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Abstract

In the last few decades Neil MacCormick has been one of the lead-
ing figures in contemporary analytical legal positivism. While there has
been a wealth of review on his institutional legal positivism in the early
stage, study on his legal theory of self-labelled “post-positivism” in the late
stage can scarcely be found. In particular, though he has been treated as a
torch-bearer of Hartian tradition, his post-positivistic conception of law
“law as institutional normative order” surprisingly present the necessary
connection between law and morality, which by no means fits the label of
legal positivism. In so doing the tension between legal positivism and nat-

ural law theory underlies in his arguments of “post-positivism”.

The present paper investigates the trajectory of his thought, and
seeks to maintain the significance of “post-positivism” in terms of jurispru-
dence. In short, the present paper examines if “post-positivism” is promis-
ing in the contemporary debate of jurisprudence. By means of textual
analysis, the present paper has probed into his practical philosophy, devel-
oped a proper interpretation of “post-positivism”, which enables to show

how he justifies his thesis.

In conclusion, the central tenet of “post-positivism” holds because
the term “post-" not only shows the affirmation of the norm-using capacity,
which make institutionalization possible, but also shows that the very ca-
pacity in the sense of moral autonomy and self-control can be maintained
and flourished in the context of civility which positive law can bring about.
It follows that law as institutional normative order must be grounded in the
aspirational value of legality, namely the communal value of moral auton-

omy.
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AN E NI ZAE - FAN T RAELPRIIFEC TN

S o AHEERS T S AR B B R R I E A R AE S A H
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AT IR 5 B 78 AL B B (Dickson,  2009) » H A7 3 — 4 H 5E
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(3)7%: B A 1A P I B SRR IR AR AR © DA 5 sy
AIEFRTETE o 2(MacCormick 2007, iii)

RIS 2 3 S0 58 95 K 4] s MacCormick B B s 4740 3 6
o JE R B B B —E IR EE > R %y MacCormick A ARG -
BRI R il £ AR AT S > EFRE R MR L3R B A
Gy > AP RAE TARETER I AR ) (moving target) o

FR 4 TR B2 5% Vittorio  Villa— & 5w MacCormick P35 1 S
MacCormick i) 1 5 v] LLor 2% (B RSB« (D2E—E R B Tk E#
FRRY) - BARSE > MR AEEE TR g R E
AR e <GERHEEE LA > (Legal Reasoning and Legal
Theory 1978)Fr 4T HIE A FEHartiE BB EBRMAZ AL - Q)% —
EPE B [HUABUEIERR ) s & 18 B B Y AR EY <R Bt
MHE» (H.L.A. Hart 1981)DI K <l 25> (An Institutional Theory
of Law 1986)H BHIRTRAEE B 78 120 B SREmm A R I AF TE E IERY ¥
ST RRRIRZ B G R E John  Finnisf{I 5528 » 130 A 1 B (sl

2JHEC 1 “Law as institutional normative order is, of course, dependent on human
customs and on authoritative decisions, and is in this sense a  ‘posited” or  ‘posi-
tive’ phenomenon. As such it is conceptually distinct from morality, according to
any moral theory in which the autonomous moral agents plays a central role in de-
termining moral obligations. This distinctiveness however does not entail that there
are no moral limits to what it is conceptually reasonable to acknowledge as  ‘law’
in the sense of  ‘institutional normative order’ . There are such limits. Extremes of

injustice are incompatible with law.”
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Cormick, 2007a: 278 ; Villa, 2009: 50-56) o
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2008a: 199)

# LIMacCormick ) BB B2 R A BLEE A 1 > HIAAE GRS TR PR
WA THEEENAR )~ THEYETEIRNAE ) o iEig
O E SR o [ Bt ) B B R AR A el SR B RN T TR o PRIk

3 “Are the values which reasonable exercisers of governmental powers ought to pur-
sue themselves objective truths? Or are they to be understood as having no higher test
than 1deological consistency? In what relationship do they stand to the values invoked
by a critical moralist?---Our conclusion ought to be, not that these important 1ssues
may safely ignored in jurisprudence, but that they ought to become the focal point of
discussion in place of mock-battles over the non-question whether unjust laws can

enjoy formal legal validity.” (Weinberger and MacCormick, 1986: 141-142)

7



SR ETERE b TR B R e ) IRF I3 1 B iy o) o B B T 2
AFTIEHIHY - AREA T RIE R - ASCHESE —Hr R R B - e
SR A U R T R 1 SR R TR O IR > ARy TR BT )

V5P 8 SRR R P A P AR o FER RIARRYBE Y > ASSOIF AR S = TR
it TIREWE R A DEIE RS B SRR | B - JB1E
MacCormicki) B BT 5% 1 48 - 5wt FE20084F 1 BT B8 F (kB

ELETR R BB B TR ) M A B
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(MacCormick and Weinberger, 1986: 27) o (R AR sm I E R [k
HORATE ) WE—RE - HAANY DA 2 ) R4t T —EH
VEIRE o PEBER 15 2 ) BURRER THENR 2 1 > BNEEER S AAECR
)~ IRASR I A TEGRA T SO 2 AR R S R S
T TR AR T ) TR 20 B LA T A i T S 1 B B Y A T
o EGR RRE DY AR e RE )~ AR R TR
Kk e AMEA ANEE TS HERM T HEmed o
PSSR AR R o AV At ) S SR BB A0 75 SR ~ AR I R 2
TEJERE BRAETE -

FEMacCormickZ 2€ » 15 W {18 [ 8 ¥ 7E 7% Ak & AT 43 A%
H o PiEE - R E LR ERER NS LAl T o i H

6 el AR (R A R A B8 A 2 (legal dogmatics) B A1 &2 (the
sociology of law)(MacCormick and Weinberger, 1986: 27 ; Pavlakos, 2003: 395) °
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W BT o A o AacE e - AT p R o 3 HERL
FAVED o — RGN ERERE 2D ik famE B E o X
T E BB R A A E > I EpHiEEE - il
— R AR A R B R AR A — IR E (MacCormick  and

Weinberger, 1986: 96)

- &@%ﬂ%@ﬂgfﬁ%

FERBBAE AN LB R M B R R EAME E R E > K
YRR ) AR I A a T B IR o SRR R R 2
SE VR RE R B AR AR s B T — B Y TR 8 T A ) R AR R SR (191
W4 ~ 2Rk~ ST EERAE A > R E A A R R R
B IERER S MREREF L LM RS ERA ) 8 MRIEREF 2N
AEHFLZ XY TR ) FEREHERE -

MacCormick B Weinberger§ F#lt i) iR B IEM A [
(normativism) > JMfHans Kelsen 2 &5 E AT ERAY) - KelseniZ A
VR B T R AR A AR R > LA N TR B AR P R 2R o T AR TR

7 MacCormick¥73 AFREREOR R AR AR 25 2 H B &2 B[Rl %5Richard TurfZ 28
TurfE — s R R BR A SCE (Tur, 1978)H 3R -+ TAHEE S0 s Em ey —&D
{73 (Jurisprudence is part of epistemology) » A EE R EH & Je 2 (AR FFk (legal
knowledge)VHRE 5 & 2217 B2 3% 0 AR AR K135 T & VE A s ik
S 135 & AR AR (Tur, 1978: 159-160) ©
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R E L b AR AVERIE RGN AR HEFER ) (rule of law)P &
VERFIFREI R T8 o vRRE R N A dyphd st 8% B B O 45 2 -
EETERE 5 B B A SR, > IR B A e ATH/AT
R BIERB ) MR - B DURE A AR T kgt [t
MEFESR | (MacCormick and Weinberger, 1986: 2 ; Troper, 1990: 24 ; $f75%
HE, 2009: 123) o J—7J5 T > HiKelsen[r] IRpfX B iy A4t g 81k & (socio-
logical jurisprudence) sl Mk & 1% £ (realistic jurisprudence) {JfF5E > H
SOEE BRI 5 > AR A N A FARE T AR By - {HE R A5
& CEARMATREE > BIB) > RV H SRR AT B4 R K
REAR - MG L R BRI BLK elsen v i B i 5E 1) AV [A] (Kelsen,
1949: 162-164) o

PRI > Z Ll Kelsen¥ R AaRIN B EM A [HHER) - &
R A TGk ) B AR > PSR A B ARG 5 76 B AR B B AR f 7
MIEMHER RN > AR R RS RS ) AR EE [k
RIEE R - RFH RN R R EE A, 2006: 20) > B
VA A A7 AR B BRI R AL ) BB A RRERT. o 280 B R AR I
JETHRE [FEAHIH ) AT [ R —IRE AR - AR A TR
AL o BIR A E MER TR R A kR LR R R R
R I LAVT R > e RR A ASRs B ARBLEE i U H TH B SR
ARG o M BTNk 1) 35 G0 A 5 208 T e R A0 o T B e A A 1

8 7£ (General Theory of Law and State) FYTELEEA » JEEES] (rechtssatz) #E I
rule of law > JEEIEEEMichel TroperHIl}&&Ek 22 @& (legal proposition) © 26,
(Troper, 1990: 24 ; #7515, 2009: 123) -
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AAEE > FEHARAIEE A PRGNS o e W] K elsensd 2% 4 20T JE L By
VAR RE > HCAT4R 2 208 5 B AR IR - BRI BT R AR [E IR 2
ALY SR B AE LS R - (R BRI R - H A A BB T S5 2R

