE N DHE (REST
HER) PERMEITERSHSOER, UAES (EFLE5H
T Z[E]) — 43 AR 3 b B A KRR

FEMEAN GETHEIEID b, Bl BHE 25 E R
TS A AR R B4 2 e, (E AR R 0L T 3 A M K 8
EE—H, KEGEFHRERE . ZBASEME, Kb, THEMR
FEAKIRIEAWATREREREBENEERZEZLBINER, &
ZHIRBEMIFETTHEECEERRT ZM T /A YRt 2L,

@ Jirgen Habermas.The Theory of Communicative Action, Volume 1, Reuson und
the Rutionalization of Society,Boston. MA . Beacon Press, 1984 ; Jiirgen Habermas, The
Theory of Communicative Action .Volume 2,System and Li feworld . A Critique of Func-
tionalist Reason .Boston. MA: Beacon Press, 1987.
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FERER E R R Y Bk, WA DTSR
LR ATHER B T WM BT R R U 85 . IF A B T E M0 E 1B
P& B — e AR L. RETIE KM A S EA B R hitkn N5
BRAEEER X EP LAY K,

—. XETHER: M58

W BHMZETAESRA L ETHAEERSHX Y, &
MAVBHESI AT AN .Y ERE N T AEEST N, HE
FEMNERANARENEIR. IRITHRBEARTAEN, I
RHEMERY FHAFSHER TR (BlaE358); BEAaRE
BEPER, IR EATRESFAMNSERR S wmEbiTshEnRE (F
WEXEXEP). HR, XEHEER -FiEmAEERNT R,
ERAT RIS F R EMR (speaking subjects) 2 ] 3 53 B i fh 1156
THAWHEEKIEREGE (agreement). PT R, N T RHEIRMH,
BNALEEEUT &, AR ETIMSHRERE
FHhZERAEEDFET N (BESBEATshH 2 6 5 5 BT
BIES) AR EERG, NENRELEXENBRIRE, E

O ETHRNOHMEFERATHSENNSEMEIEENS R XRUATAE
FEEMER EMNEA N EER MO BENEAEE, XD HE. McCarthy X F
MG EENMAEREYCORBRENENES A PRI EETRNOHENE
fERE L AL MR &K B4, 2 W Thomas McCarthy, The Critical Theory of Jiirgen
Habermas .Cambridge. MA: MIT Press, 1978. X F Il ST EEHVN B .S Arie
Brand. The Force of Reason: An Introduction to Habermas' Theory of Communicative
Action, Sydney: Allen & Unwin, 1990; Robert C. Holub , Jirgen Habermas . Critic in
the Public Sphere. London: Routledge. 1991; David Ingram, Hubermas and the Dialectic
of Reason, New Haven. CT: Yale University Press, 1987; David M. Rasmussen.Read-
ing Habermas, Oxtord: Basil Blackwell. 1990; Rick Roderick, Habermas and the Founda-
tions of Critical Theory.l.ondon; Macmillan, 1986.

@ Jurgen Habermas, The Theory of Communicative Action, Volume 1, Reason and

the Rationalization of Society ,Boston, MA: Beacon Press, 1984. pp. 8~22, 168~185.
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HRULASEBAE. ILMIEESHITAER (B, 5 &
SmEg, BRACIEDESHENM AN A . &
A, KETHEREAENF ISR LA TGN, FER
HH RS TENZESER. MILSHAR, EEMHEIEIER
FUT, RAERSIESHES, H2TaE FRKEALEBNE
= BT Z B AT R .

MDD T ARBAE B EK (validity claims)®, FFLL
DR EB AT T A AT R B IR UE A R, X R E IR
HEMERESIBEITAT. XSG TUTARWGABEFEK.: ATHE
BOMEBEENTIETN. TUUERXTERENEREEK, XT
ERERREY ERU R TEBRENRSEMEMREEK.C R
R R AR R OB X N AR KB £ 5K X T ALY
Bk, XTIEFMEMEE SCERMERIR., X THEBRMERERMIGT
HRER.Q FEXFICIEHEEI &M, Ml Sy A E TR
MAGZHNEBZ B

M SHAA, B BTN R AT AT R LR K
HEARSZB R SMIT, HAEMNKRETAEEREKMEEEANTL
BEWEGBHANGWZ PO AEHA N AMTRELFEROTEZY
HRAW, WA R EUE, A SR SFIER,
AEHRVEEEFTEITAEREEROLRE L. B, KET
Flk &L = F it A (performative attitudes) : £1X S5 {4 FEA 3%

O ER¥AAN@ENAREER" CEK"H"BER"ERNERERRES —
B HUFEFEREEENER. —BE&E

@ Jurgen Habermas, The Theory of Communicative Action.Volume 1,Reuson and
the Rationalization of Society .Boston. MA: Beacon Press, 1984, pp. 319~328.

