EfEAXFZZHMBHRI NI U
Keio Associated Repository of Academic resouces

Title THYER, EFFE:J N\—N\N—YAD "EEEAR. 2H<2T
Sub Title The critical theory and language : on "Universal Pragmatics" of Jurgen Habermas
Author K&, E¥(Nagao, Mari)
Publisher ZHEZS
Publication year |1981
Jtitle # 2 No.73 (1981. 12) ,p.151- 178
JaLC DOI
Abstract In recent years, the critical theory of the so-called 'Frankfurt School' has been mainly developed by
Jurgen Habermas. He has succeeded to the problems of the "critique of instrumental reason" and
of the "possibility of immanent critique", which were the principal tasks of the first generation of
Frankfurt philosophers, and he has investigated a critical social science as a critique of ideology. In
a technically advanced capitalist society, ideology is regarded as a systematic distortion involved in
our ordinary communication. Habermas's critical theory is, therefore, grounded on a normative
structure of a communication oriented to the idea of genuine consensus. This theme has been
expanded and clarified in relation to a conception of what Habermas calls 'universal pragmatics'. In
this paper, | concentrate on this 'universal pragmatics' and intend to study a significance of
language in the critical theory. First, | briefly illustrate the basic perspective of Habermas's critical
theory. Secondly his 'universal pragmatics' is discussed, and explained in the condition called the
'ideal speech situation' under which rational consensus is possible. And finally, the logic of
discourse which grounds them is examined. In these examinations, it will be clear that Habermas
attempts a new pursuit of the "possibility of immanent critique."
Notes
Genre Journal Article
URL https://koara.lib.keio.ac.jp/xoonips/modules/xoonips/detail.php?koara_id=AN00150430-0000007 3-

0151

BREZFBAZZMERV AT NU(KOARA)IZEBEHEATVWAR AV TV OEEER., ThTNOEESE, ZLFTLFHRLWRTECREL. TOEIEEEEEICELST
RBEETNTVET, 5IACHLE>TR., EFELZZEFLTIRASEZL,

The copyrights of content available on the KeiO Associated Repository of Academic resources (KOARA) belong to the respective authors, academic societies, or
publishers/issuers, and these rights are protected by the Japanese Copyright Act. When quoting the content, please follow the Japanese copyright act.



http://www.tcpdf.org

rﬁt H H

%i%
Iy
il
B

The Critical Theory and initguage

——On “ Universal Pragmatics ” of ‘Jiirgen Habermas——

"Mari Nagao

In recent years, the critical theory of the so-called *Frank-: -

furt School’ has been mainly developed by Jiirgen Habermas,
He has succeeded to the problems of the “ critique of instrumen-
‘tal reason ” and of the “ possibility of immanent critique ”, which
were the principal tasks of the first generation of Frankfurt
phﬂosophers and he has investigated a critical social science as

a. critique of ideology. In a technically advanced capitalist

society, 1deology is regarded as a systematic distortion involved
in our ordmary communication. Habermas’s critical theory is,
therefore, ,grounded on a normative structure of a communica-
tion oriented to the idea of genuine consensus. This theme has
been expanded and clarified in relation to a conception of what.
Habermas calls ‘ universal pragmatics’.

In this paper, I concentrate on this ‘universal pragmatics >

and intend to study a 51gn1f1cance of language in the- critical

theory. First, I brieflyZillustrate thebasic perspective of Haber-
mas’s critical theory. Secondly his ‘universal pragmatics’ “is
discussed, and explained in the condition called the ‘ideal
speech situation’ under which rational consensus is possible.

* And finally, the logic of discourse which grounds:them is ex-: . °

amined. In these examinations, it will be.clear that Habermas
' attempts a new pursuit of the “possibility of immarent critique.”
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MHEHIER) B2k THEHESER) L, BHoEsh73v 72
7 v b JR(Frankfurter Schule) & MeiEh 5 —E o BAEAFENKIT 5 E
RANIBOBIHTH Y, FOoWMPOREZ LT Fa s (Th.W. Adorno,
1903-1969) - A 7 -~ = — (M. Horkheimer, 1895-1973) - =i 7 — &
(H. Marcuse 1898-1979) %% ¥ 2 5 Z &N TE 5. HEOREELRCH
WO RN L2 &Y, TofH LB HEME TS5 2 LN
HTHDHD, WEOHR~FL S EHITT, BHEZZELT5H0
DB (R Z7nd =) Lo TEMRTHRD, 1980 4% 5 Y
BEOBRERELHE - CFIR 7S VI 7L MEROERE R LD 2 EMT
5., Thilik, —EOHABRFYERCEL: TH# 2, Thik
Bt AHO THE) 25 <oMEE LTORBEhTL k. &bt
TEA2 LRI = =13, EROBEMPWEEELEEOMEIL & A
L, REOHECEMAREL 553 Thboifrdn X3 NEAR
HE) THHELTHE LT D THE. FERAALZ A= —iF, &
5 LICHRBOBIE ANEDHBICHTET 2 TEMEAREBANOBEL] ofic
R, F5F5 5 LIk TABRCEE S h-BRNEACKS - LTt
<, THEMHHOFEE) 2EBFT LIS L Lo Ths, Thittl,
FEFIFERSE & DR O BEEZ AT BT L dkie, ThboRROHH
BERLO LI LT D, ol THEER | OB 5 525 & kit
T&5.

IDX S IeEFEE - BRI, TogBE b~ - <
(J. Habermas, 1929-) 1z X - T#k&E X h, ifcﬁ()ﬁﬁu%@ﬁ:%ﬂ”%—‘—*
oA R C, THHER) xS Rt EAEZIL TV, ~—x
—~=< A%, #-4~ (K. R. Popper) & Lic#HEHEEROREETHS
75—+ (H. Albert) Lo TT/c-7, A8 MEEE%EHF (1963
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FELE) ®RY VI, B FA Y EEROKEHT S — & ~ — (H.G.Gadamer)
Lo TRRERS), BE-BEIRNESEROHEr Lo —< v (N
Luhmann) Lo &y 27 afmé ) 0L 0mFELEBLT BN
DEEP B S BEOREY RN LOooH b THHER] ORIt
R oDt FTZIIE, 75 VI 7 RROPTEE Ao B
FRELCADRIE—ERY I AT 4 » 7BV, BLAHA——=R
o THEEIEE ] 13, IAH7e 0B O #E0 BRI RN L ooRERY
KRERBEANLEN S Z LR LT, B0 Ric s\ C—Bi
ML FRAHR LTV D LWL BED 5. ABTILES, ~—~—=2
WIS UlcHifede THEHEES) ORBERARNE D, FodhT MHm
) CEEREETHD THERIE O TN oL SR %
DIREH —FEOEFE-HLWHTH S TH%EEHH Universalpragmatik |
DA GHE LT GRELAHE L, BHUE T o TEEEMR ©
ﬁﬁ%%ffF%ﬂﬁﬁJ@E%HHL%H%%@%%%%%ﬁLLT@
%th'

