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1. [XL®HIC

SRR R L, MBE, HER, BSOS,
B R EBIRE IR, IRERe 82 KIET. Fl
R OMER SR F R LA LRI T 52T, T3
TOMERBEZWMESEL L O REEETRT D Z
LIXEEMICARFRTHD. £ T, R IC
B0 2R AR EIZIBNT, D XD oK
HIHAEZ 222 b D & L TRRO L s BB e il &

%, bbb, ZoRBEIL MHERAEEEICED S
o B E O IERME (legitimacy) 13&E 0 X 5 (TR

HEndh) EvwHoliinThds.

Habermas (%, JERCHIB-CREIO EFM 2R T 5k
T, #fik (discourse) NAERREEIZRI-+TZL%xE
gE L, EEEfmPR (discourse ethics) ZHEPE L7-D2. 5}
EMMER S 1T, MBS MEZFRED TR X 12 X - TR
T 570D A ER L TVW52. Habermas DR
L7-Fhgfmiiix, 7 X COFRESIED, HAEOF|ER
DEMRELRNG, MEBNAGROML L HiE+ &
WO BN PR 2 HET S, 22T, TEY RN
Herma HEE T & 9 Bl ) LIAMZ IE — Bl 0 g ) 23T
S D &S BIBR R ERIR A EE ST
%. Habermas |Z, &9 LB ARFRETRE 2K T
BRICE ST RN IER M2 8> & & 2 7=. Habermas
DIEERATZELIR, FaeRHEm (discourse theory) (2B
8% < OWFEN e ST -, FhEEmIT iz, &t

HMES T AN T E 2 E 2 T, vk Bk
THREOORFIELZ B EMCEXHT 2 HIEL
TWBYY. Febh, FhEEEGRO B, FEOM
MEEZED D & LI, 2OP THEOHEEEE
B 572D OHIENEFEZALNCTH 2 L e 50,

BUFE, fhaioififs2 Ehad 5 BT, FRRE, A
W, BESCHEOREBENOHKSINLIEIHER
DEREL, YOEHMMBEICE D 5 A/ (public
debate) %179 Z L OEEERFEMS A TWEDY. £
 DHSEMERHEEICBNT, X7V v 7 - AR
JL 7 A (Public Involvement; PI) 2NEfi STV 5
2, FOHRTAFEILFE XD Y M MREE T
5 ECEEREEHZHSTWHD., L, HEDOHIC
BiFsala=r—va itk vBEENS AR
# (public debate)] (23 T, Habermas 23 H&E L7z &
FHBN Al a=r—va v EE UL [AMGE
(public discourse)] Z# BT 5 Z & i3mD THEETH D
CLF, Fhgedhinl Vo HiEZ, T X5 REWRTHE
Wi %), BLEICIE, FRERSINE O/ TR e idkim
DITOIIRWIGER, FFEDOSME BN iEkin 2 BRI
FUTHEA DRV, EBIT, AWVICHERS
MFEBL O R DF RS INE OB TEEICOVWTEER
DELNT, @FEimSBE LFEICHED 2 BERENT
XL L LD,

BUERY 2 AR R O FEE O F s b A e B R E
(2B 2 EFMEORME R 72Di2i%, b2 [



FLWARFE & XM &9 HEWICE X 5
ZERRAETH L. EARFEFOSFICHNT, Z
NE T PLARRERICBE D8k % 72 FZRERY « FRBRIVIAT
ENEHEESNTE . oL, EROgRICRBWT ¥
FLWEEROH Y 71 12D 2 HEE R IOV Tt
NMTBEREIN TRV ORERETHD. 295 Li-HE
BEER2MELE L2RVIRIL TIE, BLEDO NIRRT LT
FOLELIZFMT D00 MEE RHET, kb
BEWHEICIMIT7-dEA XD Z ERREETH . A
MO EKAZE LT, BEREDOEREEZHMAT S B
T, SO T _REBEAEEEZHA LT L
NEERRETHS.

ZO XD RREERIZIE D WT, AWFSE Tl Haber-
mans Z (X U & T 25EHRICBT A2 mAZ2E 2 T,
s HA R IR 2 AIFE OB R L IR E 2 B
L., FOLET, AT LOMAEEAL, thEm
BEJRRE O ERME A x 2RO TR T 572
D OGP ONWTERT S, kKIZ, SZhEk
ek s w0kl LTar—r Tt
ARV RNEREL, TOFERIOWTHNTS.

2. PHEEOKRE ERE

1) HEEBEHECHSITHEHKNE

B OHUE R, BESCHEAEEO ALY —E
AR R 2 22 R FRAR O T 5 Ak 70 B R i
BIAREET D C, ARG B D 2 B EREN
REND. FH LRSI T2 S s fif 4 = hi
T 5720, EERE OB E O EFED I
bivsd. EfHEOMSIIZEOTHLINY 1D, KT
1% Suchman' 2y, I8 2 ERB L OZEDIT4A%, #
i, hE, (BE, ERESESMICEE LENZ AT
LDRINT, BELIEETHY, HOWITHELITH D
EWV ) — AL SN TZERE) L EFEK T DH. Suchman |2 &
LIEFMEOERIL, &2 BEOMBOIT R IR LTSt
WE e ElEiF (observer) & 5 I#EIH (audience) D
REAEEAELTWD., EfMEE L, FEEOBIEEE &I
ML LTS TH Y, & DFFEDFIRDIT 2% —fikHy,
WA RN O Z T2 DO THD. & DHERDITS
R LT, BEOBBREOHIZIE, TOITAICR LT
BENRAMGEET DO UFET D0, — iy 7e8El
BB DBEDS RIUE, FOITAITHT 5 RBT I
DELNTWDIEE, TOITATERMEEZA LTS
EEZD.

Suchmani%, -1 17T XL 918, 1) EANER
1 (pragmatic legitimacy), 2) iEfERYIEHM: (moral legit-
imacy), 3) #BFkIUIEREME (cognitive legitimacy) & VY9 3
OO EMMERESZIRE LTV DY, 1 0 EAMNIERR

P, &2 FEEROITABEZICEET S N2 OFED
HEIZ DR RN E I DEM . A > 7 7D ER
MIEFMEZ e 2 kL LT, BREROIENF]
Hansd., LrL, A7 7Ly, BEE+ 54
RCOERPFEZEFEZT D LRl T2 2 L 13%E
BHIZARFRETH D, Lo -> T, FEAIEFKMEOH
BORIZLEY, A7 T8 FEEIEFILT D Z TR
RN 5. 52 OBEMEHIERMEZ, 1TABELWNE
IMEVIFHIIZE S LD THY, [TADRER, 17
ZDFHex, TAEROFER - HEHHEEH B RE I E
GICTH I EMD. H 3 ORBMAIEFIEE, FIZEORT
i CiE7a <, S BLEENERIND Z LIcHES
SEHMETH L. A FREmMIBs T, BFRERN
SREMEB 28D, EWICHIENRLT 5 X9 ek
BICBWTABRFRT 5 Z LidMmd THE L. BIfE,
Pl Z#IH & LT, Z< OHRSMEOGHE~ 1t A0
BREINTND. ZOXIRFFER T ERIIBITE
BPENERMEEZ S DIIE, —RANCITERNIE
WME, ERERNEREEERT A EDNMETHS. L
ML, b 2 ODOEMREETS T T, i
i DIEFME 2 B 2ITIIREETE 20, &m0z,
DHIBEENE N T T A« v A T AORBIZBE LT, FAi
WAL L, BRI IERIE 2 e L 272008 9 )
NHEERBE L 70D, AMFER TR B 2 R
THEDOFETHD.

