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Abstract
Weak Adaptationism and Language

Kiem, Young-Jin

From the evolutionary point of view, adaptation is understood in two
distinct ways. On the one hand, adaptation indicates an organism's fitting
process in the given environment; on the other hand, it designates a
property or trait obtained by an organism that resulted from the fitting
process in question. In this regard adaptationism is a theoretical
framework or research paradigm that aims to explain an organism's
current traits in terms of the notion of adaptation characterized above.
Recently Scott Atran, an influential cognitive anthropologist and
evolutionary psychologist, claims that we need to make the distinction
between ‘weak adaptationism’ and ‘strong adaptationism’, and have to
approach the issue of the nature of language from the weak
adaptationism perspective. The feature of that approach lies in treating an
essential aspect of language mechanism such as the capacity for
syntactical recursion not as the product of an organism's task-specific
adaptation to the ancestral environment called the ‘niche’ but as the
product of an interface between organisms and the general physical
environment.

[ take it that Atran's view is, to some extent, plausible. Nevertheless
his claim presented above conflicts with another important idea regarding
the nature of language, i.e. the thesis of the derivative character of the
aboutness of language (the thesis that the aboutness of language is
derivative in the sense that it only works insofar as cognitive subjects
use and interpret the language at issue). Furthermore Atran's claim seems

to imply that a particular form of the aboutness of language is not
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derivative but rather intrinsic. I find that that implication is not
acceptable. In this way the present paper attempts to pin down exactly
in what respects Atran's weak adaptationism could have a serious

difficulty with the explication of the nature of language mechanism.

[Key Words] adaptation, adaptationism, evolutionary theory, language

mechanism, aboutness, Atran

* =EHSFY: 20100 6. 15, =EAARY: 2010. 7. 24, AAEAEY: 2010. 7. 26.



O AR5 L P o KA EARS] b 19

¢

FETEEAA o) BAKED BHRS S

i =
e A4 =g AU gln}, 5——5—] gﬁﬁ /\]7]94 %gjr wels
T FA7F AW G D AT 2128 dyte] )

RV VI =2 1T e

Py ok T 2 UEse AR A = shed 58] T
Apgell= el tigh Aol A5 el e wAbel v R
Ap7F 19] AHetellA i Jdo® et e Eddkely At
Tl

A= AN - TE LRe2ZA Y AteEe] o8 wkES A
Aol o|gs <doltal sh= AbEje] WgH i ) olgt Seual B
st o5 el [z Zohal gtk A1 - EE 9o=A
of AlEfEo] sl wMES AW AFRe] ol AEE ¢ F fla
ANBE X T F5 gl

gl A Bl e =l @] & ol9del A
ofuE =eidle me v 53] F848 A vk F AL,
of “HINFMR, THET T, “Iapyre]l 131, olF fxaly o] “iEik
A2 dAdte] Zt),

g4 9fnlE =l me t

SH7F bk Ay
ohd, RS QdrlE =l /ﬁ«l e

DRE

P —Ya
=)

i
=
_!-[o 2

rﬁ re
.ﬂ ;9

HHaL
o] 2

Fl

*%

< 2008 10 10€l el A= E
A E‘Eé}ﬂ, TA 2 BS A 2009 109 222 -"%
UER-SV ol J&ﬁé BUBEEAI ol A e o] & A
HAES 7 gelErh

e PNl
7HA a2 o of] A
2 RS AA

G
257
74



20 b AR} B3 oA 10 &

BE A Aol Wl wel eaow oalEh B A
o Aol gulo] A el dhal oAan 27 Aa A &

Heh= Aol ofyrh el #pg ol-E2WA ATAZIA e EY A
HollA A1 Ggol tidh 9 AlS xgsta FHA ooz s dofit
= A4 T3 70l 5 Sl EA7F AU itbo] 7] wlEolth

A NHE & 5 9l ABR AT & gl o 32 me &
ol s Hetelslhs Lol TS AASTL i oA & gl 2
ool oJgk zle]7lell, A of3f nhES ojAHIThE 1 ANE 2|

AL ZE, BRI dobbHe whedl o277k A 5 Sl
ot

ofF & W, A= EE H WFE ks SN e
AN = Sl e Wl dis) Rake 4oz ded A
L8k, ot i Ashs Silkel =Ed A& =2l glvt

[FA01] HET, 4, B, HER, Fl

[.olne o

—\#ﬂﬂ

F3 3] Q57h ehmelul Waksks Aol A QA o] 4%
A 23 Bl Felgo) dolelh Teht 1 Felge 150 B W
SR A1 A sk @A Aol mRaA ax) e A A7)

Hsfekes 11 ol s Welvkar Az AR o] shies o=t
oled EAZE ke Jipg Al719] s, s SRoE EAE RO
< 5 7 A 2EaL oM SAL 7H e Edl el =edth
T esk TR EHﬁEl% Jizg A71e) s Tkedl 58] TRkl

ol thet o] Al SdRTh IRy wAleh v AR At a9
delolN 71 Fad 7HLﬂi Al BP A= e Aoy A
doprt wEbA oA AN YR FEd GBS TP S8% Jider A
= Ak dstellM x4 A4S Seia kAl ke ar 7idel
L7 olsfElar flom, dpell thel ofWl BiE=E 2telal JeAE AAH L

i %0, —(D mN r{r



O Q@R dETHE A fre] WM fERS B 21

2 =93 Pt gk

o] FANE %3 urhel AmoIARE FYHE @ Ao
Ay} 219 AR TR e WA Al Qo = A ALl
oleha sh= Aol WaPol del st geka @ o, ol Ay - T
A0249) Al g LS AW AnzAe] Ao ol
rimm%mwwmw%;%wﬂqu%ww%4%1

Lo
x
o
o
T
0

N
Aolet. 12| A kel 9] uE ‘:EML el S5 Eel ke J{E 7
A e B vheeRA HL e ShE Sellal dee AvRa,
BOR NIZE & 4l ARBE oXNT = fle i 52 el &30
ool Hctalsh Kinel TS A=A MHAKRS] dHor e

_?L

-2 W3 %

0. B A719 ara BaEH

Aotk o= ‘ﬁ‘r*a[ A& Ssohs Pt v A
5 A e o] ek el S EAlolk
= o] o} ilt Fee wdstar ek olek 2y,
e “ds Oéoi ?‘5}‘31 tiels S SAPRRE “oobd e 2o B
oiH thagls S EAPE O 9N U MR el 4 glv BSE
‘el ol A e Fele dE ST o] "iel dom WRE
e Fes F9e el @ AS7E =2 SR 5 dot ddd
o 2y Z7F of MR Qlor B s glvk o] g yolrh IR
= “fir ohael WRoltmd, Komth]ehar ek ool ud-5 E3f
o] FAI= folut Kot 22 Bidk Ao, mel W82 19k o] &I
2k el 23t driol7]el 7%~E T fE AAe AYa dEe 4 Ao
HEe e ke oA o %‘% A7)E EAlE %ﬁ&i‘lﬁtOM
N 2R das A)d E‘r B R ouRAe] ayr et ke
Al el vt o] i, “Tﬁ Fapksy 7hed] K - xdn 3 oolek

T 1N F\*N

¢

il

_

1) 7P B B 1B, TR, Bl ER R, 1997, 57% Hx



220 HsF- AR} B3 oA 10 &

FARE e @ ol et e 25 wEe) Holw, odd @ Bie o
Ae g An ek Aol Kol wEstn 33e % v
£ BE OA9] 8TE AVIshl fek ejuE WYl £omM Ge
AR Foll R UK A AR Qo] Btk walge) gigel 2%
o, el FAE s QIzk EARAe folt Arke 2AT EA Ke
VIS A A% 2 2 PP, T B el AR e

el Tow Uehhs ‘aro] QAW A} dzte] Hrka FAsaL vk
%J%EM W ERE eARge] Aok A ﬁre/‘q e o 2 G i RS e

= A Fstll M= A5 Hol= Jidelw, dr whdel VU= v Ao B
Al71l] o] Edsiit) et o] we ﬁ*ﬁh e oAE HIFEE S
Adelekyetan g, Em el 9 ApololA] Aol AHFhHA The
2} weAbRgol Tk, R Thedl WRe] SomA ) Eilike] ¥
o F53ke] el TZH%_- oa’l% Tohs R K R sk el A
A Fwd AdoR frEskn A 2 wR, fA7e B A7) &el F

= skl

el dAae b «1 «WE H]%?‘&

Ol

fire: 8] Kaol7l= sht TFM oA = OMU‘N Abeel %‘—i’ﬁ

o = 95 7RI B9 A kS e, 571 A

Bohe e 9ds] FuHor v Al molet & 4 dupEal dow

A OBEE A7) ol% EAEE dell tigk v olsfel thell dwstar vk ol&

fir Fitrel o] oA & A AReE o

2| Aol W} T STl o2 st 2
o] FalHolAL o] ox|o} wAE A2 FASHIL Ylee & 4 vk

]]I ﬁ%"] ;EQ]- /AN IE\ILA\

el ARA Yt 2o 4ibs iflkehe 6§H4 Al dsl AR
o] Al do7laat & Aol ohd Lzt Wid ¥, S Kapol o3k 2014

2) MG 3K, BYOAE B CRBIEER R ), BRYELE, 1992, 48-49% HE
3) RIFmk, THE A R, Rt e R EL o, 1988, 129% .
4) B, e A e



O A — e 8o A el LR} fiakel Kb 23

KFjolet @eks) Bl szanoll tidh A v )l o] el
ZholzE o= Q=0 o= & 250 Rapfsie] S AHal les Hole
o e A o] B dselA ERubol, Bt i aA|7)e) Alghe e
fcpgell F-ol=d Kol JHoll F-of=Attar 7|7l dek. o] ol el
i o] F, AL Kol WekA] ¢ e AU A evkal #Ag
oh) ols} o] el Abghgel AWY K WekA| fhethe K 1]
WA o] Abgeel o8 K AT S Ad Ao] ok X
wpERel goR vl Sl=dly) ol ERE AR g2 Ade] HPAol
= T7EA Agstal o7)= st

el Afols el Kol 1 449 Aol7h EAsidete 152 Ak
M REES A el TX4l°lE‘r T A XS 2 AAR GFE
Hsk 7FsAel SAe AYa ob7) il A R ARIZE obdst Al
ol T %= EHY Eﬂ%i *‘% T ok MERS ET AR 71 BT
of tel “Akzl7} S8k AsKiE(l) Sl Sl o, AFES 7149 Aoy
AEH 74 whd Sol B ARRA dAMEEd) el wel 1 58-S At
=7 Enh web AREES Al Bee Ailshs Aow
Rbdell ol2 4 flvfal Alvk ofel] QIZke: 3t W3} Lo
o] BHske (S 58k, ol=A e s 4t
oF 7l R AREIZF oA b3} AR o'
TR ool Ak AREe] THE 71L&
AMEe] A[Ho] HolFo|, A= Eéf{ stz g3

1:1> ]I

(o228

2

o Kogg
d
=}
=)
3

10
S
o

¢

!
Py

= YA
Ol EEHE ol A R ARSI A G 0)F 5 Qi Eo
2a9e] shfe] Bsls )< IS5 Sl B IS 449

=4
Aol wiAlE ek ol At ARl fEel A Fohfjal Slvh ea
oJeFt A Aol AlsE:
AR TEA] = - Ak el tigh Bl olslE sEste] wA Sl

5) TRERE SR, IEA/NT, BUTRREL EEAIE Rakks, o . TR AR, R
BANIE, - - R — A, BORZEL

6) T ﬁgg'@ﬂjgk%]ﬂ, “FAETHMERY

7) Tﬁi}ﬂi jﬁul:lj, f’éﬁE/] j—ru'”

8) TRHRSAMESCE 2Ty, BRSO, WRERGUL, Rk K, AT, foiRT, 1
BENME. EarEEa, teT Rk G TR, Rl

9) FRUCE, THRBIAMERL(EARR), RIS, 2001, 289%.



24 H3F- AR} B3 oA 10 &

A FAA R AR
el A - RS BE NRECIAE ol diek AR ek el
Ay 2oy el 818 kel AwEa o= @l &l T e A,
Al Al Bk otk FAHoRE WE I 2
el et (i) Aol CvEA AFE F el geolth oj# of=
aoll gk FAlS A7) =2fo) v]E] U2 =tha olafed 4+ Ak
e dpell oigk $A olElE FAH O =efsk] A, A

of 212 GFE FiL A wAE Aol dis] oW olslE =i dEvkE
A BAL Al AsgelMs <Eet o] EAEE, A W] glow
ME A A 2x2 agslepiogla s} o Alw e gkse] Ao 275
o WE B W Aotk K B Ay vheA gvh e Ak i
o} flio] EAF oS Holuh KellMAY arzke] #A Lol x| el

o

A s sld ek el el Sl A7k A 5 R 2 &
Aol Wao] glovk Epe B A i JHe} S EFIEH tha @
ok B Tl Aol A= “olA whEo] SAdskANE Zb7] O e Eo}
i R Sophe A& szt s, ols U me dEdta 3
o e ok 2E FdHolet s, FFEE ok As duolst @
oL gtk S s Gl ofAE] A wheo] Wishs S AA
1 Amge) Belolt rEolet & ¢ Sl EE Eohs Ae M dhdhe
ZolkaL oM () Al mEA de =il gtk

o9} e, weAte] gl gk olsfE Lo At AAlClA A sd o mA
s Tt ol Este] WA FollA e Qlrk Ak El i
b KR S gy B dAS A SAIR ofsishs A1)
) EA7E obd MRS - MEH) HHE—L' B Qleh1d) A ezl
A5 17l A4 T(fﬁk v gak el dlel] A - - e SFEME 1A
S M RN - Al sEs el s ﬁi%kﬂr%%%xﬂﬁ 3
Ho] glovy, 34 A Aa EF6H ojzitka 2dk Aole) & 4= 9l

10) “E24, fir5h, LSn 2 aii amy

11) “Jy=z, #EEIUR, WIREE. Eata. EasE. inﬁ?aﬁﬂ” =z

12) TiaplERS, A4z, g e ERERS A257, s A

13) f’f:ﬁf % xﬂslﬂ A, B, RIS, iz DEpse, #1517



O A — e oA el LR} kel Kb 25

ojel 2ol mab HZE el hell Awshrl= skalor, AL 144
ool 52 biee] Aok 2 FuwA Jide] opdE & o Aok &
U Holh RS ISt @pel disl g5ty R dAe Ad EA=
olafgtezx ooy mel FARA AAES A il &2 il A
FAska glvkar osi e 4= 3t

AAp S SEe] iRk oledt S Alsskar vk A sE7F HATE
7] ol Rl Rl QAR EAE gtan et e ARAHA sk A
AW Rl ofslidtthl) S Al AME S S Ad b 52
w7F AAUA ALY, 2R FEEE EA7E ofdth 03] EE BE &
Aell el 7 SbAM g5kt MR AAS AR AL R EA7F of
Y] R - SEHT EAol,

o] el Wigk olglgk ofsiE 7oz fyoll gk ofeleh Bji=i= oju
HE AR Ay EAl

)

e
ot dlo

V. 79 @t LAY

& TRERAE ok TSR E TS

W A7 BAE gou, e
5 1 v 53] grh o= A
=

Az thstal ee T &

WHERAL Qlek Hl= Wisel] fel
sete] EAIZE A AwEs AeE Al
7t gl thel o o e o fl=
T S sk Aot

AARE TR Ol el W& el 3[art)elet shuAf o

o} o] it

sesk A, A7k 553 0, Ak, B A, ok R fleh W, s
Eis o] WgtelH o] otk (AAER) WHte R ekl atjE
Ueh Al zs 2 A2 S AS slobd 4 givk)

14) THE T DA, AT, LU, W, KR, o3 TR E 9
goks A9, AYwe EA BT

15) “SUEAFC, §5EAE, HEAEBE, (Imss, Rd 28, a2(rth Ny
Hil, MIAVREER T IG5 0.



26 H3F- AR} B3 oA 10 &

Sgolt ok HEY gold, w24, dEst ¥4, A9
Se, LSs Helng, R 45 A9 9eIE el v
wol galolth oL ol Erhd, AL F3lW M ArjEQ)
o] oRfth % ofn] B4l o] 42 AR gl o2 Ao
AR A} U A R, of gl FEol o

o
2L

it rlr o

do of i T N

A8, B 0%, 909 el o2 oIAES BE B A
oA HEE ol g
R P D
et A7} Qpiijele she
= S, e Ao MRk Sele] Mg wa X g Qe W
g ek ope el LA Ol B A7) WRoIT frel &
Aol ol AARS AW i T Fire) oA aAY i 2
SJulgth SeehE0) oleld olals ek Apoleka she Abele)
‘) ST ol SAL EART: webd delen she

ALej7E Wsh= Eﬂ°ﬂb “P‘:/‘l g el fl= 2 daE el oA
A

b
oot 3
o
lo,

oI S A} B ASRAS Fgolt f nERs ol
Q3 W, TR R, ARg B2y, e} ge2e, #5Y
N

A%, F9I9 HeE HE el g ARt opdAeE B w9
l’
T

J_]E_L

of FAIZ amiete] vehdt ey 2AY AR ariste] et ek
AR Greme T A BE WEE] o FRih vl aslEe] de
otk Az o)oli 1k wAlel ot AbEEA [dieletal sk Al
of wigtoleha 1 Ak} & ER BEs] & 4 9ls Aol o HelM o
AR ek Bel LAY 25 BEE] o ¢ glohal de AlEe] de
At Azt ool Qah Al o F Abeol ohe} #ifHy HE 281
omxe] Aol ofgh AutmAe] AfEjolal AkEelE ERWTh) ATt
16) “edrz8, o zfrthre] arol whel BSIES T4kt (SRR A S,

1994, 178%)ol A iifre m&i, Wk f;rfT&{u(thEE%, 2000, 81%)
oA Kare] #fTe R olajsta vk v TR WEHY g v g4
H oy oGS A K] HHEoR oEd & ¢l



[ A5 — bl A fre) WANET EHRS) s 27

o} & BEEI QlofR, HlI @A, it sk AWE g
w7 Hel &g, wrdd 2% F919 u9 59 dEReletal sk A
o Wglo] E9A FF54 AR AlE 5ol g Flol7|= st o] RE
L3k Aoz Aol AlElE o]EelWl Zlo]7] wiitol, 419 AhEo] opd g
?f’ﬂ 3 asHA HAES el +do2 xdsk Aot oldlet 4~ gk
IO Ol A= B v o] etk

X
1:110

1 el At

A T e R, RS U e S8 ake
row olgjst gtk % A Fgol} ArjAS) sozA olasta 9
k. 1ea ofel ofalE an A3l Ak ol o] Sz el

o gok e 28] gl 5

AR Fgol 4 wEEs glold, W v, e $43, @

Webt e Mes) elze, BTUN 25 A9 09l 58 o
o 9213} shje] AR olFoln Ted A% Al ¥ Ao] ohd B
. 354 A0lozAe] AEel oJa AumAel A olag. 1)
A aREL woel FAZ kel Uehides QA9 gor 1 A
A3 2 WEs o 7h girh Bl a5l WS =8 wofsle) ek
ekE Qe ghew T Adsh 29 Wikl o 47b Qoh, Agte 1
PAOE Feld S Aoleh e} aeekA] Baple] A Aol
Felg 4 ¢l vt glov] (o)) BF 4] Agolrhek: AFS F4
[e]

17) “BEA Qelolehs FAToRE Bl gelso] tald AT A
o Aeea olsE S sk e dsld Ak Seaat e olvls
91 A0l A AU B 4 el Gl s elez

M F24 Qelolgn mdskaly.

18) “FE/k, v, A% Hzm, /I\L. NZEHAMGEL, #4255



28 H3b- AR} B3 oA 10 &

Je ) Ba7)s] WARRlT: 17l Fel AVH WelAl gk ikt shar
grhel A3 2 ek 9ok e A WelAl Stk Zkk s
A epeuha ol @oleks Aeleh 1) ofel tha
= R ARl 19 Y Sl 13e $UANE A
HA ghe olzle $9 Sl SakAw, P o2 EF moi olasy
o @S BAL TRW W ohle} SAE FRAPIIGT ofafsta 9
RE e Wibage) Aol et ole del 2] 4
115‘ ulo)] H

27] %
A Eolrh T athe] Alsell A dehks A} el

x
o)

1
Y

@1
9

= o

o
ogmlo

o

lo

= o=
2zt Py °ﬂ7} fEE7F = sz e APgd Wel AT Bdks AT
Al F E AR 2 A3 wsk a1 s 4 ] whielch whehA] gzt
of fipo] S ¥ Bt o} A ¥ERTehRs Al 282 B
FopA| Fsjrh = MR AFsiel, ke e Bed A3 dAel
FU Ao opd HPH T3 Aoz AEI Azl AlEote]
YA HollA olastar d7lell, A=A Fome I A 25 HEe] ¢
—’F7P ‘318 2 Xl@‘f‘?i et 2Rl agat o] ofsidinhd, ARl o

15 =

-
_O|L
k1
bte)
flo
e
i
>
0=
2
o,
_51
rc
40 i
rO
L%
o (o n

L et R0 A

3P i Bl $A0R Qe AoHE ek o)wl s

A A o] R 55 91024 Apfie] ojg Aoz
: 7

=
olsistn Qi Ak 0dlE QYA gomi W ol BT &

ﬁm

19) @& DT R MR T AR 20, ek AR, PO,
1972, 205)0llA] o] o]l e solw HErt HlSzEte] v os AR
Zole} oaliste] “REHGWER, MM et st 7|% slt) 7k Aldos Rass
£33 JUi, AAAHA ol ke FEete] AI9E ©B7Ia 19 AT o,
2 dAME o] Flolth F Aloke] T4 AlMo] Fele HolH, of= ulE
EaEe] fRo|RF AFA Aol Hrk ol st S AP Ul e
Aloke] Fo R ofdgiti, oofX|= “rpiid i’ E YE IR ¢loul=
Fsirial ®ojxir

20) ““5?71"\ 2, g, Rl SRR,

21) BlIEE, 22 A, 130%.



4
20,
rlr
S,
&
>
=
o
)
RO
_xlm
o,
rlo
Fﬁ— N
i
12
5;
N
N
I
4,
ol
g
rulo
ruil
e
_O|L

V. lHEROZ A 4

ST ] Ae el Ed4e] s =is e %Eﬂ o] 2]o]]
% g, (B, A, BT o 5o 9vE Ad &80 9
th23) e PRy 53] WiEelA @Al =oleh st T
A= A ARG ArE =l e gtk

TEATR OIS CENANAAY A 2xge] aHFRE wEdyre
ahaL, L oA E I EAN AR Al 2R el wEdyre
}D}. Pty 257%Fe] CEEANDES A 2220 283hs mEtholzhs

S WA, AR A PEAR o AR S wabe] geks W

Jeka & & Qi
A ogrE =oule we SHEl7b o dEo dAuEa vk,
FEHR ] onlE =duis me el Bihel ts Axto] Zth

TREFERT o= the o] it

ek
o m

583} 4 Ea 2 ol 119} He] Wakd eoul, H% sk
o] HBAL FUAR T9h el AlA) ekt AsEe] 91
& 7 A gt Bl SAA S, o) (L3S mEwA R 1

22) “ANFIEFT LR, fir

23) T EREE R %;ffﬂ/\g(mﬁiﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ, 1995, 374Zyol M= (T
A9 el &HE O @h, @ T, O #f, @ WM Kar miE, ®
A, ® ﬂ)&t’rﬂ ko] Kbk, @ s, ® T, © @ke] e oiNE B
Foka gl

24) ‘izl <arel ofulel dis] 37k o olsirt EAlgtE AAE {5, 5 HY
on R R AFEA B it TR AR 400, R
G fiE, BUCHIEAE, 1972, 40%)ol A TBEE, TR A g 5o Foldt 4
& B9 IAE B9 “E Rk, Hil aall, SEm2L, B A&
2} ko Qlth EAls 1ore] onE RE AsRA e TRk Tk
S THERGRER 320, sl AR, 2UCRIEET 1972, 120F)0lA “X5E et



30 A" AR - 23 A 10 &

TS AXIT)

919 TS FHR ¢ F Wo] ARlou wEE o5 b A}
A fidels REetal gl BE oflel ANE 2 EA & o ol &
o]59] mhEo| AFHg vk QA B F= QlEE BARAL e
7F BAelel g Holl 7198 whg el el vhAl BES Skl 9l
Hekal Sl= Wigelt

o] HollM FAk= FEje] FE WRH] 7 AE
A 8] 200l sl St atolekal sk & doll
a3t wol FFs|IAY FUAE Apolle ARAA &= U}%gi HxEsk
Atk 2Elal o]F FHste] 7Aldel gl FEErS 2 A el wet
SA7HA &om, ] k3 WERAE 1 2SS 70t shal k

A7} Sheje] Akl disl ZAolEl g ZelME & 4 o], 19

My

ey &2 B oAe 2Ydte] Wt AlE SR ASATEA e =
3F FolM wmdan QIR Je FRRs ololA “oiA A 19f 2 of=
Fiob o] v vlE x| Repar o] 23} SN vaE €A P
Yol GAZE ¥ vkE Hal O AEHE vk 1A g71, 2 s Qe
= FRolEt gojxl A} o] fupseta Bl Geirh A A3t
3 v R 719k w0l vhgd vkE A9, 2] Pl dis) tE YrE

I skal ok Al He] QU HiE AEA RIS TR (b e
Jﬁ&"ié&?ﬁﬁ%ﬁf r, 1988, 173-174Z)0ll A TleHERERH o] “dy, fathreb TRERRES IR
“4, Mthroll ASK “aizft, s kb el st gl ol 4] GET
fiEfr o] kel 588 w#d ofdlE Btk el fiF e A ARICZA9
Wieoll BEdhs Zo] ohd HPe] BZS AAR SE@S—9 2ol [t 89S
watuz ouadol A I} WP olsle 5 4 gtk

25) “FEAEARKZR, MAGEL 28, MERMAR, TR REL 258, S PRI R EYE, &
LA (AT I

26) FA7F FATAL Je HOHE LFNAY AAHGHo] Q1o T AejolA
HE7E dE = Ak vl FA, é#lmléﬁ@mﬁl&" EAo g A= EE
B9 vlgolth ol Mexly 497 “HHAMEH L2 ol REEkk-MaS
ERoz ol RAEE A WE a2 old dis|Ae #if, T
A el Iar gl (T2 AR X112§: SAAPFATL, 2005)S HE,

27) TMEAE T, SHRLIAKE, SRINEL, YA

28) TEEART), KA, HAHE A ZArE, 1Tz R Py R —ms L
FTe, e e S




O Adg—firaiol A el MM J51142] B 31

3 TR AANS A Aoz olsfsle] WuR Qe & % o] o
AE 24 G 4 QS Aoltk F ek B JURH] I AL 4 9
s wheomAe “Hiye 2R e 47 1% AANS A
Ao ol R 219l el oftl A A relgel gl
Ao clafetn sli SlHUt o el 25 S ok i‘é

~mlon

3 o] LAY He= viE B e tHoH FA= «17) IE IR

e e TSI oleblE W gt % o %%01
B glod, HRln 9, AR Ra Au B2, H

&\
tlo
o o ofqZ ©ope Xorr T orr e

el At

qaigi%el 0 Fee A9 §
B R AL TS WE SN ol BYES A 2] A9
Qo] Qlm el vl o)t 1= Qs AwsAG Feish e