A [ T B B R T R B JE(Kelsen, 1949: 271-272)10

B SR ELIE SR 2 T ) B SE AR S B > Kelsen B FRyL AL H £/
AR T 1 > BRI EE ~ OB ER Ay B AR L BB R AT R AR
PRI TR R R R F B A E AR
KelsengB 27577 ¥ _FAMA B A IETIR T (Kelsen, 1973: x-xiv) o

9 BT Kelsen ZHEIELARE A 2 &5y > DU E BRI E—D 5 > BN
SRR S5 (A IRLE, 2000: 44-61) (SRS T Ry HEERAI0) -
10 ¢ HE B2 22 R 5 HERU T ST » KelsenAHERVESEE > (LR & AREANE IR SR
REAANY A ] o3 R VO - VARSI EAMEER(1911~1919) ~ Feha ik
T FEIRBIE ZARA{5:(1920~1934) ~ ERASLEHEE 73 THYHER(1935~1961) ~ %5
R FRAEEZR(1962~1973) « A HIRD AR ATHE S HIKelsen i1 T 25 -
MacCormickEiWeinberger /7 = Wi A$E s KelsenfyH sm 7 HAFa% > 15 [HAY
KelsenZZ{E 22 Ry 1967 HARAY (AR EER ) 28 “RRDAR 19454 HRREY %
B o2 Y — M HEm ) SORIE BRI Sy o A AR P AR K elsenf /A
=BT TUNGHA [ - EN s BRI e E R - B OPRfE P
Kelsen#i & T F (A LARTA I AZAE 5T o BN BRI HIT SR - BN ST
S5 (HETTE, 2009) ©
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BiK elsenfd #3232 S 1 88 AH B AR ISR L 403 - Hoep iz BAC
FENE P 2 ST S 0 A Y P T o TS U A L M e S A T 40
EORBESR > T HARA S & — Y LB SR A A ) 4 VR R S R )
RETE > H AR - Fral B A (reality) » 7775 IR i) B 22 [] R SR ) ik S
Ao TATAT SR 3 B Rl A2 34 2 5 8 R 22 v Y B A (reality) A R A
B AR TR o MAERER o AR S IR 2 E i
B> HoAh AT RS 1 I 22 (0 B e P AR AR R AR~ A RGO
B P RR A 2048 o IRIEE R 1 o s IR Al v v M R AR A
Axel Hagerstrom#E i iRk A = B #E (entities) B LU 45 - PH%K
5~ DR LUR AR 5 Yy % i (N B 24 ) e B SR s A
(O FHUIR B 7 308 B ) T ) e B SR R A A > AR IR PR R R O
BREAT o By DUiE =M B R T UL 40 2% [ — 8 T8 55 i) B 2S5 B
(Aarnio, 2011: 46) ; EHNEMIE =fEE#E LIS - NREAME A —
FERHE o (RIGILEMEER - FEERME ARTEEADBE 0 « 4 Rk B gt v ) 4%
TR SR8 BN LK) Ry WS A A BT B o IR B {18 R RO o 2 o

A A E B B R R B Ry A B e 1Y 28 A S5 B AME B 3w (Ameri-
can legal realism) > AT M & BT 1L R EEAYMT 7 EREAH] © SEEIAME
Hamosah AT AR B 5 AVRIERAE Y J70A m B 28 F #(Methodological Natural-
ism) ~ BEVERVEFHN MG - HoA% Coam A b P a i B H S
Zw -7 ..in deciding cases, judges respond primarily to the stimulus of the facts of
the case, rather than to legal rules and reasons. “ ° (Leiter, 2005: 51-52 ; 2014) - £
PATSCTT(E > A fe 2 A E i 0 B fe LB 4 o A e B o
MG AR EBEEE RS - BB ER T El ) —FPURER -
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BAU KR BB ST 3 B R B A SR I P 1 B RPN 228
H R SRR e e — R B B E ARSI - IRA A RN
EREMA ARG m & TR ~ THR% ) TR
it o Ao NP HARAIZI5R - T L IE{EARRIE S8 (LA B R 4 22 4]
G JE TR e A DA AN R NP S AT~ B HUHE IBAR -
WAEEW > WAL BA R E RN ERRRE ) T EWNEAA Y
ANt DL SRy 44 38 o R IR 1R 0 W) B T B AR

TR BRI fE(MacCormick and Weinberger, 1986: 2-3) o

AR > B Kelsenf R S EF ISR ML TIEBRE —E R
T LA B2 ) Rk 2 B o AR A B HUR K R A BE AR R e
IR o SRR Kelsen il i BB 48 (E ~ By Rtk 2 fil BELAS Bt 5%
B A AR o HP R Al R R 3 B B AR B A A I SO - — T
HREMERBREBEZE A RREEBUEEEEN FRE > il
Kelsen3} ji 28 28 BLEE A $E A0 2 B S5 Y 5 55— 77 T vk e B o o B
P L R A FEA A 4 SR 2R 08 b5 E A S B DU DU A e
R BRI IERA -

T BAR R MR

Al Fe BLAL K0 m B R IL R R R R LA AR TETE o W 0 fBAE
MacCormick 2 » F# & 52 B IRBLE IR 43 AL B > Thi oK REARRAA
W b TERE ) RIE R E IR T - A HE DL AR R T A Rk Y e R
(MacCormick and Weinberger, 1986: 96-97) - £ #& i it > MacCormick B
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Weinbergers | #E¥7 25¢ John SearleiT%§ & H A A il BV 25 B85 > 7L
A [BEAEZEE ) (brute fact) Pl AM ] B 258 (institutional fact)
VR B AR A b E R AR 77 SN I B Al IR 22 v ] K
MY o

TE R B)7 S A © MacCormick 8 Weinbergersid [
& HY — 22 A 4 30 W AR 0 B A ) B KA > IR IR SR TR B AR 403
P o ST B VR WAL R M KelsenfU R #E 3 > FHE ERLEE
VLR AR B R AR - B Hw R A B SR B A sl Ak > T
SEMEMAM G ETEMER 5 J— 71 > BEARE B 3 B AR e ok i) 77
TEF7 S o ) BE VR T S L2k S AL A R B R A L 4 Ry — R g 25 v
RSN FE o fiSearlera R [ BEVEFRET | B ) BE VA R
T TG ETE ) FR S R JE B 4 1 BB A s &
H oo LR A BB Searle ] B M HEBAM N EEAZ S > g Rt
(IR ) AR RRER IR ESE N ARHYER 43 46 F 2] > MacCormick B
Weinbergerilf: A< 4 8 2 5% Searle il 3 B > 47 3] & MacCormickid 224
AR B — A SRR R A B RS R > AR > TR AR A ) B2 e L
IR ZE N A R P BB A Y A > PRI AS ST SE A1 4 Searle i il BE 1
BRI > T ST R ) BE v 3% Searl e B HartFH 3 1] 4L ) BiL A4 227

Searlef il B P 3 B Bl am ¢ — B R L AU BB PE 8« T AR e
R BIANREE ~ W ~ BT BRI <5 5 14L& B AE(social - ontology) |
(Searle, 2006: 13) ? Searle 363 L BRI 45 73 (touchdown) Zy ] > #iH]
N Al A Yy i e AR PR B B > (BAE O S RE T EAFE R
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A (Searle, 2006: 19-20) : —fE A E —HERESE —IRAR > S HBSR
FEAR) BN A IR AR — B - B AT > B SRR ERE S E 78 1

DEMARS ) o MAELE BER o BOER MR S MEM S A
MGG ? FRERARERIAFMYHEE » R ANHOE
RESLL ) — 5 N e e — R R o FEIEMUE B ) T4 > NEBIAE
BB T RIN AP E (8N RS — kA - W
B RE—35 3R AL BRI SRR ER B S8 USRS 5 RS ERY
VR > g5 I o B A T 8 B ) 38 1k 5 B (institutional fact) 584

IR HIAR M A o

e (i 2 RO AN E AR Y 2 $HEMRE BT R RE S B R
Searlef i [EBER ML) ~ TIhEERYERGE | DLK TRERMERI ) =
TR ZEAME S A B BEVE S B R A IAN A - B> THREER
V1 2 NJHBEH Ay Rl #R A ) O BB S

12 Searle AT ERAVAHEIBI 127 © RE: ~ 88 ~ B - BIEA.. Z55 (Searle, 2006:
12) »
B 5 R Searle(s Y E ZHH w00 SE88 = A1 (collective intentionality)
ThREHY B B (assignment of status function) ~ #EREIERR Hll (constitutive rules) &
HITER Al (regulative rules) » ASZHIRIEE (RS (MR, 2000) AV EEE -
W ANEASCEER AT 23 » MacCormick#52 1 Searlef it RE = a8 B B 4l 25 5 /]
FEMEERE T - EATHI A R & A #E H SearleHViE — EEARLR -
& 250 FySearle YT R FE A HHEIE o P DATE M 2 223 Searle i FE S 5 BH
(Searle, 2000: 16-21) = BN SearleVaE = T2 KIS B EH R » JREE275 (Fk
o, 2009) ~ EEKZE, 2010) ©
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BRFEGEBBENEEEAT AN A ER S > EREEE
ETAEEEN.OHEETER > HIREE g HEE RN E
o] 35 K W A8 B L N RSB )47 Bh 38 B AR RS R 1 PR RS o
(Searle, 2006: 16-17)