1. Typemmss Jwﬁkﬁﬁ

»—A—?xm,7}»/&+»—&®ﬁ®r%ﬁii w2
IHRERST, TR RIERR & FREEE: ) (Ha.bermas"1963—b) BT,
AEEHN e ORI RCERYE RSB o B L LT, BEXREN
HREE Y AVCAESR AT, ThERD L5 CE#EST e, Bb, o
&5 Ie ERERAD I T 0, THERICHR I TUSBAT,
2 MER T 5 %R (Habermas, 1963-b, s. 157. 353% p. 163.)
THY, TOBIIEIRGYEL D BT R B S h o BEs
Hihsd, o) LTELR—BREEL BREE 20 MHE) Lo
Rt E & > CEOBBNADENTER SRS S LI/ 52, FhILID
WAL, Bk > TE LB AN DA TRbRTWB 2 L%
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RLTWBEEZD. o THWMBIER T, HENBRCERRNTFE
EVo EHSB S TRT, BRESLASKHEELAEL LW 8
JEERIDOBFTHB. F LT, BB L > CTHoIBEE S BRIyt
ES LERY, BEORICHERIhS Z Liwd» T, Z0EARER
R HS—ED TFH) #7THE EXTREETS. LhrLES LEFH
EHBEEED, ThERHEARBR VSV TERRCIGHAIh S 6, X0
BRAGL, BONSLEICERET 5 b0 d&H, Mb THAT
1 ELUTHEREL, OvWTizitso TEEMNERO D ORI (Ha-
‘bermas, 1963-b, s. 166. R P. 172) ~EEEAT 2 EHRiELES &,
— A =2 AIEWT O TH B, COEFIBOEROEAL, Rk Ak
EXRREDSHBEE LTERBEEL RS, Lo Dd, FEEHENER
DEHERRIFCERCH LTHPREEL, HERZIZILI 5 LK
TREEOFH) & LTRET 2 &AkShbidie, TOBCHREL-
TWBREDHERC Db 2 RBOMDORBLHR I NI D% 2 75 b b
bThs. ik, MREBREEELEDRT S, L5 Ribe@Esl Ha-
bermas, 1968-a, s. 90. R p. 77.) OWPWAE % B L3 TES. —hy
Bz, BECHE L TERBNC Th e BET 2 2 L CHESh, 2F i
HANESHLERLDFNCHIET S L ARERBEYA VT2 &icin
5. 3T, &5 Lk TER#EE» DN LHEROBE L 5 FEERE
AEi3 ) (Habermas, 1965, s. 150. 3338 p. 153.) oS wWTHE&LYHHE L,
LV EELRERELR BRNOEEREG L, HERAERLEAT LD
DHEROBHILLE LY B L THEMEBNEROERL, ~~ 1 — < A
FMEIRBEDOBARE R T LS. 0% b, EHEFESLEOMICE, FiEE
Feas TEIREE | CERIhERBIE S TCHRHEL W HEE 5 H,
LS REVSATORBENEET S EEX DD THS. &5 LA
Hov— == A, THRAXESD ERY —EORAFEEOEROBAT
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TZIAVIE, BobbW AR THMBLTEY, 20T bk
> TN C RIS BEROBHIL SN TAFHATFTIh T 5% (Ha-
bermas, 1963-a, “ Einleitung.” s. 15. 38R pp: 572-578.) & kEzhflit 5.
31;CD%ﬂimﬁﬁ?bﬁ&%%%mpﬁ%ﬁﬁ@%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ
(2934 183 %5 B0 erkenntnisleitendes Interesse| & Mith, —h%
e U OB OB ERRABEIh A it s, FOHRTHED THY
B ¥, BERRCHLUTHBERMEYNEIh2D0ThH 5.

NN =2 ADPFRI L hE, BECASHREEMT B ET 5
REEMTE] CRIGTAHEREO» T 2 ) —25, TR IR
empirisch-analytische Wissenschaft| “¢# %.. (Habermas, 1965, ss. 156~
157. 3FER pp. 159-160.). ZOBFERE, THRIEINIBEOHMNE
A DL REEAD I Lo TELZBRTED, £2hbix EAHK
BT X B HBHE) 1€ X T TR UERAE 2 ik T 5 B8 235
HIhs, CORERER, BB\ Ex), SHEELEPEMCK
Bl 5 L5 B BRI Ko CHBAIT B S MTES, Lo
LB L, BRI EA DRSO D & LTHERFH IR T35 D T
i, RBEAOHETO TETTE KESWT, BRI bRk
bzt #E2 5 & SN THRA TEEERMERL by EBRCIIRS
Mo TRTF TR HBIRE Lic—E DMEPARE & BEIHE O WT V3
CCkdbma. i, TRERISFIRY] OFRCH > THIREC
LR SRR Lo TEbR S T—20RKRIREO2E), b [
SRYAEEER ) OFELHLMCRS. o T, WAL EET S TR
BEIL b, TOHBNEFERANTORSWTALOBEETHH ST
WhEEZBHDTHD. ST H LN TAORE CIX, HEZEE
DMERF LIRKRIC & o TITBIDIREH & D ABCEM L ER T 5 2 L0300
BIBSL E 7o BN, Tk -~ — % — = AT EEBAFREES L praktische: Erk-
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enntnisinteresse | & 417, Fhic E#E X h 5 RHER Y TEHAYBEIRE
f9$H=# historisch-hermeneutische Wissenschaft | & LT\ (Habermas,
1965, ss. 157-158. #$3R pp. 160-161.). BIRZHFER L, FREME D -
T THREOGEHD b & THADHAMF 2 TECT 5 A@rR bk
BLTHD, HAWEERS 2% 0 5 B hAEOREYRIT 5 &
CARFDEENDSB. LELIZREWTD, HBREHTOMBCE~
KW CRET S EATH OMERSREIhCEE, 2V RS
BT AMHROEMIEAI RNV EFTR, WHIEFENELE IRIER
DRRPKRIET 5 & A, TFENCERERT % MERY (Habermas,
1963-b, s. 164. 3R p. 170.) XL BFUASS. LT LT EDZD
DR, MEAESTORBERERCHEIT 5 & 2« DBLERY B
b IHERIECER) Wy Ahfc WAy, £4nEIE3hs
C LA E I EE e F RO OB L R EET B L 5.
CRBEN LT, RNHFOREEAMAEBEMT > 5 [FEHAC) 28#b,
Fle e DO FEREZHE—T 5 L VCIOIRMERED b LIt~ —=
ADBBT B0, BE=Z0RFEAME LTCO, 174 F—-#fE o588
R T T H & Bl5E kritische Sozialwissenschaft | icoTh 5. #¢
> TEDHERAEEL, Nk TEBMCERERT 5 | (5ags) Ha-
bermas, 1963-b, ebenda) ¢ = AR HBEELDHAHS. DF b, HER
BAEPOELATAF Lo THRRPUCEDbRI 2 I 2 =F — ¥
- VEPTERICER LoD, TONMEBEHRETS Lo Y, B
DEEIGIE TS TADRE] OFELERLoOORE LLBHRA,
HWHEBIE] ko Ths. T Tk, TERNSHEIEENTA—BD
AEDFEREZIEET 256, Ab=2 =/ —> 3 vo BENE
BUREL, T4 74 rF-PHEEINTIV52, L LEEHCIRE
ERRE o/ BB R BB T 5 55 | (Habermas, 1965, s. 158. 335K p. 162.),
BiB23a=yr—2g VEERHEED DR THARUEEDIRFIZ N, §i
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" O% BEBBHE