@ “discourse” ERM MEHPEIHFE"RESE RN SHHE RN ERFER
HERTERE., — AT

@ [®. pp. 22~42.

@& Jurgen Habermas, The Theory of Communicative Action, Volume 2,System and
Lifeworld: A Critique of Functionalist Reason. Boston, MA: Beacon Press, 1987,
pp. 119~152.
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BISMEH R ZE VAR AR . 00 AR L St R B BT e A B DL e it
AN ERENFEH RO RARERR, X, M I D Ha AR S i A
BHARBTREL 20 UESE (BRI THF IR . At
RBRTHRE—-EXUNE, CHEEFRTOESTHEZNHEEA
RN AR CHTHSBERMEL , 1780 DIE S A
RSB AEAT N L 5 AT SR BE B GARBIIERD .

H5ERMEEMBMKREEFHAN LW ER. k.
MM . fESCtZ 4E, SO A = B R ME TS S A FB AR R HK, X
MEagtEsmEEHRAPRA R SR, BG4, H
284 (social integration) {§B) A EILEH MG HRITEER
ih, BMARXRNEENRT., &F, EARZYSE, fofkd
BEAWHARALHRFEMASBLIER. k. M AKREH
AR A B ROSHEER. A, HSEEANIRSBTY
R — AL B9 A 1 R 0BR[] B9 45 0 v S A £ T T A 2 A
. Ba, AEHAKEAETHNES L. —FERKFEERK
. oM ARESE, HPZETHBURFHIT; H—HEE
EREIR, BIRET NS S & IS F X L U5 05 v] LU A% 35 #5350 ]
B SRR, A @it 2ilE .

BNDEAN, ARHFITRERNHEREERART 22
WM, Btk THHSE R - EREE. FELN
i AR AR R AU M AE X 7 B T AR 7= 1 S R RROF B AR T i R A0 a4 LA
WA, THNKBESH “YREM” MUER.C XHNERA
B, LV FEICNE. FEAMEME ST BKER, It
Ab, #t&tUE T A Ih B T A B0 X R R AR . Bk,
MO HASEEHAE TAERFORA, KPR HXELSF

@ Jurgen Habermas., The Theory of Communicative Action, Volume 2,System and
Lifeworld. A Critique of Functionalist Reason, Boston, MA: Beacon Press, 1987,
pp. 235~282.
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MBUR RGO REAETT R EOHRT L B N A 7ok ks s
Z I, Mors REDGE, REETIUEM NS W NSETY,
T2 BR 58 T AR B A & 18 SR TheE . 38 i X 26 S A T th
EANTNAT R, BT ERE SR ET AL R E A, 3R
HAMHSHFOREET ZHITAEENS, WniffE28 Ry
B . 2R mMAL SEEN I ENT R AR FRAT 2
T, EMEERIM GAI—TBESEM) #1745~ NAR MK
VIR 5, HEMBRTHNEM (25 FMKBRE 03RS
TEBUMEM S BB ARSI @ BN (BIE).

MMOHFRANNRESEFBEHRR “HF” 2G4 2RE,
FEHENMATURKRERRRLEPROTIDE, BRI FE
FESTEAT HAFAE R R UURES , HE A 5 K BRBE MU 48 85 4 7= ) M S
fE. R, REGHBABALGEHR . dit, SEBEHOHEL
FIHABEGH RO T ot M AR, i 7E X 645 5,
WA THRAR R B BEHL, TR AR i IR N 8 H
AT AR . e 0 DR RGN T A 0 th R 0098 B R
R HFE R (colonization of the lifeworld): 4 i 7 b LI E @
HEMEZETAZERAREHESWE 0, BETHAEREHNE
GMNTABEMAW T,

= EWlER. REMLEMBEE/L

T GCHEATHELE) . WA I D RE H — AT ik B B B 42
AR LIS H ST B B KR R AE R, B o, BE
SEENXIMTRE S AR RANKIRBEEXLTE; HK, B

@ Jirgen Habermas, The Theory of Communicative Action, Volume 2.Systemand
Lifeworld: A Critique of Functionalist Reason, Boston, MA: Beacon Press. 1987,
pp. 338~343.

