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A RIES (RBC) BP F P TEX A LA 7T 55— WEIRS EF, A RA A C
IR IR S XX R BRI A? 36 IR — R BE M 2 (B e BE R ) il Je— 1]
HIER X ERRE 88 = R AR — T TR IR A B B & — 4R i B Rl 2 b & — 1]
SR E W EMMA Z 7 S0, NJrEe BE  ESOR IR, R MR, A A A
CMSZAPAPUB AT 2987 25 10, e A OGER 2 (B CHRAY , 30 215 A AR BB 58 14
PURMETCH? 58, WA RHAR HF R R U AR 21 B (AR ) i9FE22 IR R
M2 PHERE R TAE AR 2R T ASCR R iRk ) 7 AR SCIT SR L A N PLR I
T3 VS HERE A 18, BB 0 b [B1 227 bR ]

— EFHEAEFHRON R FREEE

AT — IR el AP G K T AR T O 1, B2 1) H AT 2 0 H i 20 5 11
KGR BN N UL, VR RN Sh SR, B2 B DA 2 4B B HOARM & DUAT 44
HNHCWTAE R (BT ) XD RS 2, R0, B RAEIR 2 TEPESEZE
INFHA , 227 LAOF ST 24 AR D Y, 280 LU DU A 2% (D & sl e I “ ik Z BTl (“ )
b, FER B 32 (jurisprudentia ) 3X 1] 24 A 2 0] 5245 TAERY, F B RS T A4 « 4
A" “ PRI " 55 O 11 L LUR BRI 2RI T “ K2E 035227 ( Die Rechtswissenschaft
an den Universititen ) B3, 722 B I 58 FIAR R AR TF 4R 2408 17 22 Dok A SR B2 B R it
Je SR ST A R (L) YR 1 2 R R B B RREAR, RS AT B A 1l
UGG i Bl (A3 HERR, 9 )8 AT o Pk KGR St o M = A L ) Sk 3 S
AT B 58 A I DAB A AR BB A, A B4R IR A2 B v 2 1 LA 2 07 207 F0 B SRR # A
MRE R A B () KR BRSSO AR A B () KRR A, r e s PR AR R Y BT
T 1) 12 LB SR, e gR 5 [ r] Sy iy < ke 2 Ry fi] ” A S5 Tl il 1) 418

HPENE FIRRE, FA TN R R 0GE . eDi s B, AR U AR (AR
HFURAEA7) o Hbs, EARGT B IR A RON AT AR T () Hp o A H AR =R 25
“NL G AT B E IR X ARG B S SR I ETT IR B MOARIR B A R, A RS A
A5G AR AN AT LSS PR, RIEAR BT B 0 T AR SRS Z 57 AT E B BA Ik, 5
HUL TR B TR, FA A BRI A Bl & (BN ) FATAY AR RS N RE M 5 Rk 1Y 1 JE
SR A R FA TR TR, B AT T BRI FATR R (AR ATEOGER ) T Bl O B 8% K @

@ [FE]RR - PR AR — DRI BIBESE) B 6 5, RSO ARCHE 2005 4FRR, 55 218 IiL,

@ AFHEEEUN WA NMEER (B2 BB RC T Am, B IX 2 — TR XML B2#FE, Siehe Kyriakos N. Kotsoglou,
Der normative Zugang zur Welt: Zur Theorie rechtsdogmatischer Strukturen, in Jan C. Schuhr (hrsg. ), Rechtssicherheit durch Rechtswissenschaft,
Mohr Siebeck, Tiibingen 2014, S.73. [f81] « H - & « FE/RA & . (MEARFARIE = W TEUE M —AERIAR IR 2 22 00T TE) | X BRI 40 LR
HEMFST)2004 4555 1 1,56 139-140 11,

@ ZW[RVREM - AP R (P k) BORGE, tEBOk K MU 1994 4R 1T, 55 263 0 A : (2 Bk sag) (B i 55
Q31 2009 4R, 5 51-52 5T,

@ BWaERR CHPE) , H B RIS H AL 2010 4R, 5 73 TL,
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FEZ EM . O AR A AT R

XS , M SEAt s h B (ARSI R) A ARt B2 (A 2e (&5 (BUR %) TER
PEFANZE AT B e X2, 384 N IR A R O S SR B BE ST T4 A S
FIRDGER FE e MBS HAR, b A Z A X H A2 B RS Z R O R IR R (Fh 40
TR« S, et N2 A A 2R 00AT R KR AT A AT A SOIRREAT 0 7) |, sl IR
By A AR HE AT ¥ A RGN AR RS —FER LU, s 1842 A AR 0
P AR KPR ICFR A I ] 2 [E] 25 AL S5 SRR B WA AR L i R IPSEAE S AE AT AR R
A ISR AE R AL T A AR B AT I 10 SR 00 Bl | SR 5 X 3 2k 28 56 30 i) B s sl 28
Bk S A EA T RS A AT A B A5, ©

IR I — Bt RPN e 2 IR A AR B e ROk E S A B (AR ) . R
KRR E NN SR TSR & Jm AR < 5 PR PEO A TR
ot SRR ESIE) h Ry N < NP “173haE ¢ FMIER IR L SR 5L
RAFAER L P AR Z IR FETE L, AR IR ST e 2 4 T e W AL 2 S AN ZHERUTH R Y S A% (&
W) OB R TN BB TR T OG5 (17302 038 ) AT 3T R 2 A o e AT
FEE HVFRY B 2 8 SRR o TEMRMFIE T 41 25IAH (social cognition) 1R 2 HAH B G R 1Y
J BB A AR B O B AR, 222 BUE AL S BF AR BN R 22 8] B ) 4 h € AN (EDIOL h 5T SC A e
(Sl - BAAPTPEERR Ly @) 5 I HAaxX 2E b I 5 B R R AN AT IR AR AT A BE OR
A 1, AR X — R RS AT E LL5E A L H AR LS B AR H AR AR AR EAT
w2 /b s ADR R RR S (N SCRES ) W — 2807 125 (L S s i - ARy« B et 27 7) R8I
I, RIS B R AT SR A2 3B R 7 B AR, Sk 2B A A A8 B s kR A A B PRLR O 2R S R
(Eq s

BRI ZAb A —2m] A TBRAIISE A SR A A < 27 Z AR ( AR, 80 AR T WA
FBATHY R IC R USRI A A TG By« 7 Z R (A2 o2 U AL 00 R 454
Pt G A I A e 25 R 54 ) TR AE AL 2 AR i HE Ry 27 Z Ll AR FE I iE 24 (IR )
A BRI TR Y SR (I 19 (ARG 3 2 1Y) MRS ), X — 2l ¢ | ARy TR 5 ARy
P PP ARG A BAT Rk 0 GG . A% b Ul BTG IR T NS0 (R SRAT SlAH G Y ) B
S ]

X H PR FE” (JE15 « thing/751F . Sach ) 5 “ A" (F1f . states of affairs/f51f ; Sachverhalt
BRI S A AE S 92, JEiF fact/fEiE Tatsache ) J& A [A) B HE &, AT E I8 AR, “H
Ui, HATE AR A (BSOS RIS thA A e 1 AR, AR B R A RS DL n] IR R 2,
ANEPRESA . ARFEMEA 5 A (5 ASERAAAEARC) B8 B JE AR IS A2 nl
TRYZE A 140 F AR K F s 2 GBI IUIA 2 5 ARG R AT 2B, 7 e g
BTN (act) RS CHAN, AR — R PR 7 B) F R (event) , 5 604% H AR R AF
At ot 7 H o D S S R A e DO« Fe i, 7E— R RERP vh e K5 — AR

@ [FE]RR - PR CEMA — DRI SE) | SFH6SE0F , BRSO kL 2005 4R, 56 212 T,
Q@ S UWAHER QAR TR ) AT AL 2002 42, 55 271-272 ,442-443 T,
@ Siehe Max Weber, Wissenschaft als Beruf, 3. Aufl. , Verlag von Duncker & Humblot, Miinchen/ Leipzig 1930,S. 32, 36.
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ROESY) () BAFERAS (T B LA ERIE YA T Y iR e RS, A REDL S+ 2«
&) AT DI e AT BT PR ) (BT 1 A R ) A s BB A T — kg, NHEIR AL
BT A W SR (R o AR R F ot ) o U, SR e IR 1R SRS
— TR () B REE R (R R 420 ) 0, RS R (R R 4R ) iR X
PEANAT PP A 45 SR ey b B (A er i S 2 S R A R IRAT B R AR R
— G AT S(F — OR) kK7, BIE UL S (S) B8 HA 28 (F) & Az an e iE 4
(243 ) AR PE[ED, S48 F FTZE& 09 ORCERIASY) [ 2 H, htal W 62 i S8 (AE S
L) PR H S SA B AR i [ W A T, R A < B 7, i LAY
W7 AR S A A AR AT (ARG B, R 5 AR R IR Y, R
Y FUE W — BN 1o WIARB AR 82 F I I 1E 6 (2 24 3b) A0 BH ol fi gk
(R SETE 25 F M A R A B 2 JEi I A, < 254 s B SBTE 25 1, AR B i s i an ]
TEH (2 2 ) Ak PR e (RIS SR 45) 1Y S PR 5 B SE PE AR 48 (die Bestimmungsgriinde der
Kausalitit) , SFATH S8 Z JeTE 56T (FAS) 55 FRIAZE 2 PR 00 30 52 DA 18 0 2 PEAR 31 ( B
CHAFE F R O ZE A R A SR A HUE MR ) B AR (B W BRAE S B (BB
RS SRR BN S BB ) |

TEVERE b A TR i AT (S) 3 4 O RR AR UM T 4 R 2R AR B B, [ AR DG Y B
SA T A BAR AR LA £ 5 1 0 LA AR B R U5 0 BT B 28 R s g Ak, B T O R R
ARG IUE R B (LS) o AL T TS R (I a0 SRR “ A
57 EHETHE” EHOCRSE) A (IR ) - U@ S7 9 REREEE " IE A S5 R (753 “ Wenn—Dann”
Struktur/FE 3L ;if-then ) RICITPIRLE o X FME T 25040 0) (ERFM ARG A 52 5 )50 3Rk — Tl
WA S A ASURS) R 1Y A2 At , B BGS 25141 (hypothetical conditional character) ; “ 7 ( QI3 ) «----- 7
FIBH R E T AR« H PR (A7 R S8 AR B AT R A ) < W (IR A ) -+ T FRIKA R F M
WA S (AT AR B EREAY) o BE T, BRI AT X 155 A B 17 (LS ) — R M P A
FETE ) (M5 2R B () AT A [ B A AT 9 N RT A7 o Z 3 (LS, ) B R 4)
(WA PETR2 1A ) 1o SFRAT R f SEHtE (48 8] AR R B mTRETIE L) AT 8 AR R IR 51 1Y
D7 ARE AT R (H) FI“ A5 94847 (OT) ENTMH 25 EAE7es IRE” & (17 8 5%
FRAEFTAHEA) B, 1S,(H —O0T) 54 . V (H,—O0T,), X2 H B RE N TN
SEAF HR AT IS < AT LA B AR AT T A, (R AR R R ) (LR
PRCRIEIE) ) 55 1151 Z500E  “FAAT 387 M, DY 238 08 35 AR BH D AR
FH 7 XA ARG AT 5 XA AR I — R ILE , AR 5k = < A SRR E A A (a, b,