PR EE ) — R B G IR LR i 3 R ) e R Y
OEEREE - PIINAARHE THRMERS ) 80 THREERY) ) - Hp T3
FAfE ) B TR ) W e sR FoE (AR O R 8 - BRI
Ve > WA TS B THRABE ) i THAMMME ) B0 T3k
A% o Searlefg i » HMEM B ML [ HAMLE) -
FREL TGS~ TRAMAEE ) AR a8 B e g
JE BB AFAT YA O B AR B o iR R A ik B AL S SR R R 0 A
PER O EE P E AR TR BR o LIRS B R ) >
S TET Z5 A By Iy o (BT B AT 4% A BN AR ER AL > {HAR(EE &
EREE R OEREE [RMEE a1 -

A MR > BT ALY > Searlei Ay HoA A FE 1S B AT A
MR VR R > BT LR TR BRI R BREE ~ 88 - KRB~ BUNSE
FEPMA R FNE - MEF T A THIN TSI RER iR/ | (assignment
of status function) Bk o TR & BLAEHE R M PEAT B - SR B H A

15 “T am confident that collective intentionality is a genuine biological phenomenon,
---Collective intentionality 18 the psychological presupposition of all social reality
and, indeed, I define a social fact as any fact involving collective intentionality of two
or more human or animal agents.”
16 BIREHRECE 2 ~ iHiRAVE H B R T RkEd, 2000: 7) -

22



Yok ELAT 1 Dh AE B a8 R A HE R AE ) - dE LD RERI MR R TLZE A
5 ) (observer relative) » FINFAMEE - O BRAY Zh REZ Wik ML | -
s ET BRI TR T RIS A AP B R ~ A EERI S
TR TR FH AT T B AR 2 M T U A B AR > IR O B ) B B gt R A
AIEH B - MREAE I BAT B Z A T fE(Searle, 2006: 17) - #Z > TifiE
) BB 0 K% )R 8 B AT R AR L A B - i LR B i 3L R RREY T
JE | T RE BB A AR o A R R P el E B R A T B

FHE T LA B e A A A D RE o BV ANBEA RES R T [ AL
Tifie) (Searle, 2006: 17-18) o i5—MATHAERUHFELE « HAK T Hife &g
AR Y PV - TR SR i 8 T B I AE © il T 7]
FHRIADIE | 88 TR Y I BB O B Y R DI RE - B8

(EEWE A AE 5y ) R SE L o TEEWEATIASE S | Pt BB 2
— e AP AERE L AR (physical - structure) o TTRAE—REH]
TR T AL G BT -

SearleffZ L T RVER I ) A B B A 2 B B e P
ARB RN - Bie TR B TERITERA ) AR - R
P 1l B T 2 AR ST e R R T A © (5110 5 A 1 Bt O A B e R A 1) 17
pAHUE BB > (HBA HUE BT B2 e N A TR R AN/ AE > B
AT R I AN B I VAR BB 2 o SR B AR AN SR
HIEE) o wiE TADE ) TARLEIEE) - DIPTSR o PRI R €

TR T s UIET ) - RIS VIR DIRE RS 1 1 HA B M S 1T
AR - B T S IRERTE L AR R A AHE -
23



THRLER AR ~ ML HE R ~ DR R RAEESE S - R E S E A PO AR
JRRESEST > AR T — BT LA B — (B BN ABRES IHE A
P AR AR B 1) R L4 7 ) (Searle, 1998: 123 5 AR#H, 2009: 9) o TX¥E
CHIARAS TARBY ) A A AT 3 B R R 35 1 At
() i B TR ) R A 1 (Searle, 2006: 23) - THRZ ) HIEAREE A
SRR T XERE A Y AL VR RE o FEVEFRBLAY B - > BB/
SRAAT R AN U R R A Tl LSRR - FEPY PR R ARAR T -
SRS RN BRHO R B WA 2y Bt LU R Bl (Searle, 1998: 124) e

MacCormick B2 WeinbergerZ it UL 5] A Searle ) il B 14 25 & 5 &y
J2 PR 2% ) BE M T B B i R I T AL B R A A R SRS T B
A > (i VAR A ) B S B IR R R — A R AT
TERRE > MANE [—E R > BERZGARE » KWL o]
VIAE s L i 22 IE AR e | (BEBR %S, 2004: 5n2) - {H 55— J5 1 > fl
{1 ) ) B B i AR R A B AR BRI AR T 40 - BRLAS H RAE A h BE
Ve B AR A R AT I8 B 25 B AR 18 5 AR iE T TR
SAATE RSB g B w1 - AR EAR

A BT SERTER > 23 TAE— BAAGRUAT (A S AT SR AE AR AL -
AR Ry 7 1) BE (R AEL R 7 A AE > BBy 3l « JE AR R

18 Searle B HIE M EEH G TR BBEHEMEEGFENSEERMEL —C
HIFEZRBRAM > {H Weinbergersn Ay e (AR A 2881 - sF4NAVER A DL fz Searlef®
ARENFE T » SH2 B EEREE, 2004: 7-9 ; Searle, 2008: 161-180) °
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300 L M SR FE 4 1 L SR A
(MacCormick and Weinberger, 1986: 23)

PRI AP 8 7% > i BE L TE R T AR BT By & R B I — 2 R R
G i) m] BEAE: o R R — B0 AT A T Bl AR sk R
It B K elsen i 2 ik AL ATk (5 52 O 1R 4 087 e 3 i LA o AN 0 B
BEERVERYE AR A A

= IR A R BL B A

TER it Searle ) i FEME SF BB Em 2 1% > 45 T A& 2 nl B A T )
F il © MacCormickEd Weinberger3 [5] £ H 1 il BE 735w > & 557 LIE
CHIE ZRER> e A —8 P2 B (MacCormick and Weinberger,

1986: 13-16) :

(L)l B i B B0 22 15 P SR (— IR FR ) M R — A IR Y
FAE > HAAETT O AEMT Y B 22 ) > TR A — BRI o 1A
FERIFAERGIL S R ] EEARAS AN R e o SERGREMLASE - BUREIDRR [k
L BE ) AR 1) i e B R E T SRR IR A o 95 LA s T B 2y =
il AR BN - R L TR o] BE AR AR I e~ REOR BLAR A

19 “No normative premiss needs to be smuggled in, for there is one present from the
very outset of the case. It is present as an integral part of the institution of promising;
or to put it another way: the ought conclusion follows validly if and only if this insti-

tution contains this ought-rule as one of its integral elements.”
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()M R B - A B H R AT S5 N AT
B AT BEVE S NEAT BN RN AR o B LAEEARO ARG L - BIAR G0 7E 3 BT
BYAE TR 7S B R T RE RS - UBERE B TAEBLR ) B Tk
BEELTTE ) PR > Mg N A H A T B T HERE

#) (practical information) o

R ENERTE P A G RBE | S ERTE L ACEWRIEER
—EEAREN BT S MR BRI R AR AR BE - B[] IRy e
HIATENE TR ~ R DL Bl A7 B i [

(4 AY > B & R RE S 1 BB sl L = 0 B B # : (shared  practical
reason) KBS > BRI TERF#E B0 & FL00 5 & 7 R AR RS AR R 1 T A Y
A e A — E AT A AR A B M (some  reciprocity of expecta-

tions of conduct )

i DU R A _EAT 4% B B BE Ew A ] 0 B B 4 b oA = 8 S Y R
B TSRS~ THIE) GREHEDUL THE) - FILDIREG)W
Ko TRUGE ) WAL > Rt MR EE ) BEg 5 0
RGBT B ) SRR T ek o RIVE AR T S e B
Ik AR s (OB K TH B #H & 8 & (sociological
sense) > HIAR SETEAL 2t & B 7E BB AR AR I M 1) B S8 B 1V B B B i
JIRA% o 2 ¥ v A DU 1B SRR I ) B MG > AR SRR 2 A o (] R R BE T
P P AR SR FAE © QAR - ) BE VAP e B FE A 1R — B ik
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i ) R B Gy 1T A i ) 4 28 R YE K elsendtbd 5 S i AR L3 FOgEST
HE BB IE - Kelsen B EE Mk B R A ARG L)
e TikaRA) ) WS b IR BT R FBUEER ~ RIEE
(BIIEEBIBIG 5 T vARE R 2 S SR St ~ & IR A 2 - 2
AN KL ) Th RESE7E A LI SO A — 1 > YRRE M) 82 DL it — it
ARHITE R RO S R (AR ) AT fa k. -

fie Kelsen 3 ARG 7 1% H 58 F PRt AE S0 2L b alt DU {18 22 R 15
I FSY ERT B B o 1 R T 0 R A K elsen % B 452 175 208 L 20 R A Sk ) 3
GRELR AR A > AN B SR ) 38 ¥ T A 1Y) 7.3 BL K elsen A 4 T 3%
FATE > BV ER R S A2 R LSRR i BE PR AR I > 5 R
HGIEATEWE ? FEKelsen > JEEH R 2 (RO MIALEE - MR i
BB A P S AR SN FH B o ol BE 35 2 A )2 4 A\ Har i & A5 H B 3y
AL - BRE TR SR B ORI R A il B B AR AR B
R SR P PR R A O BB o B LR R
HITE R B it Hart i) A 7EBURG a2 B 8205 18 o USSR 2y [
B B o HIK > FEIEAERA AT > AR RN S AR R ey —
8 TR RE | SR SR R iR ARk A 5 B > A R VR A o BE A
HoE s BTSRRI > DL TR BT VR B 2 = AR A AR -
i AR 1 E A BRI EE ~ 2R DL A e

