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Cis=AlakstERl 2014, pp.153~192
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P aolel 3918 98 a9l

CAE V. %
V. AE sl 3 9 A

25S P13 AoRlTele] B
ko] A FrimAe] Y

BEE-

I. A&

R Mol A gl A &2 X(goodness)’ o] & T4
zzolth AT 27| olsf @AYl Wzketar AP (narrow) #7148
ol BFahs AxA Aol welolAl £ o] FEolH W U
g} olopr|xE Sdr}), 18kuhal (T, Hobbes)2Q] F¥Ao]x| gt
FEAHE 79 EAY F4(. J. Rousseaw)d 9] JWHArel 72
Aol oS e glok ojw] 929 At 23 2k EAE §
|3 AER T8 FAESHA th of9Al & AP Akt Apd Ao
2 oo ARE T2 M| &S T3 v Aol w5 AP
olgfgt WA ‘WIlAl E2 Ao] FE'S g AloUFFo|(
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T deliberative democracy) @] ‘A X| (G4, deliberative
politics)' &= 2= 7k= HAA AHEA 9] ol EX(ethos)E 3]56l7] 9
gk spto] W o R AAETE

vt ol AlelgA|e] Weide] BE A sidshs 21 otk
53], Aog=ole o] F 7 Felld &S, communication)
= 913 ESAo] =9tk AR, AoNIFFele s 1 1Al
WA s omA] (BfAtel il Al o EAoYAITA YAds &
A ARre & Sl aEemM, AlMA g o1 A9 on|
S G A A ARIA GAS BAEA AHE A B uiA
WHoRA AZAZTE BA, AelulFTele] ‘T (AN H,
public realm, public sphere)’l) T2 EZFAJo|t). ‘sle} dH
of &g (Btel tao] AR ahemA oA Yol 7]xgk Q1T
o] FAQl ake] ool AdEY o] Al AW AltHA dstell A,
slulo} Aol wiAlE HlElY FtogAe] A g FAde dd
Efddo] dok shAINE theFet A2 S 1ol P2 Ao,
antagonism)E LA, slEel @] wjAvtew FAE T4
Foo] MRl £& Mo FE'S FrHE F JA=R

A= i3] OkERE) 4t SACRE) 9 bl sy
AFFHIEA S P2tate] AmFF2]e] &8-S 9% + 7K &
TS SESAL St s BARelA AR ZRA

AUtk get B 1ke] 45 BAE S W] ope), vt

n

1) oFNE(H. Arendt)t F%4 99(public realm)S I7ke] Wiy} 9IS T3 M2E
oo BAE B sk Ve JdYoR st 34 g9l A Foixt
o] Algk glo] AlFEC] o] ety AV, SoXH AT JAA 37k
EAS 7B (H. Arendt, Human Condition, Chicago: Chicago UP, 1998, p.200.)
58k shml(J. Habermas)= 3% 9% (public sphere)s &3} 72 Zlo] A
e AHEA kel dHoz g, 341 Aol sk ERo] AV|= Fike
2 7]Egt] o] ¥4 g9 AlNlEe] dnkdor IS T Qv Al EE
AAA A disl 3ot Ak A, 18 @y 9 ARE 9 AR
I Aoz =oE 4= 9li= FIke|oh(. Habermas, Between Facts and Norms:
Contributions to a Discourse Theory of Law and Democracy, Cambridge: MIT
Press, 1996, p.360.)
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ERAL 7ol o] Folx]= AEalFo] A dAE AEkeit) ol A
el mFo] B ouwf AjAlel] gk 1zke] ofwm A HE( Kant)
 HI7F2E(R. Descartes)®] FA19k= AEGEDE Lhek B2 11
o]FoIR| = WAHAZ Y, chiasm)®} ¢ 3l(entanglement)ol] 2J3)A 0]
2} oA @A AAlel gk <1ke] om| AL JRAS] A7 A ol
T o) 2of] 7|Zato] Folx|= Flo] o}t Lok BRKfi, Other)
Zol| ool = s T4 FHGFell ofsix] Foixit) olejgh wet
AN AANEL BRALeE o] Al AP 0BA ] AT gAS =
TAR1 Aol ofe} AR Althe origina) &= 7]%=3gHc},

AN AR T S Al HEskL 3l
th ghAo R 9] FAA SHl A SIS e 2A =Y
gt & ‘?:X] & o 7= oA - WF gelekar & 4 itk
ChA] A o] FAA ou|zAlo] 3} gk (A oA )
A ko] A F2A Bl 91 AE w2k Ikt
AR e & 4 Aok o o R 9o TS o §-
HRl 3} gho] Aoz A F3E S wf RkEE Gl
Fo] spE T olggh spEAt o R Qe =
BAA GFomAe] A el gk QIZre] AW WA 12w
olt}y. olHg I WA e (U eu—.i’\ﬂ«] A GoR
HEolhe 3T AR TR HellA 3l s (iR elet & +
ot oleldt S ESlA B ou, el -‘% A (A FromA
o)A Aozl B 7(mlEDell Ak LE]ar 3o WS (294
O EA ) AR gl Xl A=A A %Q A CHFR,
exclusion) &2 AAERZ, elimination)ol] 21

tiexlz) ]| s EE EalA ”«]U]zz«]«] Eeuds
FEStaAReE il A vl FEeE FAE A Sk 3 HA
&S 9% AleNIFFolo] B otk (A2 047]"1% Alefrl=
Tt AEs SlF (Bl BlEo] Al Ao mAoPAINIA YAS

r1r

—_

ol

el

g 0 o 1o

o orr

_IZiAnl‘ﬂru

3

rﬁ



156 |iTAtA=E HM23E / AT

Ho

Z o

-

S
ol
Oé rl‘g oL
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oAl vRFAL QA el A B RS 919 3
7o) B
A