@  FARE A ER T S R« JE R SR AR R FATH — M7 I AU < 2% AAT A 2 i A N FE T R 2828 14T 9 AN
YARAATTE (IR T ) IR AT R (FERLE2 8 1) B g & i 5 21,

@ (JB) MR (R R - BIFEER) . B[ H ) (CRIEFBEIORE ) ((RIEM) ) , RIE—W A TITS, 56 45 M (I 3H) , 1872 5
(T.45, N. 1872),

@ ARPEHEMER I E AR (die Bestimmungsgriinde der Kausalitiit ) XA, 2 W Immanuel Kant, Kritik der Urteilskraft, Felix
Meiner Verlag GmbH, Hamburg 1993, S.33. 1%, 2 UL 8] FRAS . (HIWT It  XBme?s 1% At b s , N R it 2002 4F 2, 56 31 1T,
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FEE EME. ERXFINREENEAT A

c,d, e n) FAE AT A, AT R S5 4 ) AN e 8 1 AR (H, B FEA st = g N7 “ g 407 53
AN AR I 35t A SRR HE A 4R E W 1 B0 T X AE R T 35t B ) — D W W0 AT A
Yy AR TR (5255 ) MGEFR, BRIAR 1R XS AN [ ATy AR (AR N <
LU AN I HE T Y 2B A 5 AR R A ECE PR BT MRS (0T) . X,
CREHL) B 1151 Jidiad “ 07 AT 4R 20 | 5 PR 5™ Z S IR AR (24 ) s ) A TF
sHE kA, (2) BRAIREIER][BY A AT A C S0 A T o BCE S AT R A FE (LS, ) B R
WE A (FRAVERR 2188 1. ST M AC @S5 R PEN Z AT 8 (AT R) 80 S 0F A
TR s BN B T 2R “ AT A BCE AR (T) ARG (OR) o T A1 OR W& Z (B 7E AL 2
B R ST (BUASE) LR (T s 5 R ) LB LS,(T —OR) , 8% . V (T, —
OR,) . 7& LR LR T ARG BARY AN Eh & AEFIAT NS FIAT AR R
(S ST A ECE ST LUHZ A5 F RIK T R FZEAHCH F(F,F, F,, - F ) Z KRLa
AL SRR B E ROV AW SRR AT SR 5847 R (SEBRAT R ) BB SR
WA an, R ECh AR N RIEFETNEE ) (LA AR ) 5 232 6008 19 “ B R/ N7 B2
Tl b AR A ZE R (T) , i 5k =4 T 2R ) iR AR B AR T (8 F,) BiE C E
TR o RS SR BUE RS ke (108 F)) SFERIBRNENE T F, 4 iR F(F, 803
FO)TERT R IBRAE F——FF 5 SO RN XA (T) B9 Z [ BI “ 80" ¢ T,) V3R (
T,) “RIZFM AL (O T,) | JIBAF MT EZH Pt EA TR ( subsumption) VK FR | R F &
TN — DT T, /TLIRIE N Fe T)  IBA% X FrA M (x) U B “ 17 00 e 24
(T) BRI DAV ¥, FOF, . WER F, ALF, 582255 T, WA LIS F, e T =T, M F, eT, =
T, , BB 5K = F AT A BORE B BO RN (T) . BT AR SE A/ N (1),
(IR Y 5 232 2B TAHRIAY “ 5 517 ( OR,) , B Abgesf] JCHABEM sl & H4E LA A ATEM
OFE MR s 0 ( b w3 =B ) FAT Tl DA sk = £ AT A E 2R . T,—O0R,, T,
—OR, ., XHAFTEBNE IR« (1) AR AR HUE B FE (LS, ) a7k B ek« 2k 45 h ik
BE RN WO RS BICAI AL EIR] JE A BE I O AR DL B AT IABEIR 7 i RLE IR . XA
R I N A7 A R J A AR YA R T O TR R B . — 2 AT O RN R — R R R (e an, R
NAT R A TERR , EZAT R ROE SO, B S R A, i ANERYE E 7 AR e PR ) a2k
X AR AR R g H4b < FEIR] TCIIEN B3 AR DL _EAIIREIR (e, R TR T A S e R, 0
RENPLEE , th TR S Ay ar SC, N ATE AR E ) o (2) PRBUAEAS 22 B 8 il AR vk
ZIMPIALFR(Hetn T, —OR, |, T, —OR, ) WIER | BV BE KoM A AR S FA 1k Sk A BN 22 v () 27 (B
FAFE KA TR X A AR M AR R R R IA%E) JF HASH F e THI T, »OR, | T,
—OR, FESWIIRERIE, BT DA “ AR iy i (BA DR SOCE AR .
WO 5 232 S5, AT AR Y, A SRR A 2 o 7 AR A48 2 5 | a4 < i
RN GnAer b B A5 AR N R 2 S IR Y AR (AR ) R BR R IT I

O REE TR A R B RS R T R R S T IR A ACE I N S (R ) 2T 1
LU 87 A o Nl O N = 9 R L M | G D el N = ol = il A g = S 2 I O L (el R Ry P VRIS
A RCEAT (T) BHLE B4 F il LUSA T3k F 5 T Z ) —Fh e i R R, B MM 5 RiE W Fe T,
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TCIR LA TE R EE[ S(F — OR) |, i BN & B s R A mi v bkl
B R RERE MR BEFE [ LS,(H— OT) 1,80 [ LS,(T— OR) ], &M % B H L1 2 Jefe
() 55 RN SUE RN UE BT R 55 517 098 & BT i i B R 5 YR 5 R S5 B
PR ) PR P AR A 3K 2 s PR P AR 4 S B S A 7 D B IR < SRk
S H AW PR RAREE [ S(F — OR) | ZASTEAMF (F55 F) 55 2R (OR) HEE A i i J5E DA A A KL
EMRYE . AHNHY, PR (H7 T 3C ratio juris, %3 the reason of the law) , W48 AR H al A HLTE
MUE AL BERIG( LS, B LS, ) ZAT &M (H) 547 0484 (OT) BAT WA (T) 5 ik A 2R
(OR) VA 45 P 1) Jit PR 18 0 o AR , A4 12 A BT R AT A b 25 R I AT 424 (7T 2 2
h A ) LA KT A B R SEAT O S R IS R B AT I A (2 2 ) U5 0 S DR Y R AR A
FEA T AT LR A T DA A 8 AR R O 1 R B 25 9% G YA TN o it Feqr A LAIE 24 7 T2
BN 3BT R E AT TE 245 TR RCR] 47 9 NTEA KB TG A A i, T4 A
Ol TE 2B TR SR PR, A UR F 55 4E (T — OR) .2 XA HEAR L (T — OR)
AJe AR YEATRYLIR BT 2 ASREN) T2 DL i 4R (ARG ) Feik A & IE 4 B 117
AR AL 5 3K BB Bz il XA T2 18 A B AL & 4T 4514 CGBR A i A7 A A i 2
F) : (D AT AAAR NS M A Ay 7P BRI ZAERE (1)) 5 (2) AT M AA NS AR A= A 0
PRI SZANEAR TN E 5 (SR RE I AAUIHLIS) SRR, BRIV, [ G0 AR 00 A i U AN RESR 1t
ARGRA( T,) ; (3) NERFBA Zal, HEZANEEFIEE AL T,) ; (4) WAER
TR PAT R R A NN A iy W77 1 ME—FBe( T,) o XSRS A ( T,
T,, Ty, TR DAT R HA TG B Gk IR SRR, W= A ML E 1E 24 B A 500 55 534E (OR)
AR BT, B, YRS E B 2R BT A AR ( Ty, Ty, Ty, 1) B A7 0 AR AT
PRz a0 7 AN DR X — B AT AR 9B R (Fa ) 1708 T DL @ PPN I LA &L, i 5t
SE M ALE B 25 F AT A BLEE A (T) 5 35 2R (OR) U2 Bir P % B9 JEL IR P 9 L 7 MR 90l 2 9%
(IZHE) BN (B2 B

HEE A B VO RLE TR AL B A e A, RBAT W NRAT I A5 54T 4 Bk
VEARILE ROAT A A VAR R IA S5 Z (B B S RAFAEA I 4, V5 PR 33 R I DR ) A AR 4
BCOY IR R VE R B ARG 1, AR N R R, AR TR AT A (W)
R0 R AT FATA N (T R AR 2 WAFTE , B A0 5T 2R 175 A0 A P R0 2 WL
S0 (derived from the nature of things and objective realities) O T T — M ANE BYORS M e ) S AE

O FHAGIRAGESE N TR, ] DA VR T ( Vorgegebenheit des Rechts) , HL T T TR B R T S R S AR 43
3” (die dem Recht vorgelagerten Sphire des Seins) , FeH 0 % % “ B Z BIAFE AL Z AL (der vorrechtlich gegebenen Regelungsstoff) B
# 4 (Siehe Heinrich Henkel, Einfiihrung in die Rechtsphilosophie : Grundlagen des Rechts, 2. Aufl. , C. H. Beck’ sche Verlagsbuchhandlung,
Miinchen 1977, SS.377-378. ) , [AIJSH¢ = HLAT REAM Lk AL AN 2 30 (JR ), BT A, 3 BE RN — R G ka5

@ ZWIRECOMZE) A 20 457 1L 3HUE TR AR 55 A N0 BN S 07 R A AR 5 52 TEAE HEAT AN 4=
T TR LA E R E AT, SRR E GG A F 1, 8 FIE 48 T, A FUR R SHE,”

@  Frangois Gény, Judicial Freedom of Decision : Its necessity and Method, in The Editorial Committee of the Association of American Law
Schools ed. ,Science of Legal Method. Select Essays by Various Authors, transl. by Ernest Bruncenp, Layton B. Register, The Boston Book
Company, 1917, p. 8-9.
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FEZ EM . O AR A AT R

(eine seelische Wirklichkeit) BB ULRTHISE (A, B SEAEXT R A% 09 A U7 AR5 RIS UAFAEE” ((das
dem Seinsgegenstand innewohnende Wesenhafte und Sinnhafte ) , Ve i 18 5 A 138 i 85 € R T Br &
BRI, NFEIESETERE X M B WU SR (A AS B A SR ) B AR A
WU AT e TR L IR (W) (AT AR AE 1L B (20 0) ARIRRAT D SR v i (Rl 2 ), LA
B AT S B b (F52) 47 0 REZORABATAA A G 2R A4 7R84 b LB NAERY 2448 (2
) R ] BROAAAES S Tl AR (SRAE ), R I A (TR ) AR Ry IE M JEA , — Dk (52 AE
) N AEZ BRI ST OB G o 32 RO AT AT SE7E A VA B 7 AR sl 0 3%
S B AR LB JC B (A 1k PR ) A9 SEAE R AT Bk A AR (A ) 3R PR 5, AR By Al
ﬁ%ﬁ/ﬁ%ﬂfﬁtﬁ’ﬁﬁﬂﬂ_ E‘J;&Eﬁ 7?1%( practical commitment s igni% ':P El/] 9;532 7?@%7%3’5‘ [)J\ gﬁﬁ%?ﬁﬁ]@
AT B FAE B BLEL) W R & FATA—" B A (performative Widerspruch) , @ 1 32 2k
VETEME S N BAT YA TR R A (LN, BRI 2 3 AR ARG 01 ) |, i LA A 35 BT e PR
YRR 24 AFAE . TENZR DI b RS = 32 B0 S AE © 17 L 2 ] BBV O SE BTN < ANk
( Unrecht) ,®

P (BB M — T ELAT 0 49 52 T B ( Rechtswissenschaft als Eingrift) 1 5 ( 5288
PE) B2 Ta], S A SRR RE SE B B BOR T RE [ B, ko2 LA C R B2 R (BRI 48 5 ) Rl A
Y ) B 14 7 3 ST B AR ke ST DT 8 S v R ) i < 4 PR i O U i AT ] IR R D anat, e
TR LR B H C OB IT XS R R 1 B AR D L SE B T 1007 O BE 3R A 300 12 A AL Rl 0k 1
MTEALE A AL R IS 5 2 ALV B B E5IE , MEA I ke A A AT RERE A 2 U —TTIX
ST A AR A A SCRE = AR A i S A A

=R R R ENA R

SAEFATAT LLUE 5 B JE kAR sl AV AL A o A BRI AT N 25 M 5 A7 O 18
7 R A5 0 SRR 25 PR 4 D PRI AR , AN T AT 890 R A O T B AT T2 0LIA
UM A FEHAFAE R (HEFRAGE S ABAY” (B ILEY™ ), A2 A ghi 2 8 (s e ) 7EFRATTHY

(D Siehe Heinrich Henkel, Einfiihrung in die Rechtsphilosophie: Grundlagen des Rechts, 2. Aufl., C. H. Beck’ sche
Verlagsbuchhandlung, Miinchen 1977, S.374. ; George Pavlakos, Normative Knowledge and the Nature of Law, in Sean Coyle/ George Pavlakos
ed. , Jurisprudence or Legal Science? A Debate about the Nature of Legal Theory, Hart Publishing, 2005, p. 105.