PN AA LA R B (1) BR(3) BV RE St 1 B A B 9 0 s LA A% il B
HHartiEMEm b Ta2RE) ~ TEM) WEEAER ; 2RQ)BEGOHY
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P ABAERA R P B B R 1 ] O BRI T > MlacCormick {2 B SR 5% 15 B i
BB PRVERE ) BOMRAS o B DUBRE LR A B T DART R

m—Fa G ik & > MacCormicki? & LA A 2 ERAF1E
F— B EE > Searle T H EHEEERNH T4 > AL E2HE
HETEEW R A RIBENEE - PR EER ~ B > BEEE0 > 1]

HREIAGIEEHFEENMEA AL ERRTRIEHRBEENFE -
MacCormick B} 5= if 172 il B 4 25 B (law as institutional fact) :

AN Searle BRI > B8 oy E Y EAE A H KRR E—E
AT R B A B8 A o T LA B4 5 A B P R 281 T 25 B 2
EIE o R R PR E R A 0 BT AR SR R
& LG EVEFERHE - R FERRELE > & BT
A3 N A R T B A > B VR AR A A A R A R = R
... o 2I(MacCormick and Weinberger, 1986: 51)

20 "My main problem in this article is to explain how such institutional social phe-
nomena as the Supreme Court making a decision go beyond the social ontology
present 1n social animals. The interesting problem arises not with social facts but with

such 1institutional facts as those involving money, governments, political parties and
economic transactions.”  (Searle, 2006: 17 , ¥HEE AR SZATN)

21 “...And as Professor Searle tells us, a proposition whose truth depends not mere-
ly upon the ocurrence of acts or events in the world, but also upon the application of
rules to such acts or events, 1s a proposition of institutional fact. So the existence of a
contract 1s in a philosophical sense, a matter of institutional fact. And so, for the same
reason, 1s the existence of a statute after it has been duly passed by both Houses of

Parliament and has received the Royal Assent:--"
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WERFATE E R B - AE A AN TRaE I 22 bR
LA EAEA IR TSRS - SR AR SR B A e A
L IE SR B 25 R R

{HMacCormick L5 Hi - i BEAS BRI 25 U et e eV AR B Bl
MR - R ERIBNREE T [HA) ) BTl AR 5
(MacCormick and Weinberger, 1986: 51 ; BAKZZ, 2004: 221-222) o Sear-
lefTHLARI) [ BT ) e A0 DL — AR VR I Rt i) S 8 > 43 M ac-
Cormick#f 2 7 BB FAUHIEE 5 ZRRL ~ FratE - ISIHE SRS
DL B 2 4 {53 Sl ek Al B2 0 9k B e B R BT AL > A e &
SRR R ERHIE o i —Pdai o BB B L Tk
HHEE ) (legal concepts)Z 44 HY LA BE (institution of law) » 24§ 57
8 20 Lo AT AR B — A E A R A B g o LB AR A E TR Tk
LA BE

FAFREH R TSR —w o U R Ry 5 I AR L A phy —
ARSI ~ 25 SRR B BEL A& 5 K B B A B O TR A A > 2 A
Ao A T LA b A ) 2 ) S AELR 9 A7 FE S — RE RSB TR Y > RE B

2 3am)EhaR > MacCormickad Fykn RIIBLHIE A RAN - EARSIE AFERHA] -
T T EEHE RET [ 28 FE 72 B2 57 Gaius B Tustinian AR A A EL B /E (4R © B Institu-
tions i Fy 3 — Bl A EER SR HYHS 2 LB T E(MacCormick, 2007a: 12-13) ©
& AR AA B (E R 27 B B EMacCormick i A sm Ay U)AES -
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PR D 205 2 A A e B B iy SR 2 AT B B A > AR B AR R )
BBk Z AT B34 - 2(MacCormick and Weinberger, 1986: 53)

FHOHE T+ S0 R T S R 7 DA A A

SR — AR AR Bl (institutive  rules) > JE KA R & & RE AT
BB B o RIS R e i BE R EL - A AR R E -
W7 B DA B g I S TR AR 6 T 8 M N TR 8aar 1 — (AT 3K
HO BRIV i A B At i B2 A0 il BE K A A B = (MacCormick and
Weinberger, 1986: 52)

£ RO (consequential - rules) > USRI AR S il BE 1
) A A B A 2 P R LA R AN ~ 8 B AR5 56 - RORM
Aarag LU TR — MRS Fe %o > Ay~ THSR — £ 38 V8 3 ar
Q.0 IR FOE - —RNE > REG R AL, T —

FEE R ) A RiHE S B (operative fact)dFHAIl - (MacCormick and Wein-
berger, 1986: 52-53)

5 R M A A ) (terminative  rules) > i BE {91 6 A1 B AL B T

R — BURFIR] > G ARRCR AR AN A i AR U [R] Iy > ) BE A Rl

23 “The term “institution of law™ , as I shall use it, is therefore to be understood as
signifying those legal concepts which are regulated by sets of 1nstitutive, consequen-
tial and terminative rules, with the effect that instances of them are properly said to
exist over a period of time, from the occurrence of an institutive act or event until the
occurrence of a terminative act or event.” > A SZEIEEES > S (BERTZE, 2004:
224) °
2 B E = AR A FEERIEE - ACCE 275 (BRI, 2004: 223-224) -
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W R AR R ) BE A1) AT IR 48 A5 AN PR AEAE o (0 45 T 240 o
o8 AR H R R RS RY IR E - (MacCormick and  Weinberger,
1986: 53)

MacCormickiE—45 i - Fil DL b = A8 | BEAL R EAE - TEE
KA LU — B2y Rekam i TR A T (practical)Bd [
Ik | (diachronic) Fifd BB AT 1) : 76 (/RN ) HUEESHERE - AU
FUJ B 44 45 1 F) 2 35— SR ) 1 o )25 1) A B &G 5 T T
T REEHER > 35| ORI R BB 5 R A RIBIHT B 2
FEHEZR > MacCormickffWeinbergerft] FwE > 4% DAL il BE AR HIEAE 2 35
WA RSy T E R -

{9 N7 M BB R BRI 3G R TR L0 > o B EAL 2 )
AU % (75wl AT B AR B CAT S AT R 0 i R R 40 R 1O I ) R
Se it —3im > WA B AR 2ACA BAT R IR DL 4G T IS 5 )
[RF > T B 5l R A I A A A i o A B IR B R A
AR ] B 5 1 TS R R TS B o B Tl — B U = B
L Ay R i B P (0 N 2 SRR B N R A B A R B 7R
Jis EL 2 PSR T A HE - IR B B T AR B i IR 5 R
BalERE > — T TE S A B I B AR A > — R AAR LUK H E AT
R TReRE ) B8 ) B Ml 1) ) 2R BT O > 0 HLAE AR &5 T

\\\\

25 MacCormick X f# £y 2 # 22 HE(legal arrangement)(MacCormick, 1988: 81)
26 MacCormickfE S EAREZ LI E H CL 2B R REEFEIIB]F - (MacCormick,
1988: 75-76)
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W% i BEAE AR 2% T HERF IR E3RAEAAAE ) OS5 B LA R g
FENGTE—E 22 W > MRS T — B > — M AT DURERR S B IR i 4
i BE VR S A (BUAEAE) » Bl T REEER A ~ TR
REAFAE] 5 n—Jia > EBBCRIAN - — BGRB8 1] 64
TAEB G — RITEIR SRS -

2t BEEWE TER) W E TER 4SRRI
BB TREE ) MR 2R ~ 7T BIEZR - MacCormickfig H » &
IEfEKelsen® 4> [#FfE | B TE)AE ) AT RNEREE > HA8
Kelsen{d GTEEE] > [135E | RABHGAETFREZEEE > WA
B H R BE D) K R = ) R R DR > N BEARTEAS PR AR AL
FETEIE TREAETH - BMERNEMREY > 28BFTSFY >
FEAB 5 B i A A (B R S 8 > dh At IR b Db ZH R ARE SR
(= 0 F) L = 2 R b o ) IR L o A B %) A 4R BRI T Maac-
Cormickf IE Bt 1 Bl E FR A LR -

HIL AT 50 > MacCormickZ it DLGRFH /3 FE R T B ) hREL
& T B ) A B = A ) b B A Y s B AR T ) 4 A B B R 4 R
RIR&S & ) MRS R2EHE - iR MEA RS LM SN E -

