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“ofigd Anjxo] FX|st AxY: 1 BA 30070 &9

AR, W2 214171 REFolet AR Eoo] 7]
250 o Aolx A 30059 1 ESHHA A Fa ohetu )molA pure ahad
AE @A e ALgEoel oldol TEeH AW AP AIA JFBer ofizt @A) 7%t
= 2@stAl e 3 2.

Aol 2o) £710] Sol AEAEIY YALAHNA SgE BEW AN AW AS0] E
A, o] So] oHl WAoe A2 AMES ohistL BEMW ool L £ YEvt st
L 2Rl 17-1887] EAst gAY £a3 =9 wAlgch SAet 2aolA Uk
9 A, A J1EUL AR olyo] G2 APLA Fols Fof FAUYY FYHS =
wstn, ol2igt Wo] e Y, Ahf, Ao Meg 95 WAElolof ke Ae T

5 ALgaolel met H9on) o 2t AlRAsle] oo el gk BRI
A0]A AA] WAA AEGA0l0] UEIE (big tent) 44 1 FFHO| YA|Z st Aoz
=lojitt.

o2l NHA ARgFol= ofF At ARgle] JARA Ristel tf =]
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AZ1ol 2R ApAr] oA At xe] nest dAYS e,
ole] A & AtejEAe] B71H Folot 2SS &l
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) AbeRode AA gk AR vH(R)Re S 2ASHAN Q5|8 T 2rt5e]
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AR AW S AAISTHA FgR|ete] 492 A3

datdog HO, AlRAIeE AlgAtele] Sl e AZUAe s =9t FX]7 7HR] 9

BAEs2 ANoz ol F4E = S AW ¥, 7idA & folA 2

N B AN AL 1 EhE T1 9lrk. ol AlloAE ALY FAIA

b osle o xS o= MEstu], MA} 3l Gie AWMOR X
o= 2102 ogiE| 7| = stoh. ThA]l e, ZUAE oA = tiAle FAEEe RE5=224 &
b AR7F 7155k AAYE A" &= Qi

ojME ZtiAte] S0 A" QA wiFo] AU|AYE AEWH ot AtRlA, FR|A, FA
A olfa2 1941719 20A17] ARIAMS = ZF0IME ‘AR AR259) (liberal capitalist)©] 74 o
A 2. AnAo] Ax|sto] U ALG AFREY WIUS ALQFYA U 0f2 AR
A} o] O3] Al=E ol AnjAo] xS AZA Al S(negative liberty), AHHAF
o] 9l %] A3sto] A X (minimalist state) S5 A9 ZAMAAIZC] J2]1 VHR)PAXAQ BAES A
Aot 7102 A5 9T (Halevy 1934; Cropsey 1957; Hirschman 1977; 7+2]3¥ 2012).

of|ZAtl, Cropseyoll W2, “AU|A= FA|eto] 7|5t WA ARFsto] thgh 7] 2|1
A A2l 51 Ahgud 2] FueAZl AoA Aol WS ST (Skinner and
Willson 1975: 132). Al Tofl, A0]A0] ARSI “Fd2 AARet 282 A AAYL
H, “AtA2 FAIstY] Qdojz JALE FsiET” (Cropsey 1975: 151). ERE “AD|ATE A&

5

Ahgol falt Akgzol ARl ofysly] UF ZolAH v, Eupa FAo Wi 13 -
27} golth ATe) MU o] shYshs ALLAKEHIDO] Tt FAge Avlal A
Mo gHEoz E2 A Aestet HUsts HAAGIAA T 2 e A

o]t} (Cropsey 1957: 72).
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2) Cropsey(1957)0lA1 A0]29] w7} Amwafel §40] HAlo] Fuhet MEo] &3tcin
A& HE SHR, Cropsey(1975)% 279] FRIM Mg 0] YA|A7|L ATk 3 Cropsey’}
ot ALQFR AXMAL 2EAG hAM Fakxole] YAA oWy ANES AA

she Zo2 melth oAl A0|A7h A ALRF R AAMAL AEudelo] §zte

A 2EA2 WA APMAS A YAZFAE Zloltt (Cropsey 195T:

6569, 94). AUJAL o] 2e AFGAO|H FapEost FUAEY E&u AEL 95 B4

M9l AAIA x7loleks WetoA ol 33t (Cropsey 1957: 75-77).



s (dRud) ARt BAAAL e8] 20239 119)

o] giigol Eojgtth= Aottt g&o] ol2fgt A9 ot HYgF 59 o= 4
7F AHSlE GApd wieg Ao w EIAEZ sfAStE = SteA A= o5 wgd
o ARAVGAL] et M2 HHES AAISE MR (contextualism)= 53] 1970
FE FAor FdshA ANE ATt o]2fgh WMol HjF SFof] Pocock(1975) A0]
AlR1A Q1 E Z O] (civic humanism)2] Al Eof &gttty x| A gict,

oj2igh Fetro] HEo HYol2t:s d=A S50 £5alA Winch(1978)= A0]A9] X
gho] AAlgttts Ae Y5ty oy, Abn AR2Folo] #eh AEA sfAMolA Zmste st
o] A7|2 upaigich Yx]= (194]7] o]& AFEzo] At 71Ws| AAE ALS AR ZO
2]l ARRIAIFEA S ETHE) AUAYE AN ARAMVSHE dHshs FSHOIA =E A, A
A, AR, BRIA el SAIH o]0l ZEAQl HAlS mYsitty Bttty 55| At
A oHerRojo] FHHOJA AD[AS] FohRo] AHRAMVSHE T FX|A o] FE3on, At
g7l A, et oivlst Jult] A4, 29 Hioio] #st sy 52 SAeR 1
AAE 283U
QF oty 2}, Skinner(1998)9] (AF-42] o]X9] AfR) o]F WW=RO] A A AU|A AR
AV & O A MEA &Y O}Eit A4 AT A7+ 20417 E ARR-ELo
T ojgezA AVIH FEAFY =R ARl FolA IF IHAA] XY setro A
= 4705t it ol2igh WA AmHEH, AUjA0l AhFeob ARG o] WEL AFRF

, ofH®H AR FeERolE dojA A AlR0f FatRo] ARgu Belgitt. AnjA0] AIRlHO]
iﬂf MAMAato] #et =ol= AP WEA g0 ZIxs low, FAA AR JiEe id
ofEYl wAle]l AIRAT e} Atopdddo]l wgh Zlo] ofyth @3] AUlAE= JNQIY] F&; A}
Ao AoE AR dYdor Hotow, JIo PHit FHS sl BIXEIZAY Al
ZA80T} (Raekstad 2020).

H

[o)
O

JBOH“!.:

23. A" BeFolet 8A AFO(AERY)

xuja0] gx|ato] W AT WANA HIA AL UAE AAH Falxe BE, 5 =
Yxo2 AZHQl AFA0 practical liberalism) WA Wi ol Basiche Alzte 27}
of A7IHQACE olo] mew, Anjxe] Mxste HAIA M=o} Byl AFHoz 1 24U
of gPgo] osiAgt FriEcks AshS EYL ek WA ol Wi Ut ngd
oldel ol US| 19 AR st WYY WHolA ol Wast Ak Aujx A

A
x|sroAo] Al8A xS zolL pXRAl Ax|sto] En} AH-HLH 7o XMEX o]|BHS 3|n
Stels AX20]9] 7ﬂok0ﬂ/\1 2855 =2{dt}h (Rasmussen 2013; Hill 2019).

olg 59, AUlAE @Bo] BAX Erzo] Bo NuA Y] 31150 sted) ojn

4 ogo= AACl Xé% {2 FoIstx] A=tk ADl’\‘: o E%ﬂ— sl dFole =+

A x]o]do] Am E o
o

T

3) WAL MEA ALG AHEF| U vf2aszolse] ajajo] ofs) H2lH A029 HAlse
A “TEA e YA K]H”DJQ 7RI IAY AR]o] T RpAIQ] AA|A|A o <5
“EAE” Z1o2 UEGTEY B]HSICE (Winch 1983: 258-9). ESF 7|E SfjiAlo] “JH7}e]
sfepo] EeEl Weld AlUs AT ARS ETUeHA| RECIL ARG, A0|Ac)
MAlsre Tl WA o2 et sk o241 2T (Winch 1991),

4) o § S0, =FAHY olg YERH FAIARI ZiEo figt ded mFo] AU|AZE Lo
AdX B8 ga|xolg ﬁ%g}it}ﬁ sfjAdo] QIth (Raphael and Macfie 1976: 18-19). E2]F9]
o] 7I¥rel HYQ del= & o ARRAX L} FAEZ SRl ¥ Yutoly E=AFEo] Opx]
Boo] gt Eain FAsihs Zolo.



31 20|29 were WEEY Ao Ed)

ERolAE Anlxel MM RSl UG Aol WA YUE, [HAXA AR
1 SR =Ae Ex AR A, 121 oleldt AuRSo] AFeHE ABNS
P nAst A YUES WA pehHol che AL AAISRAL Gk ol2i3t
st U AN WHEN 2AY u), A0jxg] PrIgo] FEet AU FA)Y Hadt
TEANUE 252 HolAA FRAPALS FAIASS BUsh Hoe BYE & 9tk

gsto] g RazAel EqEe Aol Edshe Ab2ol AAleh A, pxet Hastgol
g =2 P o, AANA 3 ABL vletRs AR SusA ol A
Mol WAL Exfsterl £33 AU ARE A AMY 2 LT} Ay ol
g oge A7 BT AVl 2E o5 FAE A L5WAE AsHE =Y sted 2

ko] Holgstol Tat ojAolol A AbAk ol AR A0 EEA BHE AA

U 242 Abe9 R Bz EAisks Zlol ofyst, &4 JHEANRE S4d0] WA o
ot Ablas 27HAE R B S48 TAl dier ojdEd Aol viistEA, &=
}él- L.