@ Ibid. pp. 318~331.
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A2 B ARG AL & RGN T AEIS RS RALAERITRR .
(=) WiES REMAR KL

ALy, R E LG A E AR FAE TR ST
WL FIEEA R IIRET L “BEE  (anchoring)” B E L. 5T A
ARG FEFMBISRASEB R MU REXE
2.0 Fig b, YBUAKRBERN, AEREEATRI TR, BUA
R LR A R LI R . BUR B — 2 oL hn 7 Bua

AL E 2, HERRERPEBRANTS. ERSGEERNH

SRR SR, EPRTENFENT BN E. AT
VR R EAT M BITH R EEYE, MRAERNOBUARREATH
EEE BN, FEBU S NEE KRG AR PE R LI XL
Hr, M Z4 0 &6 T4 ™% (monetary productivity) ¥
BRI R Ao R, XERER “EXHEULR T3 S
IREERE, EMAHESHEEGOIHMUES. T2RET4E
EH R BRI, SR —FMMIE LY (norm-free) MINE ",
M DR Y, N THERESEBRMF TR, B
AEREBEEEEHRYAR—EKNLFNERTUHEL.C &
WX —FHI R, T AT R B AU R A A
BEFU “@HE”. 52, REREHEN&EAaNEMERK,
M5 A6 R BRI, AR FAEMFRmATEfE.
FEWRTEA P, 5 kRAMHEY = EMERESFLURE, M
BRSO BEATEARE L FUHSE, BRERHKNETHR
MY UHEEL. Hit, RENSHEREEHA XL BEEHE

@ Jurgen Habermas, The Theory of Communicative Action, Volume 2,System and
Lifeworld: A Critique of Functionalist Reason, Boston, MA: Beacon Press. 1987,
pp. 161~197. 264~ 282.

2 1bid. p. 307.

& 1bid. pp. 164~179.
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B 5 Rib: BNk

A, XA MR & RN R RS EEN T EAAE S A %Y
. B HIEEN S B At LA R 8 B (post-conventional) B
B LASK B, R i 3 4 8 T Y ROk R A T AT A UV Al R R,
MARETHERATAAKREEARNFEME. ALEETR TR
BRI ROUCR ERMGEE BN RAE S, MRREy—fEHs
SMESRTTBIRIEE, RN T 2SR EN ., kS A%
MEXNTFEF AL (NEREE) MBGARYS (i) £ EaMT
KIEIRE.

BUMSL B RENEEEME ER LIS, MmN SHX T
BOREA L s, B AT UE 9 00 T 4k 22 VG Y 0 3 R R 0 ol BE 1B
FOMNDH (564D AR, BN EBELEDY
(RBEPOLEENEER) . BAE XA GEH 9w 2 8 HE %00
MIEAR (ERAIE AR, EXhE X E, ks E
e, AT REERMB ARYER IR R, XK R C A HERR T (T {718 4%
HEZH. HESHOAOWSRE. BmILDEAY, 74 Sk
JRARARE B, AR R FHA ST BGTIS MBS REN . “kk
ﬁiﬁiﬁfhﬂqg%ﬁﬁkﬁ?ﬁ?f&?ﬁﬁft (justification) B HY
W, W RS, BB T I ML EE R kS AT SR X %
TEESARIPIE, EIFRA EIRX A 5, "2 AUk
HHR B IE S, I ATAR 88 56 T 800 1E 60 VE A3 i A A0 M E kiR
RUFHEATHOT, LUEB R EXR A RENIFE.