T EEBELRAHEL > ARG B ERHEERAES T R
SR TR AT B AR R R A £ - NRBRAER
e TP ARERHEA — AL R S8 2 REAAR & P& RIEE
Y > L U BRI A FHREAY ~ ARy ~ BRRATRRED o MARAERA AE
i AR HIH R S AR MEZ AN~ (BAPRZL, 2004: 224-225)
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Lrp T F i Y 5

—

i 2

A EL AR M ST RZ ) BE AR - A Bl v e

FHAE SR -
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o AR L R EE

] 9 T i ) 55 B0 A5 9 1 R Rk L < T 30 O
PUKelsent £8 B > 55 & IR AN 75 00 ZJH 5L I A8 3 2 B0 ({1 )
e B R TR ERE L 0 MR AT B AR e
HA SR ST 5 5 T TEE e > 1T kT i B 7 L A R ) 1
ERE R > IR 55 R OB TSR IR H 1 - 1T 08 37 1K 3% © Kelsen
S R AR SR s DL MR ) ek R B 0 5 — T T AR
H BB 5 3 O 3235 0 8% B AR TR A AN B 2 AE B X KT R (Kelsen,

1973: 1-21) o

MacCormick5| AHart{E «The Concept of Law» Fir&dt 7 i) e Fe £
T3 A T B B ) o AR R R BT VR AR A S S RN R A R A
ATHAS G BRI N P ) {8 (R AR B MG © A 5 54 R B MacCormick 4
i 51 3 Hart i 52 R 52 07 V54 7o ) B2 A AL o SR 5% > 635 M am K Mac-
Cormick fi1{a] ji FH vk Bl {5 {5 A R B -

— > RRE A

MacCormicke <l ks> AMHEHRFEEM A [H EIEF
B A HP TABORAN ~ TRCRMAN ) B TRGTRRN ) s BTl
SRR ABAR - WERIRTEE SR AR > RIRAT RAEE - A
ZIRLIREA E RIS L o BSEE R AIGRAY TRefE) S T HRE
i A R o YRR TER ) CAE L —fi AR - TR
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VL SRR ARG okl ) flal MR8 0r 15 ) (hermeneutic

method)

PE AR £ AR 5 =0 ) A R A R T E AR
R R TR 5 I 5 R B AL B R 58 OB LA A B R ik
WHE B S P RE AT Ik [ - o BE VR B AR AR RAY 1 T LA H At
AR AN A i B R (R TR ) 245 o i > AT
BEAN SR R A AR S B B AROR O 0 » ARVEE T S )
WA U ZE TR B FF 5% © FE > IR — RS R > B TAR
EimAL A B REVE R E ) > O EE T R RERRREAT MR
FEAEAT 7 TR IR FIT AR A0 A HEE 20 U Ry — AEL R S i - i g AL A 4 A
J T S e AR A R A R = i 10 e 0 R 1A U S M B
HZCEE « P&l 2y > PIral B IE B S B 7 K R 2 vh vl AN R =)
{EREE B E L R AT R BB T LU T IR B AR 208 15 2 5
EAAIC IR RS -

W1E— 18 i ¥ & R > MacCormick ) 1] i 2

o SO R IR E [\ > A EE s AR e HE - IRERK
BBl BRI —EA R R ERFHE - A RERN AR
[HIEEMEEE) > W [HAiHEE ) - 28(MacCormick and Wein-

berger, 1986: 102)

28 “If the objection is to my notion that there are norm-defined facts, my reply is:
find me a fact thatisn” t so defined. Itis not ‘institutional facts’ which are prob-

lematic, but  ‘brute facts’ .”
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S EmiE R B ) BTN MacCormick T 5 > T A 2 EH#E 2
W EEVERE - T H IR TR G AR SOAE 2R Y i S BB ) o

#HfMaCormick i Weingerber 2655t > Hij—11 S 35 & R i ) i A2
BAGERTRE - gt o T 2R LGN 2 A AR S0 R IR 48 KB e T )
BAEEAE - WARTE R ) A R AT B R > o AN HAR R IR ) 2
It > MacCormickiZ ZHart{E «The Concept of Law>» Fri ) [FefRE
Tk RBEREFEIER TR R ) B e EE ) RS W
TR RS R IERETT 1) © R AR R g T34 ~ Tl
L~ TAR) FHENFERFE - 2R TR —EEFEA
(lawyer) B —fi A\ (laymen) LU — 5 B4 IR 22 b A7 12 58 Lo 1 FEEVE BT Y
BRSNS

SRR B A B R DUE 5 B P ) 2 B MATED ~ FEELL
Ko ARKE PVERR P o SRR [ $iE L0 B 5 Hoh i 2 B
B R R R P AL A > DL RS g i AR R RO HE SR ~ AT
B B R FAFELT R OY ) ] B SEE) B R » 2 (Mac-
Cormick and Weinberger, 1986: 105 » 2522 i)

VLT Bt B MacCormick Jin] 3 7 BELAZ \FE Hart ) [32FEEE ik > W H
AR IE YRR G B P AR -

29 “The analysandum for analytical jurisprudence is legal order as constituted b ac-
tions, words and thoughts of its committed participants. Legal knowledge 1s knowl-
edge of what for the committed participants are the norms of the order, and of the
institutional facts constituted by the interpretation of natural events within the

schemata which the norms provide.”
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Hart{£ «The Concept of Law» s ik 245 % H W AR AL BL Yk £
AL S RO AR T i A ) )R R B A AE 52 A A T AP
e EE o (KIRHart > ZAEA G EE IR A E AR AT
) e T ) B ) B B e R R 2 NI > ZH ]I R T A TR )
S TFETR ) o RIS BRI 7 sl LR A A 2 S
RS E — AT T R B M VR - BT R
TR P (B B Bt AR BUL A > DUREHEAE R ZER - FIRERIE R
HO At ) B EOR R IE Y 5 T A i e R MFE LU N AR SRR < P 0 4K
PIH B 2 &, ) (Hart, 1994: 57) > Hartff 2%y [ BHEHIRE

riiij 30 o

e TOEHEHIRERE | > HartiE— 51 7 N AEBLRE B FEBLRG > Y
TEBUR RS IR AL E A DR AR 2 B I ny B8R > Al Hart Bk
AR TP SRR B Rtk AR G TR AT A A > R ~ 2R ~ i
A F IR ) - JH 2 EE ARG AETH PR T RAEE...
B TR ... ) R AT LERAN » DL A& B AR A5 ke 2 ] ) 34 B
RS o MM - SEBUR R A B Azt i R B i
T4 LR 1 fife BEL AR BIAR B A AT 2R ALV LA B 2 ) » A0 PR IR 367

0 DL T A ESREEIVALE AR - 99% VRSB E T NG F TR RS 5 Rl
"% RSB EF TBARE R | (EFE T T HRERAYIR SR B - WA EA
EWEEA I T EALER LT TRHRERE ) YRR 85 T 99%HIRENE
HME N E ) HYETR o BBIENIERE ARSI (R, AVRRIE > I HEY
FftEPAREERAZH T R G EIEE T - A LIS EE A — 0k ' 40
STRERFIE(EE ) HREAL -
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e B B A AR L RE LUAT R B AR A~ TEI - T REVEAN I 4
ALK (Hart, 1994: 89-91) - HartiZ i+t & BB E AL G LA Bk
6 A P (B B IR I R T B A E Y B TR B -

MacCormick 2y Hart 35 A G2 AR HI 1) 5e & BB A > 7 L A
Hart bl P50 2 MG SMEBL S5 A e i 8 R R B ATE ISR > Rtk
FAMEBIZE A SRR AR HE & - MacCormickig i >
TEASMEBUR A B e TR B ) AR e [
BB AR | WIER ; R BMacCormick i > +h e ik B 78
T BRI TR ) A TRRSN ) BT RERE ) WIAE T R
FETE 1) T 5 > 8 BT B A SR R 7 A B 35 1 M U B (B R 38
WU TRRHN ) M) o g I R R A B Db S Ay R R T B o AR
HBURURTE TREJN ) T ) B AR B R SR AT B R A BB E - (S
BRI AR TR - ARG - ae R B TR b
MRS NTIA R TRRH L BRI BRI LB AR AT > (HAHF
At AR LB AT o YRR Ak B 8 T A Al B4 TR B I P R R T 3%
SR T ) o FCRRBREE ) BV S B A A B AR S B (normative

31 4E (The Concept of Law) 25 _hi{&5C - MfE Ry " ARAIRYEEE R 3w | (Hart,
1994: 254-255) -
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impact)®? > {5 B2 58 AT R PR B o 2 T B i B AT R e AL
BN SRS o A0RIREE B IR E AL e G > B AR

BEH IR 2 B3 W] DUE B R et e MR A R B > B R RRAE T
ALHEHT A B i (MacCormick, 2005b: 278) RIS TAMEBIZEE |
TS EE ) 0 TRREEBR ) N TRBETk A ROTIEE
JEERZ PR I B B

W > AR e A B Y ) B B R e R LA AR — R o T
T Ikt i S I M1 A A A S BRI AR AR 8 R T LB - AL
B [ B BB TP J #) JEBUE il (constitution: custom) B {E {245 (underly-
ing value)f B FHMIKelsendE AR FERIMEH - iR e RS BUR - A0
SEAL RS B A R R R R 2 LB A IR A R o EL AR AN A B 4
e EEREREE -