[e)
oR-ZHA 2BAZ|I 9= He] Al dx ¢l o)
& oAske S xgste] i, i BHA Ao R 3| Yol 3t
A Eek 71015 F gl A7) wiitelth 17 s, Ak “Hpol A
7b HE vlE 2a O AEEE uE 1A elel, o we duEis
27F Wojzxl A3} Zo] Erp i stay e b3 tEUAE 1 SEE A
AepEka FEEL ) 9nE =l el £EE B8 =eula gl

VI. RZHE
A JHE & 5 9T ABE AT F e @ 5 @ 24

el Hetalshs wiel TS AAlskaL

TR OIS ol T S fleS Lot dr 22l sk Al oA

29) "REAAE, “ORHATH LWR ST

30) TAGRANL o] o= A g stols o] ARl o]2A 7 AS Az Egtot dot
WA Fepoinh Fr7h o) W7t Zhdelr]E wlebAlETR she ARl €l
BlaL 3 Aol AojFo] gl AL oA AAbe] e ZhdeHA shlETR
A k= AE AT & 5 Il - o] Al o] & Z A
REESENLE el iR DG IEN 5&!5%’2 Aiky KIRAE, LIAR, TS AR
ik IR Z MG AR, athk)rehs de 3 W2 Ads
ofl4 Zkar gl



32 AHsh. AW 23 A 10 &

e Qe olgol @ 4 Apsnela gtk gAle] BololN Mo Bakd. 524
1910 2aje] Abeisa} AnlwAe] Al Aol Weld WAL gL selicy
e A AAE GesiAA olalsi o Uelrh vle] BAE sl
2913} shje] AuE BaAY sjetel A sl QA growt 1 A%
2 WEE & 47h g 1 A Bl SR gl 2N e A
How ulE 5% glor) oXE HS Watelw A% oF Hrk)
ole} o] @& olM T = gl Wedol] gt Aolvlol, 1Al o3 ke
S oAy 1 AR Ap] AN B2 ehel) Lolrbas whE] ol
El foll s Sk AL

FEE7E A 7 e e vheemA Y] ROl

fo
offt
2
2
X
r®
o
N,
o
g2
°
-
Eei
ofr
k1
Bl
e
=
:.01;5
o,
AC
rlr
paty
N O
ful
£

ael ol Slee Fgolt a nEEs glold, Hld 94, sk
g Pad AW BRW nuwes) Qe FFdN 2% 99
9912 TR BE BY] T F Y AW A4 @e ¢
oleh WEzk AIslolek Sk oM T 4 §li= Aolet o714 BN @
2 2ol elF Ao} wolSol BkelE S g7 WEolth L
e olm3 5 g wel olZe At A 4 g d WstaIshs Aol

whgstepsielaL

Az BAoAe] pe 1 24 F5E W

oL

17k 44 e aeA T

31) “HIANAIRIIZE 2 Ay, MEAAREEREL TAIL o et «Xalo] aA AL Aol
F 7R gloy, shvls drel T Sl Folth Apo] ofHolE ol A
ol whgollA] Fold 4= glan, Als) 55 471 AL Foly ouE 7iE=
7L §lE Fol §loy HA Apelo] =rpd o] itk (TLEiA) o]& dHo] AA
7AAE Aolg} g} oo L 2R T nRES AV olE B wlitel ko] Yo
TegA] oy, 1 oRE F gles ot dy 22 | ek Alo] o] ASE
OJLN K MR« Mo, il ; Moy Rih, T8 A, ATTRRND 5 B2,
i, MEEIMEESh, WIRKRRHL M, E i - - ATHOE, SRS
BT, AR iy, fEr B ehar she] A9 ke o] Hola it

32) TG, “dpASn]BE”

33) oKy, “ELABOEGr. TR, ot B o] EeEle AR 7]
o] i HF Karg omlstar Aok 2eivh WA e ire] &l FAA
oz ogulE AYr)e= AR BhEA] Kard] oW EA AFEHI A &

= oA Zo]E wolttu & 5=

34) TRGH), B DIBEOE, S, e BNZORFT Kbz fith, #Ehyosith.”

35) SRANAF, TrPBREEL Ay, R SRR R, 1982, 402%:




FEIAE <L (fe]) B vEe ¥R Eshed sk Avhd Folowy
o glttaL sh=7h 2 (fol) AR whE 9] Ksked gk 2rhd
AceA @ro] dvkal sPl=71meekaL sfal ‘Ell Ade “mre L7
3 4] Afolell JepnnetaL ojsfetr|= 3

ool Wg& & w, A= el sl 2AE A Aoz ofsfist

0 41 2 R

TP, S Mol & gl 2 WA AR S e ael o)
Kiroz olsfahn A 9Tk F At olsishn gl we A7 oA
Aol FARE AN i, R, el B SlE ey o3

A AT F gz Bl 46} A0E g olalsta el 1 o
A kel A EE R AN 4 Sl B p8 oA
Wir e LEA S oAy iw FABEA B AL Pk
ol ohsh B e el TS ANB olsh gol, P WE A
B WRE A Sol o RS B ST B AKel wgel o

a mBARS] 9Fe= g

g AS =eila glvk

nﬂ'

A& 2778k Yo7t i Reh: Bilte]

H
o

=i3
=

VI &

do

Aldel Ador medths AAA Al Adezie 714, U}-%

EAL =7 AAL AT E Yok B S e Eehs A 5
Aol A EE o] fEelgle] dojuhal stk aea e Zwola}
= & QR RE AFH U7 AD SolA dojuh= dES 4ol
Zhe olFoR A-aAer At At d[gel ME Aol el
wolet A oR et TReEME Saolu d, welah @4, Thdelat

36) “BABLATHE, A2 MR SALATS, A5 2 I th

37) BRINAR, Wﬂl.':ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%&ﬂﬁ%m, FhEiE e R R, 1989, 123%.

38) gl Wk TR R el FeE AT FEAMT GEMEE Dl
2, kiﬁﬁﬁkgﬂz HALSFQI =R 1997, 154%) 04 “iiTE S SR e,
o] ‘arol el TS ovlste AL AR oAk H . At 9l

39) g T B R AZEE T GOl R, 1986, 1475 FZ)ol A &
A olEhe e AAMSY JA HEE AASHE Aolgt st it



A=, @yt g5 7N

L g
FAE -‘:rj e, E%%Tjr 8101
)

~N
==
ro

f
o x

o o £
i © o T e
) JiN et
% © % e 19
2 T Hom
o 2w
¢ o 2
2
rir
O
i)
rir
e
o
k%)
12
o
iu)
o
Q‘L
fd
r

o i
£ e
o]
i
o
Flot
QL
X
I
b
ot
vl
Jm
o,
r_gg
ox
=2
=
o

o
[
i
rir
o
o
rr
o
o
oX,
o,
i
o
k1
1o,
)\
g
g N, =2 o
N
m
X
o
,1_(4 o
_\‘I_l |
L
N
N,

N
-

A% B4 @ake] Yolow WAl
[e) =)

EEEREL

mz L =
mlo tob
o
ol
ol
rlr
fin}
>
i3
ox

o
©
i
o
X

ol
L
IS
o
ro,
O,
- o
o
Ln
L
12

A AAIR - sl ol o] t
AnEAe] AHS sfetstaat shs
Foll AvpEAe] AEE siefs
71Tl wet v dlQle] 552 g
7h sfdellA] ofglo SUHe W SR oR
] o}
Px}b AMJE JMA TR ASR ofsfahA F=th shte] A=
ofwl A doluAlm & wAe AfElSS FaL jlew, EAv]e] v
AHIS e BeuA] g Ao R dso] )l ofgh o] HeHe -
A gjlogAel AblEel 2& 2F9lE Wl ARl At E‘Oi
e ol dolE AHOR o] Feth vl wEsilA v
vpeleh = glot dofjupol & le] ZFoifly] whie] BAH o <
ok oldl Zhgel e SAHOR Afof AMIE A ayA e o)
5

L B0
)

g U N
T o
R
N g
o,
ro rir

[¢]
bl

froxe M
o o 0y =
= o,

d
Ay
9
o
o
e
rO
[o

¥
2oox
e
T
N
N,
oy
i
&)
N
)
ol
o
rlr i
_|L

_1

My g
£
E
e
X
49
ﬂw

O:

1
QLFLN
ié—@j)ﬁ

O
_13 e
o
-

A1)

AR S A SO Aol WL, el SS9
3 A B el Hofslol sk Aok Qs THT 4 Stk
A R A B $3A0R doshe 449 e A

AR A BATE Ak
Jel o8 Ae AR} oln] B3 - FEH0R T2 A}



O A — e 8ol A el st fiakel Kb 35

A glo] AHZ & glal AR o T s glod, ofd 39k

b dAvk= Aot FAE Az & 5 gl ARz
oM ¢ gl @y F2 Wl 8ol el ks Lol TAE AXst
I EBARS] 9Fos e A aehs o= Alde BEEeR A
whelar 524 odel] flad S Fed Ao] ofyzh Al&H VEeM=
obfg] Abisitleli: s 7o R g Mol Sjerh wEE uwf 1 Ale
5o HEA - TR e AEEY dus EeomA il % AL
I} Aol olE ¢ Slthal B7| wEoldt,

(o

2% 308

PR,

SGE=T!

r&¥,

iy

o, T R TSR T SRR, 4201, e AR,
BOCHIFERE, 1972)

SBAgE, DB R A MR, SCREHTGEL, 1986.

RO &, SOCAE 5 TrRBIET RGN UR)., PRIEEE, 1992.

REE, TRBIAMER R (AR, B EHREG, 2001

EA, TRERS AR (B TR (T TR 320, R AR,
BOCHIEAE, 1972)

TSR - wERE MR, TR, (LR EE T, 1995,

FRUE, THETRGR,, ThORBEBERE L AE S TR, 1988.

B, TR RO, Rt g RE b, 1988.

WRESS, TR, hHEERR, 2000.

RIS, Trp T BN R S 0, PP R R, 1989.

SRISAE, THRBAETER A, rhEit & RtER TR, 1982.

BREE, T4t aEs, SRR, 1994,

i, TAElEE RO TSR R AT IR 40T, e AR,
BOCHIERE, 1972)



36 B3 AP B3 A 10 5

AR B B U, TEUCSUMEIYs, RIS EE RO, 1997

ks, TR 0] 7 g, TS AME sk A2E,
FAAATA, 2005.

FESCEE, TrpER RS el e AT B SGEYLE
DO R, BUGRERE L 1B AR L, 1997.



O A — e oA el pfkbkst fiakel K 37

HCHRE
AT B R ar BRE B AR R
SHF

AR A BRI, ME KRG g, Frbla s
AP ORI E71TE{ BT O T = WS SN =1 (e vl e el S W EORE i
SHAAEEN MG, fEE A, B SR, (LEEH

BRSNS,

15 G v, e s kRad, e, AARLEES, fg
JENR S, 5 RILDARIRER, Bl iz, i mziT, Mgt
AW, EEEAREN, NRIER, 4 GEr) o, mBi<am”
HABRER &8, BHADBEORER, B B = <mi
AR, (EWE) &l BR, skl W, HEFIratns i B a8
EAMSEE AR Z G REIB fR, A DLIRE G2t H B T3R8
AP, T8 AR &« B s, WG R R 2B a2
1T HERARIR I AN g s k. WRSEBARINMS:, EEAT A
TOERB IR D" BRI AL, RRERET ABN am
177, R rear i T, IR A DORME, WERASHEMEE “F
0, ORI CRLOY, e R H O AL R E,

M.z, A BRI a2 AT I SE R FAR BRI,
iUT‘“ﬂﬁ FLAR IS

(@A) HT, 4, B8 HER, B

i
b
+>
ﬂl_,

A4d: 2010. 5. 28. w=EAIALA: 2010. 7. 10. AAEAEY: 2010. 7. 19.



38

A8k AW} - 23 A 10 &

atol Bl A oF A&l (7 )

ol st S8 BANAY L.

NE e

*

[2.047] SjolelAs} Aasle] v g 2 Aoldel] AR 7%
SPAY, 7 Aol TR 2 solelAS Agalels] A
vt 97ke 12 Sigle] gk ARsnAEel 47 sl AHrE
ob Folgsta AHre] WA Molh Rk washAY, A
SoldAsh ARIATS T & 9w, 2L e ek Jrka w
7e A5 dusle] QFol W S ek ok SloleAs) Al A5
NS F5 1 AR Wbt ololed Mze] A%l Hn Qe
BASIA T APES wekis, 1 el e Bk o) Foidor
@ Zoltk. slollAe] BAlslae Mol e UAlel ol27)iA)
Sl S FEH AR ol=riAe] Foldara Aol ik s
SEo Stk ShE olo] oRck olefd BAIS ol ARHHoIt
() o] Fa3 pdo PrErkn @ 4 okt AEelAe)
BASHE WA Bl BHAT S Bl e vlB B
o4 olent Bo) ek et Aolekn & 4 Yok 7)o Folgara
A B AAEA ARE S8 AF BALNAN 2 SeleAs
Agae v 5 ok ok A% olF Amshe Hgole] e
° EyE 2RAoE A2 et @ 4 9k 1 AollE B
o2 BokaL A 1 AolE LT Bshel e Ee] 94 A
I e o]k sjolelAst ARl tia Hlmelx el WA
FEsol & AL v FAHeINE AR, 1 F2 o] goPe
YL Delehs o4 BHRATY Y 72 Aol




O Me—stolelZ o dEu(ififhz) 39

[FA0]] Folgstel 38, AAH A, StolulA, Hgm
®), EA, T, 3(%), A7, AFA%H A

A E

APt A AP} SRS vlse ATER Ba
53] stolulAst Hia i SoldAS w52 vasks QTR
S5 Bol gtk AP BWPE 58] ARaste) maadTs ofg 3
gl SJsiA AmE ek olH@ AR A 1 Byl FEshe
A% gla, 1 oldge FESE A vk 5us olayel TRk 9%
7hed] 2ElEUst B2 slo] A 9] o] gk B2 do] 41 F5
wEE AU ABA AN SfoldAR MBSt Qe Ak
A8 e 3919 EAol B AP Hge Qi adRe ol A
s7] wrke T 5] QoA @ W we wAE n Bge] Al of
B% Alzbe Qe wEdste] AspAEe] Ak A% 1 A golsn
k. 3 %

A "o olobe AR uhabare] =Ry AF5e] = slold)
Aet Bl aE]al 2P FUAS FAR ) dollA] wE Azks
A8 & g e AR 1] Hue gise Ao® He Jdgke] et
SHARE ofefgh T Azl sfAloletar e

1 ol g & gtk spole
FPLY Aololi= 1A FAY) ALom a7l U o
Zeo] ol itk olF HH olofo] tjg Bl glolA] Az Ao
[e]

il
Kl

Ve wolw glizdl, ol AN ke Al HAS] fAMel YA
FUge AAOR T3 okl st Yk F A WY =R o] B
A

o] Aol FEata ol Aell vlastelt B & drlolela 2o

A e o] HQ) Abol B dlatak] gloid] AU Aololt F5

She Aol AU FQHe] FEH AE vibasA g B 7}

7o) Aol AL Q= BAIO) A3 Aghald Brte] B Aolo] T
KR

sk Zlo] M=ol XS wsl=dl 7]ojske]gkal Euk



40 H3F- AR} B3 oA 10

stold|A= goldste] S2] SHelA niet & wjelwt 2o M= o
w3 AEe ol IR ofsd welwk Mo) Ajojoh FAME Kk Ay
A & g sdedfetar Erk o] HellA 7|4 us= stolulAeh walst v
M AUAA o] AEE) ol FEshs Aok AU LAl =
= 9S v eR aFetal O AldS AHshaA stolElA ek Haal

I TES BolFaat vk o7|q Wb detalat she
2 & A= el =ofstar gl Ak v Ak
ojty. th= 7] steldiAeh AEa He2 Foldete] St 1
oM Tdsittal & °‘7<1J g3 O She AlEske B &4
ot ALEe] B2 TP em gE Ade] S o= AS FAAA
Bz gy FolEthe o] A2l AL steldAdd A glef Al AP
QA EA AHFERL Sk Ak Aol vle) (A)Eael M wahs ﬂl

oleld AHFAIZO] ok Aolth dEue] A WAL
FE= WA, EATAHANILT), A SACOHIRD), 1
(e o] oo Hddu= sl Agolh ol the 3919 2
2ol BEAY 52 01“4 g AelM e AR Hrlehs AL é
Wrketa @ o gk A stelHlAY] ATE SR SR Wrleks &

Z o] = %}J%EZ} ZEj 7} welalal sk S slolulA ] A

olxs] ol dste] dAll w=d e FFolHA AHrolal HEue ¥

o
o|Aste 93] Yol FEa 2ol REHA Abfeks Aol

o1 = hud

r>4 -E k)
Rorlo

oXl noi'
o o o

>

i

& 2Ems Ae] = rsjoluAsh ARmelr] 2PolAetHel A,
eha sk =Rl soldAe B AdEd ARwE wuska v
ceejzujo] we Polgsto] FHslolof & Aolehs HolH Hast 3

= | axgvin QA oldd AA| olslelE sfold
Qg Axez Az veda dth a9 4L @ v sold
o= A Sl AR 2RAoR T EgE 7
3 oh AREAe PN 2 W, seldAL o5 ol U4eA)
Golalo] vi2el olrka ek Folaete] Fol sfeld oA AR



O Me—stolel7 9 Akt 41

A Barha wgska ook b wamska g FAE theat o)
D AFAS EA @ FASH T O Wi F @ FIoIYIA Af 23
OVIEA A Bolth) B sfold A glo] AEASH EAlE B
F4491 ol ek FYsk AR YHoRE o] wY & glort
FIAoRE olud Aol grkn Atk AEEUE AGAIAE gkl

rlo

= Aholal mhgo] 2 EAjolm QIZte] & EAlEAL gt 1WA A
AZH} EA7F szt obdet o]l Ht Hlol s dold AEeka et
A stoldlAL A=A EA Tl wEaAol el ARk
stold| A Al Slol AEA M &AL ARE oA ov] EAIE
olaiataL Sl= OJ{POE/\{«] gZAolaL F71¢] Aol A EAjel et
© SAEAL QRS Rtk Yzt ARk ofn] EASE g E o)A
olafE = glar A EAt Tlee] ofsf|ojof IZkE: wlw olsld "’F ATkaL
B Sl Alolth vs= ofzle] AR stolhAe] dAEA = }O] OH
2}l 2t} %Jo]9] Human being®|t} 5 o19] Mensch-sein®]L} o} 20| 9l
EAeRE 22 QREE UERth = RS EAE Wy A4S %’i‘:}.
ol Fr] FolA Ansh A v= 28 vrolA AWE AdHe] Ao
ol Aloltk 7|E9] QIztolaiut EAfolalo] A= o] YRbE AE e
A AARE v dAke BAIE el 247 ASdTE steldiA=
HtE AR s EA olde AMS STt & ety w3 5
wlolA Aztek ‘/F gio] a8A EoldA R sftelt o]7lo] 3}0131747]'
wWolara} sk FEA] mejolvh d4ks wWubA A AAE EAE 5 9L
ot} olegh 1«] A7E oleliet EAfolal= AR Ao AT ﬂ@
oty ofx B ZT}EY A7 olE|2ELH A0 ZuhE v #AS det
Aow Hrt HAT g zlo] sfoldA9] AMretal & 4 vk StoldlA7}
A A Yol dstold vt o] 2A I AS HHrolA] AdekEa g

o] 9EA] ARfolt), el oleld Fo] o ol Eol ohx AMIE gl
AR @ Zole B 4 e e 2HmE o)e@ sl

3 +54
o] =E]E olflEolR} nldstaL ). o7 FEYE MRIE MES Wk

) & 2~H=ZY 9/ 71ES B, sty M), , YEALI993. 85-105%,
S E Agh AR vlaL =0l o] Aol AL TaroldAsh

<Ol YEA Abfsh TSoldAS ARaol N Foh g oleke
oS UL, (ol ABA BFE A5



4) At AR} B3 oA 10 &

s gleke elwlz wolsolo} nhgsle), Aot o
e 9] ol Q7] djelw, Ale] %4
o :

=o]4 FEgew ofsfs

= o o}
TZ2E 7HAaL Q7]el 7Fsd AAE,
%l

o

Ok olsl olv] EAlel Helstn AL olsist g A olshE FaiA
WA bssbl S Aolth TelBE AHmst gzl ol gl
B 5 gtk

SEHZYE S FHigehs FAIS BEE e stolHAE R
sfAstaL vk 1o wEd stold| A= FEAe ARl oA B9 FE Tt
Eedthan Bokthan gtk Eeto] F(ipE =eWivks stolulA e T =
3L Itk AElEUs= sfolHA 9] o7 HIHE A T-Al F2 EA9]
Eue Fuos siAeta glvk A9k ulEA, Bl2H/2H e FA14 AR
oz ofgfdth o7IFNE EAS = A= FEeka vka Ba glvk
A} Rel= FdAow e, EAMIEA, del/mde, A A
A sdel oF st A" S AEIRER) oIt o]gh stoldlA el 5
(ol ek Aol =] vt A vl (7t 24FEE) E vk
stolel7= Har glok Zelal vk e F7F 29Ho] 7]l Aol 7ks
stk o] gt droleli= &0 AGAMIe] AZ|=Me FimidES A4H A
olA Foj: Zolgta B i & Aotk ol wlsiM dEnls A7)
Folay, 7t EAEAL sk 9Ads SaM Stk eolzhs Aot e
Hilgehs S dolas Aojgkal @ity 3 AEZys= A
= Eeup) olgal shs @4 JiE B9 Plal skl QlEE, o714




O Me2—stolelA o DEu(iffifhz) 43

i

rir

thest 2ol waha gk

“slolel A= W4 o ek o2 Abfalaat wmslar QAR
H3f el AlgA o R HEolHE l°l%£ %‘Ul‘ﬂo}- 53]
wAloF B A A S Sl &

AEolopdE A Folgste] wittel| #2l 7MY F=eizl 5A4o)7]
ojth. e} Aol ot ulelldS-a5le] EAf st EARe)E
Ao} FolE oW AR} FAIZE B Al ool el BT 24

= WdHQl Apofel o]
AAE Hold AME Bt vehl HoelErhar 3 5 glrk)

ZE|EU= ol BN soldlA= Egoldetel Wae 7] el
A Fgval w@ehar vk AElZus g 4] ek Ao
7 datal vk olelg Hlgo] < sfo
G ARDE Bk ofte] S et wap stoldA= EAAl
goldshe doial 2 EAr] 7S dol Bl Ak
o Atk sleldA= AEEe FoeAu kel o]=7] ffs]
&Y Zl0] ofytt. o]2fgt sfolelAd Al HegS TAT
e £ oA SoluAS ofsfata Yrks Qe Fut
*}aaua_, 7 g sk Weke ofsfatu
b0 2 AR 9914 el AN SolHAL H%
& BAP) ek SeldPL e SRl A A
A CIsls) Sl A Aol 2N oIBA AZAA WE
: Zo] Wk g A Flolek i Slole A Mok 54
UE Qo] guidolut A FolBetd AE HBgE
i} o] AZ tE T4 9= agE BHE Ao ulEkgsk
lojth. eyl 9 =i 189 F& vuds e &
A AUAA| 77l flmd AEEE =ejeh o uhE Waeh]
E% e $-44E 7”&71 2l Q183 Aol =tk Aol =il Tk
Zue] 7kEAeld Aeu g 24

2l
ow e} %*l%ﬂiﬂ g sl AdAlr-e] goldstel ek Hldel M

2
et
= 7

> O 0 & o
Jo W N ot O
o
1 lo
2
>
>,
o
=2
gl
2
_Y}j,
fd

i
N
-
o
of
o
£,

A

9
i
2
2

o
2o

T
m{u:
mlm
E

il
=2
i
—
ofr
o
H
ru9

il

of

HF
N ot N mu Roeok o,
123

ol ok
o o e

ﬁ

)

>~
>
oz off
N
X
T
w r

X 3
S
% o
>,\1

3) TP A, 1045,



UGBTI 2 5 o) o] 49 neuel) ohEvte] AAE A4
I3l

o) 97 Gl olZeln s ARRA Agwae] wojsA olzld
AR AAE BRI AR, AUGEHTONERE B8 Aoln, Aas
Mg doky AP AEC] g Bai AAAGE Solx weks wd)
Sgo] 9249 A9 WA Bl ol mAeA FAREAS B9
Aclek, sjoldAe] A plzAEa & & otk FelEolq Al
off RAW 54 L olo] QSN LaBHeln RUEHoR U
SR WA Folstoleha el oF Fual tokow @Ak RAol
Beld 4 glee welud @ Aolth olud Foluslel t A= The
S gjoke A5 oW Zlo] Frf itk H7eks R A A e
Tk AR 5 SeldAd el BATE 1A R AL
27 o418 Golaketal Abfol wiEe oY) WRolehn Weks Zle AU

o}zl ajolulA } 2 sk} ExdaTada) oel AR 29

o7 B 5= 9l AelA 340]"“‘*94 SR %"S}F— %\% 740]‘?} Zﬂiﬁi
atold| 77} wah= s Al(Dekonstruktion) = 7Fh7E 2 datAl & siAstar lsol,
A AAY o] ot Hl9HA Alg e E 5 of2kal 3o nhgsich
stolHlAY disENS] APITFES FEAoR EAolE: A} &4
ofgfaL sh= ¢AZQl A AlelE thro] AWsle|al sk AAIE ol ARV}
Fradolehs Uge] Foldstel zela dopMeaL st b= Aolrk A
AAe} BAE Fehs AHrllA BE Ao AP FAAEE wdo ey
AAES 2ol WA T A FEhe sHrekal & 4 vk o] HelA]
stoltlA 9] AVdolut AEue] =ele AARA ] Aol ol &S
7HI71E E7F HlE 5 Qlek ot SteldAE EAle 7, dAEAIS EA,
ek vreeta sk el 34548 F49 ol dEus 74E
T3 e Ao R O] ARV qabd 2 AVIMe welea
Zolttd) stold7)= ol& A2

-~
_]N
N

4) Aol YZstel §50l BAES AL Aot vl Ao Lo Byl
e B SAAIAAE A B W A £, e
1999, Tt Theel A AR Bl -, RHUETATY o 39Sl G



O Ag&—stoldAsH ARGk 45
Joldetel 555 T el

1
sk gl

2. EAS o BT Yol Rote] BA

M

22 slo] A 759 rafoldAgt Aol EAet -y Ehs = sloldlA €]
Ak ol vk A el wehs EA9 B2 Hlashs woltt,
ARz AEo A o] =ell A vk shs 8-S ov 2ofsiA 2 st
Stk AR ek Aqate] oot BHSHA Ao dES 18RI

“rofe] o st A-E FEA 0 AIEA NHsks bl steldl A7}
7|4 o7 71oJalqithe Holl FEPAN L, Lhs B =54 slo]u|7 <]
FHEUF2AR] AT e A9} 1o} YA o] on|E At
s ThFeE Aol e Eetal, A4 SRS e 21 AEA] A
O wiE Hojule vl el A Hebe T a2d e glrhks AE =5
skaa gt} 53] #lo] eko i FAstaAl sk v sholdlAL] Ay
AAlE A9 7 e EARES HiEo] 2ol oR FapdA
olgl= AL 7Hslar glom, 119] EAJAH(Seinsdenken)i= EAIAIEZ Q1
AU AFFo]dt 22T Tl A B Alolg S-wsiAl s

B3 9, ohe] T 9] £l B3} Bl FIAomE Fofalar
Wb AL Qlgke] A2 (R she Arhe QzickgolRe] 2]
wislo] 9k 2002 splslolof gk 2aoldabAl 12 olalel=y
A3 ol=x] Barhs 4 Foltho)

5) #4549 elehs Be SloldlA Aol 2 e ohet, seldA ofe A4 2
a2 ase] 344 S Byl tstel el g, oleiw oy s
& wolaleln AR thEAw 1 294 ofued 2w 28 5 Yt @A o
gk of o] THgeIA] oldAL] Mg WA B ol YA LR e =

XY

J2haL o5 o] Bkt

M oFAET} M), | 132-133%,

=

6)



o BN BH & S QAT ARKe ARA ARAAL BN 1}
Zgoldarael B, BAMH Bl |24 Rahu gtk 414
sheA Fwsta gk SWs EAsh RO THY BAGH BRI A
= EA) FAEHOR /WSE A0E S vtk
ek oleldt ol wEel stelulAel QoiNE EAlsk Fol T4 B
B0l AVIT 9 gor) E AVE FE g
(e 7] soldlAe] <Jsix AR ek ek
solalAL TEAIS ARE, oA F8E FAIZ sl el rgolgs
Wb, oA EAIS) At BRisA R BAE tEa glon,
21 THEle] Aol oAE R(Ine] BAE A4 oR e gl

o)k 79}
A%

7] 489
F7] SoliANAN 7o) BAZL AT 9 Bk sk wBe ghebd
ebgebA) gk ik ol wrk st slelelAe] ssel] s g

& 9T WAl soldAdA doirel EAlsh Fmel B44e) FAlold:
o] Al SolaAd A o} ole} T Aede] Holaksiohe ge) B5d

J&%‘jo]ﬁ} & = S, o] AR Wk SHe Axks (st 3tk stolHA
oA o = AR EAl 71sks Aol ot stojdlAAl Slo} F{ el
3 Eo2 dEH R Qe fd S ARV ddsiA AlvEE =5
ojtt. stolAZ} Brlell M Foldste] FAlE vi= izt AlREHSd AR
S RAQ EA} FARAR]D SRR A5 ofsslo] EA7F @Itk Aol
At EER seldANA o] = EAle] 7 S ARMIE =R 5=

T2 A7t ek o] HolM EAls ot il ARV Grde] AlE kow
%01371] ok aeEe = E4e %"dxﬂ.% A7} obdel =31 A7]olw
ol A% FEEE T oksldT 2o Aoltk nlgE olg|dh F&A wjio|
ol Al o] Thsitta slolHAE wekth F(imw 2] aelr 2AS
7FsAl sk Edlolth. 1B A4S SallA 7t EAlskE Zle] okt
o5 Hom F7t o] EA Qholl FAJ EAlstaL 7lell Fgo] Thsdirta
stoldIAE BaL e Zlolvk dd glof (i GApddst wste] WSy
o) A7|2A BARolglal s, dloldH| Ao A QolA] Fi= Q17ke] fatT)
AR e S =l = AR Al lvkar #ek ¢ Qlrk

7) TASEE ST Ay, , 1412



O Me—stolelZ o DEu(ilfifhzy) 47

ARz ARl 2ol daat dEueA Eake e AA
ol “ZxoldatAel #b 1% A&elA stelelAE v]ua]
YUzkEs) A= AL stoldiA7F “Aol g HA|(Der Satz vom Grund)”
A A A9-2~(Angelus Silesius) ] Al(FHel oigh Q&S FaL =prle] A
B ARl ¥olA st vk

l‘&
> N
1o
Tt
mO
>
N
rd
o X e

Al o) glo] &
& 27 did 2as
kel

4

s AT o Lol (HZ).