@ HEMERETERRIR-BIT - PR (Karl-Otto Apel) B , BTl MG HEA B, 38 IR — DRI F 110 k(p) IR &4
IRBTER BN B S AR AT E B A p AIPJE o BN, — D ULIEE SRR (a) 1 do not exist (here and now) , ZEBLH AT (a) BIFI I, oA AT 5k
B T — AR, BI 2R T X AE— N (b) T exist (here and now) , 1M (a) A1 ( b) 3 B4 A AFRAC IR A8 18] TRl — S N, 3k b
P A G B — A A R SE AT A A B JE” . 2 WAL CHARPE D7 i o SRR RS )
Fh2xREAE AL 2002 4ERT, 55 159 BT,

@ FEEEEZ IR R - PTG HF (Gustay Radbruch) 18 i BoA < L BT JRIR A BB (DA Rr IS0 T AYTE R “ 58 =7
R i S IE SR B AR A R M EREE” , AU R IERE ", BT EARA RS Z ka5, )8 “ A7 (Unrecht) . 2 L[ 18]
AR - DB G QRN E S EIEREE) R 8 ]S - RTEAT AR QR RS & [, P A S A
2020 4FRR, 55 191-193 BT,

@ FEREEE SRR G/RIBE - W2 (Ulfrid Neumann) 15 H : — A< 5222 S ERHH A il 3l 228 A9 1l L (B— AR BB 20 AT
BB, S UL BRI AR - RS (EEIBIES) |, SR MR IR R AR 2014 4E AR 5 7 DT,
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MU FRGEZ A P LA E AR (picture ) BCAH” [ “ 37 80 WA QA6 A8 ZAH () |
SR (WRAH) B AH (A AN i R i RN Z BN ) A5 55 ] ) BT vl L 9 ok iy
B, B, AMTSHREEA AT BE G A OB RS H A B (B E LR | KO vk e
TN [F] TR e B S SR B A R R TR s 2R (AT WL ) | SR A — Rl AR
B (A R LR 1l HT e/ perception ) F SEFE FPE T (reality ) |, oA, RIEZE F WAE N — 1P FHEH
ARFANIMEMEE(“F” ) BITEZ X0 R ALEAIICER (A0F R & A B IR E) | M, R B R0 55
PR OCR A ) o AU RIEAE N7 X A ih I At it S PR 7E Rk —A 5 HOZE 3 1 T 1
XA FSHRT G B (SRR ) | A8 SO 5 B 1 T AR 1 = S8 190 S A 1 B il o e 2
Ui, IMERI SRS Z 527 PR RSS2 B B 1R fl d e 4 T DLE i (25 WEPE IE A
A SEAEME T R LT RR B SR 52O L, 5 AN TR, ik B X ORGP B9S2 7R AR AT e B A 2 L
WU N AP S IR AT o (W] o (2000 R ) LA KB R AR AT R (SR SeA 708 Sk a R Z
[Z AT A B O ZR 22, B KRBT AT i Ah B A A S 0 (AT Sf S SCHR R ) Z BT 4 F (3
/) HRRBEZ D ORE S N BB EEERA, 7R H AT B IR E e K
FUd g “ U F WL SRR AELEL” AR A THE A B R AT ARG 57, SR, X 26154
LS SR BN SRS RAEAE T 7 ) 38 B S SR — B A 5 15 B 22 B k48 LA K i W]
AR 2 UESE , XS Rh, < SEER AR T Je— R T ah$8 51 ( handlungsleitend ) 7K 7, WA+
(RLER)PERT, MR F P2 [ Rl 1l i 5 T 22 (6]« PR 7 [ ((directions of fit) FYBRIE | fEET , X
RIS A 3 3K 0 T B AN PR (CBF IR X L AT S W AR B RE B E M D BE (the prescriptive
function , A AT A BAT A A IR THEIIRE ) FIitE A PE P BE (the performative function , 155 A 5%
AOE S RIETETIRE) |, B« FIER 1R A9 5 )7 (the world—to—word direction of fit) ,©

BREMRA , DA BLBCORIRE i A 7 SR UG« 2 2 3 SC B i B ) ( ey sk ), @
YE IR BREE L ) e 22 AR IR ME DL A% B “ FESL2 L (factual truth) B ETRARE T LIS ST . wik 55 4]
R AR L B R A X R (7R ) Z X Gl RS Dy AP R B 2 g 4 (SR A
o A A" s Ak ) BIERIAR (UESE) 2558 AR, A 5C 2" Z 2B X A AR (1L
Iy ER AR ) A S B (B R Z SRR B AR ) VR AR M BT I b v, BT R
AR 2 UESE (I HAIE ) BTG SR8 S B ELAR &, B BN 8 s U MR BER A —Fh A
FIUF ALY ELA5 & ustified true belief , fii#< & JBT) @

TERX AN % ZIJurFIOILE R, — U1 A ARECE 39K A O B9 & R IR PG 2 DL 352

@ See R. A. Samek, The Legal Point of View, Philosophical Library, Inc. , 1974, p.22s. [ fij %] FEX - W8k . (LB HAIER) , s
B, P BOE A A 2015 SRR, 5 228 UL,

@  FRIRINHIE A TR Y B R (WD) R R TN B CREB) T N B AT BT MGAR JE 3 B A
SR RITE NN o S DL BRMRTE . R SCARE SO S IZR IR H it 1990 4R R, 58 127128 T,

@ AR X —E X, 0T LB AR R RV R R R PTRTER) . R T AR S E &R MBI T B AR 3L R
VL AR T IR B ANR, 0 B 1 8 A AR B Al 4R I R 2R IR TR &, S WM GRS iE—4/5Rm 508 ) , &
R H AT 2003 AERR, 55 31 DT 5 BRI R0 doxa” 5 A1 episteme” 1Y 5k 71— IS FA B FIBHIE % AR TS I 22 572 ) , BARILI K
AR (PR R RR) ) 2022 4R55 2 11,56 5461 BT, SO Al AR RO SL IR A < R A fE T 9)  BCHE AT AE) 2014 AR5 1 L5
24-34 11,
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FEZ EM . O AR A AT R

FL AR ANy 3 p B A8 O T REAE B AR P A% [v] s i P AR T AS 5 e At A2 Al
RIS IRETE G PR BRI RS2 e IR BEREA MR AR i N S BIMERR RS
“Ti2e2Z 277 (the science of sciences ) [41% 527 B 4] U A o 2 0 37 il 2« 7 SC B bRl LA S ST AE
AR SRR L ROHERLTE F AT L RS, SOt L 2 AE R (IR RERD) 5 4 2 (17a4) s
IR A AR A, AL F B B R SR B SRR R ) T A e A, S E
REABTAS AT Ay ) = i A, 481 G 4 A 2 B TG L Sl JE RE AR PT 35 ) 1 O AU S R , v
RIS R v B RN LA v B Ry B 0 s M T ) (A7 o MLYE TR R AN E AR TR ) ) 0 M L
BB 3 RE2E R R — D0 A RS T ) AN i — Rh a2 ) T i 2 ) T R A
NEARE TA U A 2 g8 28 & A7 i AR R (“F BRI, BT BeE R ( Bk
A ZBae i ahie WA RBE N R RT3, EATA 2 1258 B W A 248 i il i1« 92 Y BX
H IR AR )T (Al ) |, o L I 2 i i T 322 A ) T 2 A ALY 1 ) 3R 1 P 2 1) LA, XA
(TR ) Z (A AN FELE RS AN EE 18 Z [A] FAE AL 0 O 2R (B, “ IR AN FT 32 0 0, IS A 8518 A0 SR S 117 [ #E
WRR, —MHEZE DA SR UEA ] B[R RS« A4, Hahieir) @

BLRIE , HARBR DL AT 58 27 Z R AR 7 (R AT O 2 Z IR 5 iAo oy ) 1
AR I E T UL AR (science of explanation) , ¥IFHREAG ¢ H AR A RISt B 2 AR A« #
WUIR D (EIRIE R ) o XM RE G T N SE( F)) RIS Fy) 7 PR B R
A IN)” Bl 3 S AT S R 7 (relation of ideas) ,@ﬁﬂj&ﬁﬂﬁ Y IE DR FIIE SE 7 18 DL B A v B 4
18”7 (Inference to the Best Explanation, IBE) , Y7E1EFH 35 ( F ,F, F e F.) Z IR R R 2
ORI Cthan, FH F, VAW F L F U F, TSI ) R A% T2 U« S0 L (1) — RS Ui ]
PER IR AR

TERIT AR 27 By L, B SRR i S g bl (W By Ay AEYsy 5555 ) 1At
ok “ P S5 (control experiment , BIV 42 il —X B — LA X P ERHR ST HDOGE T 8 AR 09« 8
37 AR BEAR™ TS B X G b ok A — b A5 BIR ] g AE Dt 5 W 4 1 Oy LR ) R
RGP ERY A FE P P B DL B RS SE N R Z B 2 A — P E M BBIC R, 2/
B R 2R 03 U4 5 (the nomological character of causality ) , ©F& I #F— 4R 5T A SR ALY
B IRPE™ (neccessity) “H FLPE” (regularity)) “F ™ ol “ 5 HPE” (rhythmicality ) |, 343X
SE G BT A OC H AR ( HAREEI) Y BRIS . RIS T, SE R R AR — T SRR ST TR 2 e 1)
filt b R IR TE SR ot B SRR (% AF) MFE il S5 LEE , 53— 5 TS TE XX A 45 R LUK F2 e

@ Aristotle, De interpretatione 17 a 4. X eSO A R 2 (T HIS) (1), R ICHRF, PRI B 2003 420,
%552 01,

@ See R. A. Samek, The Legal Point of View, Philosophical Library, Inc. , 1974, p.22s. [ fif 2% ] HEX - 0385 . QEFEETR) , s
B, PEIBOA RS R 2015 4R, 55 228 TR LA RO,