(2) EEME L EEERR

BOBRIERMEI TR K-> THIE SN DAY, HEE
b0 2R~ L ZERFHEOWT N AT
ENEKS TIRPEPBV RIS, Lo, #HEAD
BB 5L T 50, #harE R E LA E
ADREE SN BRI ORI L 0 S, 3
R IERTE 2R T D AT, ek L T, B
WA T, ERMEORIAEAOEENER I LD
FEEREZOLOICKD S, 2L 201E, Manin'ix [1E
MIEOFEIRIL, SO0 UORESNTZEMAOEETIX
2, ZOROERE, ThbbiEEEFNAKICH D]
ELTWD. ZOEWT, fflilamE, EfrEmRns
LTCORB—%L Mk OMO iR LEWT AR Y
T DERRT B OOFE AR LTS,

Habermas (2 X AUZE, #& & ix—ic TEL L7z%
YEERET -~ L, TNOEREE B L TRAR
LD E VIO R AR DI a = —v a3 URE)
EERT S0, 3EEEERICBVT, fRESMEFITAE W
HODRMOZE AR L, ZOMAKRERDLZ &
ZHIET. BRI % 240K (Geltungsanspriiche)
&, ) BEEMEEDR, 2) EXMEEDR, 3) BREFEMEEIRD 3
DRy ENDY. 22T, BEEMEERIE, REHR



IR MEOEIMEICEDILOTH S, IEYMEE
Kix, BINEOFET DO FICR T 2 MO IE
BHEICBED L DO TH Y, IREMETRIY, FEEHE O T8
PRI BT 2 ENEOHWEMICEb > TS, &
HWRINEL, BEMEEROIEYMEESRICBW T, £
@ﬁ%%%&#é:&hi@,ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ’%wfﬁ
BR-BLZATHEITY Z LIk 0 S ERITS 2
T B0,
TS INE D ERT 2 Y TR PHEEM72 TRRIC
BELEDENT, SEEREICRBWT, O YMETERN
MW EB AR ER LN DENTEILL TS, o
IZ8B T, Habermas I, Mead @ [EEARAZEIF
5] BT NVEFENDIC, FEoASEELZ AL
TWVB2Y ZOFREET VBV, FhEEsNE X
HELNZ T ANGNDEH ] ITX > TH L OHETOR
ExEESL LT D EIICEFEIND. LT, SMED
W CEBMTORBR LS NDHH T, {FSME IO
SINEDNR—=AXT T 47 B Z51EZTRNEE,
%@ﬁé@%*%T%?é#Tﬁ%Mm¢é
Habermas M3 CxiuE, Ll EoREEaRIc
wf%m_mﬁéﬁ%@&wEﬁMént%@abf
MM >, Habermas 562N HEHIL 9~~~ S ARA 72
FRIZ LU ISR Rl & LTHiRR L7z,

SEERA|  TRTOBEGEDN, BEENFEEOSINE &
L CH#E (Zustimmung) #5272 (525 THAI) K
HOLNZYELER L 5 52,

HEOZMMEE K REEOMENSREL LI25E, £
DFRRANZ S T2 > THIRCTRENERE SN D . d%ﬁ
HiE, RMBOMENIN-FFC, FETobo0E

umﬁé_&i,%EMéMKﬁﬁwmm&%w%
DEBETDHZLIZRVELEERELTND.

(3) AMFRORE

FE AR O BL TR S 2 AR, ek
D FFEE R O TR T2 2 & DR EE bk~ 72
MEZ R TV D, BEASGE DIl T i, 1)
BELEITHRDOT L~ 2) BIEORE, 3) 3REkMIE
WMMEORIE, 4) AEEMEOIKT, L) FREICENT
ko). FEEIIEAEN ) AR ST, 2) 2B
mERERIZM, 3) P ORiETE & @, 4) 5 Eao
AR (REMKI) EIEAM (V27 7T AMRIE) O
Vv EWHEEFELTND
a) é%&%i%@ﬁppv

BER DOFEE R CIXRREIC 5O DN ST A B
fREN%. #zix, Cohen ;Jiz}/b X, ABFEEOR R
X, TN EERBMER OB B CEENRAE LS

LRV ICENT, EFMEEAETLELTNDT. £,
Habermas @ﬁ%)ﬁﬁ%it, FhRRlCBT T ToH
MEOEREIZEFREORILEZ E N TS, L, Z
9 Lt/u\?%‘o)ij!iA IR L TEL ORHPB 2SI TNS.
EEOFRICB N TEINEREDOEELERT HZ &
DT U HHETRNET TR, AEEMNRR R
DSSRINC PERR-CHNE &2 AT fEi i3 &b 518720 fi] x.
1%, Mouffe i%, FHEICBIT DR IOBKELEL, &
BoOREENTDHZ X, 20 h TR EINWE,
T 2HICHT o810 B LR LTWY
L8 b oI EESITIE, S L)
FTHERMEETIE, AEXZHETIV D, &L AMIE
DEFEMEZEMERFT 2 Z E A EEHRIND. AMFHEEIC
BT HERDOZERMEIIME T N E /AR TIE R, &L
A BB 22 il A2 A L Tnap2D. 2ok )
2, #l#EIXAE (consensus) & %ot (pluralism) &
WO RN D BRSO Y L~ Ei 2 TV 52D,
AR, GEMERINLDL EEBIC, REEN
RSN BIETHLH DD, LEERn-T, E
WG RBEZBRTIZEL, —UoAREEZREL, B
FIR72 2 eE 28T 52 b, & HICAGRED &
AIEEIZK LTS, LA, AMFREICE T 56
E@%%kﬁi@%%%ﬁ ET D2 L RNEETHD.
%+ 2 LI, ARETIHE, AREEZITmO L
%uﬁﬁﬂé’@?éﬁfﬂ& LT, Dryzek O#"E Té)‘ XEE
(meta-consensus) ODHERIZHEHT 5. A X GEIE, &
B BRI T 5 mIROBHEA e EELR L
TV, AXREIL, ZNUPA—HOAR (vt ¥
) ThHhHI &N, AEORELNLLTND. F
TERTDOBIETH D ENnD, MALOTELNE L
TW5. AXEEIF, ;FIJ%F%'F‘?\%@F%'DﬁS‘H::/E\@EPVG
Bl SN TWD Z Lok 5NENRE
assent) ZF L T35,
b) FRIEDMERE
SEEMENRET 2 EANSEIL, A N
HRCBWTOAREBARETH L2730, &I
L7z B O KRFIFAES TlX, REFESEO N2 BR 5
7RG - HIELAOHIKI O T CRIFEICS I 52428, —
T, FhRESMEROLSE - SUER) - LERYEEEE
LLHER LD, 20, $x p2RERBRE RS
T O HEAHIC BT, FIEFRBRRESENFEIC
SMTHZEFEELEAFARETHS. Ron-ilwms
M L DAMEERTIE, #7 LHIERMESRIES
IRWATREME N B B . Parkinson I, Z OREEZ#GER T
Buzk1 2 [HMEOME] LML V128D =
L, DNEFRER~OSMBELCET 5 1 >ov L
~“EMATND. Thbb, M srRE0 Y F