AL Fup, vkR syl (iR

IR A1) A (AL, svabhava)S A Z48HA] SFETHAED).
aRE QIgke] AVE HEAE ATl FA ket

ARz a9 oAE sfolElA7} ARrle] Wahes ¥

5 AEuAR] A e 2R ulekEe A Ry o Sdex siAsiA
%—6}1 ATRAL B|gkETE o] Alell @71 A1 ofulE AEA] Hshar glrkar gk
stoldIA7} e} olfEta sk BBl AlAle] AlAstellE FA skt
e ), o] T2 sjolElA ZRile] Bl ofF oulARt A g QIBIARE
ZRAogE FolUAE A7} o “Lé T3] olsfstal A Feithal
0. A W7k Holell 4 F-9-= sold|7 ] Bz Alti® olsfatal A
%zwma AeA 2] A ZMH o g Aprlel AR sfAfsta gt
A slolelA walaral she A2 MY Foldeke] Qatgel whE Ay ol

EHUP Hjsgoltt gut e ARLS MG FoPdslabe ek o st
g} st s ek Qg R ShlEojx AnEY] Buks of7] A5

>,
]
ax
0,
-,
)

8) TASHEST A(iF)s , 148%.
9) A FAstn (i) , 150%.

10) TAFESHT M), , 150%



48  H3F- AP} B3 oA 10 &

o= =] EARRA ZhedlM s Eofok dttal Bal gli= Aol seldiA <]
T o= 9 ake] pgle] B2 A AR ol e adiEe] EAE
AHTERES §-2]e] RS ofeA7laal sk Ul lvkal & g gldh ol
stoldAe] Q=g Rt Al ApelH o slolel zprlo] 7 e ARE S
olaistaL A Fhrkal ek A2 ARl stk tlzolA] Zaiabd, o
Al o] 2E ol k2 ES] @S W2 AIJl AYAGAE olopr] & uf 2}
ABER= Aotk whol2H ojdstEE: 119 553 4 wiitel A5 o
Skl ol AEaste] FAMdol AFEaL 7)% skl olastEEE At
Fde Froke oA 5L AHAFTlelHh =29 A7} Sl ZAl0X]
SHARE T Alake] ol oj2w, AR wiuol 9S EehdA o ol
ARl AR AAT} obd HoabRE Bt = EAske 3o o7t ki
1 EAR= ofA Alate] el o] Ho] ok X1 o lute] gilel| o] =r,
BE Es 2 AR Aol Aolal wAlell el BAolghs Aotk
ojef3t ol A= ES] WS wHId AZF AeAg-20] Akl & = 3tk §to
diAst dAst2Es= EAE ofd lakgol dsix Adrsiru 4l 1zt
WAE Slakee] Al web dvgshd Folders Dxlviol whA drkal £
Zolt, 2B ol Ag Holx7] flsiA TYRlel ol Ak HdEe]
S0l diste] wakar Qivk of2fd gl =l HAA Sl= A2 =l
A sl dA ol

oeidt <] WA= sloldA7t Tehs Eelld/mlEeld EAIekE Aol
ok 2 deA gl5ol, sfoldlAe] o7t g 2
are] Wae AFshs Zlo] opnth vt gte] F SHe
ol AvEeshs Aotk HlEe el wE gho] AR AR A7) HiRte]
Ak o] ot o]& ARBeH o HE ARl G Als Abe] wE
3L 2L o] wE glvhar osfaii= <k ®rk olHE e st

Lhre] el sloldlAe) oJ=E fulebl frkn kAR v

-

(2 oH
41 W
N
X
X
L
-1
Mz
o

¥ rh

2 o
R
o,
-
-4
S
o
T
2
rx
e
=
a
rO
¢
o
=
o
o
-,
)
=
pass
O,

1) olefa Qo] & Wdsl =Re otk AmE|F LAHE) =5 Feoltk $o
TR mlolz o|asiEEe] BT BN Fom sof ojaseEe Akl
Ao 2 ol ashEol AN Alsk ozt Alole] o]9EA 21A4E o] Al o}
AR W} §e Az AES AU WA, b4Vl B AL,
1982. 107-232% =,




O Me—stolelZ o HEu(ilfifhz) 49

Akl QAL Foll A Kol Apdse w3t shol|A e vl A<l

LA AU Qo] Bt Aololi dukt @A Aol7h YrH
S Uk B8 k] Aol A7) W) sl Wk e

O
=
@A) FEH A7) 24 Aololi Avht 2 olglo] Yrh

A oz EAolale] WA §UAlR o] Adetal vk 1Ear
tolelA o] EAolale] TAE 3-5A wAlol wiAlslaL Slvh ejal e

{1

O

41 WA Slolulle] B4 AE Wold tiska 2 Al wlel v
3

<
9tk @ A WA DA 7P B AR 2SR P ek
dAo stolelA7E ek ALy ol Wkl HEe] dAol
@ F A s 54 At Hebae] EAE A5 g 99
ofuf AeA Abdel G EAAH R ontisch) Wellste] ks EAfols)
ot @ Al WA Sl Ao F5E T2 A A or FEsha =
WAlol. of7jell= &l AFRER T@aL sloldlAe] A7t sidEth @
vl WA= sfolalAZ} o] AEEAelr EARAQ AqvE FH o= W)
WL sk E=A) ofsfe] Wlol S -5 AEEAR] SHelA FAA7)= )
719871 FAIRE F710l 7P olE A9 Aol EAkE Suehs SHE
LER) T2 SRS 5 O A0 3tk © v WAl S ez
ARl 918 sk steldiAe] YHolth ® oA WA= stoldlAe] EA)
AHFE S5 S8 diseae] dstakso] AT 4 gl A WA 249

l

o]tk 2718me] Fohesh Q78 ARgelA 2 S gl WHAS) ool
e gelth @ UF WA WA EAS B2 & FolaHel Faay
oA QAN BAlelth MR Heks MZAE, BEA N G,
2] Wolelt) ® wAE ofg WA ol o] A 2geld

Z
el AiFele] woolth AWk Ba AP ahel oA Aueb
Ao o Belsie ok TANAMLTA BAClT

olele wrEe] AR Fa mrh B e Theel ¥ AR s}
S, 4 S S8 A el e 1% QR EEEREED
2 AR AL Gk kA Ae) WAt ah o)e] WA} mh
Qo1 AT A deni Bo, ol 2edes j%ﬂw =k

ol

12) TA st M), , 164%.
13) TAFHE M), 167-174%.



50 Ak AR} 23 A 10 &

A TaL Eo o] ©Alel wle} nldsiAb, sholdA) wetaiat sk
AL AR 199 2 WA TaE]an 3EAlel A dekal Sl EA ofslE
stoltlA= Apde] 4wiA) dAlell izeir SEekeal Poal & 4= gk sHA
WAL 1 o) Fe] @Al selElAE Bilo] §itkar Holw F& Alot). o]
diAe] AR AP O ol dera] Are] SEolA, Q17e] Tlel glrkar
W3} 5= 919 Aot} tLo] Bl Wal= seke] AL AREtT YA
otk mebA sl e THAaL A B ARl sEe] AAE
st wjehs A2 A oR MFelA Hlojd Zojuh Fadt AL MErh
HleaL Q= AHFe] ES Hok HASH olsfsial ool thet tigte® ofw
A ANFETE ohs Ae HEHoR ofsjehs Aol Jlrar wu vk o]F
stetabA] Farl ofW F S AR v, ol AZeiA e E context) oF
FaAglol AHCR HAE(text) S 8 WIS A TAE 3 stoldlA=
stoldlA WStz ARrle) HEs washA ZVH AR AZNRE Aol
AEwE AEL YEUR ARle] A5 digh ulaks sk oA v
AP folut. ZEjZEY 4 59 o7 Hlﬂ&% It wEshte] i)
WA Sohs B7F vk R sl HIHE olop] sARt i
(g o] A= BA] Fefar ofds] oy S22 MG sirFololA Teh=
ol WA ITkaL wRshs YAt Alolx|et o] miALe. 5o Rt HE

olgihar Weki) A7b wololA & gl RS ZEjmUL 4 $9e

ARWAQ AN SpolaA] ALRTE ok A4S WAl e]2A: F

OV Akl PlEH Slrhs Holtk olefsk Aolol Hekar o] T Algel]

FEHOR SR FES HoluA Ed Y Foldd 4B FHL

913 e APgTteR Holth Qo] dztetel 1 sk 2 o
& Bk ojsRa A5

14) YAIEFHE H|Este] AEuet wEstsld| As|rls thae] A8 3z L,
AR TIRE T e T MRy, K, 2006. Eds] MEue] i3 =gl
gt MeZe g A& FE Masao, Abe, Zen and Western Thought, Macmillan,
1985. JHAfREH, ,unﬁkt AH - **ﬂiﬂE’J Eﬁﬁ% FH Ty, I H, 1995,

15) ezl 4 99| olejgh YATh+= stold|A e} AEaL A9 iﬂc’ﬂ
ABAA Hl A 7”‘*” Hgol| Al ]ﬂ-?@ ‘?i:rlih 2AEE FZoHe] TEA &

I Aol Ehs =] vk AMRE— WS R TilfoAE & Ao B J_‘J ,



O Me—stolel7 9 dEu(ififhzy) 51

sfoldel AdEn B Fud BS $de 9 FaL Wdoleols A=

2APL glek

3. EA 9 A2

U= repolElA S S ARl tiEl Tl et BAA, ol =l A
AE Foldstatel o] % %Eﬂ, Het7)e wHel tig vjdolte S
ol stolElASt YA tEt ThsAdd AddE Teka Qv old

s A5l Ao A S gk B 2 ol 5
2l A9 TEn A 49 )
A3 2a Al gaks Awea R
o] st Aske Sl /1% Bl Ud £ tetos Fad o]
% y

< shefekar Adeka v uide @o] wataL glrk

“ctol el A7} <EA et AR A EAHE AP RTE aAstaL, §
7o) olE28 EAE THA SR AF(Ereignis) & FAsE A%
BEydoz @i cnE Aol dlglo] A5 Anye] dEEE =2
(EHE) TR A7 (Fk) o] AEshe A AA Q] A4S HoldE)
A A o] AMERY A7 = s oW oo
o714 TS FRNA7Y AEshs EA7E steldAVE A @ & A A

Pele olio] QAT olejd Wik fojxlole] Aold welA B el

@ S olnk ahAu o] el ofe] EAZCINE stolulAe] =) Aol vt

A ANE WS Tde] Q) AAY BARIA Bt wge] §414

o1 PAHIL itk W= sfoldlAe) oleld Aol EAlsk glrkn Bk uh
o dfolurle] £ Az BeIslA hest ol Wk itk

“EAAES g 2 AARA =Hulr] feirs 28 A3t

AT, 1977 59-109%,
16) 3t=atold|Asts| A, [alold|AL d&dsl; | deaad AL 2002. 314% (0]
st A A= 42 1713



52 AHsh. AW} - 23 A 10 &

& olelat ofs] BAlGIA Holut EAAE 1 AAEA 22 £
E% A0S A4S WA gow <k Hrp)

BE o] QGRE WeH BANS EAREe 128 Sejuls Aojgln
Arjle] ah wlase] sjolaAe] e M4t Aolvl SAH, EAAL
O AARA 2am EedEs A0S A neths o] ojuli sl
dirAe] EAjelslel Zwak= Azl gk e ols) el Holupy] mrk
ilinter-csse)oll Sol7k GEelA] W EAPE Seidria wi o] seldA
o] qgelela AT AT W3} /1% el AQH Aol Yoje
S Qe iRkl Aol Ag slolul, Ba, A 123 A6l
S S olrka i gleh oleld diokd ARRe] BN soleiAsh B

rlo
{07
<
[
i
kl on
+
by
Mo
2
N
ofr
ﬂF
E
ey
lo,
W
ox
0,
N
E u
[o o
[t
v
=
rlr
e
2
12
ro

g MR s Hold w), HmEA PAHOR el 21 ol

2olol} UulE Ea) Zeluhea) Selso] A4S tsh aA B EAe
U AJo]Z LRRSIR B jzolx|a A v Alelo] WHs sigle] W4T

T APIE ¥ &l A
347 R EEEER!
23| andgel AA | EAF EAA0 EA 9
e = A7 W

Hlie] gHAA B ol HAZE ek 29 AAY B

7F ok wo AlAlE FLe AARRL RIS Eale] (%) sfolH| A

17) FatoldA e el&Hdst, | 3175
18) Tsfold71e] &2ty | 326%.



O Me2—stolelA o DEu(ifffhz) 53

o EAE ol e BUNA wiekE MATE Th ol w3 (i)
S 2e 392 Bt U A volath 1 ket o] waka 9]

“stolv| A7} Woh= EAlE oW EAAE ofy 7o FE €] Ao
i 5% o] 58 7 4 vk A =x4e] U a9 Y 5
Q1 A(der Namenlose)o|th. E=A1E E4S FAE 2= A=o] oy
UA Abz3} Q17Fe] FE 9 Zol7]ol fEle AHES v #ElE A
o8 fsNTIHA AlEEESYH o R FEH o4 9
Aol ofel 7 FE|E dojd FAle] el A Als =t o]
oF #Hate] stolulAS} Bulst wAgoldE EA A o]2= AR
A RE

Foheg w9 188 sk Aol ek wen glek

e s

$71 stoldiA] 7] 82 Whd(ZAF, Gelassenheit)/l'ds o2 S0 o]t

3L ek A stolElA o] W (Gelassenheit) 7HE 0] o217 <Jv]
ol el & Sl=rkel AZE Stk oM@ W] g2 AR s
dapd sloldlA Rt =] FA| ARAREZIRL mlo]AH ol FstEEe] Fide]
P = 5= Slek stelEACNAl Slol W7I= o7 fvle] W el
Ets EA4E =2 gl o 7HitaL & 5 glvk Al stoldlA el Al
o] “FAle] APt 245 =edlE g 9lo] BAH} s B8 B
ek sl 7€) o] Gelassenheit 7Hd-2> 34 /8] epoche/ldolt =)o}
ARk ol rxlee] Bl dhste] Sl L= seinlassen/ld I v o)A
ojgf=lojof nigsltt L FHEhEe] 9715 wal A A Aol
248k7] 918l ol ent AHFAepoche) Al FaAgITh FARNE A
AHTE A SAER) AHE AZSkAL Q= slelElAClA] 1M E= ARrel
Aglo] AAHolgt & S olrk sjeldAw Ahle] @AsH Al 4zkek ARl
A2 Aal] S1eid of2] 7 ide ARSI Al d3lKehre) & Hab |5
shal, H= E2)4(Schritt zurueck)©]2H= 7iES ARSI 3k o] gl g0
S e el ojsfE|ojof v, 5183 stolul= 7]Eaete] Al
ARl Q7 Aol disiA Hofuk A AHTeloR e =g ) o
Gelassenheit 7I'9-S AFE3la Q= Aotk aeju7) o] AL 7% FHaH4 A=
olal] 2], A2H4 AHH(Das rechnende Denken) "2l tht --H(Gelassenheit) S!

19) Tslold A9 d&dsl; , 3315,



Goldste SHsteaL dvhs AollA stolEA} =l Je]al = AR

j
o gaale] ol glrke Aol Feld) S olSo] W

2 Wt gl )
Aot #(79°] %Y Jela (el el % T 2e Ae e
71 ofgith 2ok 27 we SeldAd A dlef £A BRE dlofE Wil
& Zgoln, B} waelq el Fo] AU w9 AU olojd Bug
ol s Agolek of ol stoluAsh FPPI AL, Y S
cEAoR TaE RS odd 2eAel Aolie e A mael
FARO AN A BAAST vk Bk Baolae AFe] 2Alt
3 el Mok o] Fad el & 5 ok e Solw
wpR7Rolek 53] wAe] AXel W Aie} sle] wirfalo] T9iE Aol
Fod Baole & 5 ok SoluA: EAlRel tae EA i A
wlolekar & 4 gtk ofF SRt Rold TS ofel WA sk AHel
ofat wlstolekar she Aol U migbgsltha Rok oW Bue] AL A8l
AR 1 AAE A SR A ] Mgl Sela AL Sk
e 2L 7kn Jokn BF 5 Uk SR 1w g Asks B

KR
s Ao bgE Aol A girk stojdlel =ul At Hldst

7 sk Wshy A%} Aple] Qg vl thea ol @ ol

AR 3fela7] il g

u g EoE 7L T

PPy A3 R AR
e e ANE A

o o
oW tjAhS Huwlol AR 7t 1o A AFERS ngH o

20) Heidegger, Martin, Gelassenheit, Stuttgart, 2000. 23%:(°]3} & A|H3} &2 FASH
21) WE32E e w3 o3 UE AA 8L Ut} Welte, Berhhard, Meister
Eckhart-Gedanken zu seinen Gedanken, Freiburg in Breisgau,1992. 36-39%(©]3}

A A8} B2 EA)



O Me2—stolelA o DEu(iffifhz) 55

4. Po| 3 (AAZ) & B #FH A4

AESE Folustel violeka sk ZHAIA seldlAst B Aol
TERS B 9Irk 531 Q) 9] 9710) oh vherd Afreks SuolA
F M Alele] BERE B gk of HolA MW oA ATE e
o

V) )Rdo Ry BRTA & 4 Qlth G vaY EH G 7xE
o)

7HAaL 9lek o] S Abgto] 7L Q= oleldh Yells welRitk sAut Ay
QL el wlans ofzte] Fel7t glof Helth HESE Zxﬂg} Ahr—e— 1—

PAA BEA S the HolA soldlAst Bane] A
Gk of P Belan, AESE Sl % e 71%94 o3
49 WAE A Folgea A%l that Aol Zlo

= vkt 2ol wask gtk

“olfl QA FER 2l ThRsAE v AXE =
A7 AP E Y27 /\]—EHE A5 ol 2=
bl 18] SRl e Al 218 olsd
Al skl Sl ®3o] vie —‘?“ﬂr TIPS IR-RASY
Ya} 2421490 tlst Axo)7] wjiol nE zﬂ{—',]-7

I
opmgtial & 4= glvk SR e R Y] s JE5H A3

_u
o
&

Talole A9k Foldst zm By, AstaEAAL 2003, 265%. olﬂoﬂ
A 4 E0] “Lo] ACLAEANE o8 A Fref AAoR of3sh= A2,
s St 2AE A s FoldEE Q7 (Gruendenwollen)©ll
Ro|TP(273%). “fZHQ} = 3 &3 (73E). “EA)e wEle B
o] ofel A AA Ap7] LHEA ] WP om, EARt] =
EAAe] M2 AL FAlel EAl A S] B2 d(Entzug)[ SA1S] SH|]olth (274
CEARE do] oAl EAAA Edtaat sl Aol wiE 71ES] ol
tolt}. T #ARE EARPY S 2A 9] EAE Fof = S FY TEEheE &
ZH’C’] oul, & F2AH A4, Ao, e, H-2HAH A EAE ek
Aot} wpghr] ol deke] =E{Ueberwindung) ©]7 E4]2] ] E{(Verwindung)©l
A doldth’(275%). S5 (013t A A& e 183

o
=
N
ol
Ho
011

e
==

o M1 4
o

o

oz
RO
o

¢

N st
_IZi
re
o wz o

~

g b2

O



56 W3k AR} 23} A 10 &

e EE gePPsAel ua AR

& A AR, S
ColgE FEAAE TN AR o
54(das Selbe)o] o}

2e] nRES

“wpEbA] BE AP gol A Bl A Aol Q1zko] b
B ool olu] shte] stz AF AHH, = v Eskkob

=
SHEE o Fa gk

Bl
A=

L

o] 7| ek vk FEAEE “eSke] Zl(Vorhandensein)” 2412 o]
& o9 «&Rte] Zl(Zuhandensein)’ A1 oJw|eh= Aotk 18yt - <A
o] AAE orfsh= Aotk 2= GAelA ofd ARES] oS Ae A
& e} sdoix] EAleks Aow skt dssiA vk sARE AR
A ] gl Ale] ofay uhe] walofste] w4 vE ¢
£ Wi tpketh stelulA7E Eetaal sl A1 vk o] gk kA
A7E =7l o] AAE FAAARILAL sl o], oW LA
WAl k= o] oyt ofejg AFEAES SloldlAE EAAY S &
ArHrEtaL sk Aotk & 2= U AWAAl SRR tiste] AHrshe
g Q&3 A gk FoldAE o] EAAF AP agA o7 ZAA el A
st Q] ARFES olAE & ®BA Feha Y oW Fstek Ade
QI AHAR] Abzolalie]l o]ZRIvkal ®al Sl Folrk o3 HESo] A
Z¥shzo] “xA] Z3PJEp7L ofuth o)A mgk dd ofnjox] «F)
H o]xe] e AlEPEba ek ¢ glrh S-S vt #o] wshar ik

tlo > i

ﬁﬂ

“EASH A7 Aol FEA oA W A Pt AR
2 gU8 AuEA, Fo19sa B3 48 o) 74 oy ola
e

23) Talold| A} o Ael e By | 272,
24) TafolE| A9} Hol et Em By 277%



O Me2—stolelA o dEu(ilfifhzy) 57

of71M Eeh= Fdd A

T

74
oA stoldAE A g Azt & F Qi
F7lelvt stolHlA L] AT eb= HAIZE 313}3_’ Hrh EAS o A
& A AR EACE A, SRS Q1] FEA Ol A Eulste]
APlE o e|al dh= ¢k Aot B0 AAke $7] stoltlANA F
3k Rl AFe 2K Geviert) /NS A8l o] 59 &S T

o J&

‘oAt B3k F2 AES AH A5 19 BYA 4% welR

oty Wb ARES Al ke A L AR P50 dAEshE
<2 AdAo] ofdgt A AR AKGeviert)o] 3]elth o]#l 3] EellA=
AFsARY] o= S ApANte 2 E]E §lo] AR E WH(spiegeln)

FA%510] girt

o olop7]= 1 AA R stold|A 9] 9|k} it shA|Rt o5 31A
oA el AEHFE AT ojn] Hlokd & Ark26) Axb= o 7]A
A¥A o= A AL vlE 5o vlasta A ARE Ax7E A&
oA Amgh oy, IFElA 31l ARrFRRAIE olopr] sk Ao
Hopx A2z stold|A] Abeat NS ol2lgh AHolA olsietar qlrtar
2 7 Ak o7 FEE S AL siMEe stold| A AlEe] tig
5 (Gelassenheit) 7 o]t} 1= o] /NdS th23 2ol i)

“olelgh QITHE K AS ARl SR Aoty o &t Y

o]l ALHAQ AH-E X718 A, =49 7(]‘747} W sl 399
ol Aals 7w, Bl JFste] iR Es vhes yEEe A, 1
ojtjol| = HEAY Aol §le FAlo] XAl dAldlA Aoprirt )

v

=

3}

vk o] JFE QoM E AFalo] Ax Aln|Ael ol A
50 zeko] otk 7)&A oA AE fR

bl =2 e Al

o
ol

¢

25) Tslold A9 Polidst gl By, 278%.

26) S WA el AL R AR} €2 A olBF 7,
fstddst, |, 444 2004.