S

g gt Aol B0l EAE ol £ & ofE BEgE 547
FeHA] fale AL 4 flaen], FA0 ofE S44dE HEAY glole 48T 4+ ok
291 ERES ARS8 a2, AAY dAi(reality)] S97F +
S 47 Evie Z2EE Zol oyt da AAES RdH HA
gafl, dAARcoz w4 4 e 25 49 AAPE EAicith Eoh v E gATozE
E|

—_— ==

+

a1l -

=
R g, oIy, A, T 52 S FEdhoF sHAIRE 2 mFAIAIE BlRoA EHeshe
Al £/ 2AoIY AS AR AAPE EAlRH.

A, Abzo] HH/dolu 240 thsliA= Aldolut olide] sl oJsl mFAAIY 4=
SolATE mo] Jhsstot “Zb BRo £/ Abzo] Holx] oA zd 1R 28 E+
HEA 542 I AHze 89 A9 tid2 otdu, A]/d(understanding)ol] JsfA{RE <l
Ag 2tk ARE & e &40 s e A A Gol 24 tish Tdet
O} (Smith 1980: 128-9).

Hinl, EXEA MAIY RA S ogA FAF AR 85 FEISHA 7lad ZolATE o]
EA2A W sto|A AnjAE 2715 ECfF 9] (modest foundationalism)of] 7] &gt QAR =
et ARES AASIHED Al of2et 2%t SRR QAR T, Jurde=

5) 932 (Michael Oakeshott 1958)0] T}, x|ste] ARG A 71x] AH19] A Al
o AZDt A WA ARe FAA PEH SAY AP ANWF Avre] Weloly 7
Tt ARSIk £ WA AR Aol XS (BaF, AeEY 2L) AW
2o HOIA olsfslelt oRA MAAMMAL A7} Es] WAL J1golt WAl
A WA AkEe 2k TAIA ARl WE AAA Ang wolste Zoltt

6) UUFRIS] APgIte Do) AujAt 17514 AAIY Rl 2jAnchela kejst 3 ol
o JRuts A Y8HIL 1M WUt AL neistu, Aujast A9 Folisty
EREY Aol U ASAUCHT FET 4 A Holc

7) Wb Axjeo] oh2d, AR Ao Exjes pat = WAR wggoR
Asl9lct. ot QABUElo] aAl: Fdut Aot opal, Agut AT, 7} (abduction)
59 Eol A et solA CRRE muhu shAS AASHL BlEA A2abge AxE
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ARG Ate]ddS #Est AR ol AR &7 oA =WAoln Eet
23 ol2] A9 FAA AE ol YA (emergent) £7442 7= T (A

o
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wx,
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39,
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rie
L)

oz Holdg n= qp&% %@6}% EO]K] = HAZA 2] (invisible chains)S A|A]EFO 2
553 vxste] AN EEo ANS £, AAEe] Bag NYAIL, 12T 950
Ariet 8] ool @7 W 1 ARIRA M Zehgn 1 Byl by AR 1e

a1
Ho| gEj2 oS &|®A7| Al LRI - ol ¥
uE JgE & QetE o5 Aoz 7} Al 3
st THAZE @e] AACIA WAstE RE A2 rhe Wstes dAE sl welste e,
&sto] FtA|o]ojok EHT} (Smith 1980: 45-6, 119).
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3.2. A Eu}stat AAPA "HEH 2 (historical method)

olbnt e EAIE 2elm QAEA B0l ARl Apuyol At AL
Aol wAT AAol thet AIAle AZEE g2t AR oAb ART RS el s
ARRHE Aol ZRoiA EEojop stth= Zo|tt. QI7FE/d(human nature)} /S AT-85HH
A AR B Rt Agel AEe AHsP] g Gt ARlAYY B )
o sigsict.

Anjaof] T, oheket ARE]FGAA
tgto =M Aol 1 A4
AFA ®}FeH (historical method)& &
ol A2 Yol U3 2015 ki 20m). 20l A SHBAAAA B
Sl So] AlS(BFZE)0 el Wetshe= AR GAIA oA ojE A A
BN AEE Sdoi PrNE 23U dedtd 8 cync
SEREL Aok Al ARIA @70) 4ns
£ B =A AR £=9] ’\gl_ok”(subsmtence mode)olq (Smith 1978: 14, 459; Smith 1776:

o AAXAOCl AR AAA 702 A AEOAL Sal gp2 3 A O EALO] WA

N ARER SAIE Dol oAb ool Sy(sudil thesi QASHE ARZAG 7154
| GAIE2 AHEEY 3t GAIA cdEjel wstito] ofyet FRol &
b5, Jeln wAlE] wsts 7B Ak elAbmAde] BiF AN 1St (Meck 1971,
1976; Haakonssen 1981). i}‘?i Ol 2igh AnjA0] BPHEA PR TEd, QIR AR

p

-
in)
>
nd
ol
(@]

% T AEete] HEREORNE A2 Holdt AYES FS 4 ULk
Zolt. o2 £5) 8= 2AATA|tE BEAA Yolo] Yx o3t EdY 2A £
ERER Aol 2R WA sbrto] F2eke Ao] Jbsetth 12l o] e BEA =
2o Eo) 0 RAR T Bat Ado] Mak pAetE O, vlza BEAAE @F O

8) AU0|A9] JHAof Tt=2H x}o:]J HRl o] = x-lowdo] Argstog mste azo] xpoiela]o
ol By sl Aol wad. Hde . 2E gE 3¢ i
ofo] ola] ojoflA] Alo|BiA|, FHte] TG YQloRHE] B
(Smith 1759: 321) 223l “4A 0] Hddajof ofsf x}&u o:]a A}o) =
2k groe QPARo) AdSE AN 42 sgo o rzaoﬂ o] stol
Aot olHX At viSo] EAfsts dZ2HE A+EF5H
1 B2 (Smith 1776: 769).
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M4d. 2nja0] ApAZols ¥ s]gt =&
41. SRS A ] st g0z Yx|&

411, QZHEAT AEYo) We

Avojxo] of2d, Q7S e S R E iAo AE <59
28 AU Aok glok “A 2RI SEAY PAS AMuY, Lot

A AR AET B Malolete Alde] £ Abx] YTiEt BAL A5
tfs ZrerstAl =ich (Smith 1759: 239)

WA 21F AL UAsh] ¢s) AZlAL Al Bsat gelzie] tisjelol gichio
“qIzke Atslo] ofsf AHeA e 2t gl 20 So Age 4Y AP
ARalo] Abel=WE| ofuldt Mol £E5A] Rotcjets AY
Uitk AA 9dn WGste Abal Al RSl Suz
57482 etk vithe Abslo] RAAet BT ARFEY wel ol s, 2
FEotelt oll o] sl E AR S Wi Lt AREL
Azielo] 9lon], YEWut ofet ofop APIEA] BE
S 9A] &l ATE (Smith 1759: 241).

AE SN ASAE 3 HE 25 olel] Sl Plalet el w2 )
Byolth, “Qast e AlSo] ofsh we e A & 7] Aol £ AR 1 ut
oL A% BOIFONE Qi WY 9] ASl £gol 9aE e A Ase
92t o209 o] WAL JPY o182 A RATE (Smith 1759: 459). ATk} 217
SAA RS BAESA B4 AA 2 2AT ANl WedE AEANR
A7k “ofE ALAR QN AMRO] WESHA] 2ot e QAhge] by A thEol
Zre ofcio Ay ZjAe] Wasgol Uk ojZ1ch (Smith 1978: 487).11

ofUet, AIst] WHOIAE ZhabE 4 gl A0|A0] st AgHEA] Wt 3 o
@ kel GAel ST FUTaIch ol Y BE HINE 25 of B
olthe Zolck 2 QIzhe ol go] Selo] ohet R WYL Yelsle dch ot

Arolats A%
420l of

:E'
of
i)

ol

rE
o of
[

o oy
—E‘ E O)-{l

=

e 3
N
—_

r-lo

FEL_P*

S~

oo o 2 | 4
ro Mo

> oXx

ox 2 Mg
o] [-I:I
Lo

HolEThe Woolch. ¥]S WA ARo] datpe obdAletE AnjAl hHE W A
20} xFIA ZE*(Smith 1776: 343; Smith 1978: 207) = “¥o} WS st =7}o] x}
ox X1 ¥"(Smith 1776: 674)2 ARG 721 Boisict (T4 2019).

10) A8l 25 ke AbelA 7hRl9) 7ldo] Bl spaAel REe £7ko] Yejch “Algel
o]7]alo] ofpa] SAAQl Ho2 AFULL o=, Aol BY stert ERIY)
B JHAD, 4 RIS PR AANE ZAS AL oA Ax 2
Aebe 250 Fue ARlolA BWaEsbAd AoR Ber Ay Y Se] Bos|
C} (Smith 1759: 87)

1) ZAHe] BES O3 B4 shed) b AlMpARl BRo] o]7]H (selfinterest)o]
A0j29] QAo T2, o7]ae the Eo| We sideln At EE A4
71S0) ZRAC O Sol, [IRE 0N F9 BF S1goR AL B
“@E Aol Aol AE|S M) Ys) A&l $Uste] FW Qb -2 (Smith
1776: 343) ATt A2 otk WhH ool ABIA ulEut o4 AAS s
L E502 BAEL RAGIAY 87 I3 ERlo] #et A&7 SE mgtEch oz
o, “7bsa @ AbAlo] 2gh th2 Abs Zlo] RE AREY] o] ojo|th(Smith 1776: 760), L
2n “CFE AR Sl e Alshet WS Z71% o] AR AFAA S FEoICh(Smith
1978: 192; Smith 1776: 388). ¥4t ofyz}, QI7t9] “AIHAA @0t E=” (Smith 1776: 799)%=
oAb ko] A QIzte] WE FAlo] A8t EAelh (Kim 2022).
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o, 0hE FHOR, “AP]7|3h(selfdecein 02 BT A, 5 @A) AZstol FEAALA
3 g

A WA ECE 5 AR 1711 14&4 %“ﬁ‘ﬂi g N
A2 “AIG AFEEY AIBA ofdrold], “QIZE oA dojub= B ZhzH
7 Awro] YAro] 1 QI} (Smith 1759: 367; 71344 2019: 117,