@ SUL[IEREE . CANRBRITIY) , G SCIB 7, T 55 BN IAR 1981 4ERR, 56 20,24 1T,

@ “HAEVEIAHELS” (Inference to the Best Explanation, IBE) A FEA AR N— BB E LS &, B EGER e
i, BER—BIBA KB : (1) FLFIPMET]; (2) XX LR IFAFMTEIE Hy (3) B, H(RWHE) ZIEFN, 202 5.
(Eme PSRRI . A BT AN T 2 3B 5K, SR “# BP9 2025 4R 55 1 0], 56 143-144 148 BT,

® [E] FENE - SRR (O BSOS IE) R S, TT55 BN 2017 4R, 5 436 UL,



3/ S S 2025 4% 6 H

J7 T IR 12 e A e A L tdn A SRS I S — AR R I B G, H AR
(s i 7512 ) A2 e I (4 )) B FRKRE SR 5 XS B ZK AR B Y COD (2% Ph R A 4
W R EE b —— I (525 B JEAHH IT I Z KR A 32 B Y M 20 TR Le A SRl 4
B A2t RS 222 X R I A s A s R G rh 2 B Ia) 8 9, BIF A AR R T Sl
ARSI AT B 2 Eh e 1 T A5, At/ T LA % A 308 T A9 5238 B I % 220 B9 AREEA T IS FIE 5%, ¢
THAERLE RO [R] PN A 0 O BEST 2D AT 2547 BLE 9 ANE e mT UG A 27010 70 LR i AR
PR IEIE . AT ARG ARG T 7 A HAB AR ) S 50 (hh 2 A ) T i) TS BR b 27 1)
[F) R A L R 2518 AT DA T U B S ek s B GR J AE  J PR), RS B A IR A S 0 e B [k I
TERY“ AR GEHR ) VRN TRYTEIE, B 4n, AT R RE A% WL B i A HE o 99% B9 151 T 18 5 5
P AANBE LA 28R (4R ) B by sl R AR A0 T 5 A nT AR 28 Eh 7 | DT 705 7 1 % 5 3 21
ERAT P (“LLATHE S ITATY ) WA S, DR e RG22 T, 0 ST ¢ LR AT B B MBS
HeAT NBE R 2 S sk T Ry TP i R B (A ) A7 BE SR A V5 BILER A ( LN, 2T i 2 4
ISR AEAE) o WAL UL, A LLXT AR AT AT 38 S RN A 8, I 4 R AL (3R 7R AT S AR I, Bl
TR ZE D HOAT O A B R ARV Y AR IR T BT AR E

A LA ), 765 5L 2 (A A7 20 WL R R U T A B A (B sl W IR R 7 ) AR L 4%
PSR e L5 AT AT YIRS S TS Jo 1Y 249K (G248 ) R0 PR o, AN BETE AL b3k sk =45 Tl
HZE DO I S AR AR T B O kR L S Sk AR B R S 2 g S A Dy ARl R E
T eI B - 4E DL B A BIRER” ( T, —OR, . T,—OR, ) FIMUEMRTE . FTLL, HIERE S L
H(REEF kB 55 BR8] L2 HARBEATE R T WE5E bR e A D i FIE B D7 =X
AR EL R 22 50 ¢ 15 B REUAR AN AT BE i IR A ARFE i BRI R 5T I8 2 Gl By i i kY A
SRR el AR VR B EC) SR LAERSE . #5 Z, A RFF 2 B9 HE PR ST 181 20 (6] A B AR
B BT 12 A RIR AR PR ETE B Rk 2 O B LA 7€ T A AR B Y BIS IR 5T 8]
2, ME LA DR 2 2% AR VR Ao ot S 10 12 L ) R, 0

O EORFATH T o LA g — 12 IR ORE) AR BR IR 5T A2 D e b 35~ A A SR
— R B (understanding ) Bl PRAF (A 27 VR AU HE AL B —Fp A 75 X (CBH 28R 15 < PR 5%
“FRBET RN E KRR D) X B ARRRE LR LA ST < " Z R R (AR A G
Z IR BT ARt 2B ) A, BROA JG #  PA Ui (explanation ) VE A IAR A A 7 2 (BE0) @

TEDGESP P 5B ( intepretation ) 255 VE R 6] SCIR) A B =R 4 i A 22 R B, 95 3¢
explanation —IAIRE RN R . S IR S T b, U — R AN S TR — 1

O [18] DUR-HBIRA - ISR (BB 5 A E R R R SR AE) (B4, PEBUR I, B3 i 2004 47T, 55 336
¥,

@ [18] WIZER (AT R EE) | BARE BRI, T 55 B3R 2010 4R, 555 88 1L,

@ [FETH. ZHURER: ORI FARLE) IR e, 7 55 BB AR 1986 4R, 55 20-22 B0 [ PR - R (T -
B G — AR P Rt e R 5 %) BF IV e th RAE 2004 4R, 55 123 51,125 B0, 55 WL« OC T 3 A
FIARRE R RO Z7IR) | 3R B2 AR (W22 B2 ) ) 1996 445 1 1,45 39-40 3L,
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FEZ EM . O AR A AT R

i, PR e U S U 6 LT R 2 0 < B [ AR UL MK R R B e R V&
PR T AR RV A T B0 R ] 52 4 Gk ny B T HL 8 T OR A5
MG (B Ay IRl ) B ) o UER VR — B AR Y O 0E TR AR
i ( explanandum , B} | T 2285 BB 09 F 4 SF S04 ) FIUEBH I (explanans , RUXTRG 28 B 0S54 |
FABZ BB BT A R T X A A i S S AT UL B I SR A E S . il a0 e — i g
b AR IR A 2 27 I 2 8 52 15 B30 (explanandum ) | T PR A 7 ) 456
Tl (explanans ) o TEIXFH LR OC R PAAELERRATTS T 2R M 1 “ i FE” (intepretation ) , PR AR % 3%
A (W B M2 ) T R B2 b iy 407 R 7 AN B0 S B R g RS, — M S, LA
(G A DA PR SC ZR i < T PR Bl AR Dl 22 e A 3 %) WA ) FH R 48 s w8 dd BH 30T (HL
VERBRERIEZR P« S5 BB ARy 2 AR AR B b (9« 45987 ) 1 8 T AN X 8 15 BH 350 R 156 B 202 v
S HABPR 2R (e an it PR 3 S b 2R o S ) AMORE I DROR i (BB ) B SO (T
T, 0 i PRl g St SR S AT 5 NI AR AR TR AR DG Y R SO RN (BRI ) | A XA v T
VB ARG (TR 1)) AT 1 Sl 5 B3 SO B (IR & B9 LR 4 ) IR A 2 4lor 119 15 B
(JHF, VLA P T Fy BEB Fy M F, BB Fy AR AE ) 5 ASRAE I R vh b B P 2 SO B
& CHEAD) R SO BT [ BRI, UHABME S (1R R) ) A2 kit ) & (3R ) ) 19 2 ST, U Js 1 S e A
R

X B R AR RS 2 Oy ORIy R i B s PR AR R . TE H R AR B
8 Cunderstanding) J2— 1> SL I, AT ARSI " LF ™ T AR * L™ = i3
“ Tl A SN TR RN 1 I A SR . N T T R, BRAR R T LUHE X O AR B35 T B
AR SIS WAl DU X B 2R AE RS (A7 B0 ) 2 (B SO E R . AN b, 7E 3727
b FRATTAT LIS B AR 23 P2 o W TSR B ) Rk LA K R R (TR ) Y SR (L
el ) EEETE [ o, < AR T U TE Y S O 2 TR N 2 BR A Y BRAR” (das
Verstehen des Verstehens® ) ], &% F A& (17 ol S 4 ) RILJE R TR M & A4 sl 844 ( t
MR FENE L) @ FRATAT LIAERT & FRA SO B2 (Hermeneutics ) AP U5 & R
NS BB [ R0 G AP R S B AR R EBT R 2 5 (R B ) B X
A FEIRATRERR R “ PR IA " |, SCAR TR RS2 B B B0 SOA B & S JE AN (bt SOA
AIVER ) X T T AR BEAR BT L SCAS (SO AL 3 1A/ % i iR i g 0 L N0 B AT O 1) B e
AT AR X R B L R UL RR AL TR I R I | R R AR AR ) AR Sy B
L, B TR 7S SOR B R (B S0 A SSOAR i K i N A= e N 26 D s 2 vh g o] BE A i
B (B o TEX MR b SO L T BRAR 2 (1308 ) Z B0 < AL T | 2 SO (5

@ “RRTRCERT R — DR TS, B T EAARNE SCAS (BB IR S 7 S Sk 22 SCHREE ) By SR MR AR 2R L AU
& IR (I B R ) RN TR (SOA) RYBEMR . il S NS T UL T — R AN T R R (R UL T e

et

@ XHL, SO RSO B A < SO SRR AR SOR R AR L R ) T R ) BT A RE T RS U
SR R SCAR B ) 08 DA R A A (TR ) BT B TR R R A R B (S SR SRS BB M 0 S SR B ) AR Il Sk
BRI
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3/ S S 2025 4% 6 H

) B SCEHRE” ) Rt AR IR ALk s b it AR IR = rpy SR SCAS 119 5 S, 3803 38 % SCAR
AR SE ( SCASR B0 35 SCA AL 7 SCERCZH 3 SCREAR ) T Ay SCAS BRI B B HL JAS 25 SO 3 S, IR
), IATRIR b A B D2 T e o IR Py =5 [ 04 HOh A e FE 45 E (52 SRR R AR B iR
JEETATE (I 3 ek 7 1T A 7 e, 1R T R 00 2 1) TR RS 0 R ] RE A 2257 5% ), XA 2 T
X T A B A B BRI S [ RV ek R R B A e & A B TR 52 (SR B2 598) 1, A
T JE TR SR AR R A BB OC R T B X TR SR SE ( F L F, Fy oo F ) AT RO 2R
AL | 2 AR T R IR S < IR (knowing that ) A1 HIH T LASR” (knowing how) , Fi
SR N — RN IR ACBIARAS AR T AR (R ) N B A BT F” (5 AR A (E A YA G
OTHSAY) B0 5 R R G AR OC” “ 5 AR TP AHOC” [ “ B OGIR” (Wertbeziehung) | Y £ B BB A
U TR B A% S B e 250 (R FnJa 3, BRI A SIS 09« AR AR 2 iy v A PE A M 2 SO~
PN (CBEA ) % G2, 10 2k 28 56 I8 1 3 IO AR ) 32 3k 1 TR 2 — IR 1 S A (35 50) PR it
— AR R SR 1) R RS 456, BB R T A O (EDOQIR” OBUI I . e ad A b,
RFCATTANS 188 1 2 56 RO R ) 3 SEA A Ay SR A 1) 7 AP 5 SO T, IR 4 9
Wi ) = AN S 2 — 26 T KR BB 9 B W) 35 52 ( brute facts) oV SRTT, FRATT— HL I S e )23 THDRE - 4
PR B PR ANV SO S = 5 IR A e 2 O — B 5 AR IAETE A 007 By 52 [ PR
AL RS M S (AR R L) AR ] R I PRI RN R R ST R A DA
F 2 R SO E TR, RVRRAR (7R, < SRR 1 PR FPE A 1 e SO T 3Rk 1 B 1) — Tl vy ol e
FAE) o BN, <A TEH CAR ISR — 48 4 57 X AR A BT RAR B — A AR S, A JEEH C
TR A AR FH BLSOR— 48 - TAE g A RO 7 Z 3R W BRI 1 X% A W3k 4 T3k 4> J 52 0 — A
i, FEMBMEET AR DT - W& /K (Martin Heidegger ) 75 (A7AAE -5 B[] ) A i y2s | PRS2 S
WHAE# AT 2CIE (Umgang) ”, B, 76 5 N AFTE 2 4T 2838 Z PR B2 A B AL (Umsicht ) | 3 & — Fif
“CSEERAWE” TEXFE T L YR E (Zeug) , ENTERIEN RS A Y HE 5T
R THESEE, TR, YA TREA TR T e MAFAE” BAS BRI 0 52 O T
ETETFIMAATE” ARV (T H) . FEXFAH B rh  EE AR FY BT, 2T 1E R
27 o W R FY AR D7 A2 IS Y, AT 2 30 7 i B AR =X WA Tl 5
H1” (Zuhandenheit) KARBLHAAAE T 20, TEISL MBAR WE " b, s 72458 27 i1 (HTER E
) (TESHENAATEFATSCE D) A AR BE v B mT DL (BB ) “VEA 7 R FBURMIAAAE, X FE,
A5 2 B 0 A VS A 5 HoAA “ FEWVE Y7 (Etwas als Etwas ) XA — IR0 _E B9 2 BE58 [ BIAR N
“NMER—45H” (Als=Struktur) 1.2 FTLL, 5« 3017 3 AR i 2 09 07 =X () 1 38 7R — A A
(RSB — D (G52R) 19 &R Z R 5C &R (Causality ) AS[A], JRE X R UL 09 07 20 (4
) HEMMANZ S BTl B0 5207 A B MER R ) 2 18] (1 I 2% 5C & ( Bewandtnis , 554 Z [A]