27) TsoldlAS FolYe Telm Bty , 297

X



58 3. AW} - E3}F A 10 &

v o] Al = EAjel 9] ApEe] ofnlr} Attt of7|A AlEol
FE(EE b2 fH)eF ZA(9] D)ol =] Mg A
g Aok Stolu|Ae] o] de H7|eh FEo] AMEEE 53
Aelgbar & 4= Stk vz olek frAkeE Aol A7) ol ANA e
“Seinlassen”©]2kaL 2t} 7] stolt| A A 2lo] o] WAL TEH] Aol
Ak 271 sloldlAd A Aol o] ML “Gelassen”0l2He T84 MHoz
apT oy d g el Wisk= A ARl stolu A i) wske FatstA|
gl ol FHIEY gA=s agja dE2vke] el oA W xlkel
el zpolek Hio] 2419 o]Fo] Ut} Daseinoll A Da-seinoll 9] o]53}
existenzoﬂfﬂ Ek-sistenzo] 52.0] ®sto} FahshA] gt & TEAjeH ARy ol A]
= AEA7E S, EAIE vl AMAT, F7]d= E=A7E F A
*}Oﬂ AL, AEAE iR Bt lvk vk ol g ixqq o] 5o 1tf
= sfoldA9] gold wdEo] Qrial & 4 Uk o]¢k 22 AdS ARE
St Sl =Y S ARFO] APITE mlo]~H o ABtEES] AR oA
H|F=o] Hrjete @JLQPE opzre] A=|7F Utk olo] gk B AR
HF7] R shal o7 M = 9] vl FAE v Bak

AAp= ok 3ol L% el A Hojup 1 ojrel e =AY Ao
gl Al AR dAlelA Aot &) flg 54 AAetar detal
At A7IM AR o] F NS Jﬂ’ﬂﬂ 2 qEs sk E
Jow FHusta vk shARE el o] Aol e F9ldl F5
17t o] ofx 7k Stk 2R stolulANAl o] EAS
& 7L vk epAIRE stel el A7 FHinE ok vl
£ Wapr] flgk Aol vkar wek = vk 2yt A% dol
Aolal FEA] EA Al thgh whtel] ik W] 2A fed
71§18k API7F FE FAR @ A7 28 qlrh o] @0l oAt

ook Mo

oo ox m n
. flo
>,
2
% ox,
O

MZHA S A7) “F-3Knichten)’ S Zali= FAH, tolulA
= FAHE] Séol*o Fs HlseAA AR EAjolslE FAA7)aA} g
ZAolt}, ool HHR tsEae] Fasgh Al I QIZt fedel AP

28) Gelassenheit, 24%.

29) ol g Moz thge|
Fa L 2009 EIE TR
Gedanken, 105-109%.

Fx Age, T2 E shudd B
%, Meister Eckhart-Gedanken zu seinen



O Me2—stolelZ o HEu(ilfifhz) 59

owstel A7 ohdet GElA HolEg
AP o e ofd g o tAslolE el girka vk B3t ol
el BUH OB BHE S QAT HolE 3 79 g5 o
Fuamdd ek wol §el ver de Rt tsiud 3 )
de 2ol 2ol o ATk o oleh £8 2ARS EAajele] <&
AEA Aol B Bol(£)e) FelA 2 5 Q= el ok
ki EA7h EAR) AEA Gl rllN B S Qe AdE okt
stolalAs] o] “EARH Aol Foldsln EAMGE Tz A
WHAQ PR Btk oA A2 Eolel FHel A Qi sholdlA
o (el vs Aol telx s At D9l stelHAE TS
ALA olARL7R ol ThE § sfolaAs] =E (Gl gTolet Folal
h B FHOE ATRES 4,

5. Ag: stoldl AL F(Eol ol

sl A7 (e BAMOR FAR F A rPelyeld F9
TBselA olk BE e Ak Adem SRt g AES EAleh A
A Bk Fo Fgol @i @ £ ola, relEsEe 2 elME
goll gtk B F ok TAslele) o)y M= EAle o} A

=
A olop] Ha gtk sfeldlAzt rHoldsiole AR A AIsHE
FEAY B <=l o) Fb ohm EAI e she Bgolth 1
3 ofo] i seldAY e Pl AEHoR T RAE AT
s gtk olth P4l ks A ofw R Wb} Asw AL
1w
(o)

HpE A 1 X}zﬂ <t l A AZIZE Q7] wiolehs Aotk of7)x
3 Bgoldk Bzl onjo] BAow o|aEoj = oF Hr} wisle]
ulell A o] ofof wirggitt. Ak ol s ni wske] AR Agehs

A7) AZIQ o BAE FAG s fatcha seldre Fenk
BOLS B FE AN B colun Beke @EAlA glof 29
How Zgol vt Belolth, wEe] Aol FAel o SolA] Fi tel

30) AES, TsfolulA <t Foldst meja By, FAAAL 2003, 275%,



60 H3. AW} - E3}F A 10 &

UA) gpe Bebe Ea A7 ARAlE A fE4e Aden f3d
of Aste] mlelel G Aelrheuld A Felbl fk olg@ T
H3e) AYN7E Az opnk ahe) faael tid Az Wolrh EAl9] AR
e Az % AR AR wolth sjoldAe] Holslel t &
& PRAoR Folysle] Fuelea she PO Tt ge AR
to] Atk Goldstelet Lolel ko) (7t ohm EARY

stoldAe] At E5-S 2ol tidt EFolth A4 &R A7y 3%
AR Py & AEAle] Iz B AZkolEst Bzdeleka dh, v
Fo 2, dedEe AT BEiA 2 SAREE Yl A
ojol7l, Bl AR )k sue} # A

I HAG stoldAe didelgtal & Stk 2HWAR o
== %o 24 F(indl oF Bee

U o1

Ao 2 AEFo|Asko| A Wzt

o 2
-

= T‘»

2

W

=)

ofl

o

ox

Lok

o

)

)
& oX
o

Mo 3@ Ror2 M
o M0 2
Do
X (o
ch

oy H
o
Nl
2
=
et
1
|
rlo
O‘“ m{g

i)
>
)
ox,
o
4
24
lo,
" o
)
©
i)
-
ol
ol
=
r2
&
L
2
o

ek stelul A =W
52 EX|AK(Seiende)ol] tiete] thETE AESRe AEAC oishe]
Al Abalel] thsle], g8k sexbel 1 BEE el tisked,
Aol tiated, Alslehe Abe] @Ml tiEte] o 1ol oiek iy

Taiet olyst ST EAES & = EAAF A diste]
3t} o)Zlo] thele] TR HE RilEo] Feh= Z&olt) o3t
He2 02X EAsta e %xﬂx} A} o ﬂHO% gt ojst

3 >
o 5
& o o fE

_I

41 o ox 42 o 4 o o) ok
o

OFEAE A1l 1A FErhE Ao Qi) o]
o & whef o] 5] Yol disiA Eowd, Tt
3 ek ow 28 A ﬂoHOk 7] wpolct. dkaba olw Sk =
AR At helel aEh su R AT EASA eerp
o7)o)A] Q)= tew 2o A7LS & 2= 9r). S BulSo] ofu 9
BT EAeH] 2= AL wiAlstal gl olE Bo] AEStelA
AEIEE olglis Zlo] RSN o} 1718E WAl AAT, o
SR BylEL gl Ao ASEA 9 AL HAE v olsk w4

FHAelA AAE AL 9= AL vk glukal sk A 1 AR S Fofrk o3l



O Me—stolel 719 Akt 6l

A B o] S 23EE § AHIE AL Sl Alolvh 1uAM=
T2 o Qe 2s FAsaL gtk 5 FE AAlskuA e glokaL Hxéd"c
A7 5 Lol wihkA] QArk= Zolth $-2]e] alol] H|Fo] Hoke mpzirhA] oftt.
FE7F o Ao] “Qlupral wapm f-2je] oA HolM “gl= Aro] dA|H
| o ¢F Hrk U]-iU]-X]O]‘:}. “Qrpr il sh= AL «otp=
y S 2 pe 4oe AL, B
AR b, F52 S A= o
Az vy 97 o dA= gle 5
Zge] #ule-2 mAy AZH 3=
52 flES WiAAANRTE H S 8
A glarte] gd Aol EAsh= Aloleka A
St ks M BE o] dEsta
AN frollfe Folle st T A
HJJrOPOj‘:} O}O]E 715 HFEsk] A WEsUe A2 gE
oA ol tiste] efopr] dar IARE SR Abee] APt A Fa
o] ofyztar sh= A vk Aol vk Al B o] Al AMThR=

B
ANA FI dUTS B S WS njast go
s

g

N
o
o
z
fu)
ki

)
>
o
:L
=
o
)
i
==}
PO
flo 1l

2L i
2,
ol
- T
=

>,
flo
g
ru1ru tlo rBL

4
i o
2L
o
Koo
Ao

o HS ML W
o rlo rlo o

2

S

(o
B
o,

o

Y

[

PSR\

d

HE R
2
rir
o
v
N
©
>£
dlo

)
X
ﬁ.;h
Kl
X2,
B
o,
-
Lo rlr
rl

=

H

Lo

ﬂg

» do

o 2
N,

ﬁuﬁum
j{ﬁd'
1o,

1

E&m
—‘J'

i:_l

o
%0
ir
Y
2w B
o 50 fo IF = o

g o
BN
2
X
T
=)
%0
rlr
POl
rlo
%0,
rlr
P
o
fd
g2
o

<

rﬂy
U

AowA Qe Aotk 1yt iy FAkw
&3l TA] EAshE oW FomA o FE 3ot
ARk olelgh EAje] FAgde] ofgA Thsdl A7k ek vkl ek glek
AL oGA 7FsEk

= A= A F8HLangeweile) 2t E<HAngst) S T3l & AP S)
AUA EoE S22 RS s A4 SolA Fejulef whbA WA vhx] g
AbEe] dvkar A, At EARE e 2 W el AFS
& Aefol] WA A frk o] Aol WAHA AFES o] WHENE =Tl
Al o 7 AES gtk EQtoldh AEARl Etolrt oW 54 o
ol thgh Eto] ofufel, 14 A5 L ARl thigk &<to] stolu| A7} wat
A} sk Eotolehal W 4= gtk oW tidel] thgk FelwomA e Tt
THEEE Flo] viE EStolrh. wks FalA ) =ejdtial stoldAs B

i)

dotb rlo




62 A3k AW} - 23} A 10 &

i 3 SRRl 37siA Aolzit) SRARE Aoy Eqho]
SEE Al o, oA el AEAQ S5 S TR A
i RS el oldgle] =k vk e EQRE Ssia
AlETE3D o] 2fgh = SHANE SfellA Mo =]l A ek «EAlEHA] Y=
Aro @A F7} ot o] AL ofd
< FeA AEAA e AEH
o] 7Fseb7] well HlRA EASA] Bz AemAMe] Fiyrh Zhse At
= olglg o AFs TEiA =edrh FEbge] EAleA] oW
) ZH% TABHA etk AEAlE vkE olEe FE v dErt woEA
o] A7) ek sloldAE ©]E ZY(Transzendenz) |2kl E3At) 1)
o= mE] 97t 1, 52 ASAR S5l E vE vt woldal sk A
ol Ee] 7|5, ojzlo] uiE FEA O L Aotk M) glole EAE &
A AEAE gick = ofd O dE oflay B ofd EAAE oft)
= AlemEnt 2 yehd e glan = EARte] doll & EAate] F4EE
e 2894 YRR @=t) = AF AEACA EA AT v
Ag 7FsstAl oty 2BRE ol Ao] gl7] wiel ¥t EAlsks 3ol
oftie}, Etolu} A3k SEA AAEE Fof Falgo] 7] wiEel §1
v AomAe] 77t 7hss| A= Aotk B 32 AR waEe 9
RO A 5 ok spAIRE dEA7F A7)E el X
Zolt} o]AL FAlel QIXF FEHde] Aot} oA Holdsel gk ==
O F Folé} Wik
T1e]20] ol Meta-physik)olehs B B IR “AAS HolAPehks
olty. olfstolgt T EAA AHAE Hold E v etk g7t
157 A1 =2 vl2 SR AAE dold e el oig
E5ol0lth o] 25 EAR AAE dold EAY] S5l Aol 9l
Yol AFghEol, Moko] FHoldst HEQME TS EAsA &= A
(Nichtseiende) 0= Ijotsfl it} spA|wh F= EAISHA| & 2 o=ZA 9] &t
ofel, EAIE kst sk AoEA Y] folrth o] = AR EA9 Ul

Q= Aol o], Mz e Zolth & EAls Fi Bale ISWAY 2
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31) Heidegger, Martin, Wegmarken, Frankfurt am Main, 1996. 112%:(°]3} 2 A&z}
252 RA)
32) Wegmarken, 115%.
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33) olof gk i th3 2tk “Die Metaphysik ist das Grundgeschehen im
Dasein”, Heidegger, Martin, Was ist Metaphysik?, Frankfurt am Main, 1965. 41%.
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EAIFH Q3o mA o] BREE A (thanatos, 52 F6)%= oRth

£ Sl gakels) BETE RAL T
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AR AARH ALRe] FHolehs g PRA0R wrhn ¥ £ 9

34) VOB, TR AR H R & HASTR - alakit, 2006. 51%.
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FrtRES, TERE AR - R BB RO Ty, AT, 1995.
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Heidegger, Martin, Gelassenheit, Stuttgart, 2000.

Heidegger, Martin, Wegmarken, Frankfurt am Main, 1996.

Heidegger, Martin, Was ist Metaphysik?, Frankfurt am Main, 1965.

Hempel, Hans-Peter, Heidegger und Zen, Frankfurt am Main 1992.

Sachsse, Hans, Was ist Metaphysik? - Uberlegungen zur Freiburger
Antrittsvorlesung von Martin Heidegger und ein Exkurs iiber seine Frage
nach der Technik, In: Zeitschrift fiir Philosophische Forschung 28. (1974)

Masao, Abe, Zen and Western Thought, Macmillan, 1985.

Strolz, Walter, Heideggers Entsprechung zum Tao-te-keing und zum Zen-Buddhismus,
in: Sein und Nichts in der abendlindischen Mystik, Breisgau 1984.

Welte, Berhhard, Meister Eckhart-Gedanken zu seinen Gedanken, Freiburg in
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Zusammenfassung

Heidegger und Zen-buddhismus
- im Hinblick auf die Uberwindung der Metaphysik -

Dong-Uhn, Suh

Ein Vergeleich zwischen Heideggers Denken und Zen-buddihistische Denken wird
von den mehrenen Geisteswissenschaftler untersucht. Einige Geisteswischenschaftler
heben den grundsaetzlichen Unterschied zwischen den beiden Denkwesen hervor,
wiahrend einige Geisteswisschenschaftler auf die Identitdt zwischen den beiden
Denkweisen achten. Aber diese Versuche vernachldssigen im Grunde die wichtigen
beiden Seiten bei Heideggers Denken und Zen-buddhistischen Denken, d. h. die
Ahnlichkeit und die grundsitzliche Differenz zwischen den beiden Denkwesen.
Heideggers Denkweg, der auf dem Weg zur Uberwindung der Metaphysik
unterwegs ist, zwar im Grunde #hnlich wie dem Weg zur Uberwindung bzw.
Befreung von dem Eigenschaften(Attachment) zu den Dingen, die man {iblich als
Realitit oder Substanz ansieht. Aber Heidegers Weg oder Methode zur Uberwindg
ist von der Methode bzw. dem Grund zur Uberwindung bei Zen-buddhistischer
Tradition grundverschieden. Demendsprechend soll man den Text von Heidegger
vorsichtig interpretieren, vor allem im Hinblich auf den Begriff "Nichts",
"Metaphysik" und "Gelassenheit". Man soll grundsitlich die &hnlichkeit bzw. die
Identitdt und die Unterschiedenheit zwischen den beiden Denken auf dem Weg zur
Uberwindung der Metaphysik beachten.

[Stichwoter] Uberwindung der Metaphysik, Substantialles Denken, Sein, Nichts,
Zen-buddhismus, Sunyata, Abhéngigkeits-lehre, Abendlindische Philosophie und Zen

* =EHSY: 20100 6. 15, =EAARY: 2010. 7. 20. AAEAEY: 2010. 7. 26.
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[FA0]] B 3238 eln, o 4a w@Fe, HluMd, ATl
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EEo|ol e BFSA AR uE Hi F4Y AU} FAY A9

o
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& oA, Aol FRIS] A Lol Hrh AT7H <ol
Aseks wo] A2 gl S AVGeE B 5 e Aeld Teln
gl Wol] Ul A4 EFelE Qo] T ogAl Bl 7z
S W T ARl GYRe, B AT Sl gk
oA e 1 olde] BEeAE B wevn @ 4 gk

1) AbBlGitEneks AbdA ofnls thEat o] Foldtk MEW o] AR H)el Kol

29l @%L FE7E 2o olF= Hu QA @DAE FEste] 35 A4

sh= olFe] Tk ozt Fele] <7k WA AE Gol- EAS ubd T

= o)F A9 ZuAlE/EAAE T MF oAl SofAbdy RISAE, 1275%.

2) /‘HW ome] AbEPE cwEAr e Bl wheldA, WAle] #AE FEHE
A7+A  Ade Hepel= =& ©=th 1. Hoffmeister, Worterbuch der
philosophischen Begriffe, Hamburg, 1955, S.265 3.
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397} 1 AA e o]2RARE ¢ ]*394 53"53"1—41 A S PO R Bhe AE
Tzl 7]1%3 T2 Offentlichkeit) o] 43] F23F oJu|& AUt} F&4-2
A Aoz 129 ouzt ohel, 988 A Jje] HFozA
TH(AH)O] ARS Ak, SAl R ERS F¥she Aleiboldt &
T Atk T3 A= oA7IN FF HRA =oE Yokshe A
(yoles Soln). spslat oleld AT 2EAL Wolzite Y}
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BAEE FalloF & Aotk
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4) J. Habermas, Strukturwandel der Offentlichkeit, Darmstadt u. Neuwied, 1962, 3=
A% «F2AH A Offentlichkeit) S E3] B HAhuKe on] - o]-l:ﬂﬂ}/“./]
r3ege Fxd%, & FHowr TwgHs; A3135, 2004, pp.129-150, F%.
AAE, o T84S Sl e v, Tl v o2y, A4
A 5P273, 2007, pp.142-162 %,
AAE T 7123 Fuel quAg - d= AT 7|1 Gds
' A=, TAFRATFs , A8, 2008, pp.250-281 FZ.
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Agte] dAl A} AEAT R HAl, & THEFoL gapEEe] 74
(1930), "FrEEF &Y, (1933) 55 HES 2 79 =5y THEeo|&n
Hjgto] & 3} 145, o] vl BAE Fa T3 ThIl).

A= (o] Ax EFol gk ejn)ste] Ajlolr). = <of of2d TS
ks o A v Rkl ileErbels Bl digh s Aol

o o
ole]gt o)t o] &} ol oleks =R} FEaAselre] FIIAV,
59l ol Rl o AT W3, AN Eepl S s
ool tig waelale] ARTAZ PFel T FARTHIV)

seastel st WS ol Esteels A o e )
Ase] Aol e BRZRY AT 223 Folurk WA a9 A
of o] AEd <olge] A E FYE ulHmel R
o}

J7FAH. Poincaré)= F3hS A glo]l WA7F AX AL Q= TA ol
H]TF/\W]J— Aot AdEYee 2A 9ls BR8eke = I3
AR, S AP A5E FHFoEA AAS FaFA T

R

= glolk AE ofulo] glojA Aeddete] Bt o) oleta &
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8) Descartes, Discours de la méthode, 11, Ubersetzung von A. Buchenau, Leipzig, 1911,
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1931 19 ZE2dstelrs= A4 olfrE AME a”WEIC
Griinberg)®] §-¢J o2 IZFAFEEYS B ARB|AFL 2o R FHst
WA AALE gt 23lo] vim TALS| Sk #A e A AT A
o] BA, = AFE =welth AVIA 2 A4S S “Q17Ho] AL
A ks olslste dol dlol, =7k W, A, T, oA Zal 17k A
B4 - AAEs AAE o283 sk AN oR AWt i 32
AgtolH= “Izte] Wedk JHQIES] FAto] ofel FEA|e] A olH,
A A AT Y] BEEA otof] A F7kK] &3] SHE ¢AH ¢l Ao=w 7t
Foto] thEA] okd «17F el HEHA oJw|(die philosophische Deutung
des Schicksal der Menschen)”12) S~ HA] EstEtli= HS ¥he]al Utk

olgfgt MA® 1= FFA ol FAHQ Ao Ik} ALsle] thgh
SRt FAHQ Aol Aol Blsto] “Ak3] Qboll Ao AN &
SIS Aeld W, Tea Bae ool WarE A4 QA

S eARRAN A BAANADE Aol Brha T4 1A A

gATaE S, d% aen Fae AN WERD ohek W, &

O

9) A. Séllner, "Geschichte und Herrschaft - Eine kritische Studie zum Verhiltnis von
Philosophie und Sozialwissenschaft in der Kritischen Theorie", Philosophisches
Jahrbuch, 82, 1976, S.339 =

10) M. Horkheimer, "Nachtrag(1937)", Ge.Sch. Bd. 4. Frankfurt am Main, 1988, S.222.

11) M. Horkheimer, "Die gegenwirtige Lage der Sozialphilosophie und die Aufgaben eines
Instituts fiir Sozialforschung(1931)", Ge.Sch. Bd. 3. Frankfurt am Main, 1988, S.20.

12) Ibid.

13) Ibid. S.32.
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Aol ohleh Wabe AriAEle] Bad PE E e
o) F2E wEGR wgth adA 2= 94 A FAY AL
e gAY el aehd BAHoR edrke Holth el
5 oleld zEAsolue] AZe ol4E nlmase] EEAQ W
= e ohIgtk THd ol B8 AS 1 vhEasE
Aleh 5 pdRel Ua e S, 53 mhease)
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14) Tbid.

15) Tbid. $.29.
16) Ibid. $.29-30.
17) Thid. $.30.
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AAE vp2ase] FEAQ WAL F235tolw sl glo] Mz 3
Ak 19379 BRE THS| &3 o8, & ofHe] wpEaxe] WF
& Agstae AR, 1 ojuje FA e yeSs 9al e AR X
ok Mol 2y H|Fo|Z, oA ZEAF oM7) nfEasrt ALSE
B0 w7k djatsle] oGA Aeluie o st=rkE & AAE
Atk “Al, #HF, YoI7kA, ole], B 4, B T np2axA W
FEL A ALY AAYE Sl A7 ofuel, & AbS]S] SuHEE W3 Lo
A ouE BT F Qe NEAY A 845 AT (TK:192)
183k Wke] Biro] Sk o= ZEEle]o}l Adel tig WMakaAel A

S =evar glvk "3 2715 A Ao me] Q) o] %

sEdstolnE 7HE AFUFERE nlEIAsERe] WA AES FHF
39lth 1926ERE 19319 Alolo] zoiRa 1934 sielelsl allr)gs
(Heinrich Regius)2h= o2 &3 W o9 (Dimmerung)S o]&13h Z19]
HAA BEs #2e 4 gtk sEdsten= AEHsle] Fa Exo] go|A)
ShS vjsshs ke SR B uf Foldsiaks olo] ke #EE

-

| 9lz)
=4 dial A2) o5k Fabekn delsha] wsbide Toluc WA
Holdota 0 wiAlslol sk, ek 19l eavt A TR T

Eefole] o]Eo] ohulm R2Fol 913t olRelekn Tk ey F2a
Solrl 17l SR ofF HASh “ZEeEelols FAS Sla) F2Foly
Hghe 2o BrPsE Aolehs FgoR % HelE sk ok
193050 WA [pRsol Spssl 14l o Easleiellls 3o
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2 AR Z 11 e A8l a9l 31 QA 11 A el Ae
TS QAEhE AR, Fo sfefe] 991 Q149 Gz e AT
42 9 gk oldd Fgo] Y Qi mEeekelold] oJul S A}

]
sl o 2e] AHE Tl reEoloF & ade] S AR

18) 23}l 9] 19221d9] ¥AL=- “Zur Antinomie der teleologischen Urteilskraft"
3} 1925\ wFEREA HE5S 3 =F(Habilitationssschrift) "Uber Kants Kritik der
Urteilskraft als Bindeglied zwischen theoretischer und prktischer Philosophie"

19) M. Horkheimer, Ddmmerung(1934), Ge.Sch. Bd.2, Fankfurt am Main, 1987, S.354.

20) Ibid. S.347.

21) M. Horkheimer, "Anfinge der biirgerlichen Geschchtsphilosophie(1930)", Ge.Sch.
Bd.2. Fankfurt am Main, 1987, S.247.
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22) M. Horkheimer, "Die gegenwirtige Lage der Sozialphilosophie und die Aufgaben eines
Instituts fir Sozialforschung(1931)", Ge.Sch. Bd. 3. Frankfurt am Main, 1988, S.32.

23) Ibid. S.31.

24) Tbid. 8.29 F=.

25) M. Horkheimer, "Materialismus und Moral(1933)", Ge.Sch. Bd.3. Fankfurt am Main, 1988, S.143.

26) M. Horkheimer, "Nachtrag(1937)", Ge.Sch. Bd. 4. Frankfurt am Main, 1988, S.217.
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27) M. Markovi¢, Dialektik der Praxis, Frankfurt am Main, 1971, S.17.
28) Ibid.
29) Ibid.
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(anthropologisch) FAIZ #=% + & Fo|th o]t s=Asto|m o] W
e «olzk ol Ak olu(die philosophische Deutung des Schicksals der
Menschen)" & 158 19319 ARS|A4r o= FHdshuA dxd 79
v (AR #A] S ARlAT Y] A 2 A AEAE A
Tk F-E27(H. Burgen)= ©] Aol ZEAsto|w ] SE Ab3lo| 29| F=

30) M. Horkheimer, Dialektik der Aufklirung(1944/1947), Ge.Sch. Bd.4. Frankfurt am
Main, 1987, S.38.
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Al «xZA FA(das umgreifende
SubJekt)” = de mahda «ZHel oeto] glay-), A|eAS A

(), TLARL o]& A} i<l <@ QR obd &
Gl SFATP(TK214) kL s g}, dEo] 23 nlgto] oA Adslde
o okl 2a]d ¢l9lo] ozt o]HwW Eo|LAI(M. Theunissen)e] T3,

31) H. Burger, "Anthropologie als Anhaltspunkt der Kiritischen Theorie", A. Honneth und A. Wellmer,
Die Frankfurter Schule und die Folge, Walter de Gruyter: Berlin/New York, 1986, S.181.

32) Ibid. S.179.

33) Ibid. S.179-190 =

34) M. Horkheimer, "Zum Problem der Voraussage in den Sozialwissenachaft(1933)",
Ge.Sch. Bd.3. Frankfurt am Main, 1988, S.157.

35) M. Horkheimer, "Bemerkungen zur philosophischen Anthropologie(1935)", Ge.Sch.
Bd.3. Frankfurt am Main, 1988, S.271.
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36) M. Theunissen, Gesellschaft und Geschichte - Zur Kritik der kritischen Theorie,
Berlin, 1969, S.34.

37) 19673 o] M A, Schmidtoll 2|8 Zur Kritik der instrumentellen Vernunfteh
Aoz FH HAFHS

38) M. Horkheimer, Zur Kritik der instrumentellen Vernunft (1967), Ge.Sch. Bd.6.
Frankfurt am Main, 1991, S.131.