4.12. A0lA9] =EHAESHAA: 35 R7IAA A=EE 23

[#1]: A0|20] EHEA woAdst vy U AR|s EAIEA AY

o X o
Ate] 549 S99 54 SHA 839 28 7R >89 &9
=to] 1. A Al e A A
TR L | TR B e mah 52 | TUE S | reagme,
AR (5=A) spontaneous ot
1
e 2| mAE A (= TR BE | el
=7H(H) enforced o, Atela g gl B
| 1
AHd 3: BRI A (s4718h a87%, rane
AAAIED competitive A}7] of (self-interest) RIS -

* ER: 2085 (2019: 23), Kim (2022)

Aolae) sgeel AE olga Be Ay QUL JLEAA Hen algol 2
=5 2 AHEA0] Aol ojwA Aoz PA|st
2 %2'31 Ea olelA QEe el Aot AESIA AN vigAs ANaE

Alotete 7

olegt stex BAS 2ast] s AUjAt wEset AlelREe} JREAS AREAL
g, Aot Yol P, AslFHa 2EA 4ol £ BYTGEA ExjeA 1i2 9
BEENES *hﬂ%%‘ﬂ ol0] A 1591 AFEl7bRIeE el at wato] BAS 7
b wEE0] 4 AR A, o), 22N, $15 B 19 S wt A8 TEA|
E9104] siHsiob st Jﬂﬂﬂr X 2294 IR0 ol7s AN RISt AAstehe
27te] ERjEA EAD 1 AEde]d] FBECLY) meoi raue o A 3599 A

AZIS) e AFRAC] AME WA, F7lo G wAY FIAYW AAQ 2AE @
7 ket

2} 5919 “molx| et £ AEIW wAe] Wao] AWM ASY F5 cestt B3

12) 8|S JHQIA Atgof et 224 dAIGRRE, AR ARt ejdat dtd watol
ASNA AvlAs =T gt SEA A dE fAES AIRISH. o] AR
g ged 7 AN Wig@ A A5 ARIERNE)S as Aol digh A0]A9 4
7ol A& RGO st I ApAO AMTF miElctn wjmEich €l A QAL A|SHE

el JlRe AgctuAl olaldt Anjae] AL 23] AL 9b B (Keynes 1936
352)012k i A& s},
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13) “2ped ofH FA|A =7t A|sf|et vjgo] @] st Aoy Al *}E}:—J BE=
A= H ST 4 AR 2e SXl= ol Al§|et ujge] Ago giv]st =
SRSt wpdo] Easttt L. o]t ¥OlE ofH F37dAto] A9 o}au}ao]ur 2]
mEAol My AY %lﬂltﬂ? Axd X9 28T "5ibe QEA] 2710 QIZF] A}
Q}ﬁgr(human wickedness)©] OF7|sh= sfieto]l thdsto F&5] thy|shA] ot Ao vl
72 Bo|c}» (Smith 1759: 423).



AR, & 578 WA 4R S, ool ZIxet Fojdwt a8, PR
a dejot 252 1dd Zo] ozt ZAIA
sl g5 2

=

<
i o
N
S

A0|A
I847] AZEWE FAC el
politics)o]] &§F Aun|A9] Azt WAl
AF ds2 Oloﬂ Eﬂﬁﬁ 26—.”51 E

oA ojo] A7]= A X]sk(science of
ot opd =822 4(1776)0] St
AR A2ty FI7EsicE o

i
ot
= 2o 2027} gRIste] L
o

in}
e oy
RIoox
° L“”
30 2

L
]
I
jo
¥Q ol *
r —[_1
[

N
r2 rlo

Al 1Y BRF HE oted] SiUE ARoln Qv AR BERceL

Gilas

OREHA R 17939 A0A Ab H|Eo] A7|S AEAY ARolE

éilo*OIa“ﬁ “RE 10l WEE 1%6}1 o Agwo] 7|57} |
X

a
ru
o 2

rII.
= o ™
= oX
= s o
£ oY i g
N

mo oX Hm N

2
O
-
olr
—_
rlr

> 2
lo x&
i)
oZl H
N
N
1)
o o
L ore 34
—l.l =2
[e]l}
=§ £
- rO\l
El -
~ g
-
Il
> _L'
E (T
m9 =)
l‘o cE off

oX
12

1
49 4 Aol chel HH% 4 gt

~~
o)
=
ey
=
g=)
72}
o
=
o}
S
—_
=
—_
L
ot

Smlth 1759: 724—5).14)
TEUPA R0l tEw, e 5x BAL YABEA THUSY P P A
= 3}

=
o ol WEI W] ot H oNF ot 2R A
4o AR, Jen £5A JbRlo] ARS golstes st Zolth (1Y
019. 13%H).15)

14) ~oja0] GR|stof] sl =gostuA AR E(MD. Stewary= HSAd Z]Edinh I
ddol A5 v dEAtEY BAe AlSstL AAIT 4 e ofE QUHd dAe Kﬂ
T > QEX, BE QEAl 20 Ak vl geatel wug st wobR
AARQ FHEfO] dtojof S AN O UPO] gAsHA o7k o]t A= m}a} xq;;l
512 ojspelioc] Yold mo] WsASY 2ol A9 o HAL Ry i
o Zefrtee] e w2 AAlEd FRIA "M o FEY ARE Hlﬂoh_, 1@
o] 13 gRe EAE 95l st =7te] dES A5 sl tE A 2R 4
Este Jlofl IRt RE JEOl T stold ArRlEAME uhgs| fAlsiof sk gofet
289 BN g Fste A2 ddAZIY AR YEED. 28 O 542 4
A A °d°*°ﬂ*1 SAstE oS Tt o MY e OE HEYE Atolol 3EsH
Hulist= 7o AP (Smith 1980: 309-10).
15) A0]29] °J7J e 59 Fo] uhE9 B4, 123 ol YT H =AM A
| S8 Jagoh 52 g5 "J*éé 271= Aol Aok ’%i‘é"d flols &
dol e 4 e, et W‘*Ol e Xl S8R ¢e o+ Sle Aoldt A9 o
(Smith 1759: 349). A0jA 1o AEopstmtol 7510]101] E——E"x—'}—i St = o]ZS
Mrjdos TAHQl WBo2 WISt Tk ARSM EQAO] HH @TEE YA
257 &, ol =usby| 9a AXA AU AHget HS EAld WAMOoR Jajn
37 WA FEeT (2% £ 1 D),
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V9 e BN(IAY BaAZ)E WAL W HEX AL sled FNAL B
of gopolet FA APl 8ol Y 2 RRolch Anjxo] mag, BAet Y
AHg HE) 239 BA L oS mRslt Fed 1 A% 2R %%*g( SRR
A1E)e FEsH AR 088 1 2uhd ago] Auht ol2CiestE AAsHE (A
87 S2AY 0jsh, 5 1 AAZE FRANZ ALt 2T G840 Juret HEo]
| FQITHI0 o] e oo Wols AnAt YRSt E4S chexY HYUCk
RISt A, 5 ARARY ofa] MA B A7, of ofe} AA PR W, & uet
of BAITE, T o, AR VAN ol WA, BAUA, 2, & Ukt As) Y g
AT Ro] sl gt o} 94d, 1 B3 B ofwA AL 1 YYORRE of
B BEF vl B ATUI FTYAL FAAZIE o FASE e e Aol
o o] T uf=y sio] MY P Aoletw, PAISY AT ALY o]
L RE AT FolA JPg 3T (Smith 1759: 422)

){1
\l

r
)
l’;
I}
1o
tm
)
=
SR

S, A0lAL (A SAL SRS ol AAY) Atilo] E7she A
oUck. Blste Aol setolol, 2 satn ol oAy

2 Soof gt BE WEEclA Asd uigz, B

Siabs ool Aurdelel A BES GRol Si EAl0] A8

G2vel KK 220 2AE Al O BIA A} 2D AENE 5

of Itk ol2jst SelolA sHEAl0] w2
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<anzo] olgo] sl Atiexel WAE Mgsiuw, 1o Aduste Azel Wiole
(theory of the state) .2 A % TSt F7HEZ)AQ AsfE wAStC= Zlo] shE Askst

Aol g
132 olafsteld, ol2ldt Atawste] Bat Bie Az &

_|2L'_
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(o]
wFo|ch mhaka] AnjAo] Ax et o b
Wol it SR 7isl, 5 Sad AISe) Aa%os Fushi ciste AlglEa Wl 2
grelojof gtk ol2ist AAY FolME AR FHolstw thbAel GALE mslo] WAL 4
AR 2 olAR wAleh il WA fEAs geudel AMiske e grbmsioy

16) 2|3t AzoA dojvle &9 o2 v|HoIHA =& s-&(end utility) Hr= U]5fQ
24 A 78 (means utility)o] AFFE2 GAH &4t olF FESH] Hg s &
st EOiZE Ha Qitk= A2 A& Zlo|o

17) =282 o] ttAd mHEo] It “the science of a legislator, whose deliberations ought
to be governed by general principles which are always the same.”

19 2020 gelolgnel dnelo] F2 2NN AUt HAla, el 2 ok

TS Alesh A Haakonssen(l%l)ol':} ojof] =®, JAR oz AT|AQ] RXFAHSTO]

J\elnt QRre ChISHAIRE 1 AALS E(David Hume)o] A E ol 7]&T A R(ERR

o Thgali WHHCH olof mebxel AR elpr An|ao] yHste] ¥, 5 1z

A mMEan sixe, §0) Aol An|Ac] Walo] e AWn £go ofE e

| 7123ttt (Haakonssen 1996; Liberman 2006).
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(Smith 1759: 244, 246).

AsE. ARIste] Yajo ALY W} Zvto] A BA

AP o2 R7he Awo] Abolot A E Bt AtEl R Y Yut SIS 5
YA Aol AEA MG st 2 4 Ak olR9] 7]E] 5 of

27ko] SN Ash] BRo| Rrhe E3 ABEAWste] 2FA o b}

o ABANE T8 §AT Wt 9rk ol WHOA ATAL AR

S|
15} O]—ﬁk

3 19 <02
ot elAl2lo] QuEl: e A3 opxlgh o Alo] Als|d welg Es) falrt 1
23t a0l Q0w Bt 2= Ae FAY Qlth RE AR, Alxlo] MY SEstT At
Tejo] Aojsl AlEALE AP], WU, Bolg @estm, 1ejd BYE § Ago| A
e 21 Wk a8y Algle] E4S 93 gojo] mayo] obxel Fus) wy
Rlete Tejat WeAe Baol Az et Ale o] Qiok (Smith 1759 244).