@ “JERIFIL (brute facts) X —HEE 2 M EPT S G E. M. ZWIHEM (G. E. M. Anscombe) 7£ 1958 4K R i (IR JFA4) 9552 )
(On Brute Facts) F4& 119 . 2 ML B 4ERFHUITIH AR 5 A8 50, SRR 35 S A T 3 STk, B0 S AR B AN T 3110 5l 00 2 A0 i B,
TR N7 1 % AT
@ Siehe Martin Heidegger, Sein und Zeit, Max Niemeyer Verlag, Tiibingen 2001, S. 149 . %3 WIEGE T . (MR FEAK /R R 2F 1 “ 1 R 2%
F7 BOEAT 22 LRI B R A A (FE 2B AR ) 2020 4855 101,55 47 Bt
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FEZ EM . O AR A AT R

TEFFAEIR R S B OG5 SCHRME” ) | B A 2 SRR I T- (I S R 2 i) S, i
il AERT (als) @RISR (G R RZ ) FY AR SR )T 2 REHEFER KA K
FEAEZ AR ( NAEAERIARA T ) 1 B R R i R S —25 407 (HX A “ A —25 40 1
PR Bt EICBEIR BA T IZ MBS E . Hean, & EPFH KA - FE/K (John Searle) H]“ 4R
R (collective intentionality ) F1“ THEMA T (assignment of function) , 2 HABETIN Ay A8 « il B 1
527 (institutuional facts) Z “F B AR ( constitutive rules) : “X £E C HFEAE Y, " ARG x — KL 0],
— )RS B S R IE B S (X, Hean B 4 ) 7R B AR AR R I 1 R AT Y ) RE T
TAF R (C, RIVRE 23[R A Y SR AR 32 FR N ) vh S mT LA oy (< S0 ) i T W BRI 2 A Y
“H—FY (Y, R A e e A B EAS JRK A AR 7 ik B R GAE I )

“ PR B IR AN AR BEA DT A ke B AR CGABGE ) 5 Al A SR
RS RRRS ) Shm P 2 AR R J7 U ik e, IR s AR TS (5 677 7E i EF H
(AR DG TS ) £ BERE A B« R AR 1] P 7 AN PEA 1 2 SO 37 Bl IR (3L ) B9 % ¢ (s L - s
) RO FER /R “ SLERULA " B BRIk Z < W " AR R (“h T - A
TR ZW)7 ) M Re A4, BRAE By BRAR T COVTREE L) AT DL« B SO Z 1 B2 by g
AR RRE) A NS A BRAR - 122 X0 [ S T BV =2 SOAR (R 2% ) L I &5 LT kAT
RO TR 5 R B Jo o R N SRR WL A B LR AT XA e A TR v AR SR AR S TR Y 1 (1=
B AUSE G R 23 4555 ) A 75 2 B | TF 6t A 2 A Jist A1 1o 0 AR A0 o AT, RO 3L AT 4R 1 7
RNEIAT RBP4 R 2R SR 7 < B PR A RIS A (B) 7 A e LA T 3l % 38 P R A T R Y
RSP GNP | A0 5 & 20 SRR PP (S50 IRIE B WIR BE 1R S AR 3
PO E 8

SHABNSCRF HUH, e2 B R BRAR” IR HARP IR Z AL - (1) 557 i BRAR” LA BRAE AR
XS, MX SRR S TR A S 15 5 R AE— B, PRAR 0 R A 1] 05 B T X S 22 rh i s 25 1Y
I LB HIIESE , T 5 e S 2 X AT I Ay A B A7 1 A5 SO0 (B ) B PPA 7 R
FITAFIAE ZRE P X B AT 5 I A 0 = 1 A 3 22 ] %) A (B DG BB M LA B HAE S 5 | R 0 2R R AR iR i ok
TG o RS, AR — A AP FE s 2 R A 1 It IR (RS 7E H AR I g e 1y “ /R
B scE T A NZ A B BB DEA ) A DU B . A 7R T3k S i A < i fap
REfl = AR R (IR JG R EAE) MBS (“H”) Z )5, A Be s LRk Ly g, ©Ames
TERE (R HAb AR (NSRS (s D sy OB AR AR ) LSRR 5T O =X, Ty LA vk~ (12
) e B AR 7 X (S IR L R IR BE 7 R AR AR BT CEE U Y ) ELREAS R gk A
PR HE S (B A HESL SO SRR AR G ) @ RS R B R Y 1 R R 1 D DR A AR
CREBE) Kl i PR IR S R IR BN N R TE S 17 2 R 5 5 R IR S Z P IR ( B TERYIRES ) B

O [E]48 - TR CARIIIRIEEH AL IR M IE) SO SRR, i BRI R 2015 4RR, 55 8 0L,

@ BUH - PURBRCE % (IS BT SRS REIE SO ) B A AN BB S5O O BGE B ENTAN B T B SRS AE , T s T BRAR 10 51
1E” (ideal reality) , BNZESBEH: FALCo B AL 2 ARG (31 B 4% 7 LAY “ 58 =458 (third realm) , See Robert Alexy, The Nature of Legal
Philosophy, in Sean Coyle, George Pavlakos ed. , Jurisprudence or Legal Science? A Debate about the Nature of Legal Theory, Hart Publishing,
Oxford and Portland, Oregon 2005, pp. 56-57.
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3/ S S 2025 4% 6 H

AE BRI B TR BOE A IR APIRES BRI AR ( B 7ERE L) B2 AL A AR IR E - B
PRAEE B S BRI (AR 1 R ) | Gy B B4l B 7R “ AEAE DT AR T S 3RAT
AR AT AR (TR RIS ) OGRS« KR TT” (relata) |, BRIV, EAE i) v i) fimiedl 9 25 (125 2
RV ) FAAE  BERIBAE LRI A S L B i A5 mE ARSI B A4S 2B R (1830 35
VE 2RI SF ) A & B0l RIBNEIEZ T (2) B A TUEA St ) 1 | vk A S0 R it
NPUEER, e, kB B S S 0 S T 107 M 5T A R [ — 2k e R E AR OG  BIT,
o LR PR A2 LA Sl BN R S e v G Ak P ) I ) R, A BB A SR R
ZARTERE T A AE L NI A A SE ORI B SR G A E RS T R Y (3) § R — R
FRIR AR i A B ST g g e FRE RIS FIRE SR Py S L ) L AR i Y
k2% o AEIXARES rh B AR A A BB SN VT 0 B R ) BT I R 3 (L) | AR E
TEIB TCH PR AR OE 2R b T LA IR 5 42 BEAS S4B D B — e SR IR 4 R h i 52 (2
FEAT BRI ROC R eI (Hoan e N G270 IR 3% AR 00 BRSO\, 227 R DR T AS) Jliatde
AN WAL R AR R AR 52 (3 5L RZ BT A IE Y (oG ) Ak
S5( e A B2 S RAT AL B ) | BN ST 1 — D A — TR 46 S 7E A ZEIAR |
“TCAR B MERICE B TR B BRI 5 A 1 SR ( e an PRI b A A0 ) #E AT oK 1k BOTCBR 1R
AIBEE e X R IR AT AB AR 28 01 4R 2 IRl 22 ARG R A vk by PR B2 20K
PR 3 T FHE B A 1 A 3738 (80 47« BB R i 7% ™ (Hin—und Herwandern des
Blickes ) , 77 SEA0 B0 A 2 41> A 2R 1) 4R Dt B 1 1) S AR A0, o fmf i ) 30 R A 12 B b g R G
PE[ B TR A R S AT AR S SRAR DG, “ WIRLE (52 24 1Y Siief 18 SO B i SOPE o PR Y ) g5 5 oA AR O
PR TR I, IR -5 T A SC Y S B IR BORE R |, X TR SERE LAk il =AY
B2 HA e BE RS 0207 /Y (), ml LT I A B S IR I AN 58 42 i B A B 7
(incompletely theorized agreements) @7 LML, (4) XU EIRAE , 2270« 28R IE#G " 4E A 43 B A
PRI TG A AR (DR ) ZAT 8 AT R A AR R IR R 2
PRtk a5 B B Z FITFOGER A TR BE b 1 A JIT DR A 257 X T N8 3 SORIA L (O (B DGR
P B O T IS A RS0 HAZ DA BUTE THESRAE A G i BAR SR h Y (A7 )
130 ATHESR AT R RZBI KRR, AL T A G I A HUE f 38 38, IR X 4> 18 Bd o 75
B RIB RN S (48 AT Ry SRR Y B ) A BRI Wt , PR 1Y O R N A VR — R it AR 4G
ST A AnRT A (22 20 780 (el SR ) (9 3E B (R ) 1 OC R IR OGS Z S i e 1E
B (2 25 ) A B P GEBEHYE ) o 7EX R b, oy B ARG BEAR A 20 - S2 ik FAESR A g

D See Pierluigi Chiassoni, Interpretation without Truth: A Realistic Enquiry , Springer Nature Switzerland AG 2019,p. 3-4, 27.