TAE oAl v leAlel isiA kg = 4
2 FeljmA ] Aotk (A3 o7 el APl ek
et olgh LTS AEA ARdelA YdFshal e mlEE-FF
(M. Merleau-Ponty)9] AEESERHF, existential philosophy)<
Lz ) WA, A dell 28 39S fIgE aldelth (A4 o
71ME e Suke ouE getshr] 91k Ade] FsHE/ L) <)
olefgt T stE SallA el ARt o] FAAR] W, 1e
s AEAEY A 72E S5 AN ol A, @l
HEAEA o] T2 o Aotk (A5 o7IM= 919 FEE
47 A 123 A v o ® 3 JH9S AFAIste] Hok
o] ARl Ml IAL sl Aol gk zlo] 3l
= olall7t sk A - o] He =] EARI Ao -
= gk S27EA otk o] AellA Hare] A MR
o] 7 7] WAlew SAskE o dth A WA, Ex= ajed
APS ALB| s digtol A olafalgitt. = WA, DAl af g
AP AR A o] daiAlE FAeE AMEsidith olE A
How AT, A3FolA= AXHEE wetol Aol g
71AQ1 Jidolalie} o] gk ofsfjell 7|xate] Aol AA R
AdE = HEZ-FH Y HAlesh)7dS AABIITE Aol = 7
A Hsre] migtoll A ANl ik T eskE Alwskela, o] g
A el FEstell 7|xste] aje] omE AASIITE g 47
A A Aol gk A RS AEA ARdolA EA s
Aape] olefgk A4
| A ol T B = HA G2 S
o AEAQUEAMS 1A & vk Aotk F WA ARe
WALl BAATE Fopll A shte] dikks] ofulE 7H 4= Q)
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H &8, FAA T A%, 32t HAY] e RA] shid] =9
o] Al SlEjx7|& S WFFoe= iy oo AA|AA7T gy

= 18A17] AR o] dAAA dijte® thA]l Tkl =3k
siANE o) WIFo= ) wIsRo) e aoiw 48E 5 ¢l
Atk Adigk Ak, sk W AR S, BAE ks AYE
o] FbxQl 7k AAlY] st Tom Qs (MRS FaA
¢l Hel2 FEEAT:

e ARRIFFEoel] ik A oigke] AuiE Al7]1E 1
FFole A ‘WA APA (democracy legitimacy)S 3@@_3}
A7 ol AYRIFFo]x} HlehH] B(S. Benhabib)®] that 2

rE

s

B8 ERFFE Adt A4S R kit “rFARsEo ]
W3l T (public goods), 53] WA, AAA &5, 14 A
Aol Bl TAlolA Aol 7}%} 4 ] } A= Aolgtar ),

4 At FYE
U SI AR, TR AL IS A A5 3
WG AFACR WAT 5 o] uEelr) )

ARIFTolo] gk olsh g Hlge] Ao AHMTTe|
858 o)zl UA: ZaT AgUETE wRdta 4

Els =
] APRHFFOR 3]s AL ofHrh IHRIFFolol g
b} 1
A
O~

[¢]

o ARWNFFR Fobp o] ohlet ol s
& AQkeke WEA el R4 Stk ool s
Fololn AAE AES A% T4 9 FAE
g slite] Weld Whalow Hdsitia AbREc)

ol

H

o,
o

R )
f

—

_Z'__
g==2o] o

2) S. Benhabib, Democracy and Difference. Contesting the boundaries of the political
(New York: Princeton University Press, 1996), p.67.
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Ho

‘Ui AAA 24 99e UE ellAe sdE 5 gl o
woll AAAAZE Zhsaloptt = £AES] 3 ¥ (sounding
board) .= 7]&sISitt. 1 FlollA &4 92 HlE ALt
A= AN ARRPAl] AA Rz AlsE 7R A
Aeltt. ey W559] o224 wilolM ww, 4 d9
ZBAAAC A4 ar A HEE SEAIACE Ptk thA
WA, ZAE AZbetaL gjled vto] ofuel A5E gla @
& A FAskstaL 7Fsd AR E Alwetal, E O wAlE
=3AA Zle] 3l 850 A = Al wHEolok &
o 2yt Alze] 7)s 9ol 3l ZAIEe] 7)ol St
wojof gt} yoprt, HIE ¥4 o] s R wAlE @
A 7 = TEe ARE ARE 2 52 AAAA ¢
M FAE AE Al Whs e SAlskzt ARE ook
Fiss MY

spepls ASMEFINA ANHE A5S A TH 99 7Y
oA BolFE FEATHNE oI5 AN Aage] AR d
AzAe) olgle] g4 B9} ohlehe) shekart AASRE Fe
a%d Fhowd AR AEHS Bo 7 AYHE de oz
G GHAAS WA Sl A EfzA ARlelg Qg

So) AHRe SMAEAA Aol FXFE Y= Aolck wekd
Suirls gelnrFolold ANEE AelgAs Aol %
Ao} Aglel Balg Hage] ol mEUAR %A Aol Aol
ol 7] 1 iFelAe] NEFelE 1H A IA S AFHS
242 7100

et oleld AelgAe] geigel WE A shAshs A ok
ok 5al, Qejurels olel F b PN £5E AT BEE

7dol ==t

3) J. Habermas, 2F¢] 2 p.359.

4) 22 A p.150.

5) & A p.298, pp.486-498.

6) 2S A pp.296-297, pp.299-302.



HSHA AX7F 2l o] F, &EAe 7Hx|e} Alee] vda) A4
= AA(EHe FAom Aeuiddeaict sk AlAISE QIS w7y
sh= FEA] 7o AEE AFxshe WEHA GA] A A7 A
Aleks oA 5 A HojubA] Xk &lA(G. W. HegeDe] W
SHoA FsAe] 7EAeE A vR AEREAlE eH AR
Adjolde] Edistal ok wiEA K Marx)] HEHS AAA 2}
Ae] Aufet vAulel= Eoll Edfstar ik A= o] Sl Al & 5A¢
7ok Are] wdat AALHEAIE Al Al JlolA sk HF
ZQl o] gA EAY Kow, mEI oA QoA 5dskE EHA
Ediel AdAR slEnh A WAFHEAEC ol2d FEAY
7ok Aol W AREAlE (DA olxRhAEA a4y
(A oA AN ARG 2 HATE o5
A2 e Ame] vk - AP BEste] ojwet HeA =
5|83 R