39) Ibid. S.135.

40) E. Rogler, "Horkheimers materialistische 'Dechiffrierung' der traszendental-philosophischen
Erkenntniskritik", Max Horkheimer heute: Werk und Wirkung (Hrsg.) A. Schmidt und N.
Altwicker, Frankfurt am Main, 1986, S.85 ©]3} 2=
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o Aaw ABsE B oz Seut ol WAl 1Tl
u z2asjolslel] glof HlEsdel ol2a Aglo] oleigor Augu 2
Ho o]io] z7]n]F(die Selbstkritk an der Vernunft)o]gli= A7} o]A7)
S dAlshe Aer Qaid AxEx] XWyH o= nhE Bz Apgo]
£ 750 Q7] AL olgHow xudA £g] HEole & ¢ 3

o] A|HollA FruldulaH. Schnidelbachy= %7] & 2dsto|n Hd} <l
A EE(Moral)ol 2k Hirks A5 RolslE shAu), 1 Hvks Fud =
gashe) FARH thFolaA gtk wakuA, eld olsE et 2
o] A™slm gt s IAslolH ] glo] “EHe LEA oz x}EAxA A
Al A9, 3] deiabd =Y o] ALg]8)(Soziologie der Moral)ol] Z-3Htt
7714 EE Folug WA ?E’?O} AtE] 24 7199 5A4S AUHA
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41) Ibid. und M. Theunissen, Gesellschaft und Geschichte - Zur Kritik der kritischen
Theorie, Berlin, 1969, S.13 ©]&} %,

42) M. Horkheimer, "Zum Problem der Voraussage in den Sozialwissenachaft(1933)",
Ge.Sch. Bd.3. Frankfurt am Main, 1988, S.157.

43) M. Horkheimer, "Bemerkungen iiber Wissenschaft und Krise(1932)", Ge.Sch. Bd.3.
Frankfurt am Main, 1988, S.40-47 Z%
Ders. "Materialismus und Metaphysik(1933)", Ge.Sch. Bd.4. Frankfurt am Main,
1988, S.70-105 .
Ders. "Egoismus und Freiheitsbewegung(1936)", Ge.Sch. Bd.4. Frankfurt am Main,
1988, S.9-88 =
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44) H. Schnddelbach, "Max Horkheimer und die Moralphilosophie des deutschen
Idealismus", Max Horkheimer heute: Werk und Wirkung (Hrsg.) A. Schmidt und N.
Altwicker, Frankfurt am Main, 1986, S.52-78.

45) F. Nietzsche, Zur Genealogie der Moral, Sttugart, 1976, S.312.

46) M. Horkheimer, "Die gesellschaftliche Funktion der Philosophie(1940)", Ge.Sch.
Bd.4. Frankfurt am Main, 1988, S.343.
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Zusammenfassung

Leben, Gesellschaft und Kritik

- Unter besonderer Beriicksichtigung vom Kritik-Begriff in der

friihen Periode der Philosophie Max Horkheimers

Seok-Hwan Jeon

Es ist moglich, daB der Kritik-Begriff Max Horkheimers in seinem
philosophischen Entwicklungszeitpunkt mit den verschidenen Perspektiven
interpretiert werden konnte.

Bevor Horkheimer nicht an der miltteleren und spiteren Phasen seiner
Philosophie kam, hatte er schon in seinem friihen Gedankengang ein
Vorzeichen, in dem man seinen philosophischen Strukturwandel spiiren
konnte.

Bei dieser Arbeit konzentriert sich die ausfiihrliche Erdrterung, was
die Ursache war, warum der Wandel seines Kritik-Begriffes geschaffen
werden miite. Die These, die hier aufgestellt und in rekonstruriender
Weise belegt werden soll, laut dahin, daB erstens bei der Theoriesierung
des Kritik-Begriffes Horkheimers es immer dabei Riicksicht auf das
exitentielle Leben des Menschen gab, zweitens das im Rahmen der
Theoriesierung des Begriffes gar nicht gesperrt werden sollte.

Es zog daraus den SchluB, daB er seinen Versuch mit der
Theoriesierung des Kritik-Begriffes aufgegeben hatte. Aber Horkheimers
Aufsatz "Traditionelle und kritischen Theorie(1937)¢, den man als den
wichtigsten Ziige in seinem frilhen Gedankengang betrachtet und mit dem
Recht darin den Versuch zur Theoriesierung seines Kritik-Begriffes
enthélt, hatte schon die Spuren des Verzichtes auf die Theoriesierung des

Kritik-Begriffes hintergelassen.




A 4 & — &3t A48, 2ol ve g9

In dieser Arbeit leite ich aus einer subtilen Interpretation von
"Traditionelle und kritischen Theorie“, in der sic mit den paar Aufsitzen
verglichen wird , die Horkheimer vor dem Jahr 1937 publiziert hatte, ab,
daB Horkheimers Kritik-Begriff im ‘'idealistischen Kritizismus' verstanden

wiirde.

[Schliisselworter] Max Horkheimer, der idealistische Kritizismus, der
Kritik-Begriff, die traditionelle und kritische Theorie, das -exitentielle

Leben des Menschen

* =EESY: 20100 6. 14, =AM 2010, 7. 11 AAEAEY: 2010. 7. 19.
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Abstract

Writing Subject and Becoming of Signs.
-A Study on the Novel Good-bye Lee Sang of Kim Yeon-Su

LEE, Ho

In the thesis, I present the characteristic of the modes 'subject of
writings' and the productions of sign that is shown in the novel of
Yeon-Su Kim, Good-bye Lee Sang. 1 also review his novel in relation to
‘aesthetic subject', 'faith’, and ' subjectivity’. I want to research the problem
of the internal discontinuity being formed for the criticism on novel
Good-bye Lee Sang and get over the several fragmentary discussion.

[, first, consider the modes of 'subject of writings' in relation to the
problem of aesthetic subject by which is writing or writing as a trace.
When writing subject is constructed, it is often done by writing through
gap existential ego and aesthetic ego. In other word, Kim's novels,
Good-bye Lee Sang show a ecriture subject against the traditional way of
the writers. Because the writing-subject is born between existential subject
and aesthetic subject. Also Kim's style of characteristic forming narrative
in his novel would be different from the others detective story type.

Second, 1 consider the mode of faith which depends upon religion's
theory of faith and reality. Kim questions the conventional understanding of
fact, uncovers a way 'faith is constructing the reality’ the new mode of
subject, and want draw the standard of the subjectivity through the context
around a subject, in which the problem of identity of ‘original' and
'duplicate' occurs. In the course of reality constructing as faith of subject. In
other words, the reality of faith is changed into the being of reality.

According to Kim, important is constellation of signs, vanishing the original.
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Third, 1 consider the mode myth of origin in Kim's novel in which he
shows us a new way looking for fill up self-identity by himself, while
abolishing the conventional understanding of subjectivity. This new understanding
about subjectivity is verified with the new constructing of subjectivity.

In conclusion, Kim ignores subject made by common sense, focuses on the
problem of writing(ecriture), and tries to discover his own identity-writing
subjectivity which is absolutely different form the conventional understanding of
identity. His style of making detective novelty, that is, deconstructing the
ordinary novel grammar in his hovel, is significant when it breaks the habitual
style of writing. Kim's novel Good-bye Lee Sang is accomplished meaningful

aesthetic achievement through clinamen of meanings and becoming signs.

[Key Words] sign, subjectivity, identity, interpretation, the novel
<Good-bye Lee Sang>

* = 2010, 6. 15, =FAARA: 2010. 7. 9. AL 2010. 7. 19.
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[FA1] A, W&, 4, /A4, 44, 4=4, FE

"The history of philosophy
is the lingua franca
which makes communication

between philosophers -+ possible."!)

This paper examines the relation between intuition and concept in Kant in
light of John McDowell's neo-Kantian position that intuitions are concept-laden.2)
The focus is on Kant's twofold pronouncement that thoughts without content are
empty and that intuitions without concepts are blind. 1 show that intuitions as
singular representations are not instances of passive data intake but the result of
synthetic unification of the given manifold of the senses by the power of the
imagination under the guidance of the understanding. Against McDowell I argue
that the amenability of intuitions to conceptual determination is not due some
pre-existing, absolute conceptuality of the real but to the "work of the subject."3)
On a more programmatic level, this paper seeks to demonstrate the limitations of
a selective appropriation of Kant and the philosophical potential of a more
comprehensive and thorough consideration of his work.4)

Section 1 addresses the unique balance in Kant's philosophy between the

work on particular problems and the orientation toward a systematic whole.

1) Wilfrid Sellars, Science, Perception and Reality (New York: The Humanities Press, 1963), 1.

2) The Critique of Pure Reason will be cited by the original pagination of the second and first
edition ("B" and "A," respectively), indicated in all modem English translations of the work.
All other references to Kant's works are to Kant's gesammelte Schrifien, ed. Royal Prussian
Academy and its successor (Berlin, later Berlin/New York, 1900ff)) (henceforth "AA"), with the
correspondence, vols. 10-13, cited after the second edition (1922). All translations are my own.

3) AA 8:404, see note 87.

4) With its decidedly Kantian orientation, the essay is intended to supplement earlier
discussions of McDowell's work that have tended to focus on his relation to Hegel and
Sellars. See , e.g., Nicholas Smith, ed., Reading McDowell. On "Mind and World"
(London and New York: Routledge 2002).
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Section 2 outlines McDowell's take on the Kantian distinction between intuition
and concept in the context of the Kant readings by Sellars and Strawson. Section
3 exposes McDowell's relapse into the Myth of the Given. Section 4 proposes a
reading of Kant's theoretical philosophy as an epistemology of metaphysical
cognition. Section 5 details Kant's original account of sensible intuition in the
Inaugural Dissertation of 1770. Section 6 presents the transition from the
manifold of the senses to the synthesis in the imagination and the unification
through the categories in the Critiqgue of Pure Reason (1781 and 1787). Section 7

addresses Kant's formalism in epistemology and metaphysics.

1. What is it about Kant?

Two hundred years after his death on February 12, 1804, Immanuel Kant
remains the most important modern philosopher. Since the mid-1780s his work
has been the subject of hundreds of books and thousands of articles that have
sought to state, understand, assess and, often, revise and amend his contributions
to practically all fields of philosophy. Moreover, Kant has never only been the
subject of scholarly work but the point of origin and inspiration for further
philosophical work in its own right. From Fichte's and Hegel's speculative
transformations through the epistemological appropriations by the Marburg and
Southwest German neo-Kantians (Cohen, Natorp and Cassirer; Rickert and
Windelband) and Husserl's Kantian turn to Heidegger's ontological Kant
interpretation (and like-minded efforts on the part of Nic. Hartmann, H.
Heimsoeth and G. Martin) and the clandestine Kantianism of the logical
positivists (Carnap, Schlick) as well as the more recent analytic reading by
Strawson and the communicative recasting in Continental pragmatism (K.-O. Apel,
Habermas) - Kant has proved the fountainhead of most subsequent developments
in philosophy, in addition to generating an entire industry of exegetical and
interpretive scholarship along with journals, societies and prizes in his name.

The extent of the effective history of Kant's philosophy, unrivalled by that of
any other philosopher, is due not only to the fact that Kant did original work in
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all of philosophy's main disciplines, from metaphysics and epistemology through
philosophy of science, philosophy of history and aesthetics to ethics, philosophy
of law and political philosophy. More importantly, Kant's thinking has a unity of
conception and execution that is both sufficiently complex to respect the genuine
differences of the problems it addresses and seeks to solve, and that is
sufficiently coherent to convey a sense of overall unity and of diligent
subordination to an overriding purpose, however controversial the identification of
that unifying purpose might be among Kant's readers and commentators.

Kant's merits as a philosopher are in no small measure determined by the
extraordinary combination that characterizes his work: the overall, systematic
architecture of the procedures and positions he follows and develops goes together
with intricately detailed argumentative work. The systematic conception does not
get lost in the doctrinal details of its execution, nor are the particularities of his
philosophical labor overshadowed or manipulated by the overriding concerns. As a
result of this genuine balance of the systematic whole with the particular part,
dealing with key problems and doctrines in Kant typically involves a dual
enterprise: encountering an original, challenging or puzzling (as the case may be)
micro theory to be grasped and assessed, and becoming immersed in the wider
significance of the particular problem and solution in the context of a more
comprehensive macro theory, with the latter ideally extending to encompass all of
philosophy.  Kant's continuing attractiveness to other philosophers of the first
order is no doubt due to this dual feature of combing, or better yet, of integrating
the whole of philosophy and its parts in a thoroughgoing manner. He is at once
the most systematic thinker when dealing with particular problems in philosophy

and the most problem-oriented thinker when addressing systematic issues.

2. From Kongisberg to Pittsburgh

A prime case of Kant's intriguing ability to keep both the trees and the forest
in view is his treatment of the relation between concept and intuition in the

account of the possibility of objectively valid cognition (knowledge) in the Critique
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of Pure Reason. At issue are the generically different but functionally coordinated
roles played by the deliverances of each of the two basic "stems" (Stdmme) of
cognition, viz., intuitions conveyed by "sensibility" (Sinnlichkeif) and concepts
delivered by the "understanding" (Verstand). The particular problem Kant faces at
this point in the first Critigue is how cognition can have a material basis in the
input of the senses and yet be amenable to further determination by non-sensory,
intellectual powers of the mind - without loosing its cognitive grip on things and
turning into a mere figment of the mind. The larger issue behind Kant's quest for
the transition from the aesthetic to the logical conditions of possible cognition is
"our" dual nature as sensory-cum-rational subjects of cognition (knowers), and as
equally dually constituted subjects of volition (doers) at that. On the one hand, we
passively undergo the influence exercised on our "receptivity" (Rezeptivitit) and to
that extent are an integral part of the order of nature. On the other hand, we
actively respond to the sensory input by means of our "spontaneity" (Spontaneitdt),
take up the sensory data into higher-level cognitions and to that extent transcend
that which is "given" (gegeben) toward that which is "thought" (gedacht).”

From early on through the present time Kant's dualism of intuition and concept,
which is at its root a dualism of sense and intellect, has been the subject of
emendations and revisions. To many it has seemed that Kant could not have it both
ways, viz., distinguish radically between intuiting and thinking and claim their
possible, indeed necessary cooperation in the business of warranted cognition. The
typical strategy for the purported clearing up of the basic inconsistency in Kant's
account of knowledge has been the one sided reduction of the duality of intuition
and concept (or thought) to an encompassing monistic conception of thought or
intuition, respectively. The one-sided reduction of intuition to thought goes back to
Hegel's speculative interpretation of the Critique of Pure Reason in Fuaith and
Knowledge (1802), where intuition and thinking are said to pertain not to "particular
isolated faculties" (besondere isolirte Vermdgen) but to an underlying encompassing
"understanding" (Verstand) and its non-sensory or "intellectual intuition" (intellectuelle

Anschauung).9) The reverse reduction has been championed by the early Heidegger's

5) See B 29/A 15, B 33/A 19 and B 74f/A 50f.
6) Georg Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel, Jenaeer Kritische Schriften, ed. Hartmut Biichner
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finitist reading of Kant as a proto-existential ontologist in Kant and the Problem of
Metaphysics (1929), in which thinking is treated as completely subordinated to the
originary grasp of things by means of their "presentment" (Dargebot) in intuition.
The exact counterpart to Hegel's reductive "intellectual intuition" is Heidegger's
equally anti-dualist "thinking intuition" (denkende Anschauung).?)

More recently, the Hegelian revision of Kant's fundamental distinction between
intuition and concept has found renewed attention in the work of John McDowell
- first, and more programmatically, in McDowell's Mind and World (1994)3) and
then, with more exegetical and interpretive detail, in his 1997 Woodbridge Lectures
at Columbia University, "Having the World in View: Sellars, Kant, and
Intentionality".9) As the subtitle of the latter work indicates and as is clearly stated
in both works, McDowell's interpretation of Kant has developed under the influence
of the neo-Kantian philosophy of mind of the late Wilfrid Sellars (1912-1989),
especially the latter's seminal essay, "Empiricism and the Philosophy of Mind"
(1956)10) and his book, Science and Metaphysics: Variations on Kantian Themes
(1963).1) But while drawing and building on Sellars, McDowell departs from
Sellars's reading of Kant in important ways, and this especially in the Woodbridge
Lectures.!2) In fact, rereading Mind and World in light of the further developments
of McDowell's Kantianism and Kant interpretation in the Woodbridge Lectures makes
it clear that McDowell's Kant is at bottom the Kant of his Oxford mentor, Peter
Strawson,!3) and not that of his former Pittsburgh colleague, Wilfrid Sellars. Like
Strawson, and unlike Sellars, McDowell eschews Kant's (transcendental) idealism in
favor of a (transcendental) realist conception of experience and its objects. Like

Strawson, and again unlike Sellars, he sets aside Kant's metaphysics of subjectivity

and Otto Poggeler (Hamburg: Felix Meiner, 1968), 327.

7) Martin Heidegger, Kant und das Problem der Metaphysik. Fourth, enlarged edition
(Frankfurt/M.: Vittorio Klostermann, 1973), 59 and 27, respectively.

8) With a New Introduction (Cambridge, Mass. and London, England: Harvard
University Press, 1996) (henceforth "MaW").

9) The Journal of Philosophy, vol. XCV, no. 9, September 1998, 43191 (henceforth "HaWiV").

10) Reprinted in Wilfrid Sellars, Science, Perception and Reality, 127-96.

11) (New York: The Humanities Press, 1968).

12) See MaW, ix, xivff; HaWiv, 431.

13) See MaW, viii.
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(or the "metaphysics of epistemology," to use Sellars's phrase)!4) in favor of a
conceptual analysis of the implications of the empirical cognition of objects.

To be sure, both McDowell and Sellars pursue the project of integrating the
Kantian mind into the Kantian world, of embedding the subject of cognition into
the world it cognizes and thus of integrating our vantage point on the world into
our picture of the world. And Sellars and McDowell agree that this integration of
subjectivity, which both regard as in the main characterized by intentionality, is not
to be achieved by a reduction of mind to matter but calls for the preservation of
the mind's genuine area, the "logical space of reasons," as opposed to the "logical
space of nature” (Sellars).!5) Hence the project inaugurated and undertaken by
Sellars and taken up by McDowell calls for a non-reductive integration of mind
and nature (or mind and world, in the phrase of McDowell's book title) that is as
much a naturalization of the mind as it is an idealization of nature or the world.

In pursuing this project Sellars finds it necessary to follow Kant into providing
a transcendental-idealist account that dilutes the apparently robust objects of
experience into products of non-empirical engagements between the mind's depth
structure and the depth structure of the world. In the process, Sellars identifies
Kant's things in themselves with the micro-features of natural-scientific theorizing
and attributes to Kant a position of scientific realism. By contrast, McDowell
effectively collapses the Kantian distinction between things in themselves and
empirical objects and argues for the irreducible status of middle-sized things in
space and time. Moreover, according to McDowell, those ordinary entities present
themselves in intuition always already exhibiting the very conceptual features which
provide the full-fledged, preformed basis for the subsequent formation of judgments
about those objects and their features. In a move that has a decidedly Hegelian
ring to it, McDowell rejects the orthodox Kantian conception of the discrepancy
between the things themselves and the cognitive reach of our concepts. Instead

McDowell maintains what he calls "the unboundedness of the conceptual"l®) and

14) See The Metaphysics of Epistemology.  Lectures by Wilfrid Sellars, ed. Pedro
Amaral (Atascadero, CA: Ridgeview Publishing Co., 1989).

15) "Empiricism and the Philosophy of Mind," 161.

16) MaW, 24ff.
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the coextensionality of the conceptual and the real. On McDowell's understanding,
any other account of the relation between concept (or cognition) and the real
imputes inscrutability to the latter, infects the former with skeptical reservations and
renders impossible the philosophical project of a unified account of mind and world
that McDowell takes over from Sellars.

The length to which philosophers from Hegel to McDowell have gone in
revising the dualist account of cognition developed by Kant attests to the urgency
of the problem bequeathed by him. At issue are not only the possibility and the
form of epistemology but also, in line with Kant's vaulting ambition, the image of
the world and our place in it implied by the dualisms of sensibility and
understanding, of receptivity and spontaneity, of intuition and concept. A closer
look at Kant's own position on this central matter of modern philosophy, effectuated
in the light of McDowell's recent proposals and in response to them, is therefore
not merely a matter of Kant scholarship, of setting the record straight, based on
acquaintance with the larger corpus of Kant's texts and with the philosophical
development from which they resulted and which they reflect as well as presuppose.
Such a return to Kant also has the potential of drawing renewed attention to the
overall structure and design of Kant's transcendental philosophy, especially its
ingenious linkage of epistemological and metaphysical concerns, which is apt at

putting in perspective current work in a similar vein.

3. Remythologizing the Given

At the center of each of McDowell's two sequentially organized readings of
Kant, in Mind and World and the Woodbridge Lectures, stands a key quote from
the first Critique that serves as the abbreviation of the main problem under
discussion as well as the indication of Kant's and McDowell's solution to the
problem. In Mind and World the central quotation is "Kant's remark 'Thoughts
without content are empty," supplemented by "the other half of Kant's remark:
'intuitions without concepts are blind'."17) In the Woodbridge Lectures the central

quotation is the key phrase from the "'Clue to the Discovery of All Pure Concepts
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of the Understanding' (in the so-called 'Metaphysical Deduction'), where Kant says:
'The same function which gives unity to the various representations in a judgment
also gives unity to the mere synthesis of various representations in an intuition'."18)
Since McDowell's reading of the second quotation turns on his understanding of the
first one, it is indicated to address them in order and focus on the latter.
McDowell turns to Kant's twofold remark on the avoidance of empty thoughts
and blind intuitions in the context of Donald Davidson's distinction between
conceptual scheme and content.!9) McDowell stresses that the content opposed to
"scheme" or "conceptual schema" by Davidson cannot be a logical entity such as a
proposition or a thought, since the latter is not opposed to a conceptual scheme or,
more generally, the conceptual, but forms part of it. Therefore McDowell considers
himself entitled to rule out that the content referred to by Davidson and Kant is
intentional content or, as he puts it "representational content." According to
McDowell, Kant's assertion that concepts without intuition are empty is not to be
read as the tautological statement that a thought that has no representational
content, and hence is not about anything, is about nothing or is empty. Rather, on
McDowell's view, Kant's statement that thoughts without content are empty is an
informative, philosophically illuminating remark that specifies what is lacking in a
thought that, while being a thought, and hence also possessing representational
content, is lacking something else, viz., "connection with experiential intake"20) or
empirical grounding. The non-representational content possibly lacking in the concept
is thus the "empirical content."2!) Moreover, McDowell identifies the basis in
experience that is required by the dualism of the conceptual and the contentual
with what the empiricist tradition recognizes as the "the Given," and typically
specifies as impressions or sense data. Finally, he maps the distinction of

conceptual scheme and content in Davidson on Kant's distinction between concept

17) MaW, 3f; the quotation from Kant is at B 75/A 51.

18) HaWiV, 457; the quotation from Kant is at B 104f/A 79.

19) "On the Very Idea of a Conceptual Scheme," in id., Inquiries into Truth and
Interpretation (Clarendon Press: Oxford, 1984), 183-98.

20) MaW, 4.

21) MaW, 5. See also the use of the phrases, "uninterpreted content" and "empirical content,"
in Davidson, "On the Very Idea of a Conceptual Scheme," 187 and 189, respectively.
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and intuition, thereby glossing "content" in Kant as empirical intuition.

But just as little as Davidson buys into the distinction between conceptual
scheme and empirical content, does McDowell accept the duality of concept and
(empirical) intuition he attributes to Kant. Following Sellars's critique of the "Myth
of the Given,"?2) McDowell rejects the notion that an empirical datum as such
could exercise an epistemological function in validating otherwise empty concepts.
For Sellars as for McDowell the logical space of warrants for cognitive claims does
not include psycho-physiological items and their natural (causal) interaction or
action upon some perceiver. The justificatory enterprise of cognition allows only for
logical relations, such as those of implication or contradiction, between concepts as
the only denizens of the logical space of reasons. Empirical content, such as
Kantian empirical intuitions, construed as extra-conceptual occurrences in the process
of cognition, are therefore not able to accomplish the justificatory function assigned
to them by Kant. The given as the terminus of the chain of epistemological moves
of authentification, running down from highly abstract concepts to ultimate justifiers
in the form of rock bottom reality, turns out to be a myth, shared by the
empiricists and by Kant, as the latter is construed by McDowell.

Yet the obvious alternative to the concept-content dualism, viz., inner-conceptual
coherentism, as embraced by Davidson, is equally unappealing to McDowell. He
rejects giving up on the idea of extra-conceptual constraints on cognition. Instead
he returns to Kant's "original thought" this time stressing the "co-operation”
between sensibility and understanding, rather than their juxtaposition.23) McDowell's
proposed Kantian way out of the alternative of incoherent empiricist foundationalism
and unfounded conceptualist coherentism is the idea that "conceptual capacities are
drawn on in receptivity."4) For McDowell, receptivity, along with its deliverances,
does not make on its own a contribution to cognition but only in connection with
concepts. There is not, first of all and by itself, receptivity and its yield, which
would then be acted upon by spontaneity and its concepts. Rather receptivity only

comes into play imbued with concepts or, at least, with conceptual capacities.

22) See Sellars, "Empiricism and the Philosophy of Mind."
23) MaWw, 9.
24) MaW, 9 (McDowell's emphasis).
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Accordingly, McDowell understands intuition in Kant "not as a bare getting of an
extra-conceptual Given, but as a kind of occurrence or state that already has
conceptual ~ content."?5) Thus McDowell countenances a passive undergoing of
sensory input at the level of intuition involving concepts but not involving their
employment in spontaneously formed judgments.

McDowell's term for such a full-fledged cognition that is both passive and
concept-laden, is "experiential intake" or, in short, "experience."26) According to
McDowell, in experience of this sort "one takes in - that things are thus and so.
"27)  On this account, the conceptual determinations that may serve subsequently in
a spontaneously formed judgment about some object being such and such, are
already present in the initial encounter of that object solely by means of intuition.
Moreover, the presence of those pre-judgmental but already conceptual features in
intuition is not due to some other, perhaps clandestine activity on the part of the
intuiting subject. Rather the conceptual features simply are present in intuition, as a
matter of fact; they present themselves in intuition, without our doing and prior to
our doing. On McDowell's understanding of the matter, then, what is given in
intuition is not some pre-conceptual "bare" impression but a conceptually structured
fact, formally expressible by phrases such as "that things are thus and thus." This
is indeed, as McDowell claims, "a different notion of givenness."28) What is
"given" in a McDowellian intuition is already of a conceptual nature and hence
pertains to the logical space of reasons. There is no longer, as in the empiricist
idea of the bare sensory given, a discrepancy between the space of the conceptual
and that of the real.