(=) &M, kMRt (uridification) 57k 4 f 5 IR

ML FIA R A EREN,. BRI AW

@ Jurgen Habermas. The Theory of Communicative Action. Volume 1. Reuson
und the Rutionalization of Society ,Boston, MA: Beacon Press, 1984,pp. 243~271.
@ Ibid. p. 261.
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ik, XEAEREERONERRAMGE. D imilBHx R B
S HBFR BT BT TIRR, hks e d XA, Rk
BMAERRERR LA AT M. LEENT K, BES
M X R IA MR AR, RENEEN M, MEEAEH RAE,
BIDHHA K, ERRMEMERAER, ERLEH T N,
55—k BT RO & B R KB B B, B, R
FRE N ZW M WRYNF ML FBE T RENE, UERF

EAFERRIENE EHERMAGN L A HERL. REENE

SHR, 19 AR REREFEFRT TAAM LB EBOA
PR BRR . B ERI A, AR RR RS RY . R
B =R, PERETR R K AR R EERER ML, AR
15 1A BT TV G 3 2 BURL 1 BB ST, LA B SR R k.
PARLRI IO R, FERE 20 HEEH S MM E RN, & Fil
TREEAA B . 2R BARH B T S Sk,
AELMEHREERTHT AR,

WD AN, Rk B 0 Y T A0 R o A
A E R MG I B REE, X FROER, §ERH TR
FTA NG EARMAUR, HKRAE B THEGA BT R XL, S
R TR 5 5 F R AR HL 0 10 o ROARRL. SATH . AL DB ARELRR
AR REH R0 T o @ LTB BT @ AR R, B0 X R E
B (5 B TR B 0 R 1 E RS, O DS ER A T 4 & A
B A O GE , AN E TR B SR F AR & (1 B A 1
e R T AT R M EMSH TR ERG AL () #2
HAELUE A AR A E B TRE: (3 HERH S 2 RS

@® Jirgen Habermas, The Theory of Communicative Action, Volume 2. System and Li-
feworld ; A Critique of Functionalist Reason, Boston, MA: Beacon Press, 1987, pp. 356 ~
373.
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FHRER, (BEf1A0E i 4 b L A3 HL AL B0 A% H GLLLREZ
BTRGEME (4 AR A B BUR B 5K LS A2 A9 7 AR LA
WE OHREXMEFFE . B2, HFEHRAER b EH#ER
ARBEHBMEREHANE S, UBEEFRURENEET K
THAKABRPHAZXR., YERMCHTRETERNEFES
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LS, A A Z R U5 4R () i BE A B S B R iR U A
BR. AN ZEER TR MERNOERAN, BEHTHEA
BERMTAEMFOFEXSHOTE. XTRENH T, mIlS
FHR R F O BE 1 X e ik o K PR K BB 2 o A 5 T 4 2 ) L 6
ESERNENHEE SR SIEE. XLRBIFATF R{EMEE
L, MU REE B 2. 5 —Jr @, 1FAH EZ %)
REERRFEFUNRR, EOEEMMLSFEENELRRY
BAGEE BRI B R IAE » R 1T 75 ZEAR I 18 P8 L BB IR T LAIE %1k

(=) ey DU 30 3 1t 58 9 A9 B 2% 1) B A0 T S

BRDHTEERNUECLEB AT XTHRRNEEIENE
WS, B R 2T 0 ST B A BRI, X e iR W3
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EEEEE, B St A S F R AT 8 R — B (R, R R K
BEXF A A5 b B S0 T A SRR
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® “ethics of discourse” N AH X FEB K FERHIRICHEE", “ethics" HA B HE
T CEEET CEAEGRTNEBEENEEAT L, KL RN DA ET R
FREBHR-FFEMNELAX, RRAF"NEGEETENERE, L (@B ALEAHET
B 8 #4 [X 5+, “ethics of discourse” B AR NA T 15 M RN, i R BB ARG ERX
F XA EBEN, E i REEENE SR BRAERVERITH R ER
TrEROHEE" L FEVRIFHAXMEL, —EE
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R4 3R 4 (0 AT A i 4 BB A 1 SR A0 1 98 38 33X e LV o LA 9 5K
W, BRI R UL IR (SREEBRED ENE
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i%uﬁﬂ,&ﬁ%Tﬁmm ¥ ik RRETE 4 R AEE T AW
HRKETE, ERMR ER. AT BRI AR B e
FRIFHERG, FFAER RN bR AT . O