FITPRETIIE, ARIFEIC & 2 BERERIESINE

B (reflective



IZE > TIEHH T AW E BRSNS AN & E 5.
FDO—FT, TRTOYEHIT L > TOBFHZ K
L&o e, FENRFREAITO 2N TER.

R ORIEI ST B 72D OFRE L LT, 1) a0
it A H 53239, 2) fEas g 2 R EEIRE
T30 3) TR T DR EVER &5 s N
#Z1 A1 AONBEGE (internal-individual deliberation)
WL TIREET 22038039 L) 3 0D FRIRET S
NT&7E2, Lirl, 2Dz iE
RZEBZTHWD. H1IC, FhEnoEutEs oL, H
WCHBLORIERAEC DBELRO T H 0, FEB
IR E TR T H b OTIX AR, F21, REH~D
ZEL, REFELEDOLIITERET D0, EWVIFL
WA X D, REEVYEE T X TOEE R
L7Z2WERY , BURORBEIXSERIITME Shen. B3
DFFRRIE, FERSINENA SO SCEEHEO T
T, EBMBONGSBREZBEIIAND Z L2 EW
LTW5. LnL, EONEEBEIZANDRENE
WO TENEET 5. FEaS g B35 ek
PEBRE DN 2 LI HAL T DR, R ORI ER O
WS MR- T’ 70 S LD fatE b FET 5.

ZORRIZ, HELORBEIC kT 2 LL EOIKIT T
NHIRENTH D I 5215720, Dryzek 1%, ARG
OB O RIS LT D 72 DI21E, R E O RFiw I B
PEORIE KD D Z EITIIRARH 0, HRITBITD
K& 723l DEEAE (constellation of discourses) (ZAR
WEES ZENEETHD ERHLTNDED. $hb
b, fEEREREDOERMER, ZoRBERE LS
ZAFET 2 2R F R ORI L BE LTV D0 G 1IT
HEONWTHERE SN D, SR EHEIZB T, 37T
DOF|EBURE DFEE D AWFIRICSINT 5 Z L NEE
PICHEECH H UL b, BREPREERIL, YiZoMElc
ML CHEakohTtln ks hEmRNERIL T
LZ0EBELC, BEEREOEFHEEZHE T 0D
AR AR RD BN 5.
¢) REMNEHMMEDRE

FEE B 12 B 2 AMIRTER T, SR - Bl
HPEIBNZ B9 D ks M TN D G E N D7 lpwv. &
O, BEMFEFEL, HDH0E, HHAFEE —oFER
£RE DMIT, BFRY - HINASHIBTICE U C AR FHIE
THAREMEN B D, HMZIE, HPREERIZIESWT
WD 2L AT 5 2%, ZOBIZHW W oR
L& 70 2 B EER ORI &2 7 L— A L RERI0AD L
ML, tARBEGEICRE D DN, HAFEDO 7 L—
LOHPHE RIS 2 L 5 BB EAEE AT 58
Bbballhn. ZOXIBREMREOT L—LxiEx
% &9 eMEICBE LT, o4y o BZECHE &
DORINRETIHENDD. 512, FUHEMSE

D7 L —LDOHETY, &DHFFN - Bz o <o
T, LIFLIEHMEOM TEROXNLNA L 54,

I B, HMFRE —KOFEFERSRE L ORIZITLY
RERT L—LOBENPFET Y. 2o X5 REA
DORISENA T HBHE & LT, B - EiFrHIbc s
AR L HWEMED Y L e T b5, HipY
FRWEE L, FRAII LD T AEMERICB VT,
BELWEBRICI SN T\ D, £ 2T, EMFITEE
TR T — B SOREE 7o DAL A FIr DL & U, BLFH - £l
B3R BB ER IS, L, — D
FE BRI OB L v b, B ORG
\ZE S THMHTH D, HANHI 72l 23 53R 72 N2
ThoOEWS EMeEr oo~ ME s 75, &
FIRIE, HANTHIET O etk 2 EEM T 50, FERER
RBLRICSL > T, FIEBRE D7 L—L &2 ANRLD
WA U7 R e s X5z, ZEEel
EBLOFEFER LA AT 2FFERAGREIL, Ththitieo
7L —2EFLT5, MERRICE > Tl e~
U— A% B30, B 2FEREGE NIRRT
27 L—ALMOPFEEZXDL Z ENNELRD. DK
DI A BT DT DI, SRR ERRE R4
ROBOEMFEOM TCala=br—ra xR, %
NENOLENRA DT L— AEFIHET A3 4
BWThHDH. TOLT, HLWT L— L2 FHERT S &
W) & AR D L BME L 72 504D,

d) A“HEMHOET

SR OB IC BV T, AJEEME (public
reason) L U Cagim 2 B S LT 5. Chambers
13, AFEEREN Y 7 57 AWRSE (Socratic dimension)
L EEMRIE (Democratic dimension) (2% W R S
TWAHZ EEHERHL TV, JiE:, BOBEFOES
RO A BEYNCEAT S Z I AR ICTHD. £
ITCI, ) BOOEEREEZBUNCHAL, 2) Kiad o#l
REZBEIZAN, 3) BAOTRICELIHEHBZH 5T
T HHEDOIRFENEBENEFFIND. %I, BoOEE
EAIFIEEOBENGERAT L2 LICHADLIEILTH
5. BOOFEERZFCH, RRNREBLE»OHEET S
L, REMRITCICEW TR E 20, S0z
WE, V777 AMRITITEICALBEICRIT S TH#
PEI ICBEbD Y, REMRITCIE A2 1cfbo T,

Chambers |%, E-11Z737 X912, AWGFERICET
HEMEZ 4 SOFANI L TV D0 V7 T 7 X1
WILIZHWNT, ALEME & SET 2 M, ERKEE
HEEME: (plebiscitary reason) & PHEIVD. [E R EREE
PEIE, TEDRIVZBOAXZEITELZ L HME
THEMETHY, LHThE, REAGHTHY, B
EOERWVHIBTICESWENE LR > TWnd. — T, K
FERICITIBNT, ALPRME & xPE T 2B, FAW



REM% T

NS LB
) B 7 L L | B i IRl
2| asmit sk L (sl 7ok
Z
2 AL L U | R I (e
“ il (L 72 R
52

-1 AFEPEDORIRIKIT L VY 7 T T ARIKIT

HME (private reason) & MEEILD. FARVERMEN, FRHN
BRI LFANTT, BEICL->TIESEHD
HIER7ZRBLOARCEET 52 L 2R LTND. Al
AR W T, REERMEDNE) < 56, 7 OFtaRI L
(bargaining) &7¢%.