@ “AREERBILIETL” (Incompletely Theorized Agreements ) &3¢ EE2A R AT HATFE R MAILEK L KYLW. R. I 1H ( Cass
R. Sunstein, —#“ RHrIA” ) # 00— MERSEORTFMEE, S Z N T BUA CBEMASBOR GO, X —-MENKOET,E
R THEZ IO S ) AATHE TG i G S 0 i 1 o 4 R TR TS B0 T, S AT 76 A0 2 W 19 D 0 sl R4 [T A8E 1 36 R, AT S Bk 25 4
YEERAE . See Cass R. Sunstein, Legal Reasoning and Political Conflict, Oxford University Press, 1996, p. 76, 107, 109, 111. 3%, B L[ 3£ ]
UG - R - PMITIE . QEAHEL S BOA M SR) , SWIE I R I i RE 2004 4RI, B 91 BT, 5 128129 BT, 5 130 BT, 5 133
i,
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FEZ EM . O AR A AT R

AR - L AR B 25 25 1A S AT AR ISR 1A TR A0 S (A7 A B BIARRAE S5 2R D) B
IR B (YRS 50 | SRIEAT A A B AT S A B AT S B AT O ARAT
(A8 W5 BAT S (AT Sy BT S O A (B BT ) B0 Al v [ 8 1 B ((good —
making properties) , BN MAG P A1 BEFR 1700 N R4 D B 24 BA 18 B ORI, T4 o NE
AT R BUE O S RIAT R s (A 0 (B B 2B IR ] @, UM AT o AR 2N i 47 S A
EANF AT (AT R) BRI EATE S, (5) MR - 1a0 A B 45 S A8 BB 2R AT 8 2 (E
FRIVERY BT AR SIS T LA RS R L AT AR A, SO e NI SRS T
PABRIN LA VF AT B 0 )5 SR IA S, 5 105 18 BREOI Y EERAH B AT il 2 JE o (LAY (S (E )
SEEARE T LU AR R AT AR A BB AT N C NG AR AT g < R N TR
S IR BCESRORAH PRI JRUIR T AR SEAF LA E RN PAVASE X kB BRI
SEA SRR TAE Y FRYEE , Bk ORI AT 8 N A MR AT A e (B (S E)
(AT R LR 0 (A RIS B 0y) REHERT . b, < 0k “ SR 337 “ 54T S A 29817 M A ZAT A I
2l A ARAFEAE (S ARZS TR R HAIE (BB ) B 45 77 47 W N Z BA AR REEE TN (B
AT Ry — b RIS A8 A A3 T P, DT 22 18 B AT ik RS ) 1y PE A M SR (evaluative
entity) @ (6) 352 I B BRAR & —Fp B () “ 24K 81 ( Conceptual dependency ) FITAHIEES AR
YRR WAL BRI H LI FUN DT R A S T AR AR R A (e R i vk
AL “EEHR R WA R R R T O AR < i S5 DA AR AR,
PR DX SO T P HRAE AS UL B UK PSR (V53 SR AT IR EE A URIAE R . YR
BN — T TEIERRRE SR — SR AR I i B AR AR AP R R A i S A R
X I P i A e A A DGR 3 (BRAR AR RS ) AOJEAN BT 885E TE  J8 2 J7 U 7 =X
AP ME LUE OGS < R 3L AR HA Y2 R I G ) B TR 0 1 AT, S 9K AN ] BRJE LR
A BISARIE AL AR R ) — U S ey A TR e MR R, (7) e BB
fifp s SR ATOS F R EE” SRR SOR Z R B BB QR R) S S (T, B AR
A Z b K AR S AT B S FRANE T RHUE iy T7 80 “ 5 SRR IG 27 vh iy« Hhie”
AAFAEEZMER - BUAR 7 7 R T IX S8 B AR AR B A TF “ A SR Z e B BRI BEAR” ) JF
SR, vkeE R B R Gk (1 3h) SEER U — A T B P B AR (ratio legis
in case ) I, WL 23 B MRS EE R SCOAR Z 1R R B (AR RS ) | IR Dy, G (9 < R 3 2 — iy
“RAFREPE” (Fallbezogenheit ) 3 LLERHR Ry A0y sl DLV IE H o HRoO iy« TR B — R A TE S BR 22
A« Z- 241 15 55 A S PE” (angemessener Situationsbezug) B9 “ VA" B EHE “ FH LA AL (the

O FESPEARPR - A 22000 (Robert Brandom ) Ui« “ FATARM T3 47 1% o Ir %4 19 J1 =, (Robert Brandom, Making It
Explicit, Harvard University Press, 1994 ,p. 5. ) MEH AN, FATA T LU ARAB A S A SR, X270 (A4 ) RERE XT1T 0 N B9AT
o 3 ST R 2 S ) A T A

@ C. Korsgaard: Acting for a Reason, in The Constitution of Agency, Oxford University Press, 2008, p.210.

® SB[ fE] BRI - S GRAHCIESE) , SR TT BRR, A AL 2014 4E M, 58 72-73 T, 55 WL George Pavlakos, Normative
Knowledge and the Nature of Law, in Sean Coyle, George Pavlakos ed. , Jurisprudence or Legal Science? A Debate about the Nature of Legal
Theory, Hart Publishing, 2005, p. 105.
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3/ S S 2025 4% 6 H

factual world) 5 “ HLIEHIHFL” (the normative world) , 7% 535 BARFR R & FfERE iOL A 58 50n0#L
YT 5 A5 38 B R A 25480 (allgemeine Perspektivenstruktur) V3 it 75 B0 B i 24 ol i B TR A8« (1%
) M S T B MUEIE 6 G R IR R BT A (R0 SRt/ iR R MG ” | SRR & (R 1F) F
SEPE TN 3 A PR AR JE R AT 2 B HE TR 1Y« Al 45232 Hij 47 (acceptable Premises ) DL A i8Ik
1« AT SRR AR TE RIS (ZR 0 ) S S = [a) AT 0L ) X6 A0 i R (- HDOGI TR i %) L B, (8
) S SR B AR REE LG, NI LY A ROk PR AR R ( S84 ) R o, SR A R — 5
X R R R EIL” Z 88— FeUE MR ARL A MR RO AR | DLVRAMNA 58 5 A 2 B8] Y
ANTEFN ASZ T A Y ZE AR S S0 i B PE BT 5 A S R A M B 2 1R B LRI (a large
gap) LSRR (1780 D3R Be LA BRI 7, SE0 8 1 = 50 2 1A 5 3 o e 2 B R AR (e
AR AR R 2 58 jiT” 2 B R 04T A AR A, LA oR X ZE49 AH OG22 2 i K1
R ) Z BB & X% {E (die Bedeutungsaquivalenz ) , i & FL {516 H T 24 W)« Z 4 MR~
( Angemessenheit ) Z3R @

BT ESCH T, AT DUE B et — T DL [l — g " Sy bl ARSI E B9 7R DT 5 B
T LAY SEAE BRI Ry BR il RGBS (AR ) — PP B9IRTIE Jr R HOR B A A SOR R AL E 1Y
FRAC PRI (A AR ) 228 98 B ARG (VA3 1Y (S8 ) IEYE PRI R (2R ) Bl 7RI X b
FAERMFREEA P 2R CERIEE ) g — T (CSEER) BTGP B i B i Bl ) L E R T
R APRLE B SCEREE” (die Geistes— oder Kulturwissenschaften ) #3015 @

ZEFLNERZYE 5ERFMIRNER

bRk, AR S B X — SR R — R, L E R T —U) R 2R R R
FRBRIE, VEEIZ IR 2R A7 i Bk LEAE 2 2 7 SC B a2 B U x4 R
SRS RIS B S IR S R IRAR I IR 4 IR 75 R VA 2 n] DL SE il efs - B M A
SFRMIR (2 ) AR A BEAR . 2 O /Y E b i ad 25 b SRR SRR A TR 2 (- 9
175 b L G VNV T I € /S A= O N St R 3 o o = 17 82 L S
FEEE AR RN - QRN DL LA D KRR, IR A0~ L B B A S DA TR B (5 =B RS
TS BT MR ARA TG R R T, B B L N 0Ie EAIREL, N 2k 25 T AR 1 Y
CET(CRIPRS BRI ) VRSB RR IO vk b A PR ST A R (3 ) Z R, T
ELAE M T 5 J0 6 40 W Ao o ks BN DR T2 Ry« SR o) ol B A 1 o L B AR B

(D Jiirgen Habermas, Faktizitit und Geltung: Beitriige zur Diskurstheorie des Rechtes und des demokratischen Rechisstaats, 2. Aufl. ,
Suhrkamp Verlag, Frankfurt am Main 1992, S.280. Wi, WL[ £ ] W4 D1 S8, ( FEFSL S5 VL 2 [0 — X T MR B30 E A RTR ) ,
BRE, VR - BT - BT SRR 2003 4R, 4 281 L,

@ Jiirgen Habermas, Faktizitit und Geltung: Beitriige zur Diskurstheorie des Rechtes und des demokratischen Rechtsstaats, 2. Aufl. ,
Suhrkamp Verlag, Frankfurt am Main 1992, SS.267-268. DU, DL A 04 DU 3 . (AR S5 52 50T 2 1Al —— 26 TR B 59 0A i g ik B
W), EMERTE, LR VR - B - BTN SR E 2003 SRR, 45 268-260 BT,

@ ARALRET IRIR, S UL 8 TH. ZREURER  CCRRRAR B SRR ) IR 205816, T 45 ENA34E 2000 4R, 55 20-22 1T,

16



FEZ EM . O AR A AT R

e AT AR ANBRAFR”  JCE R JC LABRAR AT Rb Sy T AR B R IR PR AR SRS, L
B TR S8 R UTRATEE S 10 - BRAR B " rh AN B H 4K

b OB Y A TP I - 5 W= RS |8 2N 71 O 7 9 A R VAR 237 S 1S 7owr= 8wl : ) R~ R D
SN, AERCPP L Z Al B AR E . FEPT AR L L R AR TS B — R ST (reality)
TR HES S22 W, “ B (4410 tath, JEZS] A/ true ) WS F NS S L F L2
PERT, BRI A (SRR JB S8 (FFRHAZ ) AR HW”, Bl HLm /AR
IR S ERY i BT (truthmaker ) T, BV, 24 HACYTE R AU 0 35 8 52 B A A= | R (%) i 7 PN 45
(TR 52 ) S EL 3 R A A 2 2SR AR 1 i AN 2 (R SRR 52 ) S B AR TE ST
Rpefi B2 O Flan . FENAE « R FRIZ R TR B Y BACY RS T ¢ RIZ R T, B G
Tt IFTRINZ AR T XA FRAS B A A e 156 W2 AR T 7 X AT Dy EA B 4R IR B
HORFSZ LN T HRELZ A BA B (grounding) B S 2B DL CSET AT AEMRRAR BE B
“H G Z AR T B (M) JC RS B BB . AR L b AR 0 B
THSZC A BRI P E I BUREER A T ORI TR Y SO

MRl B Je , FRATMRLT- FT ATE S Lo i 28 SC Bt 3 el 2 2 b A B0 1T R 1% i R PN 25
— R BUR I (BRI AT B BEE DR TR B ) A S B LA TR BV B (O AR s A R M E
(R Ak BRI 2 A7 25 A1 S5 AT D 46 2 BUAT A A 5 R I SR DT 485 P i 10 B AL 4P ) B AR R )
FH—Z, BRI AP A B 2« 527 IR AT ) Rk () 1 R 1 o < L B S B TR T 2
“ET, MR IR IR 2 LA BRI A s S AR R R 2 B SR DR SR
AR AT (AR ) oo U O ) <o "IRAIE R ] R HTEERLIE N A (1T I E A R LTS
A BB T R ) B (normative truth, fRIFR“MEEL” ) PRYPERT, W2 ul, 3410 DR A
BRSNS B TR A B VR A AR B8 (B 7 B35 ) B0 (N8R - PLggins) “ A Bl
------ 7 S R R i (¢ there is reason” type statements ) B¢ “ %5 7 PR B9 PR iR ( reason — giving
statements ) , STl PIHAR I (B1) BIAT M AT 02 S0 8 1 2 7 1842 UL B 55 1, 2 2 T A 3 i
RE (B E) 1A ARE” A Y R AT AR TE IR T R SR AT R LA 4 i
TR AR S b nT Ry R A T AE R Y BE A5 1 (enabling
conditions ) , OB AERE 2 ML B AT 4™ W4T B3, < AT o (S5 B, S VPR TS T Y
PFAEHEA T AT S RIFE R, F B HAR B IR (250 YR R AR, SRR TEMAR AR AT
DM 27 2 AE R B [ B B R ] IR A 48 B AN T LA A7 (2 AT 20) A

@ See John Bigelow, The Reality of Numbers, Clarendon Press, 1988, p. 19.; Aaron M. Griffith, Towards a Pluralist Theory of
Truthmaking, in Erkantnis, Vol. 80, No. 6. , 2015, p. 1159. ; Bertrand Russell, Human Knowledge : Its Scope and Limits, Oxford University Press,
1948, p. 62.