T SR I ] 8 v P A A AN Y 7 12 B K elsen AR T2 3%
LR P AU B A S IS R B LIRY DhfE - KelsenERMHZRE
ST R EBEER RS S AR A AR R - I AZIE K

2 e IR E s B s T o R - BRI AR ATHYA
{RFIERIF AN T REAN = A PRI RTRE © MacCormick{% 2R E[IF5H » Hartf
(The Concept of Law ) g T1ESB CEFIIESL > BEAS T = 20S T H A mT #E
fEAEE(A=(the conditions of intelligibility of rules) ¥ " IEMES | AYRSZE ; AH¥%S
#h, > Fuller Al IERERNFE R RIHY S B2 A6 S N EHEYHAVIE - A1
TERRANE R s B P (R E TR )Ry (MacCormick, 1990: 549) -
3 fjHartfE ( The Concept of Law ) 25 —FR1& 08 T MacCormick{E M & Yt
HIMEAEIEHart, 1994: 242-243)
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ALFEARE 1k Lb JH FH B FE AN B o 1 J3& 5 T i B o 0 2 TR LA i o) 3
Gl T e — I S AN A AR SE > 1T i Hart 1 P G 52 0 AP
AR LTI T o A S B R B I 0 N A LA B A AR
B {9 B (LB > SO L PRIOIR L i A B TR RE S
Z B VR B ) = ) B A R A 2y — AT A B R R
FEM AATBYA B aVIRAK > 0 % B wHUIR A4t v 5 P o) BE M T B 774
11 VA0 R IR e ) B 1 = 8

T AL

i MacCormick i & il B 1 G ) v e B R R 22 07 1) 2 1
G B BB SRR o AT R AE < BEVE P > B R R A B Y [ RE
TR BE T il B F R B = 7B < BEVRBEGR Y - M5 DRV T B
FHRREE - BT B R R R KPR TJEAR ) > uKelsenf&l
F 1 B A A5 BE 2 T X o MacCormickASji B Hartt & A7 #iPE R vE - i
BiJoseph Raz#fl[F] » MacCormickt, [ 51 pi K5 5 P4 A 6 1ok 00 ZH 15 38 FE
T HE Jre B B ) B RE A A LN 2 o FE— R ET R Postemalk) 3L
o Al DU BT Hart © (15305 BB TR 8 A R A FEA a4
VEBERE S ALAE TR TRRY - LA K (2) BB 25z M JE BAT 302 T 2 Bl ik
B o B S EE N EE IS > R kis R R A — E i E 5
(MacCormick, 1987: 108-110) o

IEBE > VR B WL ZEHEAR R i1 1) 4B (the nature of normativity)
BV 17 B 1 A& (MacCormick and Weinberger, 1986: 105-106) o L
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¥} «The Concept of Law» & BaAE IF. > fihil 43 Bt 3 ply B S
B > R VR A B A B A p e € 1 G A g
FDIEE - G FEAE T R DR e SR - Kk MacCormick
SR IF) EPostema¥fHart i LT - (HEE R ZE AR R TT 18 T BEAHE AN ET
AR THER ) (detached)if > VK KR EEE N EEA XM L
IEF B REERTRE > AN AR R BT 5 A A7 0 B 8 v BB 5 P (B B R R
IEH 5 2508 AR Hi(treats as categorically) ¥ € H7 & i R 15
BHEE > A SR AE AR aEE T > LTS TRmAs
RSB 2 I SR Bl (MacCormick, 1987: 111-113) o

) B Y 3 e P o A A BV YR AR A S A o YRR
PR B AR AN TR R TR OR > NI BB ER AR E R > Mac-
Cormick Bl WeinbergerZ £ il B 153 5w 5 2 1o B B Kelsen Fr A i Bl i H
12 > R BV 78 ST A R RHE: o SRR > MacCormick {3 4 522 15 H fth
FERY THLSEVERYACE ) ~ TERMEATBIAAE ) SRR - EEERE R
TTEVE R - 27 R A E R ETE R R > DL KB T 8 B
F0 685 S 6 E T L U B e A0 AR ML o 2 v 1B R R R 4 T K
MacCormick i 32 1 B i 1363735 - 38 )R 12 B8 1 58 1 i 1 T E
# .
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B Bl R

i

TESE — 5 W AR B L B B R RI A O i A e 3 B A
SR Rt i L o ORI 5 | A B SRR A v BELAEL T 0 e ) VT RE R F © AR
R B — 2 i S MacCormick ¥ pf% B il o 28 T B i O 275 = {18l 7 e 1A
o Wl R ik B R AT AR ST i SRR T A 22 A
i ML 56 BB MacCormickYE 19854E I S B BRI 3235 - He3 it B ik
BT i e b A P 2 R B T IR EE -

il

— > e S R B R R

TE b — 8 A K vk e 0 ik B (A TR PR AR IR © AR R B > Mac-
Cormickid %% 15 B2 58 RS TE MVR AN ~ 5 AL & i B M B P AR 7E
WKk ) BE P > BRI SETE A Y Hartd 4 ZE LR SMEBUR R 4 - At
B Hart i 157 57 76 77 Hart 52 2 1 g # Bl ) B 6l A — 8 I SOB TEFR 5
MacCormick BIl 58 %% ] BE 1 S B A E L AR THBOE A LB E R R R 2
B > TR SR € 05 AR 4k 2 B AR TR AR DB R > DL
SRR T AT R S B BECIETE ], 2007: 12) » L8R
AT ok IR LE 22 BH B RR IR (B o SEsmandl > TReReRirvk) BEAR

1 «The Concept of Law» &5 " hR{&rC AHartprE il » (HESEER

M IEERETBERLAE T ER o AR R AEER s (2R, 2013) © HartHII{F{&ECTE

Ko TEEERAAYE | (Hart, 1994: 239 5 FHEEA, 2000: 299) o (oI AHHER AL »

S R AN e A — (R E R - NI T A SRR G S R -
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» Hart ] [ieRe2rvk ) DIsiH [THalpE kB2 ) BEDworkinf#) [FF
EPELEIRE ) RIEE AR EE

TR Z Fr DLtV iy o 2 R BB TS B S H AL
BT A HAE 5 BIEATORE BB A > R8s
7 T A — BTkt WA e i e ) VR B R T Al 5 R T
aoy > IR EE A AR AT R B TR 5 A H
B ST B TR R A AR — (B B2 B o o (Hart, 1994
240 ; FiE A%, 2000: 300)

flb L FE AR Dworkin$ vk 8% 1 FOEA T RTHEME > RAEE®
F BRI T i 37 355 > I Marmor 3% 8K » Hart i st AR IR 1L B
WEE (EAA LA — B > 254 LR B 7
# ) (Marmor, 2011: 111) o #n R Hartf 37354 — k& i A fEMac-
Cormick i i B > B BE ¥4 34 4 3 100 2% — R g e PR VR B AR -
JEMacCormick 3%t & PR 2 i b P VA B B SR o (B JmRR 2 7E
«H.L.A. Harty B{J& A Moralistic Case for A-Moralistic Law» 1 >
MacCormick 5 #&i8 RyHart LT ISR ElE £ 5% > BT NEE
OB B >[5 E2 A Hart/E < The Concept of Lawy JififEfT 8
SR R S e A R rp RN T BB

.. Hart#g 3 #1530 BUBTEME & 2 B Ay 22 b R (EE TE By > Hart2
EEE ERE S W A MR R AETEE o M H AR R
— U BR G IAE IIRAE PR E o ThT % 33 180 SR T A A 4
B EAT MAE AR Bt — 1 A RIVIRE F - BRI ERRAR
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FHiek  HEBRERHE > EEHBRARLFHEE o 3(Mac-
Cormick, 2008a: 197)
K ILAE €A Moralistic Case for A-Moralistic Law)» > {5 _F it ¥ Hart
) it T — 20 8 R R E R E R IEE RS o BRI EE B
Ay MacCormick 3w 37 350 B A B 20 1 B E 38 SCFely T ek

REEEE oM THREREEEER)

[ FAFPE R E RS ) {2385 R B sl T 55 i i 8 1 v
Hi 3 WANA WML EW I F(ethical positivism) ~ BUE A E#
K (political positivism)(FA4E, 2013: 383n136) o [HHFIMEEHEEE
= OB TR ER R RBOKEEN TRPEMEEE ) B
R | AT AR AR R 4y > A R R e IR A% (&2, 2013:
384-385) o Marmor#d 25 A [A] iiUAS B AR 0 1 vE B 8 E TR TH#E

f% ] (normative claim)B [ BB T3 | (legal positivism)[iH] i B AR 7T RE

35 “..-this reason offered by Hart for insisting on the conceptual separateness of
law’ and ‘morality ‘was a moral reason. Hart was a positivist because he was
a critical moralist. His aim was not to issue a warrant for obedience to the masters of
the state. His aim was not to issue a warrant for obedience to the masters of the state.
It was to reinforce the citizen’ s warrant for unrelenting moral criticism of the uses
and abuses of state power. This stance was not re-stated 1n the Postscript, but neither
was it withdrawn or, even implicitly, disowned.”
o THREMREAES TR —sBIREBEMacCormicktYZE/FE S » MZE%
SREVERE LIS R SCEE Bt EMacCormick B8 AR d M A B R E |
fléIMarmor ~ Gardner ~ Waldron ~ Celano ° DA A BIFREIME A E B F FRATT
BREE 27 (Gardner, 2001 ; Waldron, 2001 ; Marmor, 2011 ; Celano, 2013) °
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AR BB > R S VR R S8 B R Ve v B £ /A LR
AR RS ST e (Marmor, 2011: 110 ; F45, 2013: 385) o 24 T S A I
B> Marmor B g i T —E ER E RN O MMEANL 2R
P> SR AR A o B 3 0 R T T R AT

1. JEEHIPEBEP KRB EE) -
2. PRFH M HPHEEGEAGHES > AR EE LB B

léz.% o
3. PREE > mHBMAMTTE -

4. RIS EEIEE R BE - B 1A IR R TS I VR
R > EEBIF > PSP - KILPZHE -

5. PELIEPAE Ry W H BT — LU 1 A 8 TR B BUA 3R -
(Marmor, 2011: 110-112)

WRAS2.BR3 R E E L EE LR A HEAREENZE » AR ZEER2.