The notion that intuition already presents us with conceptual data also informs
McDowell's reading of the second quotation from Kant cited earlier, which had
already figured prominently in Sellars,2%) on the identity of the function providing
unity in judgment with that providing unity in intuition. For McDowell this identity

25) MaWw, 9.
26) MaW, 9.
27) MaWw, 9.
28) MaWw, 10.
29) See Science and Metaphysics, 4.
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statement of Kant's confirms that what is rendered explicit at the level of freely
formed judgments is already implicitly present (“given") in the deliverances of
intuition, which can be said to have their own unity, which is pre-judgmental but
not pre-conceptual. (A closer look at the systematic context of Kant's remark will
show that the latter's point is not the conceptual unity to be found in intuition but
the unity brought to intuitions, which as such do not possess unity but obtain it
from outside of them, viz., through the power of the imagination under the
guidance of the understanding.)

McDowell's strategy in dealing with the Scylla of the mythical Given and the
Charybdis of coherentism has been to move the ultimate, most basic warrants of
epistemic claims from outside the logical space of reasons, from where they could
not exert a justificatory function, to inside the sphere of rational relations. But there
is a price to pay for this seemingly elegant solution. By internalizing Kantian
intuitions into the space of the conceptual, McDowell lapses nolens volens into a
version of coherentism. More precisely, the constraint provided by conceptually
determined intuition is an internal constraint of concepts embedded in intuition on
the explicit deployment of these concepts in the formation of judgments. While
McDowell has managed to preserve the constraint factor within the conceptual
sphere by having the conceptual in intuition constrain the conceptual in judgment,
he has lost the constraint on the conceptual. By effectively giving up the Kantian
dualism of intuition and concept, McDowell has reverted (or progressed, as one's
viewpoint may have it) to a Hegelian monism of logical concepts or a logical
idealism that defends the conceptuality of the real.

At this point, McDowell's epistemology risks turning into an ontology of objective
conceptual data. The kind of Given envisioned by McDowell involves a new "Myth
about the Given," one about the alleged givennesss of concepts. But while it is quite
obvious that McDowell's position about the conceptual nature of intuition is not Kant's
position, it remains to investigate whether and how Kant's dualism of intuition and
concept manages to avoid the dual pitfall of an empiricist pseudo-epistemological
foundationalism  that conflates causation with justification and an idealist
pseudo-ontological idealism that confuses consistency with truth. The key elements of

an answer to this vexing question lie in the status and function of intuition in Kant.
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4. Back to Kant

Neither on his long way toward the Critique of Pure Reason nor in that work
itself did Kant set out to provide a theory of empirical cognition. What McDowell,
and not a few readers before him, see as the center of Kant's concerns is rather a
byproduct of Kant's actual key project of reforming metaphysics, or, to put the
matter in the cognitivist language favored by McDowell, of the epistemology of
metaphysical cognition,30) as summarized in the leading question of the
Prolegomena and of the second edition of the first Critique, "How are synthetic
judgments priori possible?"3l) To be sure, Kant's elaborate answer to this question
involves substantial insights into the nature of empirical cognition or, technically
put, into synthetic cognition a posteriori. But the latter type of cognition is not
elucidated on its own and with the degree of attention typical for modern work in
epistemology. In fact modern epistemology is largely a post-Kantian project,
building on Kant's work by extending it into areas and directions (cognitive
psychology, logic of belief) that were not at the forefront of Kant's central concern
in theoretical philosophy, namely with the possibility of metaphysics.32)

Moreover, even when addressing empirical cognition in the first Critique, Kant
focuses on what is non-empirical or "pure" in and about empirical cognition. What
emerges about empirical cognition in the first Critique is a deep structure that underlies

all empirical cognition and that presents itself only in the philosophical meta-cognition

30) On this characterization of Kant's critical project, see my "Kant on the Generation
of Metaphysical Knowledge," in Kant: Analysen - Probleme - Kritik, ed. Hariolf
Oberer and Gerhard Seel (Wiirzburg: Konigshausen und Neumann, 1988), 71-90.

31) See AA 4:276 and B Bl19. On the origin of this particular formulation of the key
problem of Kant's theoretical philosophy, see my "Editor's Introduction,” in Immanuel
Kant, Prolegomena to Any Future Metaphysics That Will Be Able to Present ltself as
Science, ed. Giinter Zoller (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2004), 21ff.

32) On the post-Kantian history of epistemology, see Richard Rorty, Philosophy and
the Mirror of Nature (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1979), 131ff. and Klaus
-Christian Kohnke, Entstehung und Aufstieg des Neukantianismus. Die deutsche
Universitdtsphilosophie zwischen Idealismus und Positivismus (Frankfurt/M., 1986).
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concerning the non-empirical conditions of empirical cognition. Still the complex
interplay between the empirical and the non-empirical, or in Kantian terms: between
experience and the conditions of its possibility, is not a side issue in Kant but
constitutes his very answer to the problem of metaphysics or the question concerning
metaphysical cognition. Metaphysical cognition, insofar as the latter is "able to present
itself as science” (to use the phrase from the title of the Prolegomena), is not the
cognition of some transempirical or supersensory world and its putative objects (God,
soul, freedom) but the cognition of the complete set of conditions that are necessary
for the very possibility of empirical cognition or of experience.33)

The negative, restrictive side of this revolutionary reorientation of metaphysics
from the transcendence of the empirical to its non-empirical, "transcendental”
grounding is the limitation of non-empirical cognition, more precisely of
non-empirical theoretical, object-determining cognition (as opposed to practical,
will-determining cognition involved in moral philosophy) to possible experience and
to the objects of possible experience. Metaphysics as theoretical cognition (“science")
is the metaphysics of experience. But there is also a positive, enriching side to
Kant's new metaphysics, viz., the insight that experience cannot take care of itself
but involves structures and strictures that are non-empirical and that imply the
presence of non-empirical or metaphysical elements in experience itself. A
philosophically satisfactory account of experience has to be metaphysics of experience.

The metaphysical secret of empirical cognition, viz., that there is more to
experience than can be the object of experience, is also the key to Kant's puzzling
remarks about thoughts being possibly empty and intuitions being possibly blind. At
the surface level the remark addresses the requirement of a match or a
correspondence between the two elements involved in (theoretical) cognition, viz.,

intuition and concept. An intuition and a concept belong to each other, complement

33) For a closer analysis of the metaphysic compatible with Kant's critical philosophy, see my
series of essays, "Pax Kantiana. Kant e la pace perpetua in filosofia," in Filosofia e guerra
nell'eta dell'idealismo tedesco, ed. Gaetano Rametta (Franco Angeli: Milano, 2003), 51-64,
"In der Begrenzung zeigt sich der Meister. Der metaphysische Minimalismus der Kritik der
reinen Vernunfi," forthcoming in Kants Kritik der Metaphysik. Studien zur Transzendentalen
Dialektik der "Kritik der reinen Vernunft". Neue Studien zur Philosophie. Vol. 19, ed. K.
Cramer and J. Stolzenberg (Gottingen: Vandenhoek und Ruprecht, 2004) and "Metaphysik
nach der Metaphysik. Die limitative Konzeption der Ersten Philosophie bei Kant,"
forthcoming in a volume on metaphysics in a postmetaphysical age, edited by Karin Gloy.
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each other and constitute a cognition in the full-fledged sense if what is sensorily
given in intuition provides the material realization for what is thought in the
concept, and if, vice versa, that which is being thought by the concept transforms
the sensory content of an intuition into the cognition of an object. In such a
situation of match the intuition and the thought involved seem to be the intuition
and the concept, respectively, of the same object, an object that is given in one
case and thought in the other case. But any such talk of presupposed objects and
their alternative modes of presence to the mind (as intuition and as concept,
respectively) suggests a realist ontology which Kant does not only not take for
granted but considers very much in need of examination and revision.

Kant's philosophical concern is not with the de facto match between the
intuition of an object and the concept of that object but with the question how there
can be such a situation of match at all, especially considering the radically different
nature of intuition and concept, due to their origin in two entirely different cognitive
capabilities, viz. sensibility and the understanding. In advance of any particular
match of some intuition and some concept with regard to some object, there is the
fundamental philosophical issue of how intuitions and concepts can agree in the first
place. To take it for granted that they are able to do so, as McDowell does,
underestimates Kant's philosophical amazement about concepts and intuitions and the
theoretical urgency of the problem that their possible relation of match or agreement
possesses. What McDowell treats as the solution to the problem about intuition and
concept - that the two make use of each other by one contributing to the other
what the one possesses and what the other is lacking - is the very problem Kant
sets out to resolve in the sections following this opening remark early on in the
Transcendental Logic of the first Critigue. In particular, he goes on to investigate
how the "pure concepts of the understanding or categories" (reine Verstandesbegriffe
oder Kategorien)®*) can have any bearing on what is given in intuition or how the
latter can undergo the former's shaping influence. This is exactly the problem of the
transcendental deduction of the categories and the associated investigations of the

relation between the unity in intuitions and the unity in judgments (Metaphysical

34) See B 102/A 76.
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Deduction39)), of the mediation between category and pure intuition (Schematism of
the Pure Concepts of the Understanding) and of the supreme synthetic cognitions a
priori yielded by the match of categories and pure intuitions (Principles of the Pure
Understanding). The entire extended argument of the Transcendental Analytic is
required because in and of themselves concepts and intuitions have nothing in
common, except their formal status as "representations" (Vorstellungen) in the mind
in a generic, undifferentiated sense unsuitable for assessing their respective and
collaborative epistemological functions.

It should be stressed that Kant's problem regarding intuition and concept is not
limited to the relation between pure concepts and pure intuitions. It also presents
itself for empirical intuitions and empirical concepts. After all, on Kant's account,
the transcendental account of the categories and the pure manifold of the senses
does not relate to some strange and unusual kind of cognition unrelated to ordinary
knowledge but represents, in the artificial isolation of philosophical theorizing, the
universal requirements of empirical cognition and its objects. However, the
philosophical problem about empirical cognition is not that of the match of
empirical intuition and empirical concept. = McDowell is right to assert that
empirical intuition is to be considered as already standing in a relation of match to
possible empirical concepts - just as empirical concepts must be considered as
already standing in a relation of match to possible empirical intuitions. Rather the
philosophical problem about empirical cognition is how to bring together the formal,
non-empirical structures underlying all experience (based on pure concepts and pure
intuitions and objectified in universal laws of nature) with materially concrete
sensory data. This problem of integrating sheer data into both the forms of intuiting
and the forms of thinking still figures large in Sellars' appropriation of Kant but
not in McDowell's, for whom the given does not consist of raw data to be taken
up by intuitive as well as intellectual forms of cognition but of already
conceptually informed intuitions. Nor is there in McDowell's Strawsonian rather than
Sellarsian Kant room for the dynamics of the universal but subjective cognitive

forms enabling the formation of objectively valid cognitions. Yet without the latter,

35) The term "metaphysical deduction," designating the derivation of the categories from
the forms of judgment, first occurs in the second edition of the first Critique (B 159).
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the match of intuition and concept, whether in its generic form or as the agreement
between empirical intuitions and empirical concepts or as the match of pure
intuitions and pure concepts, remains a brute fact, unexplained and in principle
subject to falsification. =~ Faced with the skeptical implications of such an
epistemology of conceptual facts, Kant would have stressed the merits of his own

decidedly non-empirical ("metaphysical") account of cognition.

5. The Discovery of Pure Intuition

Kant's differentiation between intuition and concept is the result of his
long-standing investigations into the possibility of metaphysical cognition, and
specifically into the possibility of metaphysical cognition about the nature and
constitution of the world (cosmology). The precise point of origin for Kant's
opposing intuitions to concepts is the novel theory of space and time developed by
Kant in the late 1760s and first presented in published form in the
Inaugural-Dissertation of 1770, On the Form and Grounds of the Sensible and
Intelligible World36) In this work Kant takes up the traditional distinction between
the "world of sense" (mundus sensibilis) and "world of the understanding”" (mundus
intelligibilis), which can be dated back to Plato's distinction between the Forms and
the appearances and which had received renewed attention through Leibniz's

distinction between the "realm of nature" and the "realm of grace."3”) But unlike

36) See AA 2:385-419, esp. 398-406. The term "principia" in the work's Latin title (De
mundi  sensibilis atque intelligibilis forma et principiis) means "grounds" (German
Griinde) and not "basic propositions" (German Grundsdtze), and should therefore
perhaps not be rendered as "principles." A first step toward Kant's novel theory of
space is taken in the essay, Concerning the Ultimate Ground of the Differentiation of
Directions in Space, from 1768; see AA 2: 375-384. Modern English translations of
these works, cued to the pagination of the Academy Edition cited in this paper, are to
found in Immanuel Kant, Theoretical Philosophy 17551770, ed. David Walford and
Ralf Meerbote (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1992), 373-416 and 361-372.

37) See, e.g., "Principles of Nature and Grace," in G. W. Leibniz, Philosophical
Essays, ed. Roger Ariew and Daniel Garber (Indianapolis and Cambridge: Hackett,
1989), 206-213.
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the Platonic (or rather the neo-Platonic) tradition,38) which had viewed the world of
sense as ontologically and epistemologically inferior to the world of the
understanding, Kant argues for the genuine status of both worlds and of our
cognition of them. In so doing, he replaces the rationalist assessment of cognition
by the senses, as lacking the clarity and distinctness available to cognition by the
intellect, with an alternative account that recognizes the autonomous nature of both
kinds of cognition and of the two orders of things or worlds correlated with them.
For Kant the world of sense and the world of the intellect each have their own
formal structures and laws, and the attempt to blur the distinction between the two
epistemologies and ontologies results in the self-contradictory claims that are the
antecedents of the Antinomy of Pure Reason in the Critigue of Pure Reason.

The term "intuition" (intuitus) first occurs in the Inaugural-Dissertation of 1770
in the negative statement that the human being does not have at its disposition an
intuition of things intellectual.3%) The intellect's intuition, or intellectual intuition,
mentioned by Kant would be the intellect's ability to grasp things "immediately"
and "in their singularity" (immediate, ut singulare), hence without the employment
of other means of cognition and without cognitively relating that which is being
intuited to anything else. On Kant's analysis, the human intellect or understanding
does not grasp things intuitively, or immediately and in their singularity, but only
discursively (discursive), or by means of "general concepts " (conceptus generales)
that do not address the object in its singularity but in terms of what it (possibly)
shares with other objects.

But while the human being does not possess an intellect that intuits, it yet has
another kind of intuition at its disposal, one that represents a mode of cognition
different both from the discursive cognition of our intellect and the intuitive
cognition of a possible non-human (or rather superhuman, divine) intellect.

According to Kant, this "human intuition" (infuitus humanus)*0) is like intellectual

38) On Kant's attribution of intuitus to Plato see. e.g., Reflexion 4446 (AA 17: 554;
approximately 1772): "Ideas in Plato are intuitus." (Ideen sind beym Plato intutitus.)

39) AA 2: 396: "Intellectualium non datur (homini) intuitus." The Kantian terms
introduced in this paragraph are all taken from AA 2: 396f.

40) AA 2: 396.
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intuition to the extent that it grasps its object in an immediate manner, without the
involvement of any other mode of cognition, and that it takes cognizance of this
object in its singularity, as a unique entity that does not come into view as being
like (or unlike) any other possible object. Yet human intuition is unlike intellectual
intuition to the extent that it does not actively give itself its object - like the
divine intellect in which cognition and creation coincide -, but must have its
object given to it. Human intuition is "passive" (passivus).4!) It involves the mind's
capacity to undergo cognitive influence, which Kant terms "sensibility" (Sinnlichkei
H)*2) in view of the fact that the material data to enter into human intuition are
provided by the senses. Accordingly, human intuition can also be characterized as
"sensible intuition" (infuitus sensualis),*3) which means an intuition - or a passive,
immediate and singular mode of cognition - that is based on the conveyances of
the senses, termed "sensation" (sensatio).*4)

It is important to stress the difference Kant sees between sensation as the
material involved in sensible intuition and sensible intuition as the medium or
dimension, or better yet: the cognitive form, into which sensation is taken up or
incorporated. On Kant's analysis, the nature of human, sensible intuition qua
intuition, as described above (immediateness, singularity), does not belong to the
deliverances of the senses as such but only to the form under which they enter
into the mind's cognitive apparatus. For Kant, this form of sensible intuition is the
double form of space and time, in which all sensory date are contained. But space
and time are not only the forms of sensibility. First and foremost they are
themselves intuitions. To be sure, as forms for all "later" filling by sensory
material, space and time themselves are not intuitions filled with sensory matter.
Rather they are a case of "pure intuition" (intuitus purus).43) According to Kant,

space and time as pure sensory intuitions possess the following properties: they are

41) AA 2: 397.

42) AA 2: 392.

43) AA 2: 403.

44) AA 2: 392. On the inexactitude involved in the standard rendering of Kant's Latin
term, "sensitivus," and its German equivalent, "sinnlich," as "sensible," rather than
"sensory," see my Editor's Introduction in Kant, Prolegomena, 51.

45) AA 2: 400 (regarding time) and 402 (regarding space).
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given to the mind (rather than being produced by the mind, as concepts are); they
are singular (rather than universal, as concepts are); they are fotalities preceding
any part of time or space - any stretch of time and any region of space (rather
than parts preceding a whole, as in the case of the relations based on concepts).46)

Hence the difference between pure intuitions and concepts in Kant turns on the
different mereology of the two kinds of cognition and their respective objects. In
the pure intuition of time and space the intuited is given as an infinite,
all-encompassing whole, such that any temporal or spatial part is but a limitation of
the original pure intuition of time and space. By contrast, in the case of concepts
regarding the formal structure of the world (cosmological concepts) the whole
succeeds the parts out of which it is made up. Moreover, concepts may contain
other cognitions, such as other concepts, under themselves, but they do not contain
those lower concepts in themselves; rather higher concepts are contained by lower
concepts. By contrast, time and space as pure intuitions contain all possible times
and spaces in them, and as infinite singular wholes they do not have features in
common with anything outside them. Thus for Kant entirely different part-whole
relations obtain in intuitions, specifically in pure intuitions, on the one hand, and in
concepts, on the other hand.

To be sure, the givenness of time and space as infinite intuitions cannot be
understood on the model of the givenness of sensations, as coming to us from
outside and as affecting us contingently. Rather to call time and space "given" is to
address the fundamental fact that prior to and independent of all sensory data we
may receive, there is present in our mind a comprehensive structure ready to be
filled with material to be provided by the senses such that all possible sensible
cognition will be contained in this structure and marked by its formal features. One
might call the mode of givenness peculiar to pure intuitions their pre-givenness
(Vorgegebenheit). Kant goes so far as to liken the infinite pure intuition of time
and space to divine intellectual intuition because in both cases there is an
immediate and complete grasp of some whole - all of creation in one case and

all of time and space in the other case.4”) But Kant is also careful not to consider

46) See AA 2: 398ff., esp. 405f.
47) See AA 2: 405 (secundum exemplar intuitus sensitivi).
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the givenness (or pre-givenness) of pure intuition a case of something lying all
ready in the mind or being "inborn" (innatus). Instead he considers time and space
as "acquired" (acquisitus); to be sure, not as acquired from the senses and
particular sensations, but as acquired internally from the immanent law of the
universal human cognitive constitution that shapes the taking-in of sensory data.4)
Space and time in their original nature as infinite intuitions are the basic modes of
having sensory data enter into the process of cognition, viz., as temporally arrayed
and spatially located in two infinite continua.

In historical terms, Kant's theory of time and space as forms of intuition and as
pure intuitions brings together key elements of the earlier accounts of space and
time provided by Newton and Leibniz. While the infinite magnitude of time and
space in Kant retains elements of the Newtonian conception of space as an absolute
entity or a cosmic container modeled on God's presence throughout the universe,
their character as subjective forms of all sensory cognition is indebted to the
Leibnizian conception of the phenomenal nature of time and space as the two orders
that things take on under conditions of sensory cognition. Unlike Newton, Kant
defends the subjective origin of time and space. Unlike Leibniz he maintains their a
priori character, their preceding rather than succeeding the things of which they are
the ordering forms. And unlike either Newton or Leibniz Kant maintains that time
and space are pure sensible intuitions. The very notion of a pure sensible intuition
as the cognitive form of given infinite wholes is entirely original to Kant and
underlies not only his account of space and time in the first Crifigue but also its

mature theory about the cooperative relation between intuition and concept.

6. From Manifold to Synthesis and Unity

All the main features of the account of time and space to be found in the
Inaugural-Dissertation, centered around the double notion of time and space as

forms of intuition and as pure intuitions, are taken over in the Transcendental

48) See AA 2: 406.
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Aesthetic of the first Critique49) However, the later work adds an important
systematic concern with the transition from pure intuition to pure concept, addressed
throughout the Transcendental Logic, more precisely in its analytic part
(Transcendental Analytic). Hence the further development of Kant's thinking about
intuitions and concepts that manifests itself in the first Critique deals not with the
conveyances of sensibility as such but with their further non-sensory treatment by
other powers of the mind. In particular, Kant contrasts the non-structured manner in
which representations present themselves to the mind at the strictly sensory level
with the form and structure introduced into spatial and temporal data by
non-sensory means. The term from the Inaugural-Dissertation designating the plenary
but inarticulated sum-total of presentments in intuition as such, "varia," is rendered
in the first Critique as "manifold" (Mannigfaltiges) and strictly distinguished from
any order or structure brought to the manifold. While the Inaugural Dissertation
had left the formal determination of space and time to particular spaces and
particular times largely unexplained, the first Critigue contains the main elements of
a theory of the generation of specifically determined plural intuitions out of the
unitary and singular proto-intuition of space and time. The most detailed treatment
of this problem is to be found in the changes (revisions and additions) introduced
into the second edition of the first Critique (1787), especially in the Transcendental
Deduction of the Categories, although it should be stressed that Kant regarded the
changes of the second edition not as substantial corrections but as improvements in
the "manner of presentation" (Darstellungsarf) of his doctrine, which remained, in
the main, unchanged.50)

The main reason for Kant's increased interest in the non-sensory features that
accrue to intuition, to be found in the first Critique, is the realization, subsequent to

the Inaugural-Dissertation and to be dated to the early1770s,51) that the pure concepts

49) See B 37A 22B S3A 36. In the first Crifique the treatment of space precedes that of time.
Accordingly, T will now switch from talking about "time and space" to talking about "space and time."

50) See B XXXVIIf,

51) Kant's famous letter to Marcus Herz from 21 February 1772 (AA 10: 129-135,
esp. 130) documents his awareness of the problem of the objective reference of our
concepts of the understanding without indicating the solution. The latter takes shape
in the Reflexionen of the so-called "Duisburg'scher Nachla" (AA 17: 643-673).
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of the understanding do not actually refer to a world of their own, the world of the
understanding, but pertain to the world of sense, of which they constitute the
"intelligible form" in addition to its "sensible form" provided by the pure intuition
$.52) Thus the dualism of worlds, each to be cognized on the basis of its own "form
and grounds" (forma et principia), underlying the theory of time and space in the
Inaugural-Dissertation, has been replaced in the first Critigue by a combination of
monistic cosmology (one world to be cognized) and dualistic epistemology (two
stems of cognition).33) The technical terms and doctrinal concepts employed by Kant
to bring out the dual-but-unitary nature of the world of sense and its double
constitution through sensible and intelligible forms are "experience" (Erfahrung) and
"empirical cognition" (Erfahrungserkenntnis) and, as their object domain, "nature"
(Natur).5%) As a result of the reassignment of the understanding to the world of
sense, reconceived as the domain of “experience" (Erfahrung), Kant now has to
maintain the difference between the two key factors entering into the principiation of
experience (sensibility and understanding) and their epistemic conveyances (intuition
and concept), while also establishing their essential collaboration in the bringing about
of experience and its objects. In the former regard, Kant stresses the complete lack
of order among the manifold of intuition and the monopoly of the understanding for
the formation of unity among representations of all kinds, regardless of whether they
are intuitions or concepts. In the latter regard, he emphasizes the amenability of the
unordered manifold of intuition to conceptual ordering.

At the most basic level, the joint venture of the manifold of intuition and the

unity of conception manifests itself in the double nature of space and time as

52) See, e.g., Reflexion 4653 (AA 17: 626; approximately 1772): "Our understanding does not
give materials by which we could cognize a new world but forms in order to set up the the
present one according to them." (Unser Verstand giebt nicht materialien, wodurch wir eine
neue Welt erkennen konnten, sondern Formen, um die Gegenwdrtige darnach einzurichten.)

53) Strictly speaking, the intelligible world of 1770 undergoes a differentiation into the object
domain of the understanding in the narrow sense (the power of concepts and rules), coextensive
with that of the objects given by sensibility, and the object domain of reason in the narrow
sense (the power of ideas and inferences), which is not subject to theoretical cognition but
remains a central concem to Kant in moral philosophy in constituting the "moral world"
(moralische Welt, B 843/A 815) or the "kingdom of ends" (Reich der Zwecke; AA 4: 433).

54) See B 126f/A 93f, A 114 and B 163f; see also AA 4: 294ff. (Prolegomena).
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forms of intuition and as pure intuitions. In their capacity as universal forms of
all sensible intuition, space and time do not yet provide unity to the infinitely
varied ("manifold") possible spatio-temporal arrays they contain. As forms of
intuition, space and time function merely as the basic ways or modes for
sensational intake. Any shaping of space and time into determined regions and
stretches of space and time requires, on Kant's analysis, the "comprehension of the
manifold" (Zusammenfassung des Manngifaltigen), by means of which the form of
intuition becomes the intuition of the form of intuition or "formal intuition."S5)
More yet, not only the plural, specifically determined spaces and times but also
singular space and singular time themselves as all-encompassing, infinite pure
intuitions first come about through adding unity, by way of unification, to an
originally ununified, sheer (“"pure") manifold.

In the first Critique Kant's technical term for the "combination" (Verbindung,
conjunctio) of a given manifold, is "synthesis" (Synthesis).56) He clearly states that
the synthesizing of a manifold is not an accomplishment of sensibility, which is
merely passive and incapable of any ordering. Rather he locates the origin of
synthesis in an active, shaping power of the human mind. The function for
synthesizing cognitive items of all kinds ("representations;" Vorstellungen) is
assigned to the "power of the imagination"  (Einbildungskraff). ~Synthesis "in
general" (iiberhaupt), regardless of further specifications as to what is being
synthesized and how, is "a mere effect of the power of the imagination, a blind,
although indispensable function of the soul, without which we would have no
cognition at all, but of which we are rarely ever conscious."S8) As the use of the
term "blind" here suggests, the function of the power of the imagination, considered

by itself and without a further function coming in, may enable the formation of

55) See B 160f note. On the difference between "form of intuition" and "formal
intuition" in Kant, see my "Comments on Professor Kitcher's 'Connecting Intuitions
and Concepts at B 160n.," The Southern Journal of Philosophy 25 (1987),
Supplement (Spindel Conference 1986: The B-Deduction), 151-155.

56) See B 130.

57) See B 103/A 78.

58) B 103/A 78 (my emphasis) (die blofe Wirkung der Einbildungskrafi, einer blinden,
obgleich unentbehrlichen Funktion der Seele, ohne die wir iiberall keine Erkenntnis
haben wiirden, der wir uns aber selten nur einmal bewuft sind).
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cognition but still leaves it at an incomplete stage at which something, which has
yet to be identified, is not yet visible and awaits its coming into view due to a
further level of formation. To be sure, the stages in the formation of cognition
distinguished by Kant should not be taken as diachronically arranged phases in the
actual coming about of cognition. Kant's interest in the first Critique is not a
psychological interest in the factual genesis of cognition but a logical normative
interest in the universal subjective grounds that render cognition, in principle,
possible.39) Accordingly, the stages distinguished by Kant in the constitution of
cognition should be understood as so many universal moments of a complex
dynamical structure the philosophical reconstruction of which may include narrative
devices, such as the sequence of beginning, middle and end, without implying a
real distinction of the parts involved.