FEE BRI B0 5 ARIFERIC IV TS, FARYERPE
HLWVIERFEMEELZ IR T 22 L RkD BN,
L2 L, BIEROARGRTIL, ZEE22E OMECF
ERLDRE L TRY, AEEEAHERTT D Z L IIAS
TRV, £7, FmsNENALOBRN RS LR
WBERH . I BIT, FmB i BBIRIDA R 7R3
SEITV, wmmd B b3 2R H 5. Chambers (2
Y, EREEEMEL, #(E (manipulation) ,
% (pandering) , - A —U#ERF (image maintaining) H§
W& V549 % 11, #EL, BB (demagoguery)
EBHH L 7B CH D, FAER (misinformation) , ¥7 Y
(inflammatory) , L NV v 2 (rhetoric) , F:HFE (flat-
tery) EnH 5. F212, WAL, BERAEE VWD L
EHMIZEHT AL THD. T3, 1 A— VR
X, DRSS NMUE H D \WDIFH T D A A — DI EE
THHMAEIRT 5. Wil & LI ES8%2 e 57012,
HODOBERAEZRVEREIT, 1 A — UHERRRIED 1 S
Thod. ZORRIC, ABFERICHIT 53R, '
FERRTICEBWTREMEICE Y, V7 77 AMRT
2B W T EREEPBE IR B a2 5 I 2 A T
5. Fio, FARYPRME & [E R EEAY BN I3AH AL R L
TERY, AWFRRS B-112800 54 FomEikiziztd
LAREMELEZ BND.

AHIERROARMEEZ K Y, REMKITTE V7 7T AW
WIT & DRI L v~ BIFET D ATREME Y 8 240, A
HEMEE, REMRICO T TIE, FHEaNENBRICA
FEnNs &2 EETH. LnL, S EE AT
HZ L, FMOEEIKR T T AEERS L. &
D=, AILEMEL, V7 77 ARTICEBNTIE, &
B L0 bEe LAIEABOBIZB W TER ST
V. AEERIZ IR W TR ICIC I W TS &2 )
TAHIOICIE, AWFRE EOREART X&)% 1)
RLoo, AHOBICENTIE, EREEAHEEDR

BEfEmL, SRaOEEROZLICED I L/,
Thbb, RENRICE Y7 77 AMKRTOE T 723
TUABKERFT D LN HEETHD.

3. HBEURATLOBEEEHEE

1) HEJRATLEER

AR EE I B 2 BRI EICB VT, e
TBANDOEE, HDHVIE, AsEEZESVOMBEERS
DHFEIFHEBRCLDARXOHFRIST TR, Bix efl
ERURE ORI CEEERBRERORERN ThRD. Winht
RoNTFmSIEIC L 2#@EmTHY, HRICBT5—
HOFFR AR O NE A E R E O IR DR AL
L%, ZOX S EERERE, SV AT AL LTR
B9 222030 S AT AL, 1) FERO SRR, 2)
AR OMREME, 3) R OMREE &V D 3 DOKFEE
AT 230 FI, FHEEVAT AE, 1TEEMRE &
AHeFEMOF R, FMAFEM O, S CBIT 55hm,
VAAT 4 TICBT DENER, BESCAFMRM OF R,
ZLC, Hugkicisid 5 A EA7extEs (everyday talk) %,
ARKROIEARDZE i ima NE LT\ 52050, 28
212, VAT ACBWTL, b oA A
IZHEAHE, ERVEGWRNRD, a8y hT—
IR SND. B3I, FEEVAT AT, Hxo
PRSI S N D . FEY AT A, RN
(RS LAV, RpRICHkR T D atam o & LT
RDHIENTED. O 7T 2 ABREITTS
G, FEME A OBL-CIE &M ERE S L (constructive) |
HWIGE LAV (responsive) , #AF L EEOMEN
72758 (transformative) 2372 SH 5%,

Dryzek 1L, T A7 203%E#RE (bonding) L MY v
7 LRGP LAE (bridging) L MY v 72X > THERFS
LHERFLE?Y. 2T, fidfbr R U » 2 (bonding
rhetoric) (X, flHl % OFFHIND A 3 — [ O H % 54k
THEEEALTND. FEOFERI (B2 Tk
DH L) B, FlwA v A—HORBLOEE AR L,
At OEEEMEZ mO D RREMER H D . — T, FElE Lk
L U > (bridging rhetoric) 1%, 722 dtimM oo
WEMET A2BME EA LTS, BRSNS, B
WCHEOSERAZEN LT, MAEICEELA Y. 2
DERIT, FHET AT LTI, fkx RFEasTbihd L
FIRFIZ, MERIEL RY w7 ERBELIEL N v 7 0k
a2 LT, Hkx 2iaMoRBRERERIND.

Hendrics i&, B-21R”"T L9128, RV AT L% 1)
X 7 vtk (micro discursive sphere) , 2) ¥ 7 1
SIEfEIL (macro discursive sphere) , 3) IR A s fEIR
(mixed discursive sphere) 7> DR S LD AR E L
THESML LT3, 27 oft#fEg i, AlEs



<O -
(Fa=k) SHOR MR

(A=)
Bl) fiEZERR, ¥2, wWHE
Rty 7 2 — A, 1TEBIRE,
WM, R, A

BA MR
(AR EAK)

W) ML S S v g, AR S —
Rty o 5 — ﬂ%w%i Y, ﬂn&m%mkﬁ#
TN, HFE, AT 4T, BRORA,

-2 i 2 7 2O

BaCHRSE, AT TS, ERTERSM
T, B, 1THEGRE, AW, BHEETHD. <
7 v phiEmEk 1k, IEAR RN REINICER S
L. EeFEaSmEL, thaE#E, NPO/NGO, Fli
lw ¥, AT THETHDH. KEIS, BEFERELK
BTN WA 7Dﬂ%ﬁﬂkﬁﬁﬁkvﬁnﬁ%ﬁﬁ
%&éfé%%%h#é._@ﬁﬁfi,%@7i%“
LRA =T 4 T I 7 uphgEER OB INE
L~ aFhEEkoSINENEWCGERE DT, &
7o, WIS OATEE SR OMBIE bigEmicinb 5.