S — MR NTEAR 58 1% B 8 T 32 7% BRI 2 AOE PR B BTG B > T3,
APE—F EREEFE ERA S UL — B Marmor, 2011: 111 5 FHZ,
2013: 387) e Marmorfg ! > TP | B [JEFHP) ErLILAF
{HANBE AR AR AR O B4R > MIRRAR2 2% [T ) B [ i5IER%
SEATTEE ) AR T RE BT > PRI AP BE B 4 i 2 R AT A A R
B BT BEHY AN EPEZ R 5 iOA3 BEARE —ETh B B > {HIhAE LAY
I g U A I S R B > T AR IR DR A R A A E T Y
F(Marmor, 2011: 118-119 ; FEE4, 2013: 389-390) ; AV RTE EA Rk

PIE (B N A R TR B LR o R 22 B3 A - 38

T LU SCEEE A — R 28 (E- 5, 2013: 386) ©
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A5 0 3 R SRR P P > 3 4 G
A B R B -

— ~ Neil MacCormick &k B 3%

«A Moralistic Case for A-Moralistic Law» 2&— & Hlf#Mac-
Cormick iEH w37 S5 P i BB EE o i 7E SC 3 A B A DL B I8 v v
ARG AL B R E LI RNE ;T BB SRR R R IE B <
BEETEY ESChRA —4F > BT IS R SR B IE T AR 77 53
Yy o PR A BT ~ B E) o AR e BE—
N EEIEE b o r DU A > B0 vE B R R Ay
B HMRIS K B EEUETE AR o A vk BUE TR PR A —
N EEIG B B P E e BB AR RIEZETEE) 5
2 DGAUE T E SRR RIS ) AR > gt R SR I S 5
B TMEIFER gL B33 (The qualified version of legal
amoralism) > WEHLIERSCEME LA E > Bk EE RN ES
o HALHE

VERO R DB IR BT AR B M g > T ELS L 48 A B %

BRSO A e b A S B IR R B R AE TR ) ;5 ik
F) 2 2 P9 2t AT i BR #°%(MlacCormick, 1985a: 37)

38 “Legal validity may properly determined on purely formal grounds, and laws
ought never to be presumed to be morally justified or morally binding upon the
ground of their formal validity alone; and law should be restricted as to its moral con-

tent.”
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E— S HTEE TR - §REOTH R RS A AR [ R e
HZ1E 5 BB AR FRE AR BB A ~ FRRI R TN 2 R A
BRARE > R MR R o A KRR s o 2y DVRER
% (positivism)B 3% | (moral disestablishment) i {E 4 > iF H
EAE R DEEETE ) MER > fEREEEIR [LHETE
SYEE) MERME R NTAERER) WER-EERTE > R
H o RN RN EBEIRAETE [ IEFREA(E ) (duty of justice) i #filF o

HOTE NEEEER) ko o MK < BEIEB Y L5
Ao AR BEVE S > HAF B O AP AT 7% B B 8 R 38
TE B > s —DIMEa KRR e T AR we R St A e LAE A2
A R R B 1 BEAR B BT IE A TE AR HE o bl 5 -
VAL IR B 1Y) B I R M S RE CEPE) R R I ~ YRS R o B e
B SR (R B R R o R i P AT AR AR TR AR ARV _E A
R ELER > B AR SLEETE LT RIB e R © B 5E o Rl — 1A

Fm

“

VAEEEEAE > TS0 f%#F disestablishment® Ay " 238 o BIANEE S B
(religious disestablishment) ; £ AMacCormick$e H#moral disestablishment * IF
EEHEEEOTEEE N - RItas Hefh T AEERESEE , - AEZF
& Kz » MacCormickfmoral disestablishment » 37235 i il e Fr R it ) & Bk e R
(separation thesis)g & PAYZE S © moral disestablishmentd [ EN EE " 7AE
AT TIEESRE] ) (law” s enforcement of morality) (& flLE8 FyiE & —(HE
Ty \GR R RE) - — B > B SOEFENASAIPRGIEEENK - s
e - EER EEEARL MR A Bk e S — E R AR
BRI AlLaRRE - 72 ] At EMacCormick s PAUB EEHe T isHA AR E HY— (& 1]
F o
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AR RE B R PATREIER T R o SR E RS > HIK > E
ARFEN RABMERHEIEZTE o Fr LR EETEA TR 3 (Law

and morality do not have to be identical)(MacCormick, 1985a: 7-8)

¥fMacCormickIf 5 5 4 T 2L 2 B B T TR VE B 1 i o 4] 5
o A IRAME L BRI AT 2 W —F g R E R o kBT
WIEA TR o fi LA > Bf(religious disestablishment) 48 M5 B 1
B GR - 5 70 Bl i L ) R 3 IE R BB LS SR A — T R A
J7BEIE > A% Aymoral disestablishment o IEGIFT#E - M58 4%
Hart R s B © 2 Bk B SRR 7 A AR RN = 1k
VEERHAF AR NS ZE 3R I 2 1) 7 1 58 2 bRV EA T 4%
10343 BH B2 38 7534 f (MacCormick, 1985a: 10-11)

AiMacCormick M 5 3 5R AU 2 3 #8(V (amoralism) » ¥EEA
A RETE AR EHUTA B N A ol 18 g Th 25 T A B A 1A T R 22
B o AN fF AT ST ETRY AL 0 MR RS IEECR] Y > HE R 2
B R A BT o s 8 R e ) T o AR IRIEME N
R EavE e » FRIEEEE N ETER EAEME  SHEMEN R
W A IE M o G MLl Hart ) 55 2 J5 B > 4| A s g 3=
AR R & BB B A E R ATAT i R At B B B AR ) 45 A 5
BHTR - FE 2B BT GETE R M EAT > SEE S HTE
pc [ENEIREA G R E Sy ) & 5 IBRARF A - B &5 kSR
AR BHAR > PRI fth e 1) 25 1E 2 Y B T (duties of justice) o Z A HAh W] fE

WA BN - MR TS ) (aspiration) ~ [ HEE/E ] (self-re-
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garding duties) ~ [ E{E ] (duties of love) > HRE FME N EEE H E/Y

QRIS > AN ERZ A 1 2 Y Y %¥(MacCormick, 1985a: 32-37)

RE LN ERBESIE 4 bR E N R Z & - ARELL
RPN D) ~ TAERT) B TEMET) F5 Ein
o EEW R TIEREAL ) BRI > @A T IEEETEA
ZE[A] o P tEMacCormick) MEIERIERIEMEESR ) TR - MEIEK
TERCRIA G ~ FRETERFIME - IR ARl (8 R A= TE Y
S A M > T i D ) ) B O A T S IE TR AR BR 1 © YR AL
A —ER o E T EIEE R o N R W25 (B IE A ) Y
BB T IR HIRLE -

VTR B 58 Marmori ZsMacCormickfE €A Moralistic Case for A-
Moralistic Law» — 3 52 B 250 ik 1 B 3% 32 e (normative positivism)
3235+ MacCormick ANME LUE A& 7 8 3209 J5 HI 2% 14 8 £ 36 0 30

> T ELAE [ R L R IR 22 R0 7 L LAt v B 3 R B A i
Ve ~ B SRRV SN T VE B R ENE ER R RN S A
5 H J73E ) (MacCormick, 1985b: 77-79) o T C.4&HE & > MarmoriZ
MaCormick B 1 v B R Fe R WA 2. B3 HTR A > i) st Bt
VIR ER LR AR - SO el (B IERTERICEE TR -
A P %8 Fi Marmor 2 it DL a2 2MacCormick [ 37 35 B o P vh B3
WA > & K ZyMarmorid s MacCormick B 37 s JEBE—AE [ A2
BEVEEEE ) B (BRI IR AL IR E | ER > BB
VR N 2
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UL ¥ Marmor 1) f# 8 B > R/EMarmorf B {2 & R % > B
SRETEFY ) v T i A 7V A 1 A T R N A 2 T <l
FEERY —FHERSCERNAAE > MacCormick il A B R 1l
R o) B v P i A e PR T > S BRI AES AS T R e R R
B-EEE BHERRTESL 5 IR > fEZ 4RI CE Natural Law and the
Separation of Law and Morals» > fih# EiEE 1§ <A Moralistic Case for
A-Moralistic Law» B «Natural Law and the Separation of Law and
Morals» % W SCEAR 2% LEwim B BT 355 b — B0 B SRR EAE 5
TER AR Z/E - b BARIRZ B R ikim & Finnis 52 8 > BIH R