21) olefgt Awlo] gEAMo] Sele AN sto] FEo| Ao ulaslA Al L
vielel A Aojztut 5870l As @ste Aleletn & 4 otk AUA ALgE Fest



A 2 M AR AR £ K FAE A An gestge FA,

rlot

5.1. %7]._4 ]:HO:]_L]. xlx—l x}ilx—]

A2l ddel R T WS shsel] AF AAA AAY Fa AL YAAE T
ot =EAe ABT ASolck “gFo o8] Aoprbe ALGEQ oloje 1 Also| o]oly
%4746}71] AE] 0] Tk (Smith 1776: 266). 122 FHStE XHA A}S]QI7tES TG =
AFEe] AT ABA YA TYtte =5A Oavt 3PNE Jhed ¥l 29
ASEUEAEMNS ot Atk Avjao m@d] TEw, <1 1HYUC] hREol
VR AL 22 WAshs WA ALY S gk RO ohyeh 3w BAe o
AEste wEAsol LEANE F AN OAF AFol Bae ¥ & BE ¥
Eé( quity)o]] BT (Smith 1776: 96).
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JAo e Feta ALofARe]e Tyt A AALE oA o s Ate] g dee X
AR 2850l © FHAE FXA Aol A2 “AFAA ARl 7] E
ol =, & SAY A4ilo] saE ojet FAlof “Adset AANrE: ZGUHE TAl 54
BARNAZY siAl== Zio] Zastth S4FAAL] siAet AMRARAAS =<
WA ol 9l SA7IA wAo)7]= dle 22 AN e/ttt ofyet
dE& 7|st=d S5ttt (Boucoyannis 2013).

ES OH7HR O] FRGAISA Wto A =7te] it <
Aol g8 7|Hte] mg/dett otye}, Aol 7]¥te] F/dut
HehrE Zasiet. o), AnjAo] &g b I8A17] =
o=z Eget GUAMAlR FAISEAITE o] A2 FATA A o

Yt AnjAo] T2d, SAANR]E dol AMAA RHEZF ’\]?ﬂi} S DA ol A=
4% A=5Tto] oYzl ofEf W& ’\':Oﬂ AX 7HsolAl BAIAIH(economic rent)of J‘V\ﬂo}—
7ol Fastet. ohA] Yoll, “AFdRre] ofdoA AR ¥ daolH =ol&2 AYst =
) "o}, teps ARAdd s 2asl dojil AAIA|

o

ol A P 2
o 4 10  ro

—‘A
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éo

o}.i rl

£ 292 9B HAAY 542 2
clol Tet S AASIE Y 4B L wol@o] W Ml L ARG =YstE RAA
of Waslh oleigt XYM MaMeel LAN Hatg surgosK RulN 3WHS L
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M Wk opUeh, AAIA 2&AT AANPE S Zlolch (Kim 2023).

5.2. 27k0] WG BA(RH, B AE

b olApRoR ARSIAAY] QPR oblel, ARA WG Alslo] YRg mwsly] 9
s Aateel ARS8 ol BPsti, AUAElo] TAo] SoiAA Aol AmAA A
s sbgol olsolfct YRt Al A] Alno] e WIS s AvAt FAlsHs A
AR A Ak RO, ALg, B0 BT QT ofurk) IRRE o w2y, g
M o), el ALg, SHTH WS FYst o] BE AE HuEo] WAL MY &
WA o2 YE5t ufe thast u]Wo|tl (Smith 1776: 669).

53. 9
P ASEHUATOl A0|A R[] 5442 SEAFYA =HEste] WA vEd o]
of. OAl el Fole 80z AeleEAl YRl =894 A 50s o ste

ro] ArelA &9t Aojte = BE mpECh AR O R QIFAR %7}01‘2%91 A Ee
A&k e Atdol Roet Qb 24, & e Atgol Ald #ridd =

Weol @ F49 d2fold [efit:.2) o]t %7& ﬁg% “A= AAE A¥stes &
71%(Smith 1759: 238), & ZEMo] ECj7} g- e

Ak S WA ERle] deE &5 @%?_HL},M)

AFAMY] etFets] yAo] HojxRol, =77t I =788 S5/ (reciprocity) ¥2] WA] 1
A A O)(commutative justice)2}= TAEOA] THTt HWHS A5ty A AL uiz o
2{eh olf mFoltt. o]t V|E Mie2 wEYY 25 FstAY AAI(EE), B, M
Aol gt ZiQlE Atel9] AlsiE WAst = A=A w2olgitt. “R& =7y 3542 A5

F

t 2 HYo g2 AFEEC] AR 35S sty Wollste A FAIsH7] Yol AE
o] H¥ 3 7hsst gt 8“*}6}31% L3 ot ot o2fgt £AZ ol SYE fAlSo] &
£ 371 TeAY vi¥oly P¥E /93T (Smith 1759: 486-87).

wat ofyef, AM% d% AS westy wgtA JFort =7F 7ide 7124 JAAPTE He A
< EfESHA| R, *Dli% GAre] WATA ] maf QIgte]l Fojdaf 1 o] SR A
T3 TYAE] O R LRttty o g W, Lol Al Fgof tigh ofui x| o
7} AHAl (charity)©] °“H AREQon, o] oA AhH HF HEOH olsl FAIEA] o=
g dejo] &30} SHA|RE A o] TstolHA] Ap Qo] gt ofyx]e] o R =
S4HsH Ha]ofA FAH He(perfect rights)2 $ISHACH (Smith 1978. 172-175; Witztum and

22) ol AR 20| Hop W2 e 9RA H(external goods)S AZHO] UIRAA AR}
e ARt As 2o Batstet. olRIA 2, A0]Ac] 2w, “xlge} Ajie et}
3HE O] LTho]Ab Lt of] SiESITH (Smith 1759: 640; 7134~ 2019 Zhan).

23) 20|20 T2, “BHAE WolE 9siA 1elm oAl Wols IsiA Akelo] LalolA

AT Sotch e B A7l waRAOl H e AuE A7l ol

Ae a2 stol2 LajolA] Al sobe Bajxlw oju] stshAl Ao dEiAE W

S ste2 &5t} (Smith 1759: 79).

2) ) A9 x0)9 Bx0] wol el A AAY MBS Aoty Ao Fos
Apg] Awo| A1ERolck ol o] ofRe] | (RENS L ZrYetch TAletE 17i0] Al2jsh
of ety uiAE ALt 2 Eof sto] Wolu MEs} obfal gAoln FAstt e}
T 70| AdstA] Rate RME Y H7]=joF St (Rawls 1971).

25) 20]20]7] Aojo] WAL ole] ARl sl Agelasto] HES ASsle] LA, Av
A, gulA Agols masich Abe AldolN Aele] AAlE walA Felsh fEoln, o
SR ol AR AbolA] T a stk

_12_



Young 2006).

olob DM R, AN|AE AN A0l Sao] Tt B AR AlEH BUE
IHoiA EujA Aoyt AvpPAMoz  wRAE7|E HisSth (Young and Gordon 1996;
Witztum 1997; Witztum and Young 2006; Yamamori 2017). ThA] @ofl, ALCHAS oA AFA A}
9|2 olfsts TAM = 2ol AL=stE Al Ate]A o] Ate] AA= &EFE= 540 o
Epdth20 ol2igt WA “AAA Atgro] Fofrt He A=A AoF2 R (necessity)?]
718 5 4 L, EI A H(right to life)o] AFAHRI E el Aol FAH Aol
Atd Bez =42 4 ok Aolth2) FHjA Ao “y38s |47 € “Eo09 #Al”
of WetolA “HdFSh &2 Tt “BE TR dHN EAFE S AT =N =7t
o] Higrs Ehste Az dAE & ok '=E5dg g0 g=d

>

AR SRR BEAQl 59 stofl 1o dEd o e WAgdSol o2t FHA of=
=0l H4e 7L MROA YEstes FS Alfe F87t iz 1S 4+ Aok &
© =897 482 F27t 2589 A S ISt Ahdvt RRE RYStES RS AL
don, Ao ofete] W2 A9 7S Fatstal ok AR Y AtE =S
Al 59 Beke RAIZ dehER opdet, A¥et #4Ee ¥IPst Re FFY AH
W RARES dAlste] =7t HidS FAE doS ddEet WA e FRAUE
AtololA = o] FalE SAIZ BT otyet of= Ak oAl Al BPste HAS

A 4 Aok (Smith 1759: 228-9).