A 7EA S Aol v - Ak ko] A EdlelA
A& oFe|(existential modality) 2] HEFASES 7188k tjE# <l

F Aeg==o2} shrk2~(J. Habermas)olt). “1i= AX3o &
&5 AF0 FHORAY (B} o] A= Ao mAoPAINIA ¢
= AlslGitEft, socialization)®l 71Q1E9] AEA FejEA] AA
Stk 1= ARBISEE - EAlY] T4 TEIAIAIY VA 5= VI
=oh= slo] ofdel, 574 ofu|A|A|e] W} LoflA o] FolA|= THEA
ol ue} R} k] A s zkgog AAS) v=(G. H Mead) 2
EEE AP A Aezkg-2n o] wigolA 2= “AgkAAl(life-world)ell
A BeolFE 929 AAA H%E(natural attitude)i= TEA TFAIE] o]

ofl N

iu)

t

7) G. H. Mead, Mind Self and Society (Chicago: Chicago UP, 1934) =,
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51 m “AAl tld et e} 1k

o #3
Af%s&a A= ofg § Sl FYseIFEA " BTah o
ol

= 1l
= nirs A FAA é(n/dAl:, recogmtlon)ﬁrﬁ] 9] E2A A
Alght), “FE1A% AAl tigh €]} FoARE 2Rple] S &

gt
[e] xéo A ] 4_01]}\1 0}245}/\]71 z[: A= X]*‘Q

Asta AaFAF 2l e A4
% ol Bk AL S oXaEA Ao Ayt

o] ogutd F-ZF(general structure)el]l thalk Hyz H4Ado 2 HE

ARBlskal LelA] FolAt AEFAN AFRAL B 5 o
A e SN BEAES S G AR JEFR
QAo o2 Gk, T WeH ALjslabgel AEAAEE 3B
FA% QLgRAL] E ol Ao ik ANES] elolelE sk
75 243N 50 Folol oletk. oleldt JEFAN ARwA)
£o Sulvkat oAkaEA ABFE Quel dwd P B9
o o) el ASEAE QARle] BE Qi) ST v
oA B R HoR sk A B Al o)Al 47

4z

FHolE Fk QAT A A EddS

FRAIAEE PILTA AAYE) edie) ka2 Ao
FAA WAL T Hom AR, ol AEFAA 1E
29| Al AARAE S8 AT Il kst st )
Wsls a6l ‘=59 M pressure of argumentation) &2 Z&}
), oA spulnkei (B} o] AR sho =Ae) AR
- Spukarl o R s ERRfRNE QAN Ao] sh= ARS]A
ST - & AEA GHlEA 7=y

8) J. Habermas, 7he Inclusion of The Other (Cambridge: MIT Press, 1998), p.30.
9) AHlA BAL o] AL EAME zhu 9= AR FEAY oEA(ethos)ER=
zs:lo]Ahst% 7]1:1}01] 7]}_0].04 z]—t Zﬂo] o]—L . A].Qﬂ;] 7Ho]o] sz oh;“i;q
TS splntze] el ‘9] Aelurel Sl AE e Aa LeHe

i er’Lﬁ]rﬂ Ao S 7%3= A'(A. Honneth, "42]9] El#},;, EAE ;%7& /\1
< U, 2009, p.341)el Eﬂi Elk= = Zﬂ El=g ‘:P‘] allA] Ao RlFFel= ARl

o



TR (B Heo] Al droma oAl el gt shHvt
229] olefdt S threl 7 7 Aol 2le] BFEAde] =
ok 3 A, shekas AT GAdE o]l orkaEA el
ol Aut tHEo =, AR gAde] A8R9E Fastdch v
A orksA el Wl B e (e, FEA, A
ADEA AR o] ANE HAL o] ke el
o SHEUE o]Fa Sl RG] MR Fs wiAlAT] AL
otk 53], “FEo] WAL Pelshs UF 100)eks Waje] dolut,

& 4] ool B weeo) olojof Sfui, el lws}
2 BSR4 sl A3 ol Sig B 4 g 1Deka @
Hume)d 5 48] Feigel dia nigeld gA2 *ﬂu ?
1o 79] el ehz o] @ o]t

WA, skt ANA B ukgel shupel ‘@R elos)' &
Ao gy o AWZA YA/ vhe) g1t 1ke] AsaAE A
Az @ wAksh dyoRy YR del A AR BUS

=271
39 o] kel Aol oldy i e RS FIH
tg—;s]—x] z‘shq- D}x] 14 ]u]x% 1:4/&-13 a2 6(‘)}:?:51- Hol—tl‘j%?(j'
ojmlute A Hﬂomw oAl A 2o AME Ehe AR

% Gae] wglsiesl Boh e A aqel FREn el ojele 72
298 34 o] 74 20| W),
10) Frans de Waal, “Morally Evolved-Primate Social Instinct, Human Morality

and the Rise and Fall of ‘Veneer Theory”, in Primate and Philosopher: How
Morality Evolved (Princeton: Princeton UP, 2006), p.52.

11) D. Hume, A Treatise of Human Nature (Oxford: Oxford UP, 1978), p.415.
12) /\]‘ﬂﬂ gAdo] HPHEA k8o O3t = o 9= T2 . Rousseau)‘ﬂ]ﬂ]’ﬁ
F Itk EE, /‘]”]7‘* gl R4 Agol tish shulel 49 o)k

=), Sl AN S R A SAREel Fee slsd AMpellt)

W, P ATE Y - i*—1° FAE b dnkelA|(general will) - & A
7] g 440 E_X]—H]—ﬂ Hz‘sl— gow gt au AWA Ao tm:ns;zq 2}
o] I tE o7} X °Z°]°ﬂ EHffL E2)71de] o]Al(transplantation), = 474]—;7