The synthesis attributed by Kant to the power of the imagination consists most
basically in the joining of sequentially apprehended stretches of time and regions of
space into one ("single") intuition so that the continuous flow of data receives
articulation through primary structural features to be designated, in the context of
their conceptual reconstruction, by concepts such as "before," after," "to the right
of." Thus the power of the imagination lends shape to the manifold of sense by
joining it to figures in space and time. Kant terms such a figure an "image" (Bild),
drawing on the etymological proximity of "image" and "imagination."®0) The point
of the term is not to claim a likeness of the image in question to something else
but to convey the formed or shaped character of the product of the imagination.
The function of the imagination that concerns Kant in the first Critigue is not the
reproduction of preexisting images but the productive function of first bringing the
manifold to the formative condition of wholes that are set off from other regions of

the manifold of space and time and endowed with a certain coherence provided by

59) The empiricist Humean account of human nature is at the center of the work of Kant's
influential contemporary, Nicolaus Tetens, whose Essays on Human Nature (Versuche iiber
die menschliche Natur) Kant kept on his desk while writing the first Critigue. On Kant's
relation to Tetens, see Reflexion 4900 and Reflexion 4901 (AA 18: 23) and my entries
"Tetens, Johann Nicolaus," Routledge Encyclopedia of Philosophy, ed. Edward Craig, 10
vols (London: Routledge, 1998), 9: 319322 and "Tetens, Johann Nicolaus," Concise
Routledge Encyclopedia of Philosophy, ed. E. Craig (London and New York, 2000), 882f.

60) See A 120.
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the delineation of a region of space or a stretch of time. With regard to space,
Kant characterizes the transition from the "pure," undetermined manifold to the
determined intuition of parts of space as "description of a space" (Beschreibung
eines Raumes)6l), where the term "description" does not designate the recording of
a previously existing spatial order but the original inscription of space through
which a figure in space first comes about. In order to convey the active nature of
the "productive imagination" (produktive Einbildungskraff)62), Kant characterizes the
"pure act of successive synthesis of the manifold in outer intuition" as "movement
qua action of the subject" (Bewegung, als Handlung des Subjekts), to be
distinguished from objective movement as the dislocation of an object in space.63)
In calling the synthesis of the manifold through the power of imagination
"blind," Kant draws attention to the incompleteness of the imaginational synthesis as
such in the absence of a further level of the mind's active formation of cognition,
viz. the understanding. But the latter's contribution does not take the form of some
external addition to the already accomplished synthesis of the imagination. On
Kant's view, the understanding is always already operative in imaginational synthesis
by providing the basic function of unity that guides or orients the synthesis of the
manifold.64)  Accordingly, the power of the imagination occupies a middle position
between sensibility and the understanding. In a handwritten marginal emendation in
his personal copy of the first edition of the first Critigue, Kant replaced the
passage, cited earlier and contained in the first and the second edition of the work,
about the power of the imagination being a "function of the soul" with the more
specific phrase, "a function of the understanding."65) He further clarifies the double
status of the power of the imagination by stressing that, on account of the sensible
condition of its operation, it "belongs - to senmsibility" (gehdrt --- zur Sinnlichkeit),
while equally emphasizing that, with regard to the synthesis it effectuates in the

pure manifold, the power of the imagination is "an effect of the understanding on

61) B 154f.

62) B 154; also A 123.

63) B 154f. and 155 note.

64) See B I51f.

65) The original passage occurs at A 78. For the emendation, see AA 20: 45. The emendation
is also noted in all modern editions of the first Critigue in German and English.
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sensibility" (eine Wirkung des Verstandes auf die Sinnlichkeit).66)

Yet the presence of the understanding in imaginational synthesis need not
involve already formed concepts. On the contrary, synthetically unified space and
time, along with the sensations located at determined spaces and times, first makes
possible the formation of concepts. Kant explains that he had introduced space as
a pure intuition, and hence as a synthetic whole, on purpose already in the
transcendental theory of sensibility (Transcendental Aesthetic), in order to indicate
that the pure intuition of space as such precedes all concepts of specific places
and shapes in space. He then points out that the presence of unity in space qua
pure intuition, or in "space considered as an object" (der Raum, als Gegenstand
vorgestellf), "presupposes a synthesis that does not belong to the senses, but by
means of which all concepts of space and time first become possible."67) The
tripartite division indicated here between sheer, unordered manifold of space and
time ("form of intuition"), original synthesis of space and time ("formal intuition")
and concepts regarding space and time is confirmed by Kant's discussion of "space
and time and all their parts" as "intuitions, hence singular representations”
(einzelne Vorstellungen) and by the subsequent contrast drawn between the
mereological properties of intuitions and those of concepts.68) In the case of
concepts, the same instance of awareness (e.g., the awareness of the color red) is
encountered in many different representations (e.g., the awareness of a red rose or
of a red square). In the case of intuitions, each such singular representation
contains a manifold "in itself" (in sich) and hence involves "many representations
as contained in one -+ and hence as composite" (viel Vorstellungen als in einer

-+« mithin als zusammengesetzt).69) The crucial point here is the presence of a

66) B 151f. Heidegger's Kant interpretation in Kant and Problem of Metaphysics focuses on
the separate status of the power of the imagination in the first edition of the first
Critique, which Heidegger then radicalizes to the original status of that mental power as
the prototemporal root of subjectivity. Kant himself identifies the "root faculty of all our
cognition" (Radikalvermogen aller unsrer Erkenntnis), in the first edition of the first
Critique, with the faculty of transcendental apperception (A 114).

67) B 160f. note (- ob sie zwar eine Synthesis, die nicht den Sinnen angehort, durch
welche aber alle Begriffe von Raum und Zeit zuerst mdglich werden, voraussetzt.)

68) See B 136 note.

69) B 136 note.
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composite structure not in the pure manifold of intuition but in intuition qua
singular representation. This composite nature of intuition as such exceeds the
deliverances of sensibility and its mere forms (pure manifold), but does not yet
reflect the presence of concepts, rather enabling their formation.

The synthesis of the imagination exercised, under the guidance of the
understanding, on the manifold of the senses yields what Kant terms "appearances”
(Erscheinungen). Continuing an ancient philosophical tradition going back to
Plato, Kant uses the term to convey the difference between the way things might
appear (to someone, under certain conditions, etc.) and the way things are. Most
commentators on Kant's adaptation of the distinction between appearance and reality
focus on the Kantian distinction between the things as they are in themselves (in
short: the things in themselves; Dinge an sich) and their appearances, or the things
as they come to be cognized under conditions of human sensibility, i.e., in space
and time. While this onfo-logical distinction, established in the Transcendental
Aesthetic of the first Critique,’0) is indeed the primary contrast underlying Kant's
use of technical term '"appearance," it is crucial not to overlook a second
employment of the term "appearance" which opposes the appearance not to some
unknown and unknowable thing that transcends our experience (or to an unknown
and unknowable side or aspect of a thing transcending our experience) but to an
as-yet unknown but knowable thing (or side of a thing), one that is entirely within
the range of our experience. The latter distinction comes into play in the
Transcendental Analytic of the first Critigue, when Kant contrasts the way
something appears to someone as a function of the particular way in which it is
first given in intuition, with the way things might be independent of the varying
conditions of sensible intuition, with the specification that the latter way of being is
to be ascertained not by recourse to the senses but to the understanding.7!)

To be sure, the epistemo-logical distinction of appearance and object itself must
not involve an uncritical relapse into the assumption of a non-sensory, intellectual
intuition on the part of "our" understanding. The object which exceeds its varied

actual and possible presentations to the senses or "appearances” is not intuited, or

70) See B 42ff/A 26 and B 49ff/A 32ff.
71) See B 139f; A A109f.
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grasped directly, but is being thought. Moreover, the object is thought not as
existing "in an overheavenly place," as Plato puts it in the Phaedo, and hence
ontologically distinct from the appearances, but as belonging to the appearances -
as the unifying reference point of the multiple aspects, sides or views under which
the object presents itself by means of intuitions. To say of the object that it is
thought, as opposed to given, is to say that is a logical construct produced by the
understanding on the material basis of given intuitions and serving to unify the
latter. In this logical sense, an object can never be given but can only be thought
- thought along with "its" appearances, and this in a manner not open to whim
and fancy but such that it lends invariance and stability to the multitude of
correlated appearances. Drawing on Kant's discourse about the manifold of the senses
being synthesized into an image, one can regard the object in the logical sense just
outlined as that of which the relevant intuitions are images, yet which cannot be
captured by any such image, or their sum total, but only by the additional
intellectual function of referring the intuitions to that of which they are the
intuitions.

Kant also calls the object in the strong, logical sense the "transcendental
object,"72) thereby indicating that it is not a particular object but the universal
objectivity function by means of which the variable cognitions of appearances are
elevated to the cognition of an object that is invariant in relation to the changing
conditions of its appearances. In an alternative formulation of the same thought,
Kant refers to the contribution that the understanding makes to the synthesis of the
imagination as providing "transcendental content."’3) Again, the content in question
is not to be understood as some particular content, and certainly not as content
provided by the senses, but as that logical feature which no sensible intuition as
such can provide and which alone can refer intuitions to their object and transform
them from reports about perceptions to warranted claims about objects, i.e., objects
of experience. Given the logical, thought-borne nature of objects and of the
cognition of objects in Kant, the specific formal contribution that the understanding

makes to the cognition of perception-invariant objects cannot consist in the grasp of

72) A 109.
73) B 105/A 79.
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some pre-existing, absolute order of things. Rather the pure concepts of the
understanding (categories) formulate the universal subjective conditions under which
appearances can be considered appearances of relatively stable, lawfully behaving
objects in space and time.

In the absence of such intellectual regularity conditions, appearances would not
coalesce into objects. There would be perceptions of unpredictable appearances but
no experience of objects that each have a nature and that jointly constitute nature
as the sum-total of appearances under laws.74) Without the categories regulating the
basic order of the appearances, there might even be particular concepts formed to
single out and designate features encountered in intuition, such as "red" or "round."
But there would be no determinate logical order guiding the attribution of such
concepts. If, e. g., the category of substance and accident were lacking, or could
not be brought to bear on appearances, then there would be no ascertainable
difference between the statement "some circles are red" and the statement "some
red is a circle," since the categorial concept of the relation between the bearer of
properties and the properties borne would be lacking, or would find no application.

For Kant, applying the "mere form of the understanding" (blofSe
Verstandesform) in judgments, such as the logical form of a hypothetical judgment
("if -+~ then"), to some synthesized manifold of space and time leads to the logical
articulation of the appearances but does not establish cognitive reference to an
object and to the objective order to which it belongs. In order to achieve the latter,
the pure concepts of the understanding or the categories have to come, which are
the logical forms of judgments employed not as forms for amalyzing intuitions (or
other already given representations) but as formal determination of the objective
features to be synthetically correlated with given intuitions. In Kant's words, the

categories are "concepts of an object in general through which its intuition is

74) On the scenario of appearances not conforming to the pure concepts and principles of
the understanding, see B 123/90f, culminating in the statement: "for intuition is in
absolutely no need of the functions of thinking" (denn die Anschauung bedarf der
Funktionen des Denkens auf keine Weise). See also the distinction drawn only in the
Prolegomena between "judgments of perception”" (Wahrnehmungsurteile), which record the
appearances in their changing subjective presentations, and "judgments of experience"
(Erfahrungsurteile), which determine the empirical object as such (AA 4: 298ff).
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considered as determined with respect to one of the logical functions for
judgments."75) The point here is that neither the synthesis of the manifold as such
nor the logical functions of judging as such lend objective determination to the
appearances but leave the object (in the strong, logical sense) undetermined.

Still Kant insists on the proximity, more yet: on the ultimate identity, of the
forms of judging and the forms of thinking an object. To be sure, the forms of
Judging serve to articulate, by means of analysis, the logical structure of a given
manifold, while the forms of thinking an object serve to provide an object to given
intuitions. Both are employments of the understanding and involve the engagement
of the same set of basic unification functions, exercised in specifically different
ways on specifically different material. In Kant's words: "The same function which
gives unity to the different representations in a judgment also gives unity to the
mere synthesis of different representations in an intuition, which (sc. latter unity),
expressed universally, is called the pure concept of the understanding."’6) McDowell
takes this as a statement to the effect that the unity functions of the understanding
are already contained in intuition. That would render superfluous the entire
enterprise of the Transcendental Deduction of the Categories with its focus on
whether and how functions of the understanding have a bearing on intuitions. Kant's
point is that categorial unity is not to be found in an intuition but has to be
provided to the intuition by the understanding. Considering that the addition of
categorial determination to objectively undetermined intuitions is not a matter of
temporal sequence but of structural constitution, Kant can also say that categorical
unity would have to be given "with" (mif) the intuitions but not "in" (in) them.7?)
But that still leaves open the question, to be addressed in the Deduction, whether it
is indeed the case, and how it is possible, that the categories find a hold in the
material ("content") provided by intuition.

Hence the blindness that Kant attributes to the workings of the imagination,

even to its operation under the clandestine guidance of the understanding,’®) is a

75) B 128 (Begriffe von einem Gegenstande, dadurch dessen Anschauung in Ansehung
einer der logischen Funktionen zu urteilen als bestimmt angesehen wird.).

76) B 104f/A 79.

77) See B 161 for Kant's own contrastive view of the two prepositions.
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blindness with respect to the object to be correlated with given intuitions by means
of the categories. In light of this notion of object-blindness, Kant's pronouncement
that intuitions without concepts are blind takes on the further, quite specific
meaning that without the categorial concepts intuitions are object-blind in that they
have no "transcendental object" or "transcendental content" provided to them. One
might even say that intuitions lacking "transcendental content" are not only blind
but also empty. In a surprising reversal of status, it is not intuition that provides
content to the otherwise empty categorial concepts but the categories that provide
content in the strong, logical sense to intuitions, which would otherwise be lacking
the reference to an object in the strong sense. This is not to deny that, at a
surface level, Kant's statement about thoughts without content being empty refers to
the ordinary case of concepts first receiving confirmation and validation by means
of corresponding sensible intuitions. More yet, even the categories, without which
intuitions would have no "transcendental content," are in turn in need of another
kind of content which only intuitions can provide for them and without which they
would be empty "forms of thinking" (Gedankenformen).’9) There are two different
senses of "content" operative here: the transcendental content (reference to possible
empirical objects in space and time) provided fo the intuitions by the categories and
the sensible, better yet: synthesized imaginational content provided to the categories
by pure intuition. (In addition, there is the empirical content provided fo empirical
concepts by empirical intuition. But the latter is not a primary concern of Kant's in
the first Critique, with its focus on the conditions of the possibility of a priori
cognition of objects, even if the objects to be cognized a priori turn out to be

objects of experience.)

7. Form and Content

A closer look at the prehistory and the systematic context of Kant's remark

about thoughts being possibly empty and intuitions being possibly blind has shown

78) See B 103/A 78.
79) See B 150.
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the exegetical and philosophical problems inherent in McDowell's reading, which
ignores the latter half of the statement and turns its former half into a thesis about
the concept-ladenness of intuitions in Kant. By focusing exclusively on the validation
of empirical concepts through empirical intuitions, McDowell has deprived Kant's
ingenious remark of much of its philosophical significance, which concerns primarily
the mutual completion of pre-conceptual intuitions and post-intuitional concepts.
Considering the implicit focus of Kant's remark on the relation between pure
intuitions (of space and time) and pure concepts (of the understanding), the content
that prevents a thought from being empty cannot be, as McDowell would have it
some factual experiential intake. Claims to universality and necessity, as they are
implicit in the categories' status as the basic intellectual forms of experience and its
objects, cannot be confirmed contingently and by single instances. On Kant's view,
the justification of categorial claims cannot have recourse to any given feature of
experience. The validation of the categories can only take the form of showing that
experience, along with its objects, would not be possible were it not for the
contribution made by the categories in determining an object to given intuitions.
Hence the validation of the categories does not occur by some actual experience but
by what Kant terms "possible experience”" (mdgliche Erfahrung) or, more precisely,
the "possibility of experience" (Moglichkeit der Erfahrung), to be understood as the
active, dynamical "rendering possible" (ermdglichen) of experience through those very
concepts.80) Accordingly, the specific content that completes the cognitive status of
the categories are "possible intuitions."81)

Kant is quite explicit about the disanalogy in the validation procedure of
empirical concepts and of categorial concepts. The validation of empirical concepts
occurs by citing, in an exemplary manner, the corresponding empirical intuition; by
contrast, categorial concepts cannot be instantiated in an intuition to be given, not
even in an a priori intuition82) There is no intuition, empirical or pure, to

correspond to the category of causality. There is only the universal form of causal

80) See B 126f/A 94.

81) See B 747/A 719.

82) On Kant's account, only mathematical concepts can be exhibited in a priori intuition, in a
procedure which Kant terms the "construction” of those concepts. See B 740ff./A 713ff.
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thinking through which the temporal sequence of appearances, provided it is found
to be irreversible, is taken as involving an objective determination of the order of
events.83) But no specific cause is thereby identified. Thus the categories are
nothing but "rules according to which a certain synthetic unity of that which cannot
be represented in an a priori intuition (of the perceptions) is supposed to be looked
for empirically."$%) Hence the content that serves to validate the categories and the
principles derived from them, such as the causal principle, is a formal content, a
procedural device by means of which yet to be given actual content is anticipated
as to its fit into the categorical structure of the empirical world.83) Moreover, even
the content correlated to empirical concepts qua concepts is not some particular
instantiation by means of a particular empirical intuition. Due its inherent generality
(as possibly contained in infinitely many objects), a concept cannot be adequately
matched by an intuition (as a singular representation). Empirical concepts, too, have
to be understood as rules for the determination of appearances that are yet to be
given. Kant uses the term "schema" (Schema) to address the open nature of a
concept, due to which it exceeds the correlation with any particular corresponding
"image" (Bild) of an empirically intuited object.36)

All this suggest a picture of the relation between concept and intuition in Kant
that is quite different from the way McDowell reads Kant's remark about possibly
empty thoughts, viz., as calling for the grounding of concepts in empirically given

and already conceptually structured intuitions. Kant is a formalist about intuitional

83) See B 232ff/A 189ff.

84) B 748f/A 720f.

85) "One can call an anticipation all cognition through which I can cognize and
determine a priori that which belongs to empirical cognition." (Man kann alle
Erkenntnis, wodurch ich dasjenige, was zur empirischen Erkenntnis gehdrt, a priori
erkennen und bestimmen kanm, eine Antizipation nennen.) (B 208/A 167).

86) "Much less (sc. than a mathematical concept) does an object of experience or an image
thereof ever reach the empirical concept; rather the latter always refers immediately to the
schema of the power of the imagination, as a rule of the determination of our intuition
according to a certain general concept." (Noch viel weniger erreicht ein Gegenstand der
Erfahrung oder Bild desselben jemals den emprischen Begriff, sondern dieser bezieht sich
Jederzeit und mittelbar auf das Schema der Einbildungskraft, als eine Regel der Bestimmung
unserer Anschauung, gemdfs einem gewissen allgemeinen Begriffe.) (B 180/A 141).



160 &g APg - 238 4 10 &

and conceptual content and an idealist about the universal forms of intuiting and
thinking.87) The basis in Kant for the demarcation drawn by McDowell around the
conceptual as the logical space of reasons, at the exclusion of the sensory data
belonging to the logical space of causes, is the demarcation of a priori form against
any content a posteriori. But rather than reducing the aesthetics of intuition to the
logic of concepts, as McDowell does, Kant maintains that there are two different but
interacting sets of forms by means of which data are taken up into the justificatory
structures and processes of cognition: intuitions for the reference to the singular and
concepts for the reference to the universal. Moreover, while McDowell takes both
intuition and concept as given or already contained in experience, Kant insists on
the active, produced nature of the synthesis and the unity involved in experience.
McDowell believes that the only way to move intuition away from the status of
psycho-physical data intake and into the epistemological sphere is its assimilation to
the conceptual. In Kant, the space of reasons is not limited to concepts but includes
intuition as a mode of cognition sui generis. What distinguishes sensation from
intuition in Kant is not the latter's clandestine conceptuality but its having been
subject to cognitive form, through which data are taken up as material into the
subject's arena of justification. To be sure, the formal cognitive activity countenanced
by Kant must be conceived in such a way that it reduces cognition neither to
arbitrary fiction nor to a mechanical application of fixed forms to some equally rigid
contents. Kant sought to avoid this dual pitfall by subjecting the spontaneity of
cognitive formation to the dual constraint of universal norms (cognitions a priori)
and contingent material diversity (manifold of sense). From Fichte and Hegel to
Husserl and Scheler critics of Kant's formalist conception of cognition in general and
of metaphysical cognition in particular have called for a material a priori in various
guises: as intellectual intuition, as transcendental hyletics or as objective values.
McDowell's bid for conceptual facts is a remote descendant of the refusal to accept

the scholastic formula, quoted with approval by Kant, "forma dat esse rei," which he

87) On Kant's selfiinterpretation of "transcendental idealism” as "formal idealism" see B 519/A
491 note. Kant's formalism in theoretical philosophy is matched by his formalism in moral
philosophy (in the specification of formal requirements for the moral status of maxims) and
his formalism in aesthetics (in the specification of formal requirements for the aesthetic
status of objects).



[] Giinter Zller—Kant on Form and Content in Cognition: 161
A Reply to McDowell

translated as "the being of a thing consists in its form" (in der Form besteht das
Wesen der Sache), supplemented by the restrictive clause, "insofar as the being is to
be cognized by reason" (sofern dieses durch Vernunft erkannt werden soll).88) To
want to cognize by reason more than the form of a thing risks overburdening reason
and turning it from the source of modest but secure insights into the fountainhead

of generous but deceptive disclosures.
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Abstract

Kant on Form and Content in Cognition:
A Reply to McDowell

Giinter Zoller

This paper examines the relation between intuition and concept in Kant in light
of John McDowell's neo-Kantian position that intuitions are concept-laden. The
focus is on Kant's twofold pronouncement that thoughts without content are
empty and that intuitions without concepts are blind. 1 show that intuitions as
singular representations are not instances of passive data intake but the result of
synthetic unification of the given manifold of the senses by the power of the
imagination under the guidance of the understanding. Against McDowell I
argue that the amenability of intuitions to conceptual determination is not due
some pre-existing, absolute conceptuality of the real but to the "work of the
subject." On a more programmatic level, this paper seeks to demonstrate the
limitations of a selective appropriation of Kant and the philosophical potential of
a more comprehensive and thorough consideration of his work.

Section 1 addresses the unique balance in Kant's philosophy between the
work on particular problems and the orientation toward a systematic whole.
Section 2 outlines McDowell's take on the Kantian distinction between intuition
and concept in the context of the Kant readings by Sellars and Strawson.
Section 3 exposes McDowell's relapse into the Myth of the Given. Section 4
proposes a reading of Kant's theoretical philosophy as an epistemology of
metaphysical cognition. Section 5 details Kant's original account of sensible

intuition in the Inaugural Dissertation of 1770. Section 6 presents the transition
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from the manifold of the senses to the synthesis in the imagination and the
unification through the categories in the Critigue of Pure Reason (1781 and
1787). Section 7 addresses Kant's formalism in epistemology and metaphysics.

[Key Words] cognition, content, form, concept, intuition, McDowell, Kant
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The article deals with perception and understanding of the semantic text. A
starting point of analysis is activity of the reader. Systemic parameters of the
text are analyzed. Structural and penetrational types of reading are characterized.

Present-day studies of the text usually regard it as a self-organized system.
Among inherent systemic features of the text its non-summative meaning is
mentioned the oftenest. Let us try to explain why its meaning exceeds the
mere sum of meanings of its constituents.

Being a self-organized system, the text is viewed as a resultative

phenomenon created along dere line. Breaking the text up into components is a
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process of de dicto type. This is how a reader can consider the text. The T
esultative phenomenon de re is derived from the process de dicto of the author
who in his turn operates with de re phenomena of objective or mental reality.
Hence the text coherence can be established only after its decomposition and
comparing the result of the latter with the original text. Here in the text can
be regarded as a self-organized system only anthropomorphically. Taking all this
into account it is not de-void of interest to see whether the text
self-organization is constant and homogenuous. The answer can hardly be
exhaustive but some ways to solve this problem can be presented here. The
object of our analysis will be a linguistic text.

If decomposition of the text results in establishing contradictions in the author's
argumentation, definitions etc., this witnesses perlocutionary failure of the discourse:
the latter is perceived but not accepted by the reader. However presence of this
dramback alone as not enough to say that the text in question is non-systematic.
The thing is that text decomposition is a result of de dicto analysis and we have
postulated that constituents of the text alone do not make the text a system. The
question, then, is: why does a scientific text remain systematic notwithstanding its
perlocutionary failure or drawbacks in its argumentative system? The answer seems
to lie in a biayatematic nature of the text. There are two coexisting systems in the
text: its superstructure and its argumentative content system.

Superstructure of a scientific text can be reagarded as relatively independent of
its contentive system proper. This is a result of relative independency of semantic
of a superstructure of the text, of. Introduction, Main Part (containing theoretical
and practical observations) and conclusion in semantic texts. The text superstructure
as a superframe coexists with the next semantics as a subframe. Some observations
of this coexistence are shown further in our analysis of the text Introduction.

Taking into account a frame structure of the text we can speak about
different degrees of rigidity of texts. There are rigid, semi-rigid and flexible texts
(Beaugrande, Dressler, 2007). Rigidity of linguistic texts depends on the genre,
scientific tradition and ego of the author. Maximum rigidity seems to exist in
annotations. Less rigid are synopses having explicit Introductions, Main Parts and

Conclusions. Still less rigid are some sorts of articles. Such texts have looser
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structures and their coherence results from their mentality, i.e. macropropositions
divided into thematic blocks and sub-blocks. In this scientific articles resemble
flexible texts (novels, fiotion etc.). Taking into consideration specific nature of
scientific articles, they can be defined as non-rigid, or, at best, as semi-rigid.

There is a specific feature about non-rigid texts. Genuinely flexible texts
usually produce a perlocutionary effect on a reader while non-rigid texts do not
do it very often. This seems to be a result of fuzzy introductions and expositions,
i.e. of a non-rigid order of filling in frame slots. But this does not always entail
the perlocutionary failure proper because stereo-type misstructuring of the scientific
text is compensated by its argumentation potential. This potential is regarded here
as a built-in element of the text semantics, or as a pragmatic component of the
scientific text: the argumentation can produce a real perlocutionary effect on the
addressee. It could be stated that a more rigid text is more authoritarian while a
less rigid one is more pluralistic. This means that the authoritarian aspect is based
on the superstructural stereotype being easier to introduce into the addressee's
mind together with  the needed contents. A reader would rather accept an
intuitively attractive well-structured text than an ill-structured one. Reading of a
non-rigid text with the receiver being influenced by the text superstructure can be
called superstructural or conformistic.