FOEFRLB LT a2y — v 3 YARERE LIENBIGRO I /e
HRDBDIINB LIKich. COZENBIRELILL SR, EZ0R
PRI THHWHESEE] 13, BT ilro MREEL) ¥ &
BT B LB 30 & AR, TR BB B 5 HORB» LFRT 5
SR~ & E L TRk AV E B8, emanzipatorische Erkenntnisinteresse |
BTk b (Habermas, 1965, ebenda), Tl b0 AL %
b HRERCHE ) AN CEBRBEYRS L oA THHER) & LTOMA
HHRRINTNBDTHS. A~A~7Kﬁm%%fr#$&%&AEﬁj
LIPSERL Z 5 LItEBECHB LEADESS.

ZD X 57 THAMEARE) T, z{zms«fgw??ﬁ%%'?ﬁ%“v:fﬁef*ﬁ-fz,
LS RHERRS, FRBRTF -y 2 A E A AR R S hi &
BRRS, TAEG CRECERET S LETER. TABERED-T
F%H%&%ﬂ%Jﬁiﬁ?é®# MEEREY bEEL, Fic ot
HIEBER % 770 5 BRI TAEER) Thb. ~—~—<RALh%E
2 Konstruktivismus)==7 5 v » VEJRD H & F ~ (W.;Kgmlah)
«? r~Lvy v (P Lorenzen) ARIL LoD, TEEBOAEHEH Kon-
sensustheorle der Wahrheit| 5%\ % FEEOD“}‘AE% Diskurstheorie
&w“MmRmJ&LTE%T5®T£5.@mﬂﬁbrmﬁ%ﬁm%ﬁf
%,) FREERW L EERCTIZ, —BREFHEIRFCHIE LTEh 2 ERD
HVCIIBELTEh ERBEIRBD LIS & AR LOERERZZCHT
BFIER, The LT TRECFEER] T, SRR D b B RS
ER L, ThEER LTRSS TH), 2 0HECTHE LFHESh
501, [TRTOMEOBWENRE] 2BMOAF 55403 KDL L
CBRbONB EATOTHS (Habermas, 1971, s. 124. 3R p. 202.).
LaL, TEygy < THEg) wBids T8 &, ExAORBREETS
HHDTHH-T, TOBRTEHEMZHO IS 2 Wb i2n, Lo
B, EOXieEBEDOG LI EEL LTHINMETE S THE) LR
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[P | & B5E

L5BDKEA50. 2% D, EHORBRNEZRIET 5RHFXE ZRDD
NBDIEALS . Fie, TTXCoOME] ORBZERT S LTVt
CERBWRTAON. LT, TDOZLIELLDAELRDIES S b
2O LM LT, ~— =" RARKkD L IELTITL. Tk
Lo, ZOEBOREY, FRICKHEEL—EDRENLHLIED T
e &EEZBC EMTED. Lo LE S T b &, TCHEEET) B
HREED SHEBVPBEIDEL It-> THREBEMHY, TohTiz M Lk
FIBTEELEET 5 & L ITAREERS. kK, EHOEBCREEDIE
SRR S = & Bt BReEhiclIT A RBICEN LT b o & w K
Lf%b,%%K£MLﬁwnﬁ@f@%ébt%b%ﬁkb&b%kcm
T, CORENDBRARE B LI, LT ARRLHHESS. L
LBkl s &, @mEcinbs &%h@%mk%iﬁ@M®~
BOFEATHRI FR DR, o CRITERNERLBTHE L7 5.
CHEX LT — == 2R3, 0 [ERE) BEI I LTH DD Tkl
S, HRHAREBCRI LTV S LEHT5 2L IRE - T, BFE~D
BMOFELH B\ L FOBEOMEL LTTE /s <, EB-TAENY
FoTWnbZLiB\WT, 2F) THEERED2 { 2 =7~ 2 VRITE
ELLSEyr—20b B (Habermas, 1973-2, s. 153. 3R p. 250.)
LAWR D s\ C, b M iiic | BMEEC 5 0% & EET
5. 5 LIBARTTCE, TBHEIEMOTELZTNTOAX] & B
W EFPONS Hlcdic, SEOERCERITERCHRS Z &L, AEE
MR L S 2EMRESECELRCHERE LTEORBDTHS. §
Witz hE, FADHBED2 I o= —v g vOrhe, Bk SXEE
Mo H R fTACREO PEE LR T TEEN) RIS, FeBhcE
BERTDEABILENTEDLEFIDTHS. T0 L5 UTHERM
FHhicEEN, BEEEREL LTEEIRLILIER, X THE 68
B BTFBBERAERA X5 Bbha., Thit, TEE HEv)
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'%%E%H&%&%é%ﬁ%ﬂ DT ABAC S, R BT sE
| OGBSO TR hy &5 BERIC S - TERT 5. Y [THEY]
EWS LD TEE] ~D, ROFDOH~OHEERT (BR) 3 5EHRD
EZ 2w Thb| (Lorenz, 1972, 3R p. 284.).

5 L Riwgk—IGRDde BT, ~——=2 11 2 O BBEORRA,
RBOFABLYEETLILDONNE R FET DO LW ERCH
T HRBEOMPHLE LTHIEZT 5. kW50, ~—-"—
7%@,%~Aahﬁﬁﬁ66hf X p BEEimo )1 (Habermas,
1973-b, 5. 240) AT B LT 5 b, T NI ER R
BRI —2F VBB S BRI S 2=y —
g VRE— BV COLFBEL D LEZ 2D THD. LirL, D&
5 IeBARIMO I D 1 LT [l Tk, ~—~"—=21L, Th
PHLEOMEY &5 LT, SH-TAEI LML TNTOEMHE =2 <
asr g VEARTW S BENE LTHE L, EBCA« 2 &EE
CEBAT S A NELTER LTV EELDNLTHS. Db, A
i =23 .=%~vg5 viEl) kommunikative Kompetenz| »Fo & \»
5 LB WT, BEMT MEERREIR ideale Sprechsituation| %
ERD LTWBZ LS. £LT, ¥5 LAY EOBEAMROXEE
DR, AEEXDITHNEETSHEABIENTELLITTHS. £5
EzBhbiE, MEHE) Lix 2o MEENEERE) OEBRDIC L >TH
B O hFEEACAREL SR, —EOEREEADZENTELLES
5., ZTLTCZD X5 AR E Sz LT T, THIHER) oFETH
5 THRRRNEEDONI2 I o =r —> g V] S OBBRANED S Tb D
R0 b ha0Ths. Wi0d, £5Lkaiasr—vg v
3\ TR S OB DAMER LTV B hedic T b 4% L
BEIhzwcdrhbbd, ThrE Y FEEFFIchEY T
ThHERDZ It ¥ %, =3 2= % —> 5 Pseudokommu-
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mmmmjm&ﬁbﬁwfwa.%hmMﬁfcwnslsv—vavﬁ
ML BOBE L - TBIEIR B Z ik, TOREEERIFERYED = 3
2= =Yg VOBMETHLHLUERTETHS. HoT, 23a=r—
Ve VOBLEEL CEhEBETAZ L, T LTEDEENEE/FED
ERELZ RIS BDdIL, BFD a3 2a=r—v 5 vOBMERFI I
% BUTEMC T L 5, Hb, WD Shic TRAMIRERT &
OBIEIC S TARDEB/ERZIE2 5 & L2, M—TEEE LTERIh
BZOTHD. =" —=<RAIKRD LSBT, THEAEBOHEEE
BN L MBESD bR T ek LT, BANREREOCRE, SARK
REBENRFEOBECHEIR TS, LW DHTRTORE L, BN
R e RE T2 2, BEEOBECHEAMT bR TW 206 THS. |
(Habermas, 1970-c, p. 372.)