Folo|t}, O]Eiﬂ 29 E]]»”*O] ?SLX}EL‘A &3-~(L. T. Hobhouse, LJberahszn
London: Oxford UP, 1945)9} &2=(. Rawls, A Theory of Justice, Cambridge:
Harvard UP, 1971) 5ot}
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14) 1. M. Young, “Activist Challenges to Deliberative Democracy”, in Debating D
eliberative Democracy (Oxford: Blackwell, 2003), p.103.
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AHEIL APHARD e g ollA] AR JEFS PIAE =IEH
AFE te] o Aol 2HE uFofof akal 1o wivl Bl
o]ojof gt} "15)

olglgt HlshnBe] AT AAMANA BT thekst FA]4
AFE Ho o] B4t S WA (correction) gl HollA &n|7t
ATt AN ‘Blo] EqtsAd'e] wAHRko R AETbsAS 7Esl
= St o] Al AAAAA BolF= ZHzke] AX A Q)de]
A 72 d(internal hardness)®] A7} €} Zbzke] A4 479l

2 A3

e g 444 AA5 el UjskE ozl A,

M. A7k} E44 FelzAe G

ANES FE sk 1A o 8-, 3) B o,
Too A, F 58 3, 3k BEE B wS, 92 T8 T
= J o

B ACDIE Ageks Adelthls olgl Held Ade
EA7E oflel A slelss, A ohleh 1 AAE Aol
o ‘dwFom welth 58, U BOW = B(NOZ olFol
AR o) eluli o] WE AMES RS A ¥

) gow, AR olgle] AR Hhs A& W Aol
bR QIEhIn) thal s el e] e Fol(given) AIAEE
vl ERAE oflel, AR o3 2ol AEEA 1 AAE A%
o, olelg el ] e Azt o)7l 7ol ofFolA )

Lot M

b

15) S. Benhabib, “Toward a Deliberative Model of Democratic Legitimacy”, in
Democracy and Difference (Princeton: Princeton UP, 1996), pp.73-74.

16) J. Needham, Science and Civilization in China 2 (London: Cambridge UP, 1961),
p.253.

17) o134, diexlelsle] “dgeldel Bdk d+h, MAlsundTy 13 (2005), p.308.
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o oled Wl AEhs Ush Bt giel BAE gure me
A5 wed WAE 35 R WAR wE Ao] ohel FEdFel
= AP RIS t=elsh Bahzd] 28 kD
= MR s, s A - e AR 2
oA 2593 FUARR: ARSI (HHER)S] Abae]ch20)
ARt oA Rk AEAAT AR B SFUE] AN

Ao FA(HAE symbiosis)¥is TREUE FAjo] ojn] Foizl JiA|
ol gdztste] Adselels fIst e dAE A gksht= HollA, FA8

& AL AR duiEsih2h o]#fst wigA] vhe} ERx}
Zre] FEIAE 7} fR1e] o]9] Ao A= FAYL of %ol
A 294 LA H] AdGEE, solidarity) & AoJskal Q)

ol whde] NS AR et BRRE 1He] S dAlE 5
Al g Rt ofuef, v} BRAE 7ol o] Foj A= Aa Ao WA
DAE A olefdk Aol wFel & w, AlAl] gk Q1
7ko] oS ZFE(. Kant)Y HIZFZE(R. Descartes)] FA2k=
Ak ‘AR o]z kel ¢l el ofsiA] FoizItt. ThA] walA
AA gk QIzEe] mAAdS A3 Hola Tk o2 713’5‘}04
FojA|= Flo] ofe}, 1o} RN, Other) {tel] o]Folx|& A=
AFA FGF oA Foixit) o] gk Wetell A GAATNE S o]u|

Folxl Al WEA B B w QA AFA Helhs

20) 2€ <, pp35-36. LISk EA9}e) WS AUsFoR B P49 sk o
7], sto]HIA(M. Heideggent BRI EAIE 4420 3oz thErh “AlRI(ERR})
of 27 Uz Sl =713 HEHR) AQle] Bal) oS JJrD‘ro}L Hi= EH
2 92 wdstn Boh waby et oW AL
o}, WA, A Rl e Sl WAE el e 91‘“301 EHT
Ql AlRle] 1A Adsr] wizoltk o2t Aljle %Zﬂ(dictatorshlp)ﬂ/ﬂ 2=
ol Hlk glo] mlRefHel mEog 1o sh= R W} g ol oflo]
k2 Apale] werg glojuldl AEe] gdelrt” M. Heidegger, 248} AI7h,
A &4 (/‘13 AZE} 74 1995), p.181.

21) A AR AFelA S sishs dlEA Sxleltk e IS ¥
Al SOl e e el AilE TR gt fARE ek
9] QIE T A 1 A 29, oy deei=E; 1 (2007)
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o] AWM, heterogeneity)s EolEolw FETIHIHI I I,
intersubjectivity)22) 7\d o)z} 3t ZF Ak
FoIxl NMAIET FSHAE AAZ & FdodAe] 294 4A
A& AFshs AANES (BRRbe} tiEo] A= ahomAo)AIRIA ¢
S E=7AR Aol ofuel EAARN F(the origina) 22 7]&3)
BRRe} gEo] AR= 4o BdAdS T HIES BRE A
AHom Folzl mYA & 913 1Eal ApAE S Ap|HEE
gHsl] 93 = FHe R FHgshs Alo] ol AHATiEA
Rl Aol tigh onjiolE 913k dexzid Ento] ojud} &e
A 2GR ks f1g Jaxdolnk A wdA = o sl
A 0 ZA AN E = QIZEe] 2 WA A7 ol Bkt ¢
ol ARs aFomAe] A GF SollM BAEE =Y4 Hdow
ol Elth. Tl sl A wdolAe =YH Zlolgh Elxlel] dlst
A, Bl Sl AAE = 4 = BRI arEolu 78l gFtste
AHA1e] mhEo] ElRjle] = mhx AH| Sl 507t 18-S vhre 4
olgfal & 4 QIrh2d) QoksiAby, w4 Ao malo] A ol
A ERIGA oA & A RG-S At o=s} ¥
&, e AR BRI o2 A AEES TP uE oxst
Ay S Heh vhHe] FA 2 A2 JAlA TEHE BY
2 Goldt kY] EAlE B8R oA e dAskE iRl S
ol MX|GEEL, good will)e] FEEA AAH 2D
AT o)A 7] HEHAE AAR g SRl ARl A

22) JEFIAOIR B o]ge] Faho] B4 thel el ollA YRS Sk
23) OJZIS AN 4 Fole WAGE 1)) ZEAUWELL ARIEI,
. o7} Sl i o RS SO Ok el WA o

Sl ofAsT AT EEAE FE B Sl oo, 1 <ol ojel g
A Eevke oS —'v:—i’%ﬂaﬂ/ﬂ}_ 0}1/]‘1}” F. D. Waal, “Appendix B: Do Apes
Have a Thoery of Mind”, in Prmate and Philosophy: How Morality Evolved
(Princeton: Princeton UP, 2006), p.5104 #A<l-&.