2) HBBUVATLOEREZR

L, FEV AT AOWARER L LT, HAMk
2) HERRPE (empowered space) , 3)
{GEEBFR (transmission) , 4) 7T H U ZE U5 ¢ (ac-
countability) , 5) A # &3 (meta-deliberation) , 6) &
EVME (decisiveness) D 6 DDEFEAZIFTTVWAED, &
1z, BT, MEREmICSIIL, Eo ko RREE
3 B HNCBET D IERIHIRAS R IR S -l T, B
BT, RfEHIch2aIa=r—va ryMrboilb.

Dryzek |
(public space) ,

ANREA~OZINEL, TR, FMZeMREE, @
MR, (REE R, BORKITEEIZ, AT 47 %, £

B ICH S, AREICIE, TR74+—7 4, TTRARES,
AU F—Fy MEEFEORFERFHOM, T T =N
HIZBT D BENeREEbEEND. AEE, R-2
WRLEF#E VAT AOMEET MBI A~ 7 aFt
HAEIk E HASHERTH D, 21T, HERETIE,
SRR EID %?é&m%@%ﬁ?éf%ﬁfpm
IThs. HEREIIE, me, 1TBoHR, #pprgEn
BEND. ZOMIZ, ITERHRESCA RS, HURERS
B3 - B OREFE DR SN, IREHEZ BTSN
FEDSLHEMBEICEEND. HEREIX, FHEL AT A
IZRBIT A I 7 uiEER - ERHHETHD. F I,
Rl fRIE, ANHLE T OFRRNA S HERE T ORI
WAL R TE MR BEWRT 5. AILE D D HERE
~OEER, AEICBT s@mV N v, TAT
TOMERBEICZAR SN, RETDHZLICL o TEBT
. A, ThHEEYT 1%, HREOSNE

Wﬁ“i%’ﬂbf%%&m@ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ?é GEES
EREWT D, TATUAEY T 4 0F, BEX -
AT DA FRIR R T B DA, ﬁ%ﬁ@ﬂiﬁk&:/\/\ll Ry
T HORERBRBREN —FICET 5857 +— 7 LITBWN
TBITEND. mEBEST Ay 2V T 1103, &
WU AT MBI HIRATEE S B LHETH .
BSIT, AXFREL, FREVATLAEBERREDL I
IR A R S RN /N ’F%Téﬁ&@ﬁﬂ*%i%bfb\
RV AT LEMERT 5720 ,_h6T“T®W%
WCOWTHFET 2 Z LR E L SND DT TIEARVNR,
BES 751’??9“\%75)773 R B mIROHIE N ERE S
4. AAEEIT, FEVATLAOHACES, HOBEE
il %ﬁo 9612, WIEMEX, LAk 5 EmENS
) Lw%%&ifﬁr%%bfw

E*ﬁ% AT LOERE (LLF, FHERUTERE (deliberative
capacity) EFES) X, FEEDAH T 5 1) EiEH (authen-
tic) , 2) @G (inclusive) , 3) J@fGM: (consequential)
EHWCGHE S 52, FEoEEMT, FEsng
DIFEFRE| 2RI T OB INE D /R—2A T T 4 T % 5|
T, BINEOHET DERA IRBACAMEEZNE T 5
BEAZRT. ZOEEDL, FEREENSHET 5 HER
FEOREAZRL VWD, FMEOHEIEMZ, LlRos
%/27A®%W%$@$T RO 5 B3R (&
M, HERRE, (RERE, TAhU AT 4, AH
) ICBWTHER SRS, $ 218, FhREEOOFEME

W OMEIC @béﬂi@%%@%@ﬁ%ﬁ_pm
ST D ERET H2REE2ET. FHREOARENE
FRIZ SRR EHEIRBEIC B W THEE SN D, 831, nﬂL

HOIRRENEL, SRR DR IR R E DR fﬂ
BINDTE THEZ KIE LG é&f”%i‘%?“ it D i

ML, FREV AT LAOEERIZL > THEINS.

(3) HEIVATLOHEE

P AT AR R THEEL L TULT O 6 D23 EHi
ENTNA2D® 12, FEV AT A, SR
B EDIERMEZ R G T 2%E 2 1T, ABFED
I OMBENFET 256, HEOHmO LN HER
REDEHMEEHRT L Z EIFARFRETHD. LA,
AT LICBWT, %ﬁfm ma B L, TORK

MRNEEMRTHZ L 2@m LT, BREREDERME
75‘5?@1%52%5 Z &7 %. Parkinson 1%, JEE{RMEY—

AN BT 2 i REE I O FE 2 VT, ARE R
m@E%i# ﬁ&@%é@ﬂﬁtffﬁ< Akt 2
BaCRER), ST 4+—T7 2%, fE A7 LB
VD ER & Tt ﬁ@ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%@bfﬁﬂéﬂf%t
TEEERLTODD. E2IL, RREV AT AL, A
HIRE A (social solidarity) ZedEd 28%EHI 2 K724 &
RV BT D FEARIL, PR RS D0 DEhR



m¢$&&ufﬁ HOEEMEAZERL T HY. 22
I, RN EEMOAEZEL LIV Y, &L
»ﬂL %@LT%%%FW)_L%’@QM S AT SEE[7)
PR MEME SN DR AR L T D, kx edtim
AR O AIEH 218 U C, tE2MNLE o R 5 7
NSOSE A O F A BRAE AMIEE S 41, #7023
RENDZ EREIFIND. F 3 ,ﬁm/XTAﬁ
1T DOWINE (integrity) @D L THETH S, 1
BUT AR ECBE T 2 sl 7 2 L'Cb\éf:bb
ZOWMEIIDER SN D ERMEE E2ITIEEETE R0,
TV AT AL, TROES, TOMAT 47047
A= EOEEREBICATEIRENC BT D A2t L,
K EEROEAZE LT, TEOHERZmHT 22
ERHIFE IS, B4, FHEVAT A, 2R

BIRTE DR TEM: (stability of collective choice) % & >%%
Blx 877 AHGBIREGROSEICB W THERINT

wé;it,&%%m@&m%%mﬁéifﬁ,—%
OFSEMAP G2 R E 2T 5 2 L 0F Rz BRI
POHTHMAZRD Z LI2X - T, 2R BERREN
FOHNTLUE ) ATREMENH 250D, Flgs 27 A,
WO BREMBEICE LT, FERGREO®RIFCE
i 2L T 5 Z L2k > T, BRIREDLE
PEETERT D HE ZH-TND. FS5IC, flEV AT
A0X, HEERREO I g (effective resolution of
social problems) % 344 H&HI % K27 thafE%
hRBNHE T D BT, FIFEBRRENAT 524672
R ERICKTT 2 e A LE L SND . Gt
VAT AN, FIEBMRE DA T D SRR
ik 2@ 2A L TRy, BERERICHSME
I 2 AR AT 5 2 L3 IR s LS.
B 61T, Tk AT A%, NG 2 RIET 5%
a2 R, AR L72@Y, g AT A%, A 2 it
DHEREZ B L T\ 5. AXFtgz@ LT, Y AT A
HAROREEZBRIL, AT AOWHEMESND. 7
%“/X?‘A?ﬁﬁ@] CHERET D 72DI21E, BFEDRRD
R BT, SRS IThR TV A ENEE
%?‘57‘:‘-/ I &NT AR EFE SN D.