© WO O AT L AR th 0 8 R A0 T 2 BT 7 R SR A BE Y [ ML, S
Jirgen Habermas, Justi fication and Application: Remarks on Discourse Ethics. Cam-
bridge, MA: MIT Press, 1993. %04 0 Wi 8 4 % & A M (A0 M BB B0 Ales-
sandro Ferrara. “A Critique of Habermas' Diskursethik”, Telos ,1985, 64:45~74; Ag-
nes Heller. " The Discourse Ethics of Habermas; Critique and Appraisal”, Thesis Eleven.
1984~ 1985. 10/11:5~ 17; David M. Rasmussen, Reading Habermas., Oxtord: Basil
Blackwell, 1990; Kaarlo Tuori, “Discourse Ethics and the Legitimacy of Law”,Ratio Ju-
ris 1989, 2:125~143. 3% FH 01 57 B 4 oA 5 00 60 7 (8 F0 BRUBE 49 7138 B LA T ¥
# :Seyla Benhabib and Fred Dallmayr Ceds. ) The Communication Ethics Controversy .
Cambridge, MA; MIT Press, 1990: Michael Kelly. “Maclntyre. Habermas and Philo-
sophical Ethics”, in M. Kelly (ed. ), Hermeneutics and Critical Theory in Ethics and
Politics» Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 1990.

@ Jurgen Habermas, Moral Consciousness and Communicative Action,Cambridge. MA:
MIT Press. 1990.

@  HERea T O BB ok H e T R 10 FE A MLV el LA AR E E4AETANA
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KT N EREEFHNITIRY R EEEREF N
i, MARESHERNCEK. FIMARNSEEL, 1 SeEE
T¥LHFE LA ELERNE.C a0 D E i b SUR R & il
TRE. HEMPEOUE, X P TR ERT X E R
T G AL O T I R 0K A G 7 5 e S 7 DR
F. Hm—HE, LAEANKA, BRSHFRAFEERE L EEE
. fdR AR E YRR AT LR —A R0 A AR
H, FREEERENFEN I EE, ERARMMEMSENERE
RN, Ak RESE A m B 2 . KRR E R XK
R, RERTREFHEFRERFEZER, HAREFEILEER
AT B M AL, HgE . M. B h e CF L RN,

O BAEZEHR BNIHHOHRCHEFBARLATENEFEHE AR PE
ZAFTELEMMMEATE. 8 W Michael Kelly, “Maclntyre, Habermas and Philosophical
Ethics", in M. Kelly (ed. ), Hermeneutics and Critical Theory in Ethics and Politics,
Cambridge, MA; MIT Press, 1990; David M. Rasmussen(ed. )+ Universalism vs. Com
munitarianism: Contemporary Debates in Ethics .Cambridge. MA; MIT Press 1990.

@ —HEFEFEIER T I D EE T F A A S 09T A SCRRIE B 0 S o
F #24E ,% W Rainer Débert, *Against the Neglect of Content in the Moral Theories of Kohlberg
and Habermas”. in T. E. Wren (ed. ). The Moral Domuin ; Essavs in the Ongoing Discussion
between Philosophy and the Social Sciences ,Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 1990; Ingrid Dwars,
*“ Application Discourse and the Special Case-Thesis”, Ratio Juris, 1992, 5:67 ~ 78. Klaus
Giinther, *A Normative Conception of Coherence for a Discursive Theory of Legal Justification” .
Rutio Juris, 1989, 2:155~ 166; Klaus Giinther, *“Impartial Application of Moral and Iegal
Norms: A Contribution to Discourse Ethics”, in D. M. Rasmussen(ed. ). Universalism vs. Com-
munitarianism; Contemporary Debutes in Ethics ,Cambridge. MA: MIT Press , 1990; Agnes Hell-
er, *The Discourse Ethics of Habermas: Critique and Appraisal”, Thesis Eleven . 1984~1985, 10/
11:5~17; Philip Pettit, *Habermas on Truth and Justice”, in G. H. R. Parkinson (ed. ), Ma-
rz and Marxism .Cambridge; Cambridge University Press, 1982, #{ % & %} iX 4> [a] 81 M
FXHER R, S WL Robert Alexy, “A Discourse-— Theoretical Conception of Practical
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