24) 1T Kant, "g2|@oldst A&, U@ &4 (K& ok, 2005).
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Ho

WS AEHOR =38 YA St AR MEE-F

E]J(M. Merleau—Ponty)e|t}. 22| ‘A (flesh)257d2 A4 <)o

Y2 AEH A Bl @ 5 ok WEE-Fele] W
e Falol, el wEe] YyUeas] o] Aateln %
A2l PaRe] 7)2e Folaso] ohlet Selo WEAH FeielS
ol i wiEe-FEe] e Falel, Sel A
3} 7Nde) Pael (Bhsh Biel Aks sHomAe)ARA By

o] ol ool =Rl Aow Hdekd 4 fle (B v
of ARz g =M eDAIRIA YA 1 AA7E el 2 oulE 7t

AaL s AglE = gl

HER2-FE e A o] AAA AATEEE B
= o e) AR AAAESAE I AA W dE e A

= AN AAE sk FEEA - AARA a8 s
Axehs e Akl sk, mER-FE = o4t AlA9

2

Hol| A thErh A WA, 22 AEA = AL
T A, g Selo] ErFstto R el FH wlARs o
Ho| o). webd A gd(phenomenological reduction)oll
o3l FAIAR] AEA o EAo] WA Ao] ot 28]E 4l
A Fel 7128 AA-W-SA7E =2edth 53], WE2-FE 9
“AHflesh) 7N Azte] Aksld A AddS U & (original) 91
Ao mA AAIRH,

who] Az} Bprpe] x|zbo] MR @IS FHA JAAA SRt
AAle] Bobd] F-53lE Ao “APe ‘HrxslE A ZK(structured
perception) S AW A 350 A7l Hofgie) Fx3lE A7k

{

25) vlER-FE|e] ¥ e olghdel AFw HACIA (T JMET)
“ .o yigo] wx mi Wolx) EAJsh= slo] ofje} whie] sjtte] %2 olfaL 9l

Al S
owmw " olghd, TSl Al Slel,, Taleabdieg, 4 (1999), pp.10-11.



dolaliFEFolof Cheh of patdAtatel MX|IHEA gto| / HYst 169

A P2 o)re] W BEshs 54 WREAIZE ofHth &40
2Rssl7] Aol S FrEskE Azl oA AlAZE AWskar Sl
Aol a8t FAES o AATE 2] AR Sl Fxslelar
ATk ot ‘A S MlER-FEl= ‘UwkslE AFEe] 4 (the track of
generalized existence)26)o]2}al sFgich, Uuksly Az Ex o7
Ao AFe wK D2 BFKOthers)7h €8] EelHA] 42 HUD-4
AFTED A AA I, Ad-7HQ1% MAlelth. o]& WIE=-FHE “EAt
o F o] & e skt dAlolar, @] Qb wiolth U
B X oAl AFe] E2jo] HE=d|, o] oAl AEE
ol Al AFg 2nekaL 7]sstkal 9l

AP A7} 43H*1 7o) AR A o7 AR A Lol A
= SR EUE oE
M= ioﬂ il %4’ AL A7HE F8iA W7t e 5§£
oA FAlsE Holols ool rkebr] wiitolar, W7l AmolA)
FaFs FHA A ks A BRrjel]l digk vo] A Zko] vhe] Al
St e 7 sk el o)A Azt d9]o] SJsiA v
oF = ZRpe] ou)txe) Zrpe] Fydel sEdAo® 3
sTAZE Hck AAlel gk QIZHe] HERMAl= ool e
E Fgee)ae] ofe}t AP =A AYELh o]#dk AP
245 e WolA] A SEdity e ST Al A%
o] = Ao] ofyE} #phle] oS (HAVD S e AME v 1A
2A NEARE &l 2FEo] JlomA 27| 2 ol7

oA EAT s LIt e AAARD AR - E5hA] FA 0]
th o T/l SRRl oEA A)7E SE%l e skl Aol
Al Aol Ffahe sl wet dlssial gt thE e
2, MR AR Fel Q= o APl Ayl X ZhiAle) et

&H

—{ﬂu

X
@
L
>
K
o
=
o2 g
nJT
‘1N
&
"2
>
i
ﬂ
E
rﬁé

26) M. Merleau-Ponty, The Phenomenology of Perception, p.347.
27) &2 A, p.354.
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Ho

&)-sskaL x|zbekal Bzt

=3 Al gk Q17ke] Hx BARA ] APE AAl] diEk 4 %
o] Fddow vehdth 29 w0 FAe ol 278
e Erh AASt A = A ek AlA tHEiA TEV}
Jefighths AL 27F Bal ds 23 Folxl A AlolellA, o9t
AR Apololl A z3hE AFsk= A vhE ofth ol2lgk ‘o] -
=014 AL B EATFERI(L. Wittgenstein)o] T2]2]2] &F21A] ol A
AFet ‘HywlE(the fundamental) 71d3} FAFscE W EASFER]
< AHES doiAlY(language game)®] EE28)olgkal T3,
“-E7F ofHAEE 9] AL AREEE oAl AA A= -
g2 slom A% HAlEl EH?THH HES T e j o=
Astes =T A, g2 27 AR e B £
= 59 4¥ Oﬂﬁﬂﬂ*ﬂﬁ o oilE & gle S AYA
HRAaL, gk FAS 7T RS 2 oA e &3