54. AFS

"REE oA KA AFS(natural liberty)e] AA7E F717E olgH o= AxIsfol s A
2o SRR AL Qon, ol ANIEY HeTe Fr ARAWY Eoprt et
Aojzo] GEW, AGS FROIL 87 FF L AU 25P] U5 Akeet A
(liberty and independency)ol2he 43t gl 37178 UhA7]E Adstul, Abg: 1 2R3 4
Solch (Smith 1759: 627, 640). 1)1 2 Z4Q19] AbgE 8% AGEIPRE opA|G =eiA
A7o] x|, 223 olo] AT AL EH A WAl e FFoRM AAR A
WOk opUjet Al 4o HME et B HolM EFEolo} gtk 1202 AR
Agate e 2xte =8 AF old 1 ARt FASte HEEFS A 1o
AF3 A A% (goodness)ol A B Zo]th (Darwall 1999).29

2) ChE WREDIY FREL JUAEY] Sag A" BAols AL AElN £l of
2 Yy¥tAlojll mdAow SOEUA 1 FedutEe] 2Hf ol dst du 5740 oA
S9N oAdE Qojstth

) B2 = 22 Amsiel el Jlwe AGUol QLA e AL WA
AT/ 1 Zupgo st o]sf& Q-+ttt olet welsl 7Jeje] 7]&AQl QA=
MelHoz BAjAo] B B2, deln Meld nEo] Bet 434 =Ro] YR O
)28 Xb7]slof $tct. Witztum and Young (2006)0] Th2WH, Edo| ww=stE ALS|oA &

]»1_.

o) =
A JRolo] AR PEA olgE A FIUL YLYsW AF PESA JFS Wi
epi 29) AgaTae) 2ol o] AeA Abge] wE AgARe Amz

A F27o] waHH, ol Aol AAUO A WE o FAY BET Wi g
Mt Wel"s PAshE Aa oRPbAR £4] golel el A7t Hd,

28) “Selo] Y=L 2o Yokt ol fuloR Eelo] PR wWafsts WL, Lo 2
U 3 olge] 9-840] lcks Wt olgolA e AgolAl AXz §83 A Woke
Pt o] Ao= EBRlS AP O RN AL OB AREY FREGE A P
2 oMAstE AldRel Mo Hustt B TYT WA} A FAY & gt

a

Jo

L
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A0 A0 AMJOA Atg= H]E tHAQl oA oJu]E X|YX|qt, MHstAe],of mad, A
wete A2 ZI2Ror oA msllg A %v B Aol shAAR St HiE AR
AAE Ahgzo] AHEE 4 Qe d2 o sigetth (Smith 1978: 8). oo 7HJAA Atg+= ARH
(FRATR)SQ AlAlof et Hal2 Aol A ol =Z=n, Ity et Al=o st Ated
Anatural rights)o]ch. UPRIZER R JRQIAL Aol Ewlold AB(IAIT BR)O] A}G(free
speech)= FRUEGE A Fa5F HazA “=09 ApRof Pt 1=o] AlZA”(Smith
1978: 125)9] $J4+& Aldch

oMY Ao Fbg FA ool EA ol Wi YolHel Abs, 5 Ao A o
ofof THEt A AlWjo] Wt Abgch. olejgh ojujojA et ALGE “Ta Aol (Smith
1759: 230), & uwgA Aojot AAM™o 7 ZojMo|tt (Young 1997: 125; Matson 2022: 597).
oj2{gt Ahf+= olAtor Hdo] AFAH =7tof] ot A=A Abg WAl 7Y ARl gt
7Hgat FAFSHH (Harpham 2000: 221). w2HA 7go]of] BiFo g JHIA ALg.of HAFL A
o] oA FAEES AFRE Foste Zoln] £ AJAARY] APEAIRl Wt 5185t
Zolty, Jjog, FRg o 2w, 2o £7] 7i0A ARl dist AAA AokE 7HsIE
EAE 2 AR oA R S48 FAAA stollA AL QY cFE¥a SE A
¥ west xfelA ALQo] ofst Wulst Asfolng oS SUHETE (Smith 1776: 138, 530)

g, ~0]ao] ZAsfo] maw, wekA Ao| ®i 2zt BIHY ALgnto= jele] A}
AEs] BAREE A2 ottt =7F Ul ARA AbReb Wt B o JHIAl AR+
Ao A Loty Y 4 Aot 2™Y AXA AbRe HwHY LR A M A
A 585Y wAIRe oty AZIEAIeE AHA] i 354l St FRARG o e o &S
. OOl ARl o g A4 Aol AAY EUE olFUHE A=A AR NEe AW
A Fetro WAl Alzob geooM o] AR Jider® SAEY FHEC (Smith 1776:
722-3; Smith 1978: 480; Harpham 2000; Elazar 2021).

01

55 HES
AD|AO] pEAdshs ALHE sEmto] EOiVf B QIFEAgo] AFEE Alolo]l &5t

= A AR 7Rt Qo & B ARe] AR RO ofyelt =Y A IR F
AR or FHste o] #eE I FFE Aol7b gtk Zolty (Muller  1993;
Weinstein 2006). “-2|= ojrgh Foje o AR 54 o] gle o tE 7He
gl gk Akl S2SeE” (Smith 1759: 327). 9 ofy 2}, stARe} A2jo] AR X/dA 5
Afol7b 7 Hols BIIAMLE UMK 2 HRA 529 RpojHths AMR]Al WSt LR0A
F+H3E 7Hs/do] Ao TRE0 g2, “fAtel Heje] st AFEAH 7 o]AA
A= Atol9] Apol= A/dolA HIREZIEO = S8, HS, 18 wKoA v REE o=
BHoloy” (Smith 1776: 28-9). St &3t vl &, “AFAA ApFro] 7|24 H2|(Smith 1978: 8)
+ OE AHOAl e AR g Aol YA R Sk AoA AlREe BYUERA =
BAEAA AAde 539 ofyA|gh ol2ight =YAoll X|AQl HF5HofoA Rt
Zlo|th (Griswold 1999).

ol e =R 554 U A7 EYHS HH0R AnAL Trlo] o3t ho] WEUA
o] &Q3+rs X|AGHCH (Darwall 2004; Fleischacker 2004). o|2{$t HE59] ¥R It ALS]
490] A9l B, AAe] T ofro] AR Lol At WS Al AbE ®
Aeah BAl) "ole] AwolA Aol Qi wAIZele] Slojcka AvjAd] rhwl, sy

Zo|t} (Smith 1759: 231).
29) YAIFY sto] HE2 (WY ofyeh) AnjAoA “ARgefil sk ©olo HAfA 9
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o

52| OlglE =Woly = ok o]Qlo] oust o =Ao] gle 7hO Aol A AlEE
olslE olu HozE Astels WAL 7L DE Ao ARSI MG AL e
A0]9} th29] HES(equality of treatment)o]] HEHS| U] Zio|th’ (Smith 1776: 654).

Eé

5. RS WP A 1A 20 9F YARDL FAUOR
HOlg WEsT o YAISIAl Y3t ARAGEY GO} Al

Hek 2olzo] mad, Aok AL 2 JlUY Uhde AREe

S (Smith 1978: 208, 404; Smith 1776: 715), & THA| = RjAHHO]
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oGt Thebd bR £71 I 7P BAS0] Sl
el Y gt ANdoe 1wE, “Uf AvEel S
oo, owm S A9 A18E 4 gt oItk (Smith 1776: 493).

o] | oj7io] oA ©) jAA ALget WSol A HolH JhsE @
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, SOIRTHE R(E)Y 4§ 0wt 7} et o 3
zoln Mojo] maw, YAUH| T BEUS Bel WAL AU AIA] ot 5
QoA H]|ZECTt (Smith 1759: 174; Smith 1978: 318-9; Smith 1776: 711-715)

§ Cha olgAQl “xbeAR L BebAolN R LIRS ADjA arhi
ool AAHSlE ed AHAIE A& Al(polity) R HA]= FdTh(Fleischacker 2004:
246-9). 1t Fet=oM = 53] WAEES ko= ENOH, ApRARITO] E Ao
SAbstal AP S RIS SHAIRE kofAl= ApAd] Hheh A= 2P obet A
Moz HlagXoln, 1 Q7o Abptlate] vlg A SA 12T of =7te] YE
S BAs] ofale A=A

hE oo 7Y EA] Fet= i@ﬂKﬂOH ojEd glol Yt oleol LAY, AR
goul A H2ut el SudlA 1 st RyFch 2o dEe Jaels 4
do] EF el AYeet=ol 4 dulde] S50 met =g AV oA et
Qgith ShAlTh AR Fo TEFL vBd » QS YEER AnaR 127 APy 9P
of AAH IAlZ ZQMFgo] FEANG & A HEHE Fot= B2 GAA2 o] =
32 915t AL eI FA7IRQ Aol 2hmsick0

N2e xpoAHcol A pdzx 2o J29 ARAMAAZ/ AEd Ags oou

ZARE o 71t Hojo] Efjg 1ag M el Hastgoz uied Zol ik

o 19 o i1 39 I
2
Pa)
2o

ro 1A

rO

iy
©)

T
> fllo

0]”(Smith 1776: 400)0|A] =7} A& 2749 W4A QAT (Berry 2013: 125-9).

30) =2 F2EM B o Fasith . olx u2te] R&, HF AR FR|o] o=
ol&lstyate, 2o 9loja= gegg;o] S2lstth (Smith 1776: 464, 494). Q¥4 L
‘gol 2o ZAE WA= SHAIRE, ot AUFo] S 20417] =W Al=5oAL
oF WA= AL, AR 7N B £AL Bl AARRARHIAL S0 A0AE AP] Ane
FYste ola7t Hl= st & AUlAs ARgAolal AHEARI ZHR|S tiAlz AAlsHH
M, AR, A=3e], Abr--o] tish etgARl AsiS AZRiet (B4 2019: 6%).
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Aojao] w2, 9A] GRe 9ol e Rrbsd) uls] 1747] FoldWe s “Abgol

el AA(smith 1978: 421)7F Ylo] ehtglo R AHgo] AlAUL T A wASE A

AAREA 7150 Aagate] ARER 0 AulA Exolgd BRu} 5

ol ALgo] WEA B0Vl AAAoR vl B MaEs Hes v .
oM AR Aolo] DSt WAme Lol ML Alvle] AIAUESS AZEHA

w2 AR EA0] o 2of W, o AN sz 2of F=o] ZwWzo]

25t Arolo] Axus

Lot A 7|2 ulisic) (Smith 1776: 345, 424-425). 3tH o]2{5t A2 432 vl
2 “Fdole A wofAQl ZELEOA AUH & FT Atolo] AAe}t 25 A 2
i 7RQIO) AbRot oS AAR =rdle WO otyet, SA2RE Y AlSH UESH Ag]

23l BE gloju} IE5 Afo]of] “Ax|, Aok ZFo]o] &S FAX|ZITH (Smith 1776: 412).
ARATNAN A& FH] £ 712 AR E9)0] A5x RaAgo] met £dF 2
GZo| AL RA FE AF S F(mixed governmen)F 00, A o2 Fedat 7
ZA9] FAla )2 AAsH] &3t APt o] B3 AAS T FAloz gHH, =Yo]
&, A%, YO Aolo] @Y Zlolch. 1 n Folo] AR REAoR Folgicte A

o uzzols U4 WE wgld a4k o2d WAz u]2 FwAol/|: shAlW ©
£ 2E AMRO 4Y BE <S5 2r159e AMoR Walmsts Wylo] timSo] o)%(she)
2 PR A, 22 n xleie) glofo] ofs) BZEst sl =2 Aol AT

5 2aA] ejebs EWolq B, Qo] AtAA SRR ]9t e (authority)
9 Zejuiliy)o] £ MK Yelt RE @ A 289 Zolck AW w3t o £ 7}
Al ARl Al BE AUoN ok Ar B3Eo] ot AU FAYRCE URHS
ET FaY AR 2ol Uebl 5 Aol ] o] £ URlS B ol @ @
27k AR ol7)E s, 7t galt RE HRoA oju AL sokE 2 girt W] el
AR A2 oAlg Zolct. .. T2l BEHE, Sel WA YoM £8] €l 2o
2EAS Quiste &gl Ya], oh Aol MAQl YT (Smith 1978: 318-9).