4 =T/ 0OBERETY OEER

B, 1) 27 D?T%ﬁ?ﬁ‘% (micro deliberative
theory) & 2)~ 7 vifiEin (macro deliberative theory)
RIS 52230, 17 Dpﬂ%fiu L, BT AT L
DOERREFR O T, FITHERENZ I D ARIFHE 2 %t
ReT5H. 2L, FBIFEERE, HRFERICE-
TEESNTZAROF R b AWFERICEEND. 37

o ETE R IR, ARYRER AN N & HEA SR 2
OMCT DT LR EERBEE T 50, AWFEETIX
FESNEHOFEm A B U T, 1 DOHWCEEREN

REND. 27 uihsHEimE, TOEESETALELT,
HH YA RFHESINENAVOBLE 25 X ZIFEW
BRNS, BEEBRT L a2 2 BETSH. HiEs
INFZE, MR, MF OB RO B~ D
&, iEL%.@@EﬁE%ﬁTé ZENEFBEEIN DLW,

—77, 7 vwitEfaal AN - AKX OF RN Gk D
n?‘nﬁa/XTA/}iﬁi’i’xT%kﬁ“é ~ 7 aEEE T, Bk
R OB CEER M AR RIS, v 7 v &t
WA, Y7 eEhEEER LT Ry, BERRE LY
HE AERICESAEIN DO, Z oML, FIER
RE\EDLEEMNME, 58, BEFOFERKEIIHT HE
WDOEE (meta-consensus) DIFKIZHEHT 5.

AR O FEE A E U CTHEmE R ED EMME 2
HRTD011E, 27 it kv&mﬂ D RU7 8
HONCHERET 2 2 LB TH D, ARETIE, D22

DFFEON, ~7 nifiglc A2 4T, ZORHEAE
tEERETT 2 & L bic, v 7 il %uﬂﬂﬂﬁ"ét&w)
FEwREBRRT S, 2L, the AR o EME
BT, 27 odEHERICOWTORMN L E/-EET
bDHZEICEET D, I/ aiEORTEN D %
OFHIFEICE L TE, WD THRFT 20 ERH D,

4, <TH OtEER

1) FEMEHKE

R FURREAR X, AR & 22 EBIRE ’f"ﬂ?ﬂ’]ii%ﬁﬁ“
BHZ 5729, ﬁ‘/\f@ﬂiﬁgfw’*%ﬁ)/\ﬁ’]dnﬁa %
T5ZEIXFEENICAREETH S, tha i ;Fa'g
D DAMERE, ﬁﬁ@?ﬁ%%?@i’ﬂ\é. Z DA,
Fhs HAR A O EFE AR L Z F5E OFERIC IR BE S/ 5

IR R S 5. HESEEEMOERMZ, FE

@ﬂL G CIE7e <, HRTBITHAN - IEAX DRk~ 725t
TRERO R CTHAT BRI ANMLETH 5.

NHIRER OO Z 7k § % 72912, Dryzek 1%
FRERVIERSHE (discursive legitimacy) OE&Z#ER LT
W52 SREMIEREE, ARBICBT 2REROEAER
(constellation of discourses) 3B EREEMRIZL->TH
BHINZHRE S, R RIREDPTREEEONE &
BOHTHREISCTHESIND. 723, Dryzek O
T5 E‘f%J (discourse) &I, FFiE DifamCatim & W
oib%, S, SVEL, X0EEE, mATOME

ﬁ%f%éi%@%éT%X% T 2 A1k

éht 770)% ] &L’Cf“aaz_ #ENDDD, <
7 vk T, TRk 2 SRERICHEDIAE LT
%%ﬁﬁ%@%#éhb@lo@ﬁﬁméntnﬁ7
L—2& (R o 7 R OME) 2RKTbDE L

TIRFITHIRT 222, AL, Fhimzim e T, e
ROFEEGEHR—H LA = U —IZB W TR



HZENFRETH D, flxiL, HBOFEMSBELFES
WCETR T 2 EMFIE, £ OHEMBERICE D 5 i % 4
AL THY, Brmistim Gk L—2) O Tl
WA 5. 7=, HOATFEE L, Yakikiz
BWUER SN -iimae Lab L Tk, v—auis
e G L—2A) oF THEMREZBEL TV D.
29 LEitimig, 2o F CHEELLTWE LoD,
BENCIFET D LD ETELHEEETH 5.

FHREM EFME OB Z: & LT, 1) FHgR,
) ALBE, 3) AXFED 3 DICOVWTHAT L. &
AENEL, AR T DR x RBRE, BIER 7R
g EERESmICB O CHETICRESRL TS Z
LICEbIETH D, A X EEIL, FEBREDOS
T 5 LEkeME, 155, B4, HDWIE, FEOFE
BRICR T B 7258k, FARICBb S TH 5.
A ZEEIE, BT AT A A EROBEEIC T 2 NEH)
M A ETH S,

(2) FEMAREOEH

PRI ZME (discursive representation) 1, At
ZHBUT Dk 7 T AHERRIEIZ ISV CE TR
ENTNDHZLEERLTNDDN, R L1E, —fkiC
[l A (others) D7=DICKBEHI R TAZ AT L]
ZEWT 5. RGERHNIIAEE 2 RET DARHER 2R B
THDHN, AME LV BAEINRELZLEE T 52
SRR D 1 DI E v, BIRFESTIE, kit
R, B, 7AT T a7 1, KRS, BLAE, A
FHHNZITIR T TERWVER 2 IR FET 559, &
KIZEDFEIE, A &) BALIZEIE T & Gkl
BENGLLTEY, SFIEMENaniE Rk
BRI HREBEOELIZR V155,

ES

Gtk (FBEMROBGEHEMEST 27200 1 DD
EEENT-REBET7L—2 %2R L THY, BEERER
EOLZERRMEZIEZ D 1 SOES T 5. 1
RNAFET DL RFER L FED 5 12Ec
T 52 &%, BRIGEMBEDZEH 22 m 2 HE 2 51
LAREMENRH D, ZORE, —EHOFIERHRE OFIED
HEEHELT 5 Z LI b RN 0 . e s
A BT D LRI IR DL & A HN B3 2 2
ENEETHDH., ZORDICH, YikoE Bk ErE
WL TED XS imnMiThoi, 0 X o7 5k
DMERL ST D A, MR+ s 2 &
DEREOREEOERELRPETH D, RETIE, (s
WZIFIET Dhkx 70 [T 2T 57000k L
T, QEmS 7 rey NEREHWET T r—F I
DWTHAT 5.