@ George Pavlakos, Normative Knowledge and the Nature of Law, in Sean Coyle, George Pavlakos ed. , Jurisprudence or Legal Science? A
Debate about the Nature of Legal Theory, Hart Publishing,2005,p. 111, 113.

@ Joseph Raz, Practical Reason and Norms, Oxford University Press, Oxford 1999, p. 29.

@ KT AL (groudeness) MEEMIIEIR, S UL ]3I - waoe . GEBAE) , BRI, IRFIE, B 55 ENA3 4R 2003 420, 26 179~
184 It

® See Joan Bybee, Suzanne Fleischman eds. , Modality in Grammar and Discourse, John Benjamins, 1995, p.5.
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A R * 2025 £ % 6 H

FEE RO IR SEPR ERUE BEAR . AR Hb , 72270 8 B RE S5 1 F “ A 247 RAE M EER,
T2 SO A Z5 A T A7 T S 4 2 BRAR A AT A" SRR AE RS R . ZERRFIIE R E 5,
“Hr A AR (T) AT LRV S5 R (OR) TEALE b L i 254, T L, “ A7 S A g 2
7 (T) YeE & EHEE R (OR) BB RIZE ], B, A A 2R 0 A7 A A i T Ak« ik
BUEA” o X IR LR E ORI 85 232 Z ), 33X 55300 IRAE T AN A7 R ) s A R e
YRR FRAT R N T, (CBOE AR RS ) A OR, (< ARSEIR] TEHATE M s - 4E UL AT IHE
) DT, [ (RN TR TR OR, (“Ab AR EHAELU R A IRER ) R ingE By
PR AT R BB T, BAVERHEERE 3 OR, BUMETE b L A5 P T 6 25 I DAIBE &% | 13 (e i
AN AR ACBET] JCHIHE R Bk A DL A WIBETR] IR 43X A 8 e P AR A A P 2l e
B, 2 K T, VB4 OR, RIS [ B B AR A T R 5 B Al Aot , X A B R A, 47 38 2o PR A
B ORTEY 5 232 25550 233 46 56 il AREFET" FLAE 1Y “ A7 A0 B4 A <335 1 7 LME
YIRS, W KRR N AT AT RE N B, 7D ZE R e W AR R 2Dl 0% B A (0] 8, >4 28 = 5
[F,(F, ,F,,Fy,F ) , XNEBERESE DN a B T F L, F, SF5FELAT R FERAE E5E 4
A F VAT (T AT AR LR T X AN, AR R 3 (TRl 2 T B B )
TP F AR A FE B HE F(F, L F,  Fy e F)FNT,8H T,(F, e T=T,) HFHIA
FEFFEHNPE(T,—OR) , B2 3K A 51X A~ 22 5 SERIE A S ST VR i B AR k2 B (BB ) 9, R
2L BB F (F,F,, Fy - F) BHBHAR S8R BIE RS B3N AT WA BB T, B AR 3R &
(AR ) ZDHEE YA E A 25 R B “ A AR AR (LR 4B MO AN B A 5 5 7 i
HOETE , BTG G FEE A" RSS2 A E) IR 4, AR5 b Y P g
(FVE MG HRITE) WA LR AR F, 556 T MIEEE R (OR) RAERRS: M IEMEE)E
R(OR) BEATEME FRE  ixXRE B (B ) mRE D R A D N2 ORI R 1R (LN, IR
A TAT BN R TAE S F L THE R T ARE S 5T ) 11

W A, LI (10 X AR 0 o] 30 3 B A SR TR B i ) v ) TR BT R B, 2y B 1 <
AR A B < B 7 U A S A D R X R FLAY T 7 B A AU R B T R U
P R R WA By HAR R RREE R RS B TE 1L B (A AR sl A
PUE R A BRI AT R A5 54T 482 aliA T A LB A 5 1 Ja SR 45 P e ) it A1 P 1 0 AR
P Z 92 B T L B H 3 n) A B E R T AR P (T R A A
FHENE) Z B (M E) BIERL . AT 550 (H) AR “ R 200 AF A, A 247 K H e
MFAT ARG T RE EAT R (OT) | A& A AT R SO S AT A (Bt 78 T2 i 25 1
TRERCRR BT ) 7 BOE YA AT IR ECEAE” (T) AR A RE S AEAERT, AT At R
NN BAT R HRR IS 25 R IR A B BTSSR (OR) |, AN 2 A iy 3 i I 2R
SR TR ERIE R FAE 1847 AR E 2 BHAERIMON Sk B e R 88 B OC LS iy - Bh/R 2 - 1 - B

@ T ASEH] IR S AR LR A IIE A XA E R R (R ) STIUERY  OR, T 43 ORG (ARFEH) (ORY (AT
W) JORY(Ab 4R LA A HIREN) , 3238 OR,(OR} V ORY V ORY) ,AHRME , VB OR, HY“A7 AR AN T, WAl 40534 T [ TY T},
BTSN RS R ORY LORY \ORY, B T} —OR} , Ty —>ORY , Ty —>O0R]
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FEZ EM . O AR A AT R

/R 752 (Julius Hermann von Kirchmann ) T H A R 2R A — LA B AR e ) TRl 18
AR AR — RO B R 8 & — RS B T TR K I, i BLAFEAE T AT
g H b Al R RIF TS G2 AT X AR i LT 5 R AR AT G50, )2 B4R I I
ZHT R S TRV

PR - BRSO UEVE , 8 PR SR B A R AR P BE A PR S N LR A
(BRI ) 4 Ay B AN BB IE , HTRETR-A G AR b i BB < B2 “ @R« %
SEA TS - R AT Z AR AT A AT TR AT B Y B — RUBE A R AR PP AR« 1
W TE LS A T SRS SR R I A B BRI SR 2 AT AT A T
e AEg AL ey BT b —> s I — Mk AT T4 A AR AY 3200 (B R v ok D1 3R
SEA TG R BARFAE AR N SRR S (RS RO B S n R AN (B DG IB 1 , m ok A v 1
PRI Bk RS L AE 15 b PRI AT 25 54T 048 2 88T A B SRS SR IF 25 Z ) Y
S, TR T ) — RS 75 Hh 58 40 il i) ORI B ) I BRARES 18 . LLan  fEAR LR AR 20
FBORN A WP TR DA A FERER T TR AABFEAERFEARM#
T TFBARNG IR DB T X AR SRS S (F ) A NI FEE R A 2
AERFENICT XA SRR T () AT T2%5 H RPN S22 0 SR AF R 5 P LR e 2
RO BRI R W B, IXRM] A FRATIAIE B 1 A B BOUAFAE Y, AR A 2 R
R E RS IUE RO AL BRI AT ) S5 S5 AT 048 2 8T I R S AR R IB g 2 (=
BB HITE F R B (BRIR) ok, 20 BE AR FATT S i B Ak LA S B A 1) 3 MRS AT vk . JE
AV Z AN B A 20 W | T B A 3 e N % B %) s S UL ) 1) 7 (B . AN
HEA EIRAAEAE” ) 3k F AR S A TR (3622 A B ) oo AR08 < W0 A = SO R0 AN 32 S0 1Y
R “BA 32 07 2500 B A AR, (8 24 B ARAT , B0 TR B (1R) 76 A PR L8 4 BRI , OCHE
JE PR wh AR R RE (RLA ) B A RE CRRAR ) S [ DU B AN ] 5 < AR 32 507 2 25k, PRI G P il
FLE, X FRT H BRI H AR 8 FEF iy SO b 2 B TR R 0 SCAL TP A 2 17 B0
ORI SRR @ FERAS BRI G U R AR SEXME SR AR b B A AR A
AR S AT 78 R S Tl MEr e B 7 IR 208007 B BRAR A SR B A A UL A A BE
B R ©

TR IR, BT RLR I LR R R AR B D NS A AR s Sl T 3R
FR < DL < (DU < iR < Dl - “ IR LA S TR 7 (FANTR 7)) AR 00 RAK
SRR, YRS R PR T ) B Y PR ) AR B EOR O g B AR
I B 2 AR U DT 1) BB, B JE e ke B B LR VE BRI BB DL (IR R

®© [F8]7-H- & ERA S (OB RE A O B — A 2 2 A TEE) BRI, 3R LBk B 5T ) 2004 4F55 1 181,
55 143-144 71,

@ SUW[EHEM . D% (HHSHP) W E R, AR E IR 2003 4ERT, “ 3774 2-3 0L,

@ Ruth Chang ed. ,Incommensurability, Incomparability, and Practical Reason, Harvard University Press, 1997,p. 1-2.
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3/ S S 2025 4% 6 H

SO0, PR TR MR r S TGRS B B R QR AR B O i R B
PR U 1 B 1Y B NS 58 A @ SRR A WA 7 v | X IR | PR 0 T
PRAIA TR AR — N2l R A S )k BEOULAE  BRa TE S I B A TR AR e AR I v
PR Z 3 SCR I AR AAE T3 B AR .0 R BB T 7R PR AR 5 5 B 5 2 [ i HL 5l 1)
AR P A GERR Bt B R PR A PR A 2 (B T T — R 3L [RI Y S (a common
language) W& (IR1E) JBHE—iSiRPH Ty ML SESE A LR A & RS fi A (R
IR - W IR BT Ry« A 37 ) et B AR T AT AR i RTE B, s TR B A T S T A
UG AT Z AR B OC R AR A S8 R @ BT k2 B B TC e — TG 2 DL BRI &
0y RS PE AR R, #650K B O W B AW EA Ty ) R G S IR,
M [ AR L A TE

SRR U AR AR — BRI A . FRAT T IR VA L B XS T A A
AL Z RTE S B 3 — i E AR AL AR AT LUK B« 17 “ {40 Z A W “ 40t B (X% 0F g
BEIYEL) (9 m BE ATATT— ik b B EOAR AT IR 248 5400 H R T 2 AR 1 3L 2 R
SR B E FR R Ao BB O LS At PR B R VR AT D AREAN R AR B, 3R
HEXAFR O “ B AR RS (AR ERYCH” X P17 R —E R ET T E
(verisimilitude ) ¥ “ & E” ( being truth—apt) ® BRI i E2f F A« PR (FR R« Bfg i vl
DAE PR X oo < ANEERY PR SR B B A RO BRAR " A A 1oy A e A PR 2 4 TE T
{5 BE MR B4 L REAS 6 AL i R AL R RE SR A BRAR ) | i Bk 34 Rk B = 55 Dk B (TR ) PP Y
TEBURUE) 2 TR R N O B KRR AT S B AR B 507 R F 2,
U L A B AR R R b DT AT 3 S A 3 v A R S R A R ok L R AL B R
1 2Z TRV B0, I DAy G Ao TRl 5 0 22 R G 02 A TR )R~ ik 2 O S 4R D) S T AT BORIE AR .
S ARG T H A [R) 28 Y BB R4S, A B 3 LY BRI TR BLE R E S REASHEIE X T WL
FATE R B Z R TR I 5 5 1 22 B | (T3 1 | W | P RE PR U I B AT At ] 2
A BIERRIE