o

13
A=

mﬁ o g2 _|

) ol -ele) e FEATAL) A4 UA A
Qe BAHQ Aow ded Waz-Fet dAREdd Ao
MRS QAR 7] Ecogitors AMIE AHrsR FAlEA st}
S o] ozl Epistel WA % AA-U-EAAS 2w
Ths0 “ApslshEel olgd o] Qv] Aol Sl olnl AbEjHe)
e A9IF 2 olw AEIHR) e vk Ebdlel gkt BAlehe
SOIEL"AD o)) el U Fabgolt BAH Erp} £4)
SRz o] ohjeh Al UE sk B kel wAFS} ofalel
A olth o7IA B AZEARdAA doju= AlAlel digt Q17E
28) HIEZIFERIS AHHAES “o4ls HolAe dFe] 27 22 AL T. Witt

genstein, On Certainty, Oxford: Basil Blackwell 1969, 519% )O]ﬂ}i FPHA o]

wje] qrElo]d “=elgte] WA 2L Aot (F2 |, 3192kl 7]sstal ik
29) #&2 A, 3704,

30) M. Merleau-Ponty, 7he Phenomenology of Perception, p.412.
31) & F p4l4.
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9] “A#=x g5 (existential rhythm)'& ¢]
ol&k Elxle] 4t WH(communication)d}
motility) HA] 7<]f?}’*’\*(intentionality)2 oujsit}, tha
—ZES] AUEE ‘gl ekl E3tebd da
= e e *Ji—r%/‘éd] Edjs) 9lrh33)
olgfgk ‘7ol HlFo] & uf, Bprte] APl WiAiehs el
Zgolgh= AFREE(. P. Sartre)®] #5302 1 o) 144 ¢l
thoofusbd el gk 1A Aol gk QXs
oot} ThA] A ﬂt elo] oAl iz AeH QlAe A
Al gale AME2E AT 5 vk “BRE A o otehe 1o

ﬁﬁi m
rOI' rlr
e
o
2 s
r-{o
d, off
O>~
o
=
1 B
5
=N

32) M. Merleau-Ponty, “Hegel's existentialism”, in Sense and Non-Sense
(Evanston: Northwestern UP, 1964), p.36.

33) #(D. Hume)2| “F7Hsympathy) o] Q17ke] AH4 oo} M4 o]} QIzk
P (sense)ell 71z3l Uvk= A7}, 17l0] 017}—"&Hi TS Jrh= HollA,
Fo] TN AZARAA doju= yof Bl 1] AdsAlel T1Ale] B
< 7lEshe WEE-ZEY AN fAS Btk F2 F7el 3&3}"4 o

o] AFshaL Qltk QAo dd ke TP mthe A o Al o3t
sfal, 7oy o] ope] f-2ie) tEal At Sl ek Liﬁl-?rfé
B T AR 71dd S 88 4 e A3 propensity) S 7L ke

ARoltl.”(D. Hume, A Treatise of Human Nature, p.316) 8712 7]%-< ?l?l%
A 7Rd AREAL Y Ao Jledlal Y FY o] A2 Fke] FHel
QIZHEA 71l AElekal = TS 9v|sh, ARFE AlolollA] WE= ﬂ%"‘é
o} FAMe] BF ol FFeH o RRE] AIvhE A ov|gith. mEbA] Fo
FTNEL Ak ’\}Oloﬂ EABHE ofH x4 Adle]A] H=Sk Ao ZA, QlFol
(humanity) 5= F22]2(fellow—feeling)o|2} FHE7|% 3t} “olz|dk QFol7}
3103/30]‘/} P“ﬂe* a8 7k Aew FriER e C\%LEX] Rav a7 BE
QIZre] Ffrahes AoRA FUstA Y4 7|zt E 4 s Zelth” D. Hume,
Enqur[es concerning Human Understanding and concerning the Frinciples of
Morals (London: Oxford UP, 1975), p.27.

34) NEEEE X9 gixs e 24, FAe A9 QLZ%L FAE T
SR ofule} ylgo] FRSE A wlo| Qle HeAFo]al REgh Ao ‘ﬂﬁ]o]‘/}
iRk 917k —"’])%'Z}Zﬂolt} = dA= *ﬂﬁH A& divisle gAHoliE FH
gk Apddoltt). oirk= %—6%‘3}1 WEshy Tl oAe] Foltk oA dojA 01“
olghs UIRfEHE SAe] wEe S ol 01315{} Aol Al2E=Z9] ;A7)
A7 SR QIES A9 A7) S8 BE ﬁX4i(determnism)°1]*1
xqq]zqi skwlojo} st} wlEha] oAl HE A OHO]c kar v A A2l 144%0

2 QYo it ‘j7} ohd ]2l 7“45] Ao|ar wEbA] AR AFEE
o} o]E3t o]frollA A7) A= 01]*1 AR AA-Z 22)e] 7hsAdol thﬁﬂ
o= o)FEgit). o]t uloX] AIZEZE= “EXl= EEolgke ‘el Wil
=it} J. P. Sartre, Being and Nothing (New York: Philosophical Library,
1956), pp.431-556.
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e EA0) BAbE 5T FAR sersie] ks 1 <pag g

A AN WAL 39 o] ek o HFHQ SfulelA] WAS 3
M, e sk B 7ol FAE AP 4E 28 B
AS 5 1A PAZ ue Aol ohiek ¥E gHe] WA B
o Bt U mEske wrebA o)z wak vel o] B

Aoleh, 2= olAe B} ddselglons, o] EEORNE T
48 5 Qe A4S A} B 50

oA WER-FE|S] e YUlHE A 712F U} B
A 7ke) WA AE AGsHe A Qo] AEH Adele & 4
. vlgz-Eele] e FEA ARQAAG the $ele) 4
7 Ao SRR Euza AN A2 2deA] el
e AA-FRES BB, 2 vl WA Bl AAgel
S W4T TEshE gdeomAel e B SE Al

ot oAl el el ek BpAkR e A= Al Fofs)

= Aol ohjel, el AAsh epe] 24 7ol olFol kst 93]
Gold AR e FA A BEow Fela Heb Sl
= oleld MER-FE)Y S B PRt AEHeln
2949 WEo] 7|2 Poldstol ohlel $ule] AEH Py
& HF 5 qlrk B0 Usk ehaf 7hel 2R FEPAE V)
wohs WG AU F< L} ehastel gy A
AEdom AT T fHow Yot B ko) wxjel el
9

SJalA e G et B ge) WY LAl Agshe 44
Aelg AEHo= st gk

35) M. Merleau-Ponty, “Metaphysics and the Novel”, in Sense and Non-Sense
(Evanston: Northwestern UP, 1964), p.68.