(3 *A*FBEOEH

ALBEIX, HEOPFTEDL I RAERB EAFAFEDIE
FRENTWDNIZBET 2 @R ICOBEEFKT 25D, 2
ZEEIE, BEEAREELZHMET 2 0GR 72585 7
L— AT 2HETHY, AXHAENERENZE
B, AESNEX, TEZANOBERIIHTIAEN
BoENTWeLTH, toBMBENESORBLOES
B L TNWDZ L 2T HZENAEETHS. 2
DERIZ, AXEREIL, BREZIG@mE VORI T S
HEEFHFMSE @2/ LTWD.

Elster X, AR OFENHENIEGE (normative con-
sensus) , memkHJ A E (epistemic consensus) , EAFH
B (preference consensus) &9 3 fEHICHIETE S
ZEERLTNDY. BN AEIL, BIROMRIFT 72
LY T & 72 DATAE (value) (T2 AEEZRL TS,
AR A B, YZOBURAMEIC &0 X 9 IepEs
RAETHICHNTOIES (belief) ICfT 2 8E 2 £ L
TV, BIHFAEIL, YFHoOBSRICHTIRHEINTE
11T (preference) (BT A A EZRLTVA. I,
Dryzek |3, Elster DG EHwmaBATLT, AXEBEL3
ODBREIZFETE DL LT 529,

%S, HENAZEEIL, fhEESNEOAT DM
EDEFMEICONTO— R 7258k A2 7. Bl A
AEBET, LPLLMEOREEEZEFE LRV, L
5, B7p DANE % RO R F BILRE T 00 AR 70 kR B R
FRIZIE STV D, BlEH A ¥ SR NRE LRI
BOWTIE, fEgSMER, L xMiEmzitabds 2
ENTERLTH, AVOfifEZSELAZSL O %
FIERERAZ M T Z LB DT 52 LSS,

%212, WA EEIL, RSN EOATHE
AOEEME (credibility) [COWTOEELZET. 5
PEEIE, BAOOREEBMEICL > GERICH>TWD
HLOL L TRTANONIREEZRT. HEMFO—
OFERBBREIL, B 28BS A7 L — LA
HONWTHE#TD. O, b7 —0%2FT5
B ZORERRE ORI T, RO R—EBE ROXt
SNENAET D FREMN D D, Bl A X AEIX, Bb
7 L— LR T Dm0 T L— L xR, R
D7 L —AMOTEE IETD.

BB, TBAFA X AEIL, BRI DM@ ik
BT 5 EEERT. B A X GEIL 2 SOME & £
O, 121, FRESIINEIC & > TR ATRER IR O #
(EOBINENZBEITMET 20 IOV TORETH
5. WE 1O, BRI OFIICET 8B TH 5.
B EMBEN A iRm0 f R e B ATV DS,
MO 2K T 2560 5. BIFA X AR,
HERWmACET 25ESNEM COAETHY, £
ZEBENER SN D Z 812 K 0 BRI o0 5 BIRE A



FRESMOMTIAILEND Z & L 72D, List IL8RAF A
BEMNEK SN0 ENE, S INE ORIFIERF

M D ISR ITITEB W CHIGEM: 25 7= T ENc X -

TRIETAZENTEDLZ EEPELMMT LRI,

2. (1) IZBWT, B IR E O Rk e Z
DSERFRE ATRENE & 4ARME L D 2 DOSREZE Tk S
NDHZ ERERM L. SR E L, T 5 2l LEgm
LT, HLOVERNHE T2 L& BIRMIC
BELED) 2DDHWTHD. A XAEIL, it
BN B ENO BFeiim S > W CHE O BfRIZE L,
S ERERA LR AER L TEBY, YRMEN
MR TEX =L TE D 1 DO ERL VS, &
BIRIZBEETE 20, A ZEERBREINT-SHE
W2, BRI S Wm0 T CARGT R O f5 5
FROELDDH L LD,

4) AFFBOEH

FIREMIEHME A2 P 5 BTk, ~ 7 nilEsEnse
RIZIBWT, W7 TRfEE) 2ESL L TV D E 0
B D RO RO bivd. A XEEEIT, FlEy
AT BDRRDPHERE L TV D M E DB D 5 NE 73T
flizEW®L, 1) A X EENEOFNE 2) M FEH G B
PEDOFHM A EEE R & 70 5.

1z, A ?A%ODWQ#J%B’JW?%fi@%@%f(ﬁ"ﬂi
7oL TWAENE D & 248 H 5. 7‘ 2 E
DOAFITBEITITEHEN R D THDHZ LIT E-T“\
ETHDH. AZEEDORITBNT, Brd 15 ©
TR~ TE = — 23K 0 £ x PO Tl 5 5
BRI 2O LIegung, BEOERMT, A
A=, TAT T 4T 4, VIV v 7EDEELELT
BRI, Lanl, 2ok o7 5 Mosiaz@lt
T, %7 D‘JL 1 BE I 0D R AR 0N RFIE DR R D AR D
Z e, WEICHEM L SN BEBN R S, HE%O
umﬁ%ﬂ& DL MERENED DN D RN H 5.

X EBONKEZTHLT 2 ETIE, ARICFEET D 15

1 OBMENICREIN TV DLW ) BB ENE
@UL\'H@)MET%%J H21T, AHFEEETE T TAS S
ENERINIZGE, Fﬁﬁf%ﬁﬁ@é\fi P (intersubjective
rationality) AR SNIZ/NE IR EE L 255, M
FEAG ML, M, B8, BCHETLIAZEE
DO CELGBRENP RN, FnEEREICHEYIIK
MEIND0E S NICEDLLFHIEETH D, T72bb,
BURZERICR U CRIFEBIRE AR 5584 &, %Uif’a?]
B OFFORPA M, KO, BORREDMEEIC
KO REEELRIFITNCEbAEELE ODF'HEJT“%/E}‘FEZ)‘S
ENTWAENRFREL 725, MEBMAEME, £
AR LW EEIMEE L BERE & D FEIAEE
DA BEZER L TN D

LUF T, faigiiiglcBb 5 2 2 5B E8
GERMEDORRE 2 M D HIE AR L, A X ahEo R
EHETHOO N ERE M5,
5. aVHY—UTFERAD CDAER
1) aAVY—2F7ERAVEDOEB

Fh B |2 B 2 Sl i B E 2 HIlr 4~ 5 72
WL, 7 aphglcstd 5 A X RO LKA LETH
. AHFFETIE, HERBEREICED D A X iEE R
THHEmE LT, v/ aifgEcds Tarvy—r
TEAAL N BREL, TOEMKNRGEERRT
5. AW CTHRET S Tav—r 78R A M X
D77Dﬁ%ﬁﬁ®W$Eﬁ,277D%%®ﬂMm
D2 > B ET 5. HE1IZ, 7 9t ﬁﬁ
W, FIEBRE N & L 9 R iRE0R =R LT