----------

--------------

PR A RMCIBET 5 bk - C, REHZOHEWREERY T
&, Zhhn——=20 THYEG ) OFRKTHodd, 22T
TR | 2 e A R AT S T LItk B, OE DEAL, B
Mkl Lica o=y —~> g VITAKRNET S MEBNREFERE o
EENEGEEZEBBE T Ll bh20THS. £ LTE ik [
2, EADED 23 2=~ g Vi 2EBERTIEELIET LS
biFths. 0L RFFEEZTCA—A—<208EBHT00, ¥

#w Universalpragmatik | TH 52, kit oo MEEBEIEHS | O
BRELEE Ukdhib, Thdd THHER oFfl i Effies et
NI BBREFODONEE L THhi\.

2. T¥&RwFEA) B

FTARBRCADEIR, ~——<2A0REBTS REEEHm & TS5
2 Linguistik | —f# L DHEXBH LA LTEL T ER b, T8
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) RN R D, —EOAREOM T AR AT D
NICHFEC L » THEAHEINS & SN 5BERRREEBAT L5 55
DTHBEND, MEBHRELTD2 I o=y —> 5 VITAEBGY, B
SELETHIERDW. o, T EEERH N 2iazr—v gV

-----------
----------

AR BT DR A BB P LT, EEM TR HV3RERRET
%5F?%%ﬁ@~%%%ﬁjﬁﬁémm?é’&ﬁmgfﬁé.:hm
FEABFEE elementare AuBerung | & FETh, MRS %ﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁﬁ
D FpE B 7 | (Habermas, 1971, s. 107. 333k pp. 177-178.) & X A T \»
%1_hmﬁbfmmifm,i@ﬁ%k%#%%%m%%éh, i
KB EBRENFORBERE S SNHDTHB. DE DRROE
%, L b TEEATHBER] © TREERSEFE] T, LEHD
Bmuik 5 T#HigEs syntax)] RTCBVWTXOEHMRULEERT 5 =
EXEEO BRTH D, TOEH, Abits &AM EDBERIT 22 B
TEEH & pragmatics) &KIGIX, BBRHPHLDIOL LTHBRINTELDT
B flo Tomrt e R R Ltz &ix, %5 LEEREOREN S
BZRE, BENRELNGLTD Wid TRBNERR] vBx T, [#
%, BbRTFrxTsxoEH] (Habermas, 1976-a, s. 180.) O FRH
G SEMA TEET S THEEAR ORHC S L LELBES
5 ‘ ‘ '
Lo HT, BEEOBMTAMOSERE Y TEA &\ A bE
27D F o A A%~ (N. Chomsky) Thotk. HirEEdmmilok
For B HICHR B B % OWTERMEE TS/ linguistic competence
LT, Brrhw [E3EH linguistic performance | 75X G L
[EREENm). OBBRCEEFREEORERALDTHS. TOHE

Lm,ﬁﬁﬁﬂ%%ﬁﬁmkmfm mrEAT L, O DIEEER]

I
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DRIEL, BRI DL LTZOERNEZRORNENLAIND I LR
8%, Ol TEEEENHR] Tit, HEO=2 I 2=2r—v 3 VIAER
ERE LTRSS W3 FORED, Hbh UDREShL 2 — FICET S
NTLES LD, ~—r~—=21 FEEAR 2RETICHIC
5T, EFom, SESOMNGs TSEEH &, BRIGERCH LY
bl TEREER] WO oM ELT, DO M2 ia=i—vg
VEETIR) RNBENT A EnBLEFLTVB. DFEHh A~ —T A,
[EREBEDER) 0 Cik M RO —RVEE R k2, RSk
TACX>THA b H IR T | (Habermas, 1971, s. 101. 3R p. 171.)
EVWOEENRER IR TRV ERIERTHDOTHS. £ TH——
7XE%@% AAF~D [ERERIIM] XL IREND, SEDEH

Fuo—Fro=

35 5 5 10 iR BTN, HEELMEFO M §
a =i g VRR H RS S EEOBENABME LT (23 .=
r—va VRN ARETDHERRD. CDES, 3ia=y—Yg
VIR Z BT AR EEERID, Wwhifa & - 23 =4 —¥ 5 VIIRBERE
Rk, HEERELWREC T IHEFEN AT EERHLYRT TS LR
w, ek Sl 5 T1x o L A Eh T\ % (Habermas, 1970-c, p.369.).
TS5 LN REET A Lin k- ¢, Bichsik TS8R B85
?5%Hf@$ﬂ%ﬁotﬁﬁ®ﬁaf%%ﬁ%@ﬂﬁ&%h«@ﬁ%#
RicIhBZERigd. "= —=RAXZCk, SROEHM, 2% hEE
kT BRERE LCRBTS (23 2=~ 2 vEDR) OBH
PERT LI THD. ThTlE, cDXdkhlaia=r—v 5 Vi
] DFEZEDLIOSRUTERLS D75 50, ~—"—<T R Th
T, FEEHROLSLick T3 BRVEGERE L OBRTHRE L CAEDD
TH5b. |
Aﬁm&AM%k%LTE%®ﬁ%%%E@L,%hﬁﬁﬂbféﬁ%

%M?aﬁ,n~ﬂ~vxmihwﬁz®§ﬁﬁﬂm,@O®F%E%%
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T ¥ EBE

Realitatsbeziige | T2 HBEOBERABEL LTHEL B LI NTW5.