BIVEE b, i A B RS LAY VA R U SRR VR AR R [ R A R A B R 4552 FA
] | B A28 P - A AR 7 A BUE 7 B 18 1Y ™A% H7 A A6 S0 FPE A 7k R [a) (4
INERIE R FLR g RL 2 E " A LRI B9 7E 15 " (die gemeinsame Rechtsiiberzeugung ) | Bl | W8 19 7%
PRAR B2 G (2 2 R SR (R4 ) P AR T 58 A e i vh gl ( 44T ) SR [Rl 2 38 A8 i 15

@ FEEYTEFINIEERIRK (Hans—Georg Gadamer, — P “ fIIIABR/R ™) UL : « FRAF ( Verstehen ) MR BEASJE—Fh X T HABA 2 40 B
FMATH, TSR TR DT 5 (Wirkungsgeschichte ) , 3 52 U6, BRARE B T WCERAR AR P8 AOAFLE (Sein) 7 [ 18] DUNT A% JLIRHE - TIGABRIK .
CEI S B AR B IARAE) ( L4%)  BEDURPE, 1R SCH R 1999 4R, )7 5 " 58 8 UL,

@ ZUW[HEIRK - PR CFIHR  — BB RIBITEY , 870 a0 AT 4 IR IS, B8 SO MUk 2005 4R 1, 49
188-191 Ui,

@ [FEJRR - PR CRMARR . — DB TS SPH G a0 & AT 8 BRI SR 0%, RS0 AR 2005 4RRR, 2 62-
63 BT, 45 195 BT,

@ See George Pavlakos, Normative Knowledge and the Nature of Law, in Sean Coyle, George Pavlakos ed. , Jurisprudence or Legal Science?

A Debate about the Nature of Legal Theory, Hart Publishing,2005, p. 110-111.
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FEZ EM . O AR A AT R

“ELIXPRBE LRI R0 A SLRAAE A BT R AN IR AR AT RE Y L LAAT R O R e Y B R B DL
LAl AN FIE A AH B0 AR 7 SRR B < B O S, < 38 B B ELY T ik B
A A R I R R L HN E (Das Fiirwahrhalten ) H7E ARl 7 E AR 37 A9 B, —
e 37 A S AR (B 8 — 3L P B IR i 5 B AR AE A A LB 2 ORI A, RN R A FE A
15 B LB IR 7T 2 ) — DR R I S A R 2 AR X A ik B A BE 3 A 3 DL AN i ) <
P Bl BB RS BT

AUET I, W= BER AT N (BRI £ 2 S 44 192 50 ) 3 3l ik i A — b “ 0 (HL
B A TA RN RS B PR PN X RN = 50 2 SC R BT HEA TR < AR < AR < A ke LA
e F A R A 32 R S 0T (2 A ) 0 ) A G T N M A 2k, S B LB R A B A A B AR
LA A2 R UL AN RE 4 SR Ml A0 A2 R S [ R S 2 ) R s 2 3 BT
BB H AR EER AR L« B0 A et PR O A HIRAR R A R e A A S 00 3 AN i X3 2% L
ToF M HEBUAR SR AT e BERR 7 FUAR B AR P B 09 < I B4 A 2 AR iy R
PUBF =20 F U BT AR . B ks L 20 28 ) — > 2 A IE () F2 7
R, 35 3k AATTAH B 22 (R R A AR DL R SRR IE] ™ it/ B R (B ) RS &« B0 o B3
g3 (CCEA R B B DL CY AR MR A K DU HA A B S A R 0L DL ) A AT
W 8 52 Ok IE AT BEAE AR B b USSR B A R UL (A U IR 7 A 00 ) AE A 8 AT BT Bk
FUL(PER FK) B HZAR(BUEEES 507 ) e A2 ML RR LS | SR 5 OB MR (%) “ AT
BRI ( communis opinio doctorum ) BT 15d” , FE 1 FHAVEMREL 43 B  BEA FIAL B A =R 101 (7%
AL AR RS FO ) el . WAL, B BEUE (O ) R B B R AR, T ¢ FLT ]
S CIHR ) DX AR 2 TR, T S A 3 2 R TRME LAAS B8 57, AR T RV h—E  TOARFE A A" @

TS SR LA AR B AE S AR (L R L [RIAC ) P i ok [ el TR (2244t ) 4b
PRVE I/ AR )] g SRR L (AU ) o CTED S b A IR 2 R AR R AE A R
2L — A 5P HAEA I AT 9« AU 55 L7 (2% G B 2 52 T 5 8 Tk ) [l R0 AT Lk« 1
AT AT B8 DS AR A L) EE B T4 A E B (Dogma) , E R A HEIR 4
(TEM 5] 25 T b A s ) <7 %) SEXEE 0 [ Lo an, 7EAH 55 5C R A7 2k 1a] , 4 FEL BT 40 ) T A AL

@O EEPIEERENME - WAEFR (Donald Davidson) #5 HH - “ X — AN AR F I (e B R ) R AL A U2 B2 ) TE 0 R A S BN
R TR o8 S ELSE X AR, IR, A e — B iR BB ARl —ME &, R e 5 RS BOUMB AR S A — B0 IR e a2 B,
FEXAF ARG A — R B A5 A A M 5 R H XA, See Donald Davidson, A coherence theory of truth and knowledge, in Ernest
LePore ed. , Truth and Interpretation; Perspectives on the Philosophy of Donald Davidson, Blackwell, 1986, p. 314.

@  MIAERIRIR AT RRAE S B R TP AR AR B X TR — R 2 B A A —RERBEAR , B E X AT W A Ly
M F A R 7 g o Y5 AR ) — e T £ 1 DRl A T B A R DR S Aol R Al i A0 T TEA 7 RO RS . 22 DL 48 ) DU —#% BLURAR - i
SRR (RIS 7 i W AR B RO AL ) (138 BRSO, LRI SCR AR 1999 4FRR,“FF 57,55 9 It

® ZUW[EVRY - FHRPIAGE . TR HR—RR B2 AT 320 RSP VIR AR A 2006 4RI, 57 37 B,

@  XHEZEPAEL LA AT 426 4F AR B Bk B2 P At ( Theodosius 11) FIPE 2 H i) L4 #2 )& %2 = ( Valentinianus I11)
FL[R| A B D oeEBE ) Z 4, RIS ATRR I B1IEE ) (Lex citationum) , ¥LAE « 350 T M« SR T 81" BRI e B % B R e IR
& BT X LA g R I Y e 24 A0 A B Ay (85 | A SC A e AT LA B AR 5 TS 3% 2 G0 [l — [ R AN — B
B SR HCE IR (IR BRI § B W8T (85 , AU — ) B, WA L8 22 (38 VE S s 5 0 L B 22 S5 VR W B iR i IR L, ]
PR AL G PO A TE A RE UL 3 5 N IE S 2 DL i ik rP A AN AT AT B A 43 e A R DL, 8 ol LIRS A C Wi i, S0
[EEIRZEM - RSB (P ikl SRR, v [ Ok e At 1994 4FAit, 57 399-400 L,
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k" @ B R TORIE I ST AF 7R, WA AT —N 1T LU 35 T AN R R AU 0 Tl (A4
PRI R ) MG ENEBOCFRR o EBCCEER R XA U TR R B AT R i B
b ol T MEARE AR, - b An b, BRI (RBIR ) B2 AT UL 2  INE S X 28 5 JE TR L A
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R FRHYGER

PR D LIEFIR AR A IS AR R A - RIR - 5 - B4EJE (Friedrich Carl von Savigny ) 45 i ;
— ™ GV R A f R A BN T A MLE e 7 R TR 2 W4 J5 VR« B EER iUh 7—
A R R 2 i @ TR A B S SO — R i, R ML 2 A H A — SR
HERZAE, A BEIE U2 AR e —JE SRR . B2, O 10 BLSE TN S 3l At ( 28k Tn) g
BEA R G — B R RYE S Ry 1 ARAS R AR A R E I AR R A I AN IR S
(R ANy AR A 2 TR R A AN A, TR SO TR A A B AR R 1 2
AR AT AL RN i B B RS S M oT kg D S B s iR Al S R R R H
AR

m &iE

FT T e ) BIR A, AR SCHE I 1 A B R RN s RO B R LAY e B bk, 225
TETEBNFR k2 i F RO T 35 B 3 — A AR B O IA TR AE BRI 4 80 FR M, 28 T T
ARk AR AT SR TR DL IR TLAE /N T T o TS A, ks BRI AR O I O
IR YRR S W AL S — Fh G R 2, ARSI RN — 1T (928 M BeRL 7
B PR A R DIAPUE B O &, B 1AL B ol A A AR o (i
B ZEY T/ BN R sl RS R TN L4 S I L N O S 3 = 2l OB LY T s PN A ol i DB
fifE” RLIE LAY B (RS 5 B B 0 (R D) “E L CE R SO B L

O© ZWREREM)H 725 FH0E - HEWTEATLA L AT S 17 &5 A R K 2 B A BB S Y, AR 5% & R B 7 X
— S M FRAE 2 T E Rk R AR A gL (“#Lry— « SEEAWEALEE” (Kauf bricht nicht Miete ) JE)

@ Jan C. Schuhr, Rechtsdogmatik als Wissenschaft: Rechtliche Theorien und Modelle, Duncker & Humblot GmbH, Berlin 2006, S. 24 ;
Mark van Hoecke, What is Legal Theory? Acco, Leuven 1985, p.40.

®  Friedrich Carl von Savigny, Vom Beruf unserer Zeit fiir Gesetzgebung und Rechtswissenschaft, Mohr und Zimmer, Heidelberg 1814, SS.
13-14.
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Understanding : The Fundamental Mode by Which

Legal Dogmatics Perceives Ratio Juris
SHU Guoying
( China University of Political Science and Law, Beijing 100088, China)

Abstract: Jurisprudence—particularly legal dogmatics—by virtue of its pronounced practical-
interventionist character, must take ratio juris as its principal object of inquiry. Yet ratio juris is not self-
evident; it does not naturally disclose itself within our perceptual system. This makes understanding, or a
structured system of understanding, indispensable as a basic epistemic mode through which ratio juris can
be apprehended. In legal scholarship, such understanding does not necessarily yield “complete truth”,
“perfect truth” , or “absolute truth”. Nevertheless, it can achieve verisimilitude or adequate truth, which
may be broadly recognised, accepted, and endorsed within the epistemic community of legal scholars.
Through this process, the community forms a “ shared scientific conviction” and a “ shared legal
conviction” —effectively “taking it to be true” in an intersubjective sense. The emergence of this form of
intersubjectively secured truth requires a distinctive and complex scientific process, one that involves a
eradual ascent from mere “opinion” toward “knowledge” or “truth”. Legal scholars who aspire to build
jurisprudence into a scientific discipline must be cognizant of this requirement and, through sustained
scholarly effort and contribution, progressively advance the scientification of jurisprudence and the ideal of
“legal-scientific truth”.

Key words: ratio juris; practical intervention; explanatory science; as-structure; truth-maker
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