X, PO X REmEIT o T D0 E RN m%#
HZENRETH D, FRZ, HEAREBREHIZ b 5 A0
AR AR FE R L T D S0 2 b9 5
ETIE, w7 nREREEICR T 526 TR GRE
TL—A) ZHUNCHET L ZEBRRARTHD. =
7L, <7 oigiEl Tl — xS, BE O A R
TET DA« ST L 0 b IR STIRD T THAE
72 TEEE NEREND. 29 Lz T3 2T
% BT, FHRRMZRER T — 2 x5 NE ST
(content analysis) 723:K& Hi1%. Stone (X, WEIHT A
(77 2 MBI DD HEDORME, KRIICHO%K
BICRET D2 Lk, HimairoRlafis) &
EFELTNDY. AFETIE, ~7 aaliBoNEIH
ZEUT, v 7 uphifEik CEMT 2 5 A#HhM
THELEBHIT, R TREE] OMEEZHLMNITT S
FEEZBRET . E212, v 7 uHEoBamELEc
FEONWT, MBI L~ 7 v i A FHih
HHEMPMLETHD. AL TIE, ~7 agtkr @
U, 4. THRENZ 1) AXAE L 2) MEENAH
PED 2 DOEMERHELE STV B E &9 5 72
D OFIEIE & 2R T 5.

(2) TV OBEORNBSH
a) QAEMICKD 5HE] D
~ 7 BEEEEBRICAAHET D [Fhg) GEk7 L —2) %
FELT B IR L L LT, Q ik (Q methodology)
60)%)331/\71 Rat T MER STV B0 Q JiEdm
X, ®G LT MBI D 2R EBRE O EBANL Y
(subjective positions) ZEALMNZTHHEE LT, (2
BHEORR 2 72 3B 2BV Tl ST & 72, Dryzek %
M, QFEmERNTAETr Y=y MDD (5
# AT 2 FEERRRB LTV D, ZOHEE, 1) Y



#7rv 7 ML EHOIUE, 2) SFICT 5
FIERRE O, 3) [FhEE RO RE < 3 K&
BENHD. B, A ¥ Ea—, HiliiHE, LR—

NED Ta—/R2 ] G, ¥E7mv=7 ML S
H (Q i, Qstatements) ZUUET S, Z 2T, [a—
INA | EIXERT 7 A NEBHRLTEBY, AxBREDX
INTHEE L TV DD E R T KRB 7 L &R §69,
F72, Dryzek 5D TlE, Q SHOWLEICYS7--C, [F
e ORI LT, ) FEm (EASEMEDFEIEID
Sk, ) x—Yxri— (THERORECS L) ,
3) Bk (A CAREOMmEE OBWEIC S &) , 4) BfRE
(FEBRIBIRICE ) OAT T —ZFEL, a—/3%
DHENSE D LI A BT 2%E7 —# 20
TEPRESNTWS. 212, FIEBREICHTEA
VA —REMEIHEZBL T, 1) TIELZQF
AT DRHIET — 4 (Qsort) ZUUETH. —H%ICIT,
Q SR 2 B AN A R A 5 D REE D W
L5, F3iZ, Q EMOFHET — X IZk L TRF4
Mradéif L, [5h%) 2RI W43 5. Dryzek %
DT, UEOHEZHNT, g+ s7ndx
7 MZBbh A TEEE & LT, ME#IRk (Preservation) |
ISEHIR (Pragmatism) | FEBIUR (Optimism) | TEHEIR
(Propitiatism) | £\ 9 4 SOFH 7 L — A& AIH LT
W5,

Q ki~ 7 itk 1513 & PRREAVICH
T2 HETHD. Q HiEwmX, &N~ 7 vitik
FEIIZ BN T ED L O RFEEAE S T Mo
WCHERNC 0B i 2 H L COWRWSEEICE 2T
EThDH. F2Q HiEmMmIL, EERSNT & TR
PHAEDETHETHS. PRk L8y, Q ik
FEhit 5 ETIE, FFa—2omn5EET 5 S0
(BT —%) 2 UETHVNERDHS. TO LT, FIFE
BREIZHT D4 ¥ B a—fiESCHEMERAEICL -
T, EEolcxtT 25T —% (BT —%) ZIUE
THIENME LD, A BREHIBW L, B
3HELZBDOHFLESVY ARAT 4 T ORE, HDHWIEA
VE =2y N EOSEEE, el a— RANEET D.
ZH Llma—anh, Q HiEimeE v, FIEREER
FEOLRERERENEL, TOERITHT 5T —
S DOINEE - ST E4T 5 2 LIC k- C, T3 2 #EEN
WZHhH - R A Z E N ATRETH B
b) T7tvy FEBIZEDCTO RO

~ 7 BRI BV CRIERRE DA T Hikx 2230
k7 L — LD EEEH NI S BT, T
Ty MEERICES S AMETERO 7 m b a oo E i
Thbd. 77ty NEERITENT — % OfE I 5 )i
THEDOHEmRTHY, RRWFERELBET D200
Balsilr (77w b) ORENDT —Z T FiEE

A: KR (¥593) B: fiik (F1€) C: #R ({#Fl=DNT)
A B 81 HPMHHR C11 il (4)
- FPH-ERUE *:1* Cc12 iL:-E;& (1)
RO T
B T2 RE ERaRE 2 ERGE @
A2 % c2
Er-E8 B3 SEMM¥R an C2 BRNEE (11)
E-MEER C23 BMKE-BE (8)
[ T — C3 TN MR )
BEOHRE-TRER C41 % (11)
A3 e p—— c4 Ca2 BHITH (9)
BS o] Bt C43 2F 4 —La (6}
AroRYRn- BT AaE | DOARR Cas KEAE- M0 (4)
A4 TOM
B6 ANM-LENTZE
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£-17 7%y MEROHF] CFEAD D FEf)

TO—HONHHFHAA BB S TN D0, 77+ b
FEEHIC I DR 725 2 J71F, BRI (empirical
world) DOEFHIZNEETEIE (content universe) & FEIEH
5 EBZEMOFELRNTRET 2R THHD. 77k
M EFEORNREE IR S AEr T T —%
FLTEY, ZOREREA L N—138# (element) & I
EhA®. ZNHORHEO T T, 77ty MEEHITS
WrofEm & e (concept) 27 7k y hEFDHE
RO SIND SRR E LTEAT S, 20 LT,
77y Mo TEASINDIBET —X 2 KITLT,
MR ETHMEORE RS 5 2 EBRFT SN 5.
PEMO T, 7 7%y MEERRICE SO TR
O v b Ao EFERL, fERSnE R oOREO R
—HEWEET 2 FIEmARE L T D, ZORFRTI,
FRRBINEOREN R-1 1TRT 77y FhOMELED
FTHRSELLDOLE LT, EESHINESINLTWS.
ZIZTC, 77y Al BESHEHET RO
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