By, () HEIWD SMUEE=MNEROZEME, 0) ERmE LTRA
Ehd AREE=-HNHE RO EEME, (o) HEr - bR AR S hicH
B E=2DOHEE. hbeX LTECEHYERNT b, [
FRCHEBRBNCHIND R LT, BEERPETT5. bbAHA
COMBIITEREORBM LHET S LItk b, ROEEBREKT
Fie, (d) SEOMEFEEMEC L > TEK IR TWDELDLENTED
(Habermas, 1974, s. 332. ff.). =5 LA-BEBR L BRI LTlkbh
533 2=~ g Vi, BEAPEELELTIRERNICEE LD ILT
WARD, T CHERAINDHEET EFRORFERRCAIETE—ED %
MWEE®R Geltungsanspriiche] e LTWb Z Eic/i’. DFh (@) @
EANAEEYECAR LT3 &35 TEEMER Wahrheitsan-
spruch (b") EBIShik HAEA FEOAREFELHRECER LT 5 L
+ 5% [3hEMER Wahrhaftigkeitsanspruch (¢/) =0 FHEETAB A

HARREC BT DL LTS LB FORMICAERHRY £
HL55&T5 Fﬁ{jﬂﬁé &3k Richtigkeitsanspruch | &\ 5 = 2D FZ45F
R TFhbhsbFThs (Habermas, 1976-a, s. 207.). %7z, KR
BOTEREVLFEE LEHEFORNF L - CHBFETH B, FiF
ﬁ*%@i&ﬁ%kﬁofﬁﬁ§hfbkﬁhﬁﬁ%kb@ﬁ#% Fic
(d”) THREETTREMEEE K Verstandhchkeltsanspruch 1 BNRDLNBITTT
H5H. oo MBEAEMFER] 2, M—SBENENLHERTS 5 L AE
i, BOZOOFLEREAELTHEBFEEO VAL TORMRSKELD
=% 530 ThHD (Habermas, 1973-b, s. 222.). ez [FRERES L A3
BITLS 5013, fE-Czo THMAEEFR RRLNDHIES,
DEDDFYUFERYERFOBREFRKE LTEHLRBZDN 23 0 =bh—
a VEEL Wi bkinieh. T A=A AR T2 a2y~
o VEETI) % TEERETI 2 IR LRI b e e 515 5. 3T,
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MHCHE) L EE

D Taiaclr—va VED ©REoTHLRAREFET, =DO0F
LEREBITT 2D hbnT 2868, B @) Sukise, (b7)
EFREMEE () WEBGAILELE (B2l 2 H oz ticns.
T LTIhbiL, RFETHD EZRBEMTHS T (ChicL g, #
HBARF5.) TR\T @) #EX (propositionale Sitze) (b)) &
MR, (intentionale Ausdriicke) (¢’”’) Z 173 (performative Sitze)
EWHBETEB LI TWA D TH D (Habermas, 1976-a, s. 208.), £¢
ST [HKEEl 2hDO=RH2DBER T LN, T2~
o VEEDE & Lo MESEEAR ORMEL K50 ThE. Bz D
I, MBEOTEF L » THEROAR L SR TELRETAETHID
BREY T2 3 2=4—v o VEDH ORSERE LTHREL, Fhy
T A Z btk - C, BB XHLO BimERs B Ll E
2BDTHA.

(®-1)
_ S M S < RETAED  THEl ATo s
=7 B R M FER s ErRE Hiw R mE
ABBR E B B & B w8 X EBERaEER
HEBIER B EH TRmEH ZENERI ERRBAER
s & v % & E2 ¥ T X FENTAER
T OB EmTEE — — —

XC, DX 57 NG BEDOHITL, 4% THE THESE¥IR)
L ETERFE TR L > TRBESh TETHDA, ©5 LIREKkD
FELAT AT, BV 4 P ¥ vy o x4 v (L. Wittgenstein) o BAE%
WAL TCEFEOBRYLOABCREL T D, &L 08s, wEAR
BEHEOEBEMEOMBEXEA LY, HHVIEANTAEL LTOAENK
FhwEF e LCEBRMRY ) & F + /v 5 (Habermas, 1976-a,
ss. 182-183). RIS LT~ —~ Ak, —FT%5 Li-MiEELE
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T ¥ EBE

ST L OBERER Lo0b, SENEONEEY L KRBT BT,
2t asiey g ViTRE LTRETARML LS ERA, ThE, &%
BEEH—DO B LT 50 L LTREShi- RS MEs b, b
FEKEE D W EPE Geltungsbasis | R DEBERLLS ETHDOTHS. £ -
ML Ee, EARKSIENEECERE LIERETATIREL, THEMT
HE X T JEEE4T % institutionell ungebundene Sprechakte| iz
BEEADESBRTLAS. Lbbhick, BREFAYEARADK
Btk E LTHERCEBBR L LS L35~ —< 2ADMBEEHLZ 52
MO ENTEBDTHA. :
:@xambfr%ﬁ%mﬁjkxwa%%ﬁ%@%gm,éﬁ%&g
T2 a=r—v g VORHRTHBNUDODZLEE N= A= ADH
I X hiY N EMAE Hintergrundkonsensus | —— DS D BRI~
EHRMT BB LD, EDFT, MEFETREFR 1L, Lk
h%%fﬂin:&~7aVow&%ﬁébfv&ifﬁ%bxfmak
Hicl, MOZ2SOFMFEREZIY BT 5L, Thbrerrbb#HFEDN=
BEE (N-12R) 29T 3 co0BEmEEIRFIEINh S 5. (@°)BER
FEM %y (Theorie des Elementarsatzes) (b°) £RIZEHEE (Theorie des
intentionalen Ausdrucks) (c°) #FENTTAZEE (Theorie der illokutiven
Akte) (Habermas, 1976-a, s. 215.). = h b\ &« OBERFBHE LR T
2z licinn, EEEAR CIEEEoATERO/IH T BEEd
5 TREENTAER] 2 Ao hOREE & LitIhs.
MREEPTT AL & ollay TRFETAR] TV TRHE LA ~-AT
4+ v (J. L. Austin) 122 %, (FEEBAIEES ZERBWTETTS
172 an act in saying something| T » % & i L7 (Austin, 1968,
pp. 94-102. PR pp. 164-184.). ~— == RN %, KD L 5 efi%x
boTRLTWS. Hb, TREECHBETL S LEHET 5. Ich ver-
spreche dir, dap ich morgen kommen werde.| &\~ 5 BRI KT,
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Kl A