Atddo] st Abge AjAte] ®Eete AWolq ANt Hits WH 2t 9=
o] YA FHoe 2ozl Yelo] ofs) Bl Aolx Walm oghe A} 1
G 2 BUAL S BHOS WA I FRA Rl o WA Y ATt

—

AR A WSt 7ol

31) Anj2o] 9oJstH, 2o AAAte]= WA|FQ 9 At JUiA Hesor Qs AZtiALE
B AJojof AAZE b5 HAB Ao Z1osiTt. “dAte]e] =7FEolA L. He Hee =
7F y9] 7P vlAde HAdEEY HeElE ¢Ys EAY JAEE S80I (Smith 1759:
223; ®at Smith 1776: 199). 10T makAol AmQlofAl «1 Uate] Hal o]s RYUA
o ArhEel Welo] A4 ololArt. .. FROINT AFe] AGIH AZ2VE 1o} A2 of
< AR7F SFEJATY” (Smith 1978: 265) oo} #lHE Wiyt FA ¥ AAA FlEe} ARH
o ClAfo] sl ZWAQ019: TR, 9% Sagar 2021y Atmslal. SHE. Berry(1989),
Rothschild(2001)°] Th=H ”‘”’\’MJ L7t EYEolAE AR A1 E QL Olw“ Aot oA
o] XA oz A= 7“01] Qlct. drH Salter(1992) Rasmussen(2006)0]] Tt2H, A2 2
o] d7ido] eite . Fuie] ZiAdof ols [F-HAto oist o]E=7F a1 FR|HHAL FAF Y
Hso| e Ao Qo

32) o]#gt ofYe} A|Rle] ARRE HAISh= OhYsh A=t ZHAA SFIEHA BHL2 &g}
Soick o], S41Ae] WA, JHE % AEH, AAESH, SHo FAs AR
RS ZA4sts iddAlE, Aol ot 3R sl Hgt, O“ﬂ“ﬂ +42 st A71A
o1 "YIHst MAH Fo|th (Smith 1978: 270-5, 421-2; Kennedy 2005).

%
OO\l U:E

_16_



;(1]675. _9_0]: EIJ 7=l§

2aE AD|A0) EMY 3005ES
oot siMa Woke AMu At gk
A4 eA Agold 1 ge 1

17903 ALS. 204]7] 54 A
QI ZHlof A%k XJ T E AT 711EJr7} 1970L=1r41 o1 Az
o]o] Exef 19909 = AMTA%H 51 ol 2147] Z7HA] o]ofRl AIARRFO|o] St
npy stoflA OFR] ARG 3ol o] AL ZIA™ &5] Qo= Sich3d) of2feh TR A
A0]A0] GRS AF9 “BIFA|A Lo £t Zler HUtEdon, I XS] EX|
24 oole dANec R AR

DAY B0 (textualism)ol] A 2AFOA MR AMEAL W Eo] SASHHA 1970
Y o] DA oAb wWate xf At WAoo @ An|ao] AbdolA AR|sto] L}e A
St ok Mol Es] mHE T ol xpFojo] ]vtel Fx|sto] 9l
FQstn AgHQ TS FA0R EAo FANI EMEN efdd e EWTt] Bt
O] Fat "ol A7|EHAH A= ApEoltt

)

stH 2xbo] SASH Zalzo] xRt AAWE =BE uksich ADjAZE AHZSE upeb 7o)
A AE1O 2 A0 F7tel AFR|Ere] P4 SA2 1 /dde] A BEg GAsH] fg AA]
BAR 2T BASHs Zolot. mhefA F7h= olejgt B4 stof T oAl ast A
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Sholete =qciels Sl 2121 chgsiAl 1 Ujgol] ARiste AsURiEoln S &2 el
2 Sick £ o] HEURNA o 2 S| U AN a3} FYol ol2olAAh o
L QUIAIA AEArES Eo) ST 9o AlZoNe SIS AHskn] BeHck

B30 1en ol &
Aollo] “gejdt A 2
oA MER £1g st

_,d
o |

opt
IIO“ o|-r|

19l

B

ole} Te AAHE BA-FFY & Ho|A ADAt A

£

o

tlo

X

)

ol

el

=)

R

S~

>

Lo

2

o

==

Jo

tlo

Jo

ro

ol

i)

@&

rlr

N

N

>

)

1o dm >
4>

o ol

Mo

ro i

rlo
rH
rc
)
|o
u
ofr
ne
<
H1
Hin)
i)
18
ot
i)
o3
>
ox.
o
t
Jo
o
=
30
|o
=
o
o3
r ©
ic
1o
D)
=
uju
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e AN EA, 5 A otk RE AA Jhxieh =5 Aol $7 alol
o) At sk ORI, AAADE /194 AL B ASA B & A
ojz}oll 71 za14 ST

2) F7HE Yot 712 SRS Yolo NAS Fol AR YEW WA 2PHE UK
C = ASYL #us] 93t otk 1 SAo] AdlE AR L Yt PAA AL
% AHg. WS, AFAgel FEolA Ae 4 olck
3elel 489 7147} 9 437 ARE ew ol 3 287 PoIg wAE gl
EH R 7EEAle] 2ol Sief. Ba ofujzk, Rl Ag AASl wkal Aol U3

ol e il
FO}E}. *}94%“3*&4 *@ﬁ*‘d, 5 K}ﬂ” E‘Jﬂ} ud" Y ige] S-EHA gel) Al
FARRE =70 mHE
4) =7PIAl SaT FAA 559 dv sddd H =54 590 7|xste Aoz
AR ofof met rhd/do] AR AL HhAL] oA =
24 7IRE E9Y 7t S AR RERol, 2o LA oA
A

J

2,
Jo
o
fho
o r
o,
L=
iw)
o
1o
ol

Zegol o AujHoR RS PUAkslRo) WL Hxeh Waxtz A} Aol
AAE ARe ASshe AL 9o, FAR kg U Felo] dejo] 7123 Feol A

2 7hsgol A7
5) A, BE, AUHel ez

2 0 oA 591 DAl F7te) U AaAser B
“A_r'_-.aﬂ_]‘_q- Horg xq;‘cqgoquq ’\H’TE

FET E4)0] AulA
7%17( X BEA lo] A8t 7]
gt=o] XMEo|A v|X|H|, A}
CEEANe BY S 28 A il&* Ae=ol e e iz Daol et AlA
F7olA Qe Zolrt,

6) LAH-A20} F5}H50]o] g 1% o) Atelo] AN B wodEg 7|go R stHA
AREES 1 stAY HIxEl RS =7te] Hgd fdsittal i5 éﬂtd Lol Aot
Adds FSME keoAl= K}WET ZASe] AGAIR] ToAIRIARR] O] FAIGAS 717 2t
al

= A R AFEAR T Aol Aol S7Alel
oh. AAA wEa B Ao) dalt AR Fuo £
3 A L oarg

o, ZRA S At

mﬂoﬂ W3] olake AFs|ob k.
) BxzofolAe] Aol el tha diEe] AlAEe ofel Aret W ofako]

Hﬂq ool Belo] mestel AUAF AL mEAte] Aot wEisale] Asirt of

Aslog £3) ouaal 2 giELgol ojwalst uialsiet.

10) (@0 gakxolatso] Fagisol) wuxzole] FI] AU (2 3

% 2o 54 100 AG BREE, Wl BEEANE PR B AN

AAlE RISt Zlo] @ asiet.

upRgo 2, 184]7] An|Ao] |sto] Yargion] AhgRl] AlAlSHE Uge FagIC
A, AA|St] Bet A0 A0 AbAZOA HIL AZMEAYE A W] 2Astn 9tk
Q7L L ARl AR wate] wpgold 1 BAM SAYS celywA FABSIet HA



SECIR U BN LR 2, 23 golg U B8 2L AEA
o uzlo] oioly E2g0R HUL el Aol Wk BAH Aelel pUE =
Yata, ozl ¢ 6}% FUAA 2R BHe REA, MAMoR AHFORM A

AHBEA BED WYL P =A T AN AF
4% 275 Aot S| AY B ATl neaE AEEe AL A%
Y 712A AEe] BF A4 =8y SRl 2L AW ozl LHo] agd
Ch olZe Batet WA, 12T ALSANTS WS MEA WAL TEo|L, A9
AT AR 2SS Feel7] i3t FTYME T o] FA BHL NF5| Y
SIAE SIPE WA L FWA WA, BAR, B8 A9 2 Ai SR BEY B 2
TEHs2 o] W7o] Wasitt,

A, o 2 S ASNA o2 AFRFe] dejeh JpxI7E AR Zo] Ap
ofth. sHAlgt AbRA] AAMo] HHHE A0|AL ABAGER FAS wlHeto, £3 A
7)Fol Tl x| de AlASHA] Shch ohAl sl Aole] Mo A3 Abeot Bt
A gt Bot doks HolAL BYstAlgt SAA SREIPolA ARl duro] #at s
2 ol 3 Ze UM AlgE wHEolor s, B3 Mgl Buls yojzo] sy
slggck 221 vAule] ALg, 271 4he R Polol 243 AIA Abet Bestth AE
SAIEA] el Ad) AL T2E UAAS FUH AN, A0jxo] B o UFEE
o sfolMY ALg £PE AR Al Jele] AR Gl x2S Adststs 2ol 9
A Gtk olge FrEAYFELet Bo2 olojAlt A7t @ 4 Ak Alldd 2w o

e A0 AARE Wolel] AF Yol BB REY PPl Fasith
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Doing Political Philosophy and Thinking in History of Political Philosophyl)

—Some Remarks on Nathan Tarcov’'s Version of Straussianism—

— Seung—Tae Yang(Ewha W. University)

"The whole is truth." — Hegel
"It is not that chewing gum undermines metaphysics,

but that it is metaphysics." —Max Horkheimer

As the pre—designated discussant for Pro. Tarcov's paper ‘Leo Strauss and the
Problems of Political Philosophy: A Brief Survey”, I have to first of all confess that
it was quite a long time ago that I read most of Leo Strauss's major works, and
although I am myself the Korean translator of Strauss's <What 1is Political
Philosophy> published about a decade ago, I have never studied his thought
systematically, not systematically enough as to have published a research paper
concerning it. So the remarks I am going to make about Prof. Tarcov's paper this
afternoon will clearly be a reflection of my cursory understanding of Strauss's
thought. I have put down them briefly on a few sheets of paper the copies of
which have been already handed out to you all. Let me read them first.