36) M. Merleau-Ponty, “Hegel's existentialism”’, p.41.
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@D SHE oul= FOA7 o] =5l U@ XA 2AE
ol Wk gAlde] Egolx] ol = 4= Qlrk o7IM= T oA
A dEAY F s s Ak

AN Tl T REE Rl A5 Fa el Qe A7
EE PEE flellal 93 HIE olSshs $ARE Ash
Yek wEls 500 wol ol Zlth ol Qo] V15l
AlFtolar ()] SiAke] A A9l 8Gpe] oks WU
s 2 2RE eAd gl o] wiel b Eeleek
H7F Bt sl 87 SO Es Fa Aeks A
shY v 98 Far v S Fe(Ekel Ui
Skl - GHIE el WA S sl olmiE o
SE)7E APl HiBlaL Aie] Folof wet o] At HH|a
HAA oAl HXell 7h5 2R Qigte] spdsAl H9l=uzt,
LR Qe spHAA XY sldeARE WstoloR =
Yeh o spilrEsD

A= RIZE Aol R A=l AujE o] Aol gt
o] Aolal Wis] AAS Agley WAL AE(HEE o] 2t

7HAe] AgE dofubal AldS S8 H1ET38)

3

4

o SR Sle] 3 EFelA A e 92 o

S oiFeha gdek elw el ETeIE 9 AFEHA
X

Astst A5 el grEAel 4H e Ausha ok FEAe
= 2, AAde 92 AFek v gHew 99 9i A58

A=
A s QIR v A4, UE o R s sy} el

37) viegs] w0, (e dikexlzs] S, 1989), sAF 3% 44,
38) &2 A, FAF 17 34
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Hu

2
gol QAL 7P $3H gHow
Aol 3 BDS PR, Ae] T 2 A Zol 4
2 918 slge] Aol UEselor & Aolk

SEvh A PR UEsHE 9 e ofgsl g
o Aok a7 o} i olFolzl Ae ‘@ Hlele] A E7%h

S ol 2o A0 Bafa sl e omaean o7l
FEalol & AL ARF Brlsh Wlelth AH B T2 o
veka G Fole oulsherk WAk APE EAE ek v

2 ako 2 X9 /\ngq N—_E gie A=xgle] +x3 golo = X
SHiE STy Leal o Jidell gk o] gk A8k (A o
AoV A S AR 72 5 Fell fIAIAIZIE Aotk o]
gk 9] A|Fol|A Ao m REEE Aol 9 A SHo
2A19] AF)F Kol 3} gho] ERxlel] gk 1g]ar zprje] o
gk AEd 1Y Aeiebar @ w3 S A S A=A A AL
olollA] AxHor A= %*%éﬂ(over—detemﬂnation)g 2=l
ghal stk v HelA QIRtomA EQISE the-E A 2 ) A
715 94 - WA AAelgkar & 4= 9k 0131L et A o] FAgA
ojm|EAe] A3} g A ahe] olg dX WA Ax9](alienation)4®)
dgolet & = Utk

T 2dA GromAo] AHAA Gro] & i el WAEIA

%L, A Ao A gQlel| oA Nt o] FAA o s
Aol At gho] FAETH, BRAFRSE] W Sulolu} a1F 0 249
Y g oz EAIT 5 gk o8 ol F2(T. Hobbes)®l

39) olde], FEAkgal,3 (M2 HleEaqAY 1994), p.624.

40) A9)Eh= MdEL SAE. Hege)O] T19] AN oA H2E AR %o]o]
ok ‘I‘Xﬂ(ﬂ}\])oﬂ oJsle ¥ 501 Aol FA2Ry =dste] FAld sk A
(el Har, =rje] FAE F4skA He A A2 FA 9 Aeetal sigich
(I, Hegel, N2, MK &3, 35 AL 2005, pp.63-67) WA A
9] Jide WA o2 AR | o] EAlsk= pdolth



FTE004 71d A Hl(natural state)ollA] o3 & 4= 9]
1;}41) 017}01] q]z;} z/\A :rL/\-hﬂ]-}\]O EOJ;G /\]'_EHJ }gzj' Ak
o] uiAlE A=, kol Bkt 1he] Ao} A 17k ATy
Fo8 JrAsta vk oldk g FHolA AL uiA| A|HE
SRS 913k Bllel] gk Al Ui st Aow VjsHr &
2:0] 2 Hol|A QIxIEAel Wk A, BRRbe] Au j#] Lakom g
B Q= HlEdov HEshe F20 F ojrjox Fopx & itk &
29| AAGE SollA AZAAES 915 ERxfoll ok x|nl, £ T
ApAz=e]e- Aol gt ol wepa] A=A]e]e] F3A 8l
SNt o] YTk, (E94 FoExo) A s 91 S
Aol oA WA AL ol kol EAsHA] Fe=

T3k flellA AuE d de] eshke o e WiE S84
AN 24 shomAalo] A Fell dEAE]e] A k1]
Yozl Zlow st o /idS WHom (U ahomAa o))l
A ae A% e RS FL Utk o]y 9 =gF AkdellA
AFEE ‘B, contradiction)®] A H(ik#s, sublation)” 7Nd S

2 Anrbssith o 7de] 882 i Sl diAls de A4
I A= B AT A EAAds TaeE A BeF
A e dEe TR AdollA Tk Ae wehth vk
A BedAZE WHom AFEA gtk 9 Jid