AR L TRAXER - T EBEET B, Ich verspreche div, daf
------ 1 EWSIESE, TRARBEG) Luwi EARERET 5 &L,
BMEFLOMCERE> (k) 2F>TWb, 2% )XIFEZORICH
FRGRAAIIH LT\W5 Eh5% c LM TE S (Habermas, 1976-a, s. 217.).
DEDZ Ernbbhd ko, BETACKSTS THE 3, HETHEY
TR T 2BMOB/BEYNRY, T2ia=r—~v g vOREH] 2alHT5
FREENRIBRER ] &, AR YE b7 TaERER ER § (Habermas,
1976-a, ebenda) +\+ 35 ZODBERI k- THE IR T2 TH 5.
COZODEREREMN THE ] TRV TELEEEEIRT5 L0000,
TEREYREE4T % explizite Sprechhandlung ) & LT RiETARO HAK
Bfirbesn., 205 (1)MBABOEMML, THEARNOERNRD L~
EMETh, WhII IR RNEFRI IR R I 5. (2) 5
WEABDOWT, MELHEFIHEC THELAS THEZEMN
VAR, DEDEERIOBEREMY TS AKX 2ol —~v g VN
WINEETBDTHHT, 23 a2l —y VHARDECERIW D19
ik, £oEHRZBEO VL E, HEFBMEO VSAXER, FRBFCTERE
ShTWBZERNELD. Chit MkEo—FE#EE Doppelstruktur
der-Rede| +(FEIENAHDTH-T, 2Fh, (BHARBRCDONTD 2 3
a=h =Yg vk, TIa=bh— b XIhBREOHEEBRICD T D 2
F 2=k - g vERORI R IE R by (Habermas, 1974,
$.334) LWAEFETHB. Fhit, ABEOLDOBRARE L O BAN
b&aIUE, WMEABPETHSH EWS5ER= TEBEMFER] 12, ToEE
PELIMEICIES LCHEITS S &\ 5 BR-TROMHER) kBT
bR Tt ebiy, LW FERKEAESD. (A~ == RA 1225 L
BEEECIEEY b-> T TEBOARER) t4H0oThs.)zd [
EOTEME) ML TEr, REEENTEC L > TRECEKFTIAT
W5 ETH TREMFER] b2 3asr—Ya VT2 28ELER L
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25,
O DHFEEEOR T, ChbDORYFERIHEECEES IR T FEH
bz, REOHKFEFH TR IThADLOZYERD > boOLThrd,
CHMECH SACEBEIhs C bicie s, Bzt TREECHR
BWEEET B, | LS o, BAR TERTH] LW FARTF-T
WABTIED, Thll ke THEZES v WO aEOERME VLK
o TBATIL, BEARLD DT LAEE M EFCH LCAdETT &
WO TADBETITH D L5 FRICESE, HEDOBRARE /W LIt
BINIERBZENTEBDTHAD., ~— =A%, ThBRAWD
WABEEFHL, FoTOREDORA T L EZELARD L ORKH LTS
(Habermas, 1976-a, s. 246.). |

(-2)
% 4 #H R 5% &R % E T A
E B # Zoom W woO®m W
®OE H# e £ B W
I - MEF AN ®o#l o ow

R TR, EREOXOITEADOZYUFERCHIET HEEMER L RETS
DEEASEESHTVD L5 & bk, MEERT 50K 50 KAk
HED2 I asr—v 3 VORTE, ThboRYERy FRHNEE]
&LT%%®5%K#K%K%%LT%D,%h%&ﬁ%m?%:&%k
. L L, LD MERIEE] VR DD, 55WEEDDLRT
WAHZ EDHER IR LIXE SRS S ORI 21X, FLUFER
HEACESERL, AA»LOBENEPRTHZLicd - T, BOAE
AFRfFTbhic2 3 2 =7 —¥ g VIRENEBEBIEX Tisb it it
febio. ZDldiis, EMFRELLLLENCEELL) 5—8EoD
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Mk By | & 555

|

AEENBEL DD THD. fo T~~~ ADEEEM ¥
PRRFETAHDERLE, &5 URED b LI liE ShPRTHS &
AHTLENTEDIEAS . (hxZORMERBL T, $38c MRADORE]
ELTRBsh®.)UE EBZ2DET 21 2=y~ g VRENTE TN
& MERMAE] DBEZD S TEELTITORN, 05 iy
FoMEE W e o TEEBD I I 0 or —v 3 VERILIRB0HDN
BRMY, Tl csrlL >,

ST, BEEASEBCERS A, BEFoMicd —EOh
DRFHR IR ER B v, 2F VBRI ERMCEEE LR U
ERHOBRERDBDTHS. Hb (1) FHIC L > TRBPIRLHKEA
5 HEARELFE UABRSLHOSHCRERT 5HES, () AfkcH
CETERONY FHT 5420 (Habermas, 1976-a, ss. 232-233.) 23\%
NTHD. e~k e, RETHBEIFERNCHEIL T
R ED C Eix, WEEM OO ¥ AR HERHEECK B & &
<, RFTACBELCEENZYHEREN LT T—E0HEBBIR) —2
N~ —-3—=< 213 Engagement s\5 HEECHPLLTW5—%ZET
U BEFeoRcEEBELHERLS 52 L8R E RS b

. ZO XS, EEOMCRECES THbhD THBEG] i,
(@) BEEAEFRCH LTETIBNE, BRc L5 TEEA %S Be-
griindungsverpflichtung | (b)) REMFRCHT LTRSS, TAE
Eo—EBMic X 5 THEFFEH Bewdhrungsverpflichtung | (¢?) #EIM:EE
Riew+ 5, BHHOREK X3 [MEX4{bx%T% Rechtfertigungsverpflich-
tung; (Habermas, 1976-a, s. 249. ff.) : WO =R HTHhB. BED
2327 —Ya VT, ) LREBBOBTCI2ZYFERD BN
FBS% ) PHEETADIRKCSWTERECR . Sh, Thic k- T I
BiTAl ZHERTHEATESL. LA LES LIEEBKRIC X - CTLERN
L2 iR Ule b, WD DMEINE X » THETABEI TS
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# % FNBE

ha X5 e, $ree T#e Diskurs) i k2 RUFERAHOTE
EDRRBE LD, === 2R E. 2D THE] Zituhksd
DhBy, Kflbhicd e binny, T#HENTE] OAEN R
iz U, BEENRREERI] 550 TIIRBOLEROT) Luv-
kA< ADBEAE, TRTCD THAOME | KRILLTHD,
B TYSEERR) OBRBRAF T TREORE] MBI D
> ThBEWNnEsd. FIT, ZOHERCBELTE, HrEDTRHATDLC L
ww Lizu,

3. TEk4E ) o

EREZDIT 232 —V'—‘/ g /fJ VR LEFlEZRA T B Risnied
DRI, B TAL LD, FF-TAIZRC L > T BITEhS oD
TEFEBR ) K LARMERLE 4 SEMCH 2D, BoBaK
> TR EISENTRECA A Z bieh - 7o, /-0, MEEEHOM
HEITmpgFbhicy, Thboo MNFRMAE] BEHE LR LIBAR
i, —— 3 o=~y vEEAE LD, Tkl o TEIRETTA stra-
tegische Handlungen | v:ﬁﬁ@- AHDTHWE D) —FANCER I T X
TeRLUFEREAGEZEELL, SRz tdhdbinv. 2 L TR
&G UCH I e BB R BIE, 55 Wi X 5 oBIM e X »
T, BOTHBRETER I RTREZL V. TODdRTibh b
CEFEINDDN THREL D THB. - T kG BETIhIEE
ik, 23 2=y~ VEROBRZBEOW L —FRE S h, MO
FUERIEFCHENERT B Ll b, L Lis s, ZYFERS
FELIhDEVL-Th, Thb TNTRHLT KA L2 EF dis-
kursive Einlosung | 23R[RETH % o Tidiz\. TEERTREMGE R 12,
HEEOER T2 I o=y~ g VORREHFTH- T, —RI2 I 2=
— Y YRRIZLTVWAH TR, BEERNCEFIRTWS LS 2 5
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rﬁ:#ﬂ}?&ﬁj LB