If a reader begins with the superstructural reading but disagrees with the
author's conclusions, he will have to scrutinize the contents of the text. This type
of reading is penetrational. Very often we come across intentions to combine the
two types of reading, e.g., in directions like "Read all the text through and think
over its contents". The first part of the direction is superstructure-oriented while the
second part is cognition-oriented. But there is the third way, peculiar to critics: to
pay little attention to the super-structure but to cocentrate on the contents of a text.
Here we have syntagmatic penetrational reading.

In superstructural reading there are two kinds of reception, those of the
super-frame and the sub-frame, roughly corresponding to archsemantics and semantics
of the text. Semiolically, in semantic superstructurel reading we have understanding
of the text on the level of the notions and of the conventional field of the

signifacation of the text as a macroproposition. This is an extreme type of
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understanding hardly existing independently. Opposite extremes under coniformistic
reading are: a) recognition of the referential zone of the conventional field of the
text signification, b) comprehension of a designative zone of the conventional field.
Understanding as comprehension marks transition from conformistic to penetrational
reading. Within subtype (a) there is recognitive reading of words, phrases, clauses,
sentences and thematic blocks. Understanding here is limited to recognition because
here we recognize frame terminals, doing it on the level of expectations. That is
why examinative reading, corresponding to our recognitive understanding s
"reconnaissance” of the thematic blocks (frame nodes). The reader's personality is
"suppressed" here because of the domination of the semantic superstructure of de re
type. The text coherence on the superstructurel semantic level is based on
hyponymy: lower nodes must correspond to the apper node of the frame.(Dijk, 1988)

There are some peculiar features about the Conclusion as a supernode of the
text frame. This is in fact a new frame with maximal concentration of the
information of the initial text in its terminals. It is a result of an operation of
concentration (the matization) of the syntagmatic information with the
argumentation deleted and the narration reduced to theses. So the Conclusion is
an insert text based on the secondary composition of general contents of the
text. This composition seems to be the reverse of text production. Marking up a.
Conclusion the author wants a reader to understand it in a conformistic way. So
content of the form changes with production of the text from the upper node of
the frame to unfolding its terminals and then back to the upper node. Apart
from this, among contentive characteristics of the text we can find architectonics
of the scientific text as well as forming an insert text in the Conclusion.

Now let us illustrate how the text (Ghazi, etal, 2008) is perceived; This
text is rigid enough because its archisemantics is close to the ideal: we can
find Introduction, Main Part and Conclusion here; semantic organisation of the
text is also good-exposition here is logical and explicit with much evidence.

The Introduction gives rise to a superstructure of further exposition and this
forms an independent frame with the nodes "Topic (of the article)", its
"Structure” and "Principles of organizing sections". The uppermost node "Topic"

is lexically inserted by the phrase "The text in different systems of
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communication”". The terminals "Topic" and "Structure" relate to one another as
explicandum and explicant, respectively. Nevertheless the lower node "Structure"
remains lexically empty and is conditionally related to the node "principles of
organizing sectionas". The latter governs the terminals "System", "Sign information
potencial (of the report)" and "Types of texts". The "System" governs the nodes
"Communication”, "Community" and "Language" relating to the "System" on the
basis of partiality. These nodes are dependent on one another. Similarly, the
"Sign-information potential" governs the nodes "Signal", "Report" and 'Text". The
node "Types of texts" is singled out on the besis of their relatedness to different,
communication systems. Its subcomponents are "Scientific texts" and "Fiction
texts". This text represents all the text of the article except the Conclusion itself.

The component "Main Part" is subdivided into sections. According to the
Introduction, Section 1 contains definitions of the System components, i.e.
textual realization of the frame nodes. There is some formal defect here:
constraints are given only for the system "Communication" but not for other
component-nodes lying on the same level. Section 2 with the textual realization
of the node "Sign-informational potential" is organised so that the nodes
"Report" and "Text" are subordinate to the "Signal" and all the three contain
the feature "code-community dependency". Basing on this feature categories of
sense and information are defined. Textual description of the frame nodes is not
carried out exhaustively - there can be returning to the higher nodes, therefore
the terminals "Signal", "Report" and "Text" are closely connected. That is, the
nodes are filled in a zigsag way. Section 3 is devoted to differentiation between
scientific and fiction texts. The criterion of this differentiation is unequal
distribution of sense and code-community types of information in reports.
Insertion of the nodes is carried out according to features describing differences
between these types of texts. Strictly speaking, the classification is not precise
be-cause there can be found different types of scientific texts (cf. philological
vs. mathematical texts) as well as various kinds of fiction texts.

The Conclusion contains the frame "Text", with its upper node being "Parsing"
and the node "Community" immediately subordinate to it. This node governs

another one - "A set of relations within a community"; the latter governs the nodes
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"Invariant relations" and "Individeal-community relations". Super-structural semantics
of the Introduction and the Conclusion differ considerably, therefore they can be
regarded as two independent archsemantic components of the linguistic text.

Under penetrailonal reading the addressee builds up a parallel text. This
meta-text appears in the designative zone of the text signification on the border-line
of the individual fields of the author and the reader. This meta-text is
by-constructed in special parts of the original text. These parts are foci of the
sentences and nationally important words. Meta-text can be by-constructed more
than once while a sentence is being persed, p.ex. when a word or a phrase is a
coherent link of the text, being the argument of successive propositions. Two types
of understanding can be distinguished here: induced and independent ones. The
former results from the author's intention and correlates with the category of Focus.
The latter correlates with the New. The Induced under-standing is less "powerful”
than the independent one because the Focus is created with the aid of
presuppositions. This means that presuppositions of a particular sentence are
explicated in preceeding sentences of the text: in other words they are well-defined
terms. The notion of presupposition is treated widely here and contains both
genuine conventional presuppositions and Individual "sous-entendus" of the author.

The Focus is an informatively essential component of the sentence while the
New is an innovational part proper. They al-so differ along the line of succession
of argumentation: in Focus argumentation is anaphoric, in the New it is cataphorlo.
Though both Focus and the New are Informationally essential, mechanisms of their
understanding by the reader seem to be somewhat different, cf.: "As has been
noted, in signification one should differentiate between referential and designative
spheres with their own notional characteristics. In the designative sphere(Focus)
meaningful is meta-referent"(the New). In the phrase" designative sphere"
presuppositional characteristics are induced by the pre-text, while focusin g gives
rise to generation of the frame of are spective concept, so that presuppositions
behave like a parallel text.

Informational potential of the New can be different in size. The New is little
informative here and its understanding by a reader is not of a fully significative

type but is mere recognition. It should be noted that on the sentence level fully
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significative understanding is blocked. So when the New is parsed the reader can
use well-grounded conjectures about its contents. These conjectures are then
compared with what the author is giving for explanation of the New. As a result
of this objections or want for discussion arises. In pre-understanding Focus and the
New cooperate. Usually "meta-referent" is first treated in isolation and then in
correlation with the term "designative sphere". Such cooperation takes place if the
scope of the notion of Focus embraces that of the New. By this the focus helps
the addressee to adopt the term in question, at least like this: "All this is wrong
but the exposition is logical and non-contradictory and is in line with the author's
conception”. This causes respect to the author and this is a way to attain mutual

understanding.
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Abstract
Reading and Understanding of Scientific Texts

Saodat Boimirzaeva

The article deals with perception and understanding of the semantic
text. A starting point of analysis is activity of the reader. Systemic
parameters of the text are analyzed. Structural and penetrational types of
reading are characterized.

Present-day studies of the text usually regard it as a self-organized
system. Among inherent systemic features of the text its non-summative
meaning is mentioned the oftenest. Let us try to explain why its

meaning exceeds the mere sum of meanings of its constituents.

[Key Words] super structure, super frame, sub frame, perlocutionary
effect, anaphoric expression, cataphoric expression, focus, coherence, the
NEW

%

E=ERAFY: 2010, 4. 13, =FAAL: 2010. 7. 17. AAZAL: 2010. 7. 19.




173

O $AAATE 9

7 N
1.

1998.
1999.

o
e
)
_ZT.C

K

"

2000.

~

H

N3]0 WAL F=

B

3

2000. 3: A} A}, AR} Sk

7).

-

Amt 74

o

3L
¢}

2000. 7: A9k A2

7. 14

2000.

2000. 10: A

2000. 10. 7: A3 s|e} FEo = A2 F28 FHA|8tE3] o NH.

K

o
;O_l

Faasts), <l e 3

3011 AR 2 A

2001.

of A obeju) =),

7. 14; 1AL 9} A5 3=

REEREIEES

A

bz

2001.

).

T T5(6,820%

3

=

11. 29:

2001.

2001.

11. 29: == Hdd

2001.

8: AgAL) 3|9} TEow AxAt T8 FAISES o] AN,

12. 17: A3 T=r1491} Aozt g

2001. 12.
2001.

AA5]e] A=

]

2

o

3

Y
gl

nF3H 119

2002. 11:

<

W

2002. 12. 14: AgtAofs|e} FF5o 2 A2t Fo8 apA|skEs] o] NH.

F=nAge 1A

12. 16~21: A2

2002.



174

2003.

2003.
2004.
2004.

2004.
2004.
2004.

2004.

2004.

2004.

2004.

2004.

2005.

2005.

2005.
2005.

2005.
2006.

2006.

2006.

2006.

A8k AW} - 23 A 10 &

ST sk,

5.12~17: A3 F=rarAefeh Agak A3 o] (A

12. 15:
1. 31

8. T

9. 11:
10. 16:

11. 8~12: A43)

11. 12:
1. 29:
12. &
12. 11:
12. 18:

& ghan).
Az e)s)el FF o A3A T TA S]] 4.
"AE, 12 BaL
53] FEANY <Hste} FEo S5ES 9T &9 =
2>71 5.
g s FEAY A E.
izl etal st s AmY ANH.
5

LA 96} 3 FE AR (A9IAF FFHA

o £,
dA st kel ARG 1E,
SAFATE 23 AsFA S WA 1)

AgA o)zt 5o A4xt T8k A StEs]e] ).
BATast S EATY HE,

DAt E s S AT AEARS] oA ALY A St R
H

OKATHHE): 20058 A% V) ZSHESAAY oA nAIE A

7 ~ 2006, 2: EAAPEATFA 57) 3 Au(AFE AFEY) #

7. 31
12. 16:

12. 31:

4. 6:

4, 20:

5. 19:

7. 31

y(F 553)).

TS AV - 23y A0S e
TAAEAT A A7 3] (F AR
> A,

T AV - E3h ARS T

23 Aol Y 2 AAE FHOR BN £ A

N

K
A
r
k=)
A
)
:;1
=



2006.

2006.

2006.

2006.
2007.

2007.

2007.

2007.

2007.

2008.

2008.

2008.

2008.

2008.

2008.

2008.

2009.
2009.

10.

12.

12.

I1.

. 18:

27:

23:

31:

.21

31:
20:

. 16:

31:

. 10:

. 22:

31:

22:

21:

. 31
. 24:

D EAAMEAT A 2007 % Schwobel(FY FH A o 3han)

o Wet s o} Sy ow sl Sewnd <FdIis &
o 745l ek kA AR A4,

SAAEATA FA A7) SeE] <sAMESe] W )
.

dvistal dekvtel gsow SEtid] <sA Fedewi

ﬂ> H.

El

EARRATA 2 A7) Sets <AQlEste] Al

FRGEAEAND NZATADAG) (AT T P
zoA B @ele] ANGAY, olghs FAL A A

e AV - 2Bk Al 7T T

gAY e AdAdel T A ) 2
HAED: RIS 2o dleolAe S abel AeH
kg

s
 BSNESSSE 35 atels) QEAD} ERAse &



176

2009.

2009.

2009.

2009.

2009.

2010.

2010.

2010.

2010.

A8k AW} - 23 A 10 &

A%,

6. 20: BAAPIATA} S ES S| F5 FA F7skedns] )
=)

7. 20 SN EAGE Eeh A GAGe]  ToRESi Al Sk
oA deoae B3 AcAES, & FAZ AFFAA.

9. 24: 2009 BEFNWFHB e} S ATAGE F9) PO of
= QREEP T el Ebieke) QIR e, AEs
Az F FAAPIATA FHoR "SR NEY sl S
FAZ 7l 2 EZ 4F

1. 7: AT A d=7tES S]] 35 A 47]gEn 3
<EAS Y wrbEste] %> MFHE AT AT $9)

12. 30: 2009 S AFASG A Frp Ay THE - AP -
sty A FEA AA.

1. 31: T;‘di]— . /\].)\1- . %i}ﬁ zﬂgj,—_ %_1—83.

4. 9: <2010 s=oighal EAAEAT A EASE 3> M

5. 24 T ATAG AT AAAde TEA] tEst @b
A 9 Qs Zrad | & FAR AYAA.

7.31: THE - APY - £38ly Allos ey,



E2YLRL A TR ATETA

(20071 8¢ 20 A1)

ANZ(EA) o] 4L Tl ATl et Z‘E)A
oll ek =

-2
—LJ
Zi
o2t
i~
o,
ol
ol
"
oZi
o2t
R
A
ot
_E
:}i
ool
rlo
re
-
Ll
2
[
-
o=

EL
S ﬁxéé “’EL }ﬂ% E}u 73 g
[e)

Aofme #e B4 2E ATARE HAZ VER OIF 7]

f

Aot 32 BRI o}o]‘:]oi AqAd, 43 == 7E 55
A3 014 ¥A] Qo] BE3l= FYE W),

2. A-AA g ef(olek «“HAA SEH”E} grhet g e Aol AF
4 ofatA] @il FAAE HAU, A1z FAYeE QI
AE o]E WE WA Fdste A9 55 etk

3. Alware} e A A B FAAYY 4 AVE A

EE Fudh B2 g FFolu Sl

]I

Tp
ok

4. SRR B AR el A 20 sgo} | #40

5. 2AHE) 3RS BzaAl Aa] ojnz 7:1;%}7] 246}01 xﬂiﬂ A} 01] ek
e ARE s A B3 AAE sk S dech
6. 4ol - oJAelegt g AZARAPE - 46@% E= FAARAE WA
gk o 5L a9 @olE A A T AdApeh Ao AR R
4

Asp) SAstel Sk, BE BEARLY o B4 24}

rL



178 &g - A4 - £k A4 10 &

H7he

xﬂs& ARt AA NG el 7H
L AR AR ¢ AR A S Aol gRstelol g, o]
A gAe mAolt g1E BT A g AL B

2 AR 347 xm o slgel A AL Foor Ik

0]
@ Aol dlalw AxzAe] A9
4 ARE de sy B 5o AR =R F8 Ae Solok
5. AR ATa e BaR Je AT Foslok B

A4z AR AAKE £ T7A
L BRIAE B ATae) BITY R ATHATAS YA F5
of gl

zﬂs&(%ﬂ—?%ﬂ%%ﬂﬂl 74)
L ATEYNANE $AYY P RAAAAZ Ao - o)A /TR
A, d7ad 9 e999e Tk 791 oo T,

2 ATEHALHE B Aol £

o

AsZ(ATEAALE Y 7)5) ATaAdde Edvadld d7E +
ks AT, tetd A B st AT dRthe ElTas
AAVE A9l vk Ape] g9 9l pAdg]oh ddw o 7 5] A

ﬂ!\

oft
o
£

AR o] 2A} Lao] w3 A}E}

L 74899 94 744
2. Algz 23ke] A ost 2ARe] Flol ek ALY
3. AI8E 539 gt &%k A4l e Al ik ALg



4 Al0ED] A0l oIF ARA RES 7 220 B A
5. BT vle] 49 2L AR e AT 2% 23
3}
I AT gagel Avse A

S
N

Atz AT 9489 23

L A& edd2 And e 8 #4489 e 2Aek A
o - AL 9% FoE Ay,

2. 5ot ATRANNFS TAF ARLANY Hs 2H A9
4389 20130 FHOR A

3. 39% HEAE 9HoR &5, Do A% 3o Aol ok &
Fitoke] HMEvHe FAAA gAS AR & 5 ok

Asz AT2d 2 244 23 24
A% ARAE AFae R3S 8 wHageel Bl A7ae

HO
F ot &, ARE Ao di AL 9xow
2. 24 O ATEYNNLEE ARE H5E
o] ATl gfos 2AA3E T4
@ 2ARILEE 62 A AAET
© FZAPR= AR Fxsfof s, o] Al PESHA o A2 11 A
= Araerg sluto] Ht.
@ 2AH1LEE ATE Ao 2 hES Raudit
© ZASI A= AzARR A SR 2189 713E FoloF Tk
3. 3R Ao - 94 A% 24 O &
& Aol - o de 913 7 o] Adew fdIE 74
3 2AF AREL olEl 2 HATE A AE ERA A

@
AN o gk
®

A,
2] W97 BRG]

FAT Aol YA 2 A

)



180 &gk AP - £38 Al 10 &

AANzAE A

5. A dEARL B AR 91989 A =5l A& Af
ARe AL GHE 30U ool EAg Al 2 olfE VAT

Muos Aiels e o Utk

A9z AL A 2 W&
Lo A7ge] et Fos W A 1939 ARl skl wiEs Al
718 = e g 7Y, 93 o8 BAE|oR 3t
2. 4] - o4 ol A fiwte] D A, ol I AAE ¥
3 S

EPIL gt o] 24 s}

D ATEAE AU =T TW AP B AAE B
A el Bgole TEst - A B3l ERESAA A
@ ATEUAE AT =we AR A olFel T APy - w3,

of H2 3d o4 = FuE FADY
3. ATAEe A de 98] A4e AEeR AAdte] )
AR} ARl A A Fe,

ANZENLHAL 9R) A9A8E omT Feoln Anae] A9S =
EANANE ol o) F2AA] BelE BEE] Astel wEstolol @
ok

ANZ(ZIAE) A+a2993]

HoA e A

odol "aw ARAge 943

Mo

LR
o] 1AL 2007 9¥ 1YRE A3},

B z]
T
AzE WA 2008 12 12 FAAMEATF A 99939

..
33

A2z A 2009 39 14 FAAPSA T A 990939



(20051 4€ 22 A1)

& w3k BAHI 47)

AZE (

ol

1Ho

Tor
)
i

o

E
|

fite)

B

of
ol
R

0

g

;OU
2]

A7 o2

uE
(PHILOSOPHY - THOUGHT - CULTURE)

N

ofy

fixtsias

=
=

A
ofy

plo

al 7

o)

Jriy
file)

—

N
o

Aol AY a3t At Ego] 2

%] 0]
N ER S

Lo
AE 5F

Az @YADY 2AEAH 74)

R
vl
)
w
T
B
2 o=
—~
ol
e L.wo
ol iy
oR
%) MM
W
<o
N ‘_ﬂoﬂ ‘;Imﬂ
NERO
B
=0
CoL e
o of <
oy
T o) "
qu = X
)| \oJ
jod ot H
o w o
o o
A= oF oF
o= xE N2
T BB

g, oA A=, AHA

™

ol
tlo

L ATFAA, 3710, AY

3}

LAl TR 3] €]

tH, 4

5]

o

B

A3z (AAAA3 FHA 4T



<

== ° A]”g" T’E‘il' X‘” 10

2] 3}

182

A

ol

oj

of

=

ot

o

o
o
o

oF

—

B

™

o
vzl

N

No
il

—_
o

™
o

ﬂ
-

il

o

shol Aol ek A4}

[¢)

& 7

=3

A 3]

2

A19)¢

A=}

Al
A4z (FeA 74 AA 2 L3

—_—

.6L
TR
ojp
4r

S

7]
=

T

T
pal

=

7]

L
=
i

3t

1

kel
il

ANAARZE =
o5

<
R

L

of uz}

3
7]
< ‘ABC’

3

2
| e %
-

5

of

ey
T RIEESEE R EERES)

ERRE

=)
Rt

7]

°

;._':
=

=«
=
=

5
27

3L
o

AR =ws A
)

}6]—

94

Stol| 2231 1A

=

A

4. [T A 291 ©

=X

6. (Aol 7 wgnie FAo]
7. (84 AR 2 AAEE A4 P

3. [=%] 1)

4qr

FEA] A

g}

=

AL

}

k)
T

ke
T

o,

M= AA

=
R

) BopE AA & - Boh AR, BEe A A
AL, 23, o %

i
L



2) AZPR AA 24 - ok AR A4 el A AR #HE Tkt
o ol whzw, gele] A9t ABC ol Wt
3) o AR ¢4 - A2, ATl wAZ AAG

AsZ (4&A 9 WA Fol dF Ao 2 AR
LosheAel Mrhbg Sol o Ao @ AAE BESY 35 2 o]
39 9% 2 BRALAAN 2992 A4 972

Mo

12 704 2007d 8¢ 209 HH Y3 9.

..
33

221 1A 2009 39 219 HAF QL3 9.

=]
33

32k 787: 20108 29 25 AR L A3 9.



(20051 4€ 22 A1)

<

3l A 10
A 23)(1¢¥ 314, 7€ 319)

=

AP B

DR

) al3
=

184
1

-
s
=
-

R

A314] 150mH(

I

ischoi@dongguk.edu, B
2007

o

L

o}

3) =29
2. 93 [ 87

G
oj

)

—
o
el

N

o
=n

H)
o7

H

2002° ©]

Fel A

9

A 5

Elasy

9|

7]
&

R}
2y

A, Arke] o f1EA

o5

o

=

o

;OL
N
B
o
X

]

o

X

AR

st
ol

|

—

)A
&

iz

el

o

f.

)
i

)A
G

=

ojn

o
<
wm.o

N
2
o
3
alel

=

el
=K

N

ﬂwo
o
N
2
NF
N
AK
vl
a7
ﬂ

el

. Author, Title(¢/2/2/ 7)), Edition, Publishing Company,
Publishing Region, & %1%,

Aol ¢



Name( o] & €/ 7)),

Journal
Organization Name, Issue Name, 23 =,

n

"Title",

Author,

Aol

5] %5,

(1

] =% A7 o]E,

=
=]

(2]

udd Fe

(& oF ¥] 2007 PaA] 3—4n) EFo R =Fo] FAg}

HAl AAL

[Abstract] 2004} ¥11x] 3—4n] EFo g =Fo] FA9 &

R

]

[¢)

=]
3y

[Name] =& ##}2]
[Key Words] +=ollA

5] Wiel= A,

j=iye]
o=

sl
K

oo

3

el

o}J

ol
L

o

o|J

o|J
L

ol

ol Tl EMAFAT

3
T

1oy,

Foi of

7

3
T

b,

o] 7422005 5¢Y 195E A8

N

-

49199)9),

a2

T

12 717 2008 129 30



186 s}

s
23

22k 747:

53

33+ 74A:

5

42k 74 7:

ARG 28 Al 10 &

20099 39¥ 219 HAA3] 9.

20099 129 28 HAF Y L3I 9.

20104 2¢¥ 25 HAFA3] 9.



187

AT

(20051 4€ 22 A1)

- 3y
AT

94

finl

2

A £

Al
=

1

o o) we}

A ]

Q]
=
o

h=}

s},

}ar
o] Ak gl wjA]

o

j

A <

[e)

=

=4

3

4) [HARS]
o wphA 13
1) AAR e o

R

2

T

o

2]
o}J

R

2

I

A9

5tol

i<

CERER

R

A

491¢

—_

& AFRGAA 912

2}
A

LR

}

k)
pal

3¢ 74

[e]

=

]

e
R

Ry

<

T

[e)

B9

Apee A

o &, Aol mEkA

1

0]
o

weh 3019] HALS)

=
o

ko] AE7hodof

9

3

T
-

o

I 2o

K

o W) 7 1

FgEo) ket Ak}
Az

R

2

T

]

o

oz

@ (44

SL

2. A4S A3



<

A3} AP - 28 A 10

=3}

188

gt

A

EALR AL A

7

e
Bl

7

—

o

‘_l_ﬁmo

of
A

AFA S} A

]

<R
o}J
il
o

]

5) HAL)

2~
nn
>~
T
A
AN

=
=

ul
gt
s

AA ol wE

1o, A of

[

o AR o5

X

Aol A Zgel 719

7hA A}

|
&)
Sl

[e]

by
e E5elor

3o

)

Fa

vo ARAlE A}
7ol o)

B ANALES FaztEol Al SA] SR
—‘O

]

oz B3} AAE 231 glolok
i

441

&
&

g
by,

0]
pd

3. A4 %
R10]oF
RRSPARE

o7

1_A_|O
B

o|J
o

A maAel Fg
FAH R AN

CA]
T
7

g]

et

k)

by,

hul

/\61'

e

o] 774 ol upg} AAL

3

i

o H

=3}
o

=

el
7}s}
o}

-

s

7

]

I

3ok
°
%

HENEE

X

p

TAH o 1)

2) =29 AA}

OEFERE

L

3) =EAALe Y 3



@ =79 e
® 71«9 =24 o
@ AT A

® A8 A< o3|

® FA 2 =He] 534

@ &4 2 7ld=

4) =AAe THEIE N 99 WS 2AR ARSIl AR,
FAF AA, AA B 35w Hrteit.

5) ARl 9 FAA ] AFERE AdAst A FAlH 0w A sk, F3
b SHe AR dEe] Jrhe e 4 dAsloF gtk A4 &
7Fe] AS 1 AMRE CAAMAT B3 o] Z)AfsoF gk

6) = AALe] TR ke whE Ao theat 2k
O AA

(1) AA
) AR 281 ool AR AAE
oh <3¢ A AA 7290 AAP, 191
2 48 5 AA
L) AIARSTED 291 ool < T AA) AAS o =i AT

= 1l
SR T AAEE <19 AR, 29 FR T AA /32 AL FA
ko3
=

g

r

F

(1) AA99 19 ool A B7F AL B =Rl A, A
@ % gk
® AxAL

(1) ARSI 2910] AP BIL S 1900 A BAP #HS
@ e 49, FLAE ANNE 23T F AT o 4%, 6L

A3 Aae] ANAE Aol ANAES S
A BAG W =R ASdE, AAAT BT mE e
o] Soli} ugh Bape] 2 =



190 sk AP -3k Al 10 =

53
o] IFAL 2005 59 195 A3}

..
53

12F 704 20083 129 30 A L3 9.

53
22k A 2009 39 219 AF Y3 9.

s
54

32 04 20108 29 259 AF L3 9.



=
e

N

MR ok
H e
w An

4 ok ® B R
o ) N RO BO
W ok W A
worw
SESALy

3

Blwoo N

LGS
Ho T
o )
ol T
oF %4
RO X
oy
7
B B

A~ N~~~

TEBT T D
o M X 90 1B
o o ok ) 7
! ok o o 7o

ol Fnw

ok FW

A~ N N N S~

TET T OO
T N R
MAETRE b
™ T E o Al
B ofF oo %o H T
Mool obl o ™ ™

(i)

A 10 &

N
G
O
@Ww:vﬂ%
o ) —
S d.Eo 0
va g %o W o
= el 0
R
i .,1:_A|1|ATO
mm%%ﬂ%
&) N
G of o & B S
5 _sfurm%n_rm -
7 o i 2
T oF bo T o

o) ol K
e NE TP
= B

ischoi@dongguk.edu

e—mail :

Homepage: http://ins-ewt.dongguk.edu/

N
o~
N
o0
|
CRS 3
~ © Q
— I
mﬁ.cs —~
s
™ T o ..
6N)L
=)
=Rz
W o} K
o)
iﬁiﬁm_w
Ho o o

2010 7€ 31