Moy

o

0,

AHA Aoz e WA S0l AAE 4 itk 99
AALA A Fspr) akek ol gl QIR mpEE ) ol gk ubd
2 el Yl EA domAe] A Gl tigh
A a =l oaﬂ”c}‘” (LA FromA )
xgxq HoR HEolhs st HolA IRl ARR) o2t

ol gt 3|52 F2(J. J. Rousseaw) 7} 19| "AFS|A|

41) T. Hobbes, Leviathan (Oxford: Oxford UP, 2012), ch.13.
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okZyolA Anskar = ARSIAIRe] vl frARSHAIRE ZLAte] Aok
Aolup WHEs SHellM Fao] ARRAFEIR: vEr F49] A
SAIeREe] w2 A=A ddo] e gentel] gl abEA FA
UATE Z1ef ARSI A k2] A e A AL WA AL &
719ele] A sl lvh efal ofE 3 W dwkeA|(%
< A )] A ZRfED )IThA2) o] l ksl el WA
g 3] A A 1 ARl glat, 1Ae] el sdeltt

TP 2 growMe) A ahom gFlslr] 97k WHel
e FAF R oS ulsh=rl? ARl A Wl sl
oml= e FAH 59l A0 WS flok= Aelk shxRt
A gk aglell dejgls deHele] 7 SR dskd 9
el detell £ o, s AT nle= (ZUH oz
AA A RIs] AR A=A 72 £ A WA eiAl
A A = T

A2 Tl sl T dl=A ARSI ALEA o
EEoin| o] ALRA Wy o] dulE wEshlth

A2 LAY, S glo} wate] HES Tl A
L I Age wWE Zh= Ay g gl 7)e :
TR kel QIGE &3] WElal Al fusteior o)

Fo wel £ A 2efehan

oAl sQAe) o] BEe g Az sar AL
Y= slEs FofEghor} - 40

FRell= 2 w2 H}Oﬂ uke} ol o] AA Hey o
ZAORH oHH WL W] s FuA|E] ek

42) J. J. Rousseau, Social Contract And The First and Second Discourse (New
York: Vail-Ballou, 2002), pp.156-167.

43) "7, o 1% 9.

44) 2+ A Wy 17 684,

45) 2+ # Wy 17 684,
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olelg wetelq ) o)F FE ARG BAAfTEE
Aol gl mEshal SlgFAlel eluE BHsta gtk 3
g 5 AT 1847] (RE <tk Aole] FAH BES FaEh)
AfFolske] F@e 1 ol glol el Ush Bl 7ke] A4 B
AT WA AEA ARA dEele] ke WA - A -
AREIA - B ALNA ERIAZL SABARA S A 9]
O S8 5 Qlek Ea 2047] Skl FEE BARGTOE 4
e R T I e ESCIE DS SR
P Aula glekar AE 5 Qlekao

SRtk BT} A% ond A dow BN
dlshs BAEe) FaA B Tolo] AR WAL ol AW
ol olu] FZelA BEeA UGl PZiste] theel T R
ANFE A, “olA] Fsh Bale] AW A7e] S Lolw 2Fw
ARA B33 0.4 AR o] ofFolu] o olNa o
02107 B, A7t FAHA Rz Ashe] T oA A
Q= Q= A7) APl Sl AZ] Azslel whE AT sk
279 BAs Aol WESHL 919 F g BAEHA
N dzAon RS ATk B wge AbAdel 3 A Uee
Arjrralol wisl Qi slelsh Aol olat (EhAjsk Bl AR 4

oMo AIRIA Yol 713k Q1] F4]l 4re] o] A

ﬁ rﬁ
:O.L ru9

[U

v}

46) Slsis BARRTOITAS] AL Sjojel] dsly] TRt o] Ak <A
QAT S o] O ARlE FaN ARSA] tiehe Awde) o
o TS, BARAS 5o RA 3 Jos SRR B2 A
ﬂé‘H% o|Fsh=t] AgshozH AsAA2 Uﬂﬂqi‘l 42X EL” J. Habermas,
The Theory of Communicative Action, pp.346-347.

47) TAZ,, W 1Y 1R 59 B ANAAAE 94 ‘shlst Ae] Al
oisiA we $-#E skal Stk ﬂ%ﬁ@‘ﬂ A2 vlo]F MM Sandel) EO 2

A IE A5 Folo] AE ASRTh, ePIE &4 (94 SJo]=ue, 2012);
SFpIE mZIElolol(A. C. Maclntyro). 618] 4. ol13 %71 (+ 1 el 1997)

i=4
S DA Marcuse), TR <2k, ARI §3) (& APHEDA, 1962
Folth

48) &2 A, FAL 37 54
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o] g B4 Fole] YFshust Gk Kl F4 - 7H-)
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=Abstract=

The Political Implication of ‘Haewonsangsaeng’
on Deliberative Democracy

Byung-Hwa Chung

Daejin University

This article’s purpose is to overcome the inadequacy of deliberative
democracy for communication on the basis of Haewonsangsaeng.
The inadequacy of deliberative democracy for communication is
presented as the following two. First, as deliberative democracy
treats civic virtue as instrumental thing, deliberative democracy
is still in moral solipsism. Second, as deliberative democracy
doesn't consider ‘the inequality of power among diverse political
positions, the project of deliberative democracy for communication
ends up in the exposure of the inequality of power among diverse
political positions.

Sangsaeng in Haewonsangsaeng concerned with inter-relationship
over individualism treats civic virtue as original motility. In this
context, Sangsaeng in Haewonsangsaeng is the alternative notion
to overcome the first inadequacy of deliberative democracy for
communication. Haewon in Haewonsangsaengas is the condition
for Sangsaeng. and Haewon's method is to exclude or to eliminate

the structural frame of Sanggeuk meaning mutual conflict and
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antagonism. This article presents two structural frame of Sanggeuk.
First, First structural obstacle as internal obstacle is suggested
through analyzing pluralism on the basis of existential philosophy.
The result of the analysis is the ‘antagonism between the hegemonical
value and the peripheral value. Second structural obstacle as external
obstacle is the extinction of public sphere caused by the growth of
market and the expansion of bureaucracy.

Key words : Haewonsangsaeng, Sangsaeng, Sanggeuk, Haewon,

Deliberative Democracy
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