L, f MREMFER ©who T, ﬁ%&)k%bff@ﬁ(ﬁbé
Bo—BHRRCL->TREIT-BEIALINELDTH Z> (Habermas, 1976-
a, ss. 221-222)). Rt~ T TEk&) R XZBOXEL, TEEEFR) &
FEEEFER £, H2LTEIh5FERCE UT MERWEE the-
oretischer Diskurs |, MRS praktischer Diskurs) (X3 - &
s, 2TxopT MEEEFR) BIRERH LR ), SHRERC
BILTCEUWRTETHEELD > TREIh D DI, ThiTELT
B TERIHHA I CE T, FOREAROEBIHbhICHE 52,
z iR LT TRBMHRA ] T, R R T AR LT\ 5 AR
ARSI HERRED &b THIEER] ARG THHLDI, ERI
w TH]E (Tihebbitaso v vAAETE) it LTRSS % 5
ZENHRE & 7o Bh (Habermas, 1973-b, s. 229)). %7z, MEEAKE ]
AR Sh 2 HEOMBEL, ANEEOFHHMEGE L IHETHIDOTH
5#6,_LL%LT%FEﬁ%&%J%ﬁﬂﬁﬁéau5%%%Abﬁ
ﬁbF%E%”éJ@%L%%# MEEFEAR] RIUET BB T
DEERETD & L\x_% %hf&i%%%éﬁh FREC X > TEITEIND]
Lk, EOX5IRAEI/TOES S 2.

BRI E] OBAR, B Lo TErNEIEH © Y #
i, BEOBEER UL MNE#EE Induktionsprinzip | & k - CETT
B ENTES. M5 TEBREES) T\ ETER ¥BT - ©
ET32DAVWEREDN [EE{LEE Un1versa11s1erungsprmz(ll];a; ] &
WIEhaEEETH AN, © o MNEBLEE) YEMT o, 7
(EEOAEER] RT3 AEOEBEOLKMAEL, TEoTNToA 4
DEENLRE] Chol 2 LEBRETHLENDHLIELHS. DED,
—~ A —=ADEFES L AD RO L1k, IELMEOHNTEE,:
2IL=l—vg vEERLTHREINE, TXTCOALREBICTETED
LRABBRRCEDSHTHBZEXRTEOTH Y, BENLSIEL D
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w % B TBBHE

FTRTCO A BIMEBOLEZBESHTULI DT, BHAR R+ 0 %
MEIRO BN HRT EI NS B2 L 2BER LT« A5DTHS (Habermas,
1973-b, ss. 244-251). =D X 31k, THhE ] NEOESZ A DS LT B

SN

--------------------

THIDEIE, TRTCOLEINEDFBRIARCE S REINNREI T
WBZEDFHRER BN, ThE o~ ==z T ) B EFRROMEII
w4l (Habermas, 1973-b, s. 240.) ¢80 ThHS. =0 THHO ]
PME A ACHELI RS Z b k- T, HEy TAEcERM T2 1
LB LT, KRB EREVTHS.

DX 5 TERENHES T, FRLINTEHEN OB
BWTHRE SR Db 1Eh, ZO@B T TARE % EBMT 5 S54SR
H&d, FRRcHgbsh, BT 52VEBENEIRS. #-T I
A1 TEBENCESEHHOREY SO LS. DX S~
A 2L THRE] TEODD VNABRRE LI, Zh b REER,
RO fTATES AERENEM» S, TR ST+ » k) #RLTw
5E3hd, RENHRA CERRHRELERY EFTAb L, 27 (1)
ZUERY FRLLT M#%e) €AY, (i) Thbc RiTx sy, (i)
FEERBDH VIIESEROBF~NEBT L, BN (v) Rxo8kk
BEN, B ITRENEELTWBZ EADRE, OF h fTAEED
HORENEED E IR BDThHS (Habermas, 1973-b, ss. 253-254.) , [k
A1 ~DEMMEL, ThDDOHEAEVSAVOM%E THHCBE) Lkdb,
FEMEINZYFERER AT VIV T HERE LR T2 ENTE
b ThD. LoLinb, =5 LiAlABEIKC X 2HEOKE,
RUFEROBITOREEL UTRIEIN D 0E00%, RERE M4 B
B2 AN EEONOHARBMEBCERLbRS Z kit ORI
B RZEOHBRIEE Y, ~——< 23 TBEEHRERTOME Ei-
genschaften einer idealen Sprechsituation | (Habermas, 1973-b, s. 255.)
LEMATADTHBN, TRTIRED LS IsRIEY, #HKiFc & » T MM
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FHLHIBE | & 558

Bl EBVIBDIES S 7,

NN =2 R FD ANZ=—nE LT [23a=r—vg VIR
EREREERAC L > THTFbRRWIER D TR, 23 a=h—Y g ¥
BEOEE» AT S LS BT Sy (Habermas, 1973-b, e-
benda) & L% BW, thetdolrl-T, BHRPCEDLRI=
lambr—~Y g VEBBRLBETHDOTHS. ZhurEl, T XTO
[FEE) SBRN L, TRETAYERLETTSF +» YA HFEFR
ExbhTWARETEHS. DL 5k, —RilEFEADERCHES
&, TEERNREFERI) ZROESDSEMRHLT EABERIA TV 5.
(1) T3kaE) OBENBMELR 2 I 2 =r ~> 3 VIIRFETAZENT S
BErFEeRFEdb, oTh THEe 2L E. (2) £28nE
DIREE - FE - FHEETRY, TRThbOoRYERELMELLT Th
HERR L) FlC EBEMA T )T 5 Bay PR oo L. (3) &%
mEL, REMRBFETAOERC L - T, BHOERY BB LTk
L5322 &. (4) £2hmE» HEMBETAOERACL - T, —Fo
B L5 —ThBBANTORELZHHRLI 52L&, 2D05B (1)
E(4) 13 TE] ¥R IELDORREETHY, (2) O THER
SBPEONEE) 12 THE) BEOHEY:, (3) © TREEORE) kT
& OBEMECEZE I M a=r —> g VITADHRHMES
T HDOTHS (Habermas, 1973-b, ss. 265-256.). + LT, LA lDEE4
Hrafiicd o bk - ¢ MEENREFRE) PRI TSEies. #
5T, ThbDEEBELRHLL THE1 ©L-> THEIAER, BN
CEMRM T O hicemEO N FieimcE o< TH) ofREAKENRS
5L, F¥loitic, BEIRLEED TE) THBELENL, Thi#Ewi
B E A, Lo MEBRMRFERE OBREEZTR LTI E )
HCHETEh S 50 THS. 2% b, THEBENEFRE 2HETH L
TR 85 AR EVIEFREHBRIRZ LT TR, TOEED T#H
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HO¥ EWE

HHORE] ELTHEELS 23 Th5E. ThiomzTEl, H4OH
WHEEDIRBCEIRKS I ez a=sr —va VREI - TEr bR TW
DD, BOFFHRER, MEBRN 7 AERRD#E %M (Habermas,
1971, s. 139. 3BER p. 222.) ZHHLTWBELELHDTH5.