% * E3

Leo Strauss is by all means is a profound thinker. His thought is indeed a grand
discourse that a mediocre scholar could never dare to attempt to contrive. It is
profound, grandiose, and abstruse, so much so that summarizing it in a systematic
manner is itself by no means an easy task. I think Prof. Tarcov's essay delivered
for this meeting is a classical synopsis of the whole of Strauss's life—long scholarly
achievements as well as a very thoughtful and systematic elucidation of the
important issues in political philosophy in terms of which his thought challenges the
human intellect. Its articulation of Strauss' thought on eight dimensions such as
'philosophy, political philosophy, the relation of political philosophy to political life,
reason and revelation, historicism, hermeneutics, ancients and moderns, liberalism
and conservatism, should be regarded as by far the best guidance into the world of
Leo Strauss.

But at the same time it is a bit disappointment not to find in that voluminous
synoptic essay an 'Amicus Plato' type of criticism to Leo Strauss. This does not
mean that Prof. Tarcov's thinking is unilaterally dominated by the thought of his
venerable teacher, as 1is often the case with a faithful student who keeps
persistently a filial piety toward his by—gone old master. His reading of Strauss is
acute enough to point out some ambiguities or unresolved issues in Strauss'

thought.2) But in my view his indication of them is used not so much to reveal

1) For delivery only, not for publication. Please don't quote.



some defective aspects or the imperfection of his master's thought as to
demonstrate its profundity and defend it from its actual and potential criticisms and
misunderstandings.

Ambiguity in thinking could certainly signify profundity of thinking, but it could
also mean imperfection of, or lack of elaboration in, thinking, if not confusion in
thinking. It is my judgment that the existence of some ambiguities in Strauss's
thought as pointed out by Prof. Tarcov reflects rather the latter character of
Strauss's thought than the former. As a way of taking account of why this is so, let
me shed a critical light on one of those ambiguities and unresolved issues which
Prof. Tarcov has pointed out but not critically delved into. But as the expression
goes, my discussion will remain to have the character of 'a shedding of a critical
light' and to make a schematic suggestion for its resolution. For it will take at least
more than ten years or require quite a voluminous work to discuss in great detail
and in all sufficiency all of the issues those ambiguities contain, let alone the
questions and suggestions Prof. Tarcov has raised as regards the relevance of
Strauss's thought to the present world in general and to the Northeast Asian
context in particular.

The one aspect to be lighted is what Prof. Tarcov designates as "the fundamental
tension between philosophy and politics".(p. 15) It is, as he believes, "central to
Strauss's work" and seems to constitute the core of the complexity of his thought.
For Prof. Tarcov stresses that "this complex relation between political philosophy
and political life and policy as Strauss conceives it is not always well understood in
the West," and in that connection admonishes the Korean readers to appreciate his
stance more accurately.(p. 15) As a way of advancing my discussion, let me
reformulate first what Prof. Tarcov has succinctly summed up concerning the
essence of Strauss's idea of philosophy, his idea of political philosophy, and his

view of the relation of political philosophy to political life from on pp. 2~15 of his

2) See the following statements in his essay: "It is questionable whether Strauss's detailed

interpretations of the great modern political philosophers fit into his overall narrative of
modernity."(p. 28); "Strauss concludes his famous "Notes on Schmitt's Concept of the
Political” of 1932 by declaring that Schmitt's "critique of liberalism occurs in the horizon
of liberalism," that "a radical critique of liberalism" can be completed "only if one
succeeds in gaining a horizon beyond liberalism." Strauss does not make explicit there
what that broad horizon might be."(p. 32); "The practical implications of Strauss's life—long
theme of the theological—political problem are ambiguous."(p. 40)
I am curious to know in this connection why the following statements which appeared in
the first version of his essay have been erased in its second version. "Strauss's view of
the relation of political philosophy in its classical form to practical politics and policy is
complex and even perplexing - (p. 12 of the first version); "An impression yielded by a
bird's eye view hardly sounds like the last word on the subject(of Reason and Revelation),
and the succeeding sentences culminating in "the refutation of philosophy by revelation"
are full of "seems," "appear," and "would". --"(p. 18 of the first version);



paper.

As Prof. Tarcov states, "Strauss's understanding of philosophy - is the central
idea of his mature work that entails his critiques of historicism, positivism, and
revelation as denials of the possibility or necessity of philosophy."(p. 2) The idea
1s, as 1is already widely recognized, essentially Socrates—Platonic. Philosophy
according to Strauss is quest for, not possession of, universal knowledge or
knowledge of the whole or of all things or the truth, and as such philosophy
presupposes the awareness of the distinction between genuine knowledge and mere
opinion.(p. 3)

Socrates's celebrated confession of his ignorance is thus not a simple irony of
pretending that he does not know anything, namely referring to ignorance pure and
simple. It refers to his awareness of not having attained himself the knowledge of
the whole. It also refers to a kind of ignorance in which resides the capability of
knowing the finiteness of one's knowledge of the whole and the insight into the
very infinity of such knowledge itself. Such an awareness in Socrates consummates
in his awakening that he is not capable of answering "the question of utmost
urgency, the question which does not permit suspense,” namely "the question of
how one should live.(p. 6)

That awakening had led, as is well known, the young Socrates to the life—long

n n

pursuit of "the good and right way of life," "the most important things".(p. 6) It is
also the question about 'the most important things' that had induced Strauss to
grasp another essence of philosophy as "a way of life, not a body or system of
knowledge or an academic discipline defined by its method or subject matter."(pp.
3~4) Socrates's pioneering quest for it designates him, as is generally presented in
ordinary philosophical textbooks, as the first moral and political philosopher of the
West.

In this connection it is to be pointed out that the nature of philosophy as quest
for genuine knowledge of the good and right way of life necessarily gives rise to
political philosophy. For philosophy as never—ending quest for genuine knowledge of
the whole or the truth is fated to strive for genuine knowledge of those universal
and permanent standards for the good and right way of life, the standards which go
beyond ever—changing conventional norms or laws. Such knowledge is but political
philosophy. It can not but be thus "trans—historical, trans—social, trans—moral, and
trans—religious."(p. 8) As such it is also fated to search for "the best or just
political order, that is best always and everywhere,"(p. 8) although it has "a
peculiar manner of being -+ namely, its lacking actuality while being superior to all
actual regimes."(p. 10)

Philosophy so understood contains in itself the very existence of political
philosophy. Political philosophy emerges as the consummation of philosophy, and
philosophy attains its truest form as quest for genuine knowledge of the whole only

when it contains self—consciously things moral and political in its quest for genuine



knowledge of the whole. To put it simply, political philosophy i1s not a branch of
philosophy. When a student of philosophy finishes the long, painful, agonizing
upward journey, as so profoundly symbolized in Plato's allegory of the cave, from
the lowest form of opinion such as animal—like perception about the surrounding
world to the attainment of Socratic pursuit of genuine knowledge of the whole with
the awareness of one's ignorance, he enters into the world of political philosophy.

It thus follows that a philosopher worthy of the title does not have a choice of
having or not having his own political philosophy, as Strauss had once urged
Heidegger to have his own political philosophy in addition to his own philosophy.
To run the risk of demanding too much exactness, I should say that a philosopher
who does not have his own system of political philosophy, apart from the question
about the level of perfection, should be deprived of the title. It simply means that
his philosophy has not as yet matured enough to perform in his own way the quest
for genuine knowledge of the whole.

In my view it is in this respect that not only the nature of the tension in
Strauss's thought between philosophy and politics as Prof. Tarcov put forward, but
some other ambiguities on other dimensions of Strauss's thought such as his
critique of historicism, his antitheses of revelation and reason, ancients and
moderns could be explored and comprehended. For Strauss, having failed to grasp
clearly the inherent identity of philosophy and political philosophy, lingers between
two positions. One is reflected in his explanation that "in the expression political
philosophy, 'philosophy' indicates the manner of treatment and 'political' indicates
both the subject matter and the function."(p. 10) The other is, turning the other
way around and as "a deeper meaning of political philosophy," that it means
"primarily political treatment of philosophy - the attempt to lead the qualified
citizens from the political life to the philosophic life.(pp. 10~11)

Prof. Tarcov stresses that "this dual meaning of political philosophy is crucial to
understanding Strauss's work."(p. 10) It is in that duality of meaning that Prof.
Tarcov also finds, like his teacher, the superiority of classical political philosophy
to modern political philosophy, in that the former "both relates directly to and
transcends the dimension of political life," endorsing further his teacher's position
that "no difference between classical political philosophy and modern political
philosophy is more telling than that the philosophic life, which was the highest
theme in the former, has almost ceased to be a subject of the latter."(p. 11)

But the duality of meaning existing in one single idea could be an indication of
its profundity only insofar as it constitutes in essence, unlike in appearance, the
unified and coherent conceptual whole. If not, it 1s but an indication of
imperfectness, if not of confusion, of the idea. I judge that the duality in Strauss's
idea of political philosophy does not attain that goal, on the same ground of the
typical Socrates—Platonic idea of philosophy on which Prof. Tarcov also bases his
interpretation of the duality. The idea is that philosophy 1is the infinite progress



from opinion to knowledge. Let me quote the whole passage concerned in his
paper.