L LEREE, AR ELEE 2 I 2 =7~ o VIR, WS
2B ORET TR LCELRE LTk D, FOBAPEENCRIET 3
oDt TE kit s TS 2Rkl bicwWbllE, £
51ﬁ:ﬂmm0ul5rﬂﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁJ@[ﬁﬁWUbi%%%%TT
TR DIESL I £H95F 2 Hebi, TEEBRERI v o#a
B2, THRHER) 2VErIc BT B C &% T & MiTe b B
BANLHET B LR DESS. 0L 5 BB LT =3 — = 2
i, TEARRFERU] & THRe) 2RXTROSIEC L - T MEER
) BEINTOERADEEFHTS. &5 LcHE i, M— TEME
HRERT) B EHT, BETAORAL VL TRDLNDEE LD
THb. Blaid, th=RFEREC T2 Z4FRD THREI L - TRAT
ENBTHSS &5 BT, THETBEROEED f Fic SEH T
% | (Habermas, 1973-a, s. 152. 3R p. 177.) LB V53 L, Ficf4h
fli & REERRIC A D H AR D, HFDO 232 =r—v 3 VEETI) 2B
R b RBNTI I et —v g YEHBLT WS DT THS.
DXy, mmkﬁﬁtbbuﬁﬂﬁm%EhJ%LFﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ
Wl ZERDTBZER LT, BE-THAEIEMLI &S BDDRE
NEEFEL, 23 2=y~ g VOBAREZTMT 2RV HmINR D D TH
5. FECMEER 2 a2y —Y g VRGBT TWHHRICH > TH,
We TE) OFBERELY 288 L, HECER IhCAEE LI
kT A EREMESY, HED 2 I o= —v 3 VBBRCHELTWSZ L
N ZRHARENICEETZRBIEAD.

NN A, O X 5 I TR FTERIL & TEBAY{R 4 konstitu-
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MHtHER | 538

tiver Schein| & LTI 5. Fhit, BETAZRECERZ 2
Bbd, BECIERIATHRVGRETESEVWS S ZEEEKR L TL
5. %5 Lic TEBEIhERR) RNERShbREes T, TARH
DA 2=~ VEAZEREFTADOTANEDHRFENEFREE] L, £Z
I TR S ok ) Bz 5 (Habermas, 1965, s. 164, 353 p. 167.)
CEEBIES D B, FOERARTECHHCHEBRY, Thixds
NREFLEE LT, BROMHWMBIKORE L LTEIET 5HTH5.

N R AD T S LRIERER, i, TBEEAIHHES) O
ENRELOBEECREWT, —BEELRERLYFE2LEbIRS. i,
FIHETD TAEE) Jit, BURBBE~OHHMEEY &, WcH
WHZHBEREBOAL eI - T F A e F - aBELFOTW5
bbb T, BHLORMEROEMMEEEE L, FERCZORFIRIHR
HNEEEET S VI BEEYELREOLE L BRS. T, 154 =
¥ — 400 OIS THHER) 3 T E X 7 1) ABEDD ET
TS hB BEHAR L ORI B\ TDR, F5 LENEBD A 54 »
F—ritz, HHTHHEELZELIDLITITHS. tbdbh, ZDLd7%
MERR S & LT MEBRHRFARK) OXRI%EY, 23227 —v
2 VEENEFH OB L 5RFETHBROBEDOARAVHT Z LIk L -
T, TEEERRL X, THERIHEII G LTHRED ) &V 5 THEHER
il BB ORBER, FlhBEx 520 THhsd. £ LTLhiiiEl, B
ERRI EOFGI BT, —2DT7 2 F . 7L EE %%%oﬂﬁ&
LHITTHS.

DLk, e Rk o CHi 7 BB % 27 TR 2B b BT,
ThZEHR I THTERMBLE O] DBFREVSBALOHE L TA
fo. R RIC X BEHEO S THHER AR LT, 55
Wik MREEREAR] VO BRRECE LT, RARsrB0mEEND
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' % BBE

% DFHECHHDFE LR TS, Lhbid, ~n—rA-~ A PERE
%J77/v/%ﬁoﬂn%§ﬁ%%?éFﬁﬂ®nwﬂﬁjkﬂ¢5
B LiE® <, %%@rﬂmﬁﬁj$r%ﬁﬁﬁj&ﬁ&%tkrﬁﬁﬁj

ELUT, BIEEAZED TS, (FELL X Gunnar Skirbekk (Hrsg.):
Wghrheitstheoi’ien. Suhrkamp. 1977. ,%ES%F?B'@E,&%.) La L, fHxoi
BB B L1k, MECBMALASEE 5L 2 . AHOBAE, ~
A TREEAR BENE TS LMY, THHER ©LT
WADPRESL = LLh T,

E‘E

(1) ERhoFIETRC > W T, TR IEROBINC, BB - FifE
% - SIS hABEXOES, OETREL, BROSS b0orownTE, 0
B AREBORIE HE L. BRASABORBIC—E S Wi BE RO T
C HERC I - TREIhRL. ok, A - R o TS0 R X
o THEBERMi. RFEXHRORME, Fe lb) OkkvED,
FEXeinbnrds. ' |
(2) A~ ADFT I > KRFIET ST, &5 LEEHEOREHERY, &
&0')@’%?\_4%7%0) W%%UIEEKEHL'CV\]%EEAJVC%%J ‘?‘6:@@12@07‘\_&%«
BT ERTES. _hgoﬁﬁfxéhtﬁimoufm HUTFo#RgEe
F & @Bi’hfbé. (%&E%gﬁ%&i@%( ) ‘Hermeneutik und Ideologie-
- kritik. Suhrkamp. 1971, Theofie der Gesellschaft oder Sozialtechno-
logie. Suhrkamp. 1971. R
(3) zhiX, BRIH=-=75 v r VRO &5~ (W.Kamlah) BFote — 1
vy =v (P. Lorenzen) i k% [E#k| HoORECEToMREL LT,
»~n~vx#ﬂrbt%@1%6 |
(4) 7= (K. 0. Apel) 1%, =5 LrcHEXEEN: A8 TRE L 2
T, FRRPEMEEE (2ia=r—va /;ir]{zl: Kommumkatlonsgeme
" inschaft| OHEAIEMAT L ERATHS. C
@)’&Mzﬁkﬁfaﬁbuﬁ&mfhmnms1%&bs NOﬂ’%ﬁplﬁ
‘ u%&UIMMmmsw%¢>%ﬁ%, '
(6) dbAHA 2ia=t—vavifhiy, SHEUNOBC, A TEoES
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