"Since philosophy for him(Strauss) is the attempt to rise from opinion to knowledge and

thus begins with opinion as the most important access to reality we have, it is necessarily

related to the political sphere, the home of opinion. when philosophy is driven to ask,

"Why philosophy?" or why human life needs philosophy, it must ask why political life

needs philosophy, "since human life is living together or, more exactly is political life."(pp.

11~12)

One of the deep—felt messages that the Socratic—Platonic idea of philosophy
stated above carries may be this: There can not exist any fixed demarcation line
that determines whose thought belongs to the sphere of opinion and whose to the
sphere of philosophy. Between the cave and the outer world in Plato's allegory
mentioned above there is no wall blocking the long route connecting the two
worlds, harsh and unsmooth the route may be. A man's thought is philosophical to
the extent of sublimation his thinking achieves, depending on how highly it
sublimates not only above the wvulgar opinions of the multitude but also above the
existing ideas, concepts, theories, namely the existing thinking structures accepted
or taken for granted among intellectuals of a certain historical era he lives in. In
short, there can exist no such a person who is entitled by birth to be a political
philosopher, or who is accepted automatically by a society as political philosopher
to guide its political life, or who "acts as the impartial umpire in the fundamental
controversies of political life by serving as the teacher of legislators."(p.12)

The relation of political philosophy to political life is thus not something of
external character in which each has its own independent sphere and exerts
external control over one another or the former through its prudence gives
intellectual aids to the latter. Political philosophy resides in the very sphere of
political life in which the former grows intellectually on the mental and cultural soil
of its opinions. It follows concludingly from this that the dual meaning of Strauss's
idea of political philosophy reflecting the tension between philosophy and politics in
Strauss's thought is simply the duality of the existence of two separate components,
not forming the unified and coherent whole.

* % *

What as been discussed above concerning the nature of Strauss's idea of political
philosophy sheds some lights on other dimensions of his thought. As a way of
concluding the present discussion for Prof. Tarcov's paper, let me briefly explain
some bearings it has to another grand issues of Strauss's critique of historicism, to
his antitheses of reason and revelation and of ancients and moderns.

As philosophy is quest for genuine knowledge of the whole or the truth, and
knowing is the eternal process of rising from opinion toward the infinite, there is
no philosophizing in separation from the existing thought or opinion, what the old

Aristotle called 'endoxa'. As he in <Metaphysics> also identifies the nature of



human thinking, the very subject of knowing, in a fascinatingly simple manner as
'thinking of thinking of thinking(noésis noéseds noésis)', philosophizing is possible
only in the context of history of philosophy. In this case historicism is not the one
that is subject to, as Struass persistently argued in his critique of it, self—defeating
relativism, but the one in which man's intellectual development toward the absolute
and infinite knowledge is historically proceeded through thinking of the thought of
past philosophers.

I think this is the essence of Strauss's 'texualism', as Prof. Tarcov warns against
its misunderstanding.(p. 25) But the idea of philosophy as history of philosophy
could also explain away the ambiguity in Strauss's exposition of the antithesis of
reason and revelation(pp. 16~19) and that of ancients and moderns.(p. 20~22) To
put it simply, As human thinking or knowing or reasoning is essentially
never—ending progress toward the infinite, reason has always the possibility of
being inspired by it in such a way as to create a new and more universal
knowledge than before. And as human thinking is by necessity based on the
forgone thought, there could be no modern philosophy nor modern liberalism that
does not contain in its foundation any components of ancient philosophy or ancient
liberalism. But it requires another voluminous discussion to take account of why
that is so. So I will leave the questions to free and open dialogues for all the
participants gathering here.

Lastly, I would like to finish my present discussion with my wish for every
success to Prof. Tarcov's apostolic mission to propagate Strauss's thought to
Northeast Asia.

always opening the possibility of the present reason or of the existing
knowledge to be challenged from its outward unknown sphere, Whether the
relation between reason and revelation takes the form of harmony, conflict,

reconciliation is the question open to the historical situation.

Why that happened in his system?
Philosophy as philosophy of history, not as history of collection of thoughts of

persons called philosophers, but historical development of thinking through thinking

So my following discussion will necessarily be of a brief and schematic character.
But I hope it will provide a small clue to the understanding of Prof. Tarcov's simple
testimony as regards the place of Leo Strauss in contemporary intellectual history,
that "Leo Strauss has been increasingly recognized as one of the most important
thinkers of the twentieth century"(p. 1) The meaning of the testimony is not
self—evident and requires some understanding, because 1t 1mmediately raises the

question: how important is Strauss's thought or important in what sense?



In other words philosophy presupposes the infinity of the truth and of the
indefiniteness of man's quest for the truth.

These are the issues that always confront not only genuine political philosophers,
whoever they may be, but also scholars and students in political philosophy in
whatever historical context they are situated.

as how one then naturally takes the form of the cognition of the existence of
"the fundamental and permanent problems"(p. 5), so called 'perennial issues in
philosophy and  The philosopher's awareness of his inherent ignorance of such a
nature that our ignorance particularly of the most important things.

At all events those statements about the ambiguity and unresolved issues in
Strauss's thought could be recapitulated into his one expression 'the fundamental
tension between philosophy and politics', and in my view the expression is the key
to the understanding of Prof. Tarcov's version of Straussianism.

For as he himself says explicitly "the fundamental tension" or "this complex
relation between political philosophy and political life and policy as Strauss
conceives it" is "central to Strauss's work" and "is not always well understood in
the West, where he is sometimes regarded as the architect of particular policies or
even as the mastermind of some partisan ideology", adding his hope that such a
fundamental stance of Strauss "is appreciated more accurately in Korea."(p. 15)

Of course, the discussant is morally obliged to respect the presenter's expressed,
not subdued, intent and should advance his discussion on the basis of the final
version of the presenter's statements. But all of those statements concerning the
ambiguity problem of Strauss' thought including some of those that have erased in
the first version of his essay serve greatly to understand the very nature of 'the
fundamental tension' in Strauss's idea of political philosophy, as Prof. Tarcov named
it. I, in doing my job as the discussant, feel an obligation to suggest my own
interpretation of the meaning of the fundamental tension, as differing from Prof.
Tarcov's. Let me thus as a way of doing the job quote first some statements
concerned in Prof. Tarcov's presentation.

As such it thus always poses for living philosophers "the fundamental and
permanent problems"(p. 5), so—called 'the perennial issues in political philosophy' in
which are included such ideas as goodness, justice, courage, temperance, beauty,

friendship, etc.

Confronted with such statements as above one can not help raising the question:
How do those ambiguities arise in Strauss's thought? Are they minor problems in is
thought, such that one can just ignore it? Prof. Tarcov has located them but never
inquired into their cause or background. He simply identified and tried to elucidate
and also used to stress the profundity of his old teacher's thought. tension but the
statements above is simple and clear.

The relation between political philosophy as Strauss understands it to political



prudence or practical wisdom(phronesis) is profoundly ambiguous. --. Strauss
sometimes presents the sphere of prudence - as lower in rank than theoretical
science but 'in principles self—sufficient or closed' ---. Strauss also claims, however,
that it is not prudence but practical science(the Aristotelian equivalent of political
philosophy) that sets forth the principles of action and general rules of prudence
and more comprehensively and clearly grasps the natural ends of man and their
natural order. --- The ambiguity of Strauss's presentation of this issue reflects what
he presents as both the disagreement and the agreement between Plato and
Aristotle."(pp. 12~13)

Let me sum up in a brief passage the basic issues contained in the quotations
above. #1 is concerning the theory and practice issue in the context of classical
political philosophy and in that of political philosophy in general. #2 deals with the
fundamental and perennial issue of the relationship or the boundary problem
between reason and revelation. #3 raises the question of whether every modern
philosopher could be regarded as genuinely 'modern' in the sense of Straussian
distinction between 'ancients and moderns'. #4 is concerned with Strauss's under—
standing of the nature of modern liberalism.

I think these ambiguities or unresolved issues in Strauss's thought are interrelated
one another and converge into the very ambiguity or the imperfectness of his idea
of political philosophy. I think delving into the ground of the ambiguity would give
us a valuable point of departure for the discovery of the historical significance of
his thought and for further development of his idea of political philosophy, and
could finally elicit from it a clue to the meaning of his thought in the East Asian
context.

The nature of philosophy, according to Strauss, which is essentially a reiteration
of Socrates's and Plato's idea of philosophy, is quest for wisdom. As such it is
quest for universal knowledge or the knowledge of the whole, as distinguished from
opinions about the whole. Political philosophy is a philosophical

To simply put, the present discussant is not a Straussian. I am rather a Hegelian,
toward whose progenitor Strauss, as Prof. Tarcov also briefly mentions in the
paper, held a critical position. Even so, I am almost ninety five percent sympathetic
to Strauss' thought in general and agree with him to the same extent particularly in
his basic arguments in interpreting the fundamental nature of the intellectual
discipline and craftsmanship called political philosophy and his critical posture
toward the modernity of the West. Since Prof. Tarcov has drawn so excellently but
with a total support to the whole picture of Strauss' thought and philosophical
position, it would be left to my job as discussant to identify first that slight
difference between his position and mine in interpreting and understanding Strauss,
and then suggest in my own way a possibility of harmonizing them while giving my
brief and tentative answers to some, certainly not all, of the grandiose questions

Prof. Tarcov has raised as a way of fulfilling his apostolic mission of propagating



Straussianism in East Asia.

As a way of fulfilling my mission as discussant, let me return to the label
'profound thinker' I have at the beginning used to designate the greatness of
Strauss' scholarship. Profundity of thinking is certainly something that has no limit.
It is in fact what philosophy in his effort of And yet profundity of thinking is
something that has no limit.

I wish every success to your apostolic mision to propagate Straussianism to
Northeast Asia
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