[ BE | B H TH SR 8 R B T DL Kk ia e -

FEE LA o R e A B A T R B B A A R R B T
APE PR I FRA e B R L o PSR — R W & > i BE VR B B e Tk
FORATE ) LRy RS2 5B H | (meta-theory of legal
knowledge) i [HIE » T ¥E AL AR ML SRR FA R 2 2 © IR e i Tl
R R BB > B Hart WS 2 - 90 S B AT Ty g 51 ThAE RO A
RIS AR o 1 B2 o) R A S S I 0 B R A AN T BE AN AR — €
HH B o 53 SRR IR B IS S wtlat > ol BE A (4 2t & S A A
Sy A e e EE - AT B I B8 (et bR 35 B K RE A
EA—E Y - MRS ERE A C A g AT o B EEEMac-
Cormick /¢ it Atk 1% 11 B fEi(legality or rule of law) » FUANIE fih i (1985)
A AT REm R IR R 10 A MR BOAE PEHLAE - 5 S A A T

IET#E > HRJE 2 B Marmor ¥ 1% 43 > MacCormick7E Fb B A5 2 R B 37 355

50



4. (B0 S A S R ) R 5. (Rl A I
% ) > BB o B T ) S0

L VR B DI 19854E ] A Moralistic Case for A-Moralistic
Law» —3CA¥ » AfMacCormick il K 1 #i1k vk B L3 SO - 1
AN > ASCE I Y 55 AR A R B AT Ol LA Marmor ¥ 55 7 S B R
# ] > 45 HiMacCormickf% A& 3 & A B #8 1) 1) T 76 W & © Mac-
Cormick 48 B 4% 1 =2 A O PRI A 80 3 8 o7 85 B HL Al Ve 6
S EFRE WS > AR R IR I ) B R A R M > DLER B3
TE R T R — (8 ORI 90 ¥ B e L8 o T HLYE B 43w o R P (i
Marmor) i fi 37355 1 A MR A< Bk Bl Hart FF e v B3 £ 3 AL © it
] DL AR 2y i MacCormick FEQOAEAR LA AR B A K [k il B 1k =
B alEre <Rk AR > B DL T i BEVE R SRR |
VER M TIEURATE ) AR ED T EBAEVEER ) o R
Al R LA T R RS B o

40 fcHEMarmorfVERBE » 17354 8117355, 2 Fr DI ERG it A 238 T E#EH1E - 2
R B354 B sl B ARV EE R E R S B AR BT - 5

ERETHR TAFRABEEEN > fiEAREAZREANME » REHE

I AR RIS EE o 1355 RSB T AR B X K Hart
il HAEE b AARER DT Asm anRE (Marmor, 2011: 120-134) -
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B_E REEERNIEBES

ARSCHESE B BR 7 B BAE RS 1) B 1 g B 3 o) B vk P ) R A
WA Sh (Rl EHLAE H ) BE T A 0 B A A A AP B 1 B e
FLIF] > e ) 1 B GEA A /AT AR B Wk ) B 1 © MacCormicki 2 % B 5
SRR EB RN adEadE ) BT EEaE | (MacCormick and
Weinberger, 1986: 128-130) > {E {1t [] IRy 3 5 s R {18l i el 2B 5B 8 S A
BB - o IR IR AR #4875 2 /& (MacCormick,  1985b:
78-80) o b4} > MacCormick B4 2| THSEVERIAE | ~ [HETH)
HIAE ) o JRED TR ) ARk B n) EE R - i Al Rl
Fim 15 B e T F B B ARk % IEfE(MacCormick and  Weinberger,
1986:  106) » {H 2 i1 316 3% A7 35t 2] B 358 FL 1 ) 3 J 26 38 S T i — s 1)
At B CAR H ) B R — e A TR o

MR¥EMacCormick B » ¥52 Ml BEVEAR SRR > ol BE R A5 2
B IR B PR SRR A A > T P IE R 12 A AR R > L O
FERERE A F o i AT sV B e R o SR ARG ) BEVE A L
SrEEAHSS o FITEBETEERE S AR 4 o {E0s BB — b B 1R
HiE LRI (2] #YJRR - B Ja A B S A B I e
TR > AR E ERAE TSR o AR I 2 R E A o B
JESESA 1 BEUE TR BA (R Ao 2 S — P R RN
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PR > AR A fth A BT R AR — AR G B b )
Ve Prie ) BB 8 > i TSR ) B Frsd B R E 1R
I o A T P R ) VR R

B JEH ~ JEREEE b Sk

MacCormick?E <l BEiEF Y $5H > IR A TAERAS B kA
i) BE B BE AR RO BN > TR R — B Re At (B ) B TR ) #ER
A B R A 5 (ELE R A Yo o B ) B RO > f [] R sl VR A o
WARSAE (B TEZH KRB (MacCormick and Weinberger, 1986: 67) ©
G T EB AR R R THIE ) EEMSERS TR
7% (sociological sense) : B4 B A R LA BEHE A VA R B AR
IR > N RE B SRR R it v 5 A > R A TIRAN ~ T
W R A TE A GBS o KA ) BE T RE TR Y B B A
LA B B 85 % o MacCormick (R T H5 HY + Jit B aied (4515 1) 377 1
FEE S B R DEF LB HMEE RS ) (ordinarily necessary and
presumptively suffcient) 8 A RLIRMT > UL > TEEE AR b R H HY
JIt S EA) ) BE A 916 T REAROEE B 1R 51 I T #E 4! (MacCormick - and
Weinberger, 1986: 72) o Btz 5} » MacCormickzg 4% Ji Bl A D e A& 45 4

i BEUR ) B S HA A e H R > T SRR AR ~ JERRARAN ~ FRE

A PIGIE AP > SIS R FRRIE BIFAEIEAFR - PRI
MacCormick ¥ ARRIHVE L » R B EFIHIERIRIHRAL > AEHF 22
T ] DIFERE RALAY - AR - S B R SRILEAFAE - R Bt
FIRVET -
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SR > o0 LT D3 0 5 50 5 % R R T R 4 A BB (M-
Cormick, 2005b: 235) o i e B T 450 HI 5L (2 (A ) 5

(meeting point of rules and values)(MacCormick and Weinberger, 1986:

73) o

Ff 5 L > MacCormick i VAT F A5 A I 70 2 T A U |
(deductive justification) B [ —.[#57 | (second-order justification)*? ; J&
AU R TE R T S i A8 YR B A R I S s 10 - 1
B EEEE T AR AR R P A R AR IR 5 RSB AR TER T
ZE AT B 2 P A A R A R A Y o SRR D A R e A oK
AR ENIKEE - iR W RAEDLE - IREREA R E B E LA
AR S E BT BB AR > FRATTRER A% ~ fHH

2 B AR S FE AT 2 () A i B VARG LIRS - DR E TR S
HIES TLAERE » BRI MacCormick Y ARHME M » A EHEIAIm L 5H
BRRE >IN 2 - AERESURRGS 275 (MacCormick, 1979 ; Feteris, 1999 ; Mac-
Cormick, 2005b ; B3{— 2%, 2013) o HP@#R— 2, 2013) BN/ VEZE AT ELEE
MrMacCormick AR HEH I ERHIZEAE -

43 MacCormick# Ry A EEHEHE HE 3m IR Lo BR BT E AT B8 T HIREE R - TR
{al 5245 B (MacCormick, 2005b: 12-16 5 #5{3, 2013: 123-124) -
MORGEHEEAYE S - ARAEEARAN TR ERIEE - 0% 0 iR 0 B2
SRR M THERpINEE - FrLUAEagEqE EER © HEAVEET
A CRES HITE IEHE > ATEEHY IEREEBL S 2 & En R (MacCormick, 2005b: 21-

25) e

45 MacCormick Fy " BRI |, GRAIBRREE AR [E T seAv&SamiRs » $25 [
IR [E R AR (R4 T R R R B T MHREME R ) (AR B SRR
GESLAVALAN) - B ARER A B L A e A AR A AT £2 5 [ R (Mac-
Cormick, 2005b: 94) -
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IEFECH ) SRR > I B4 RS B RN LEE I ER
A - ANBTEEEETAR L B > FIRFQLHEZ 2k (consis-
tenct) B [ERE T | (coherent) I (#3175, 2013: 134-136) o Hirfr Tl
Bk PrEoRER: - B AR AT EE » HER v i A
7R BELEAT 0 08 R MRRE (BB A B E O B 4R - PRIt TR R ) &
REE ARG TEMH L) BARIE AT - b B R By s TR Al
L) AAHESF, 2013:137) -

TERS DS T 8 I HI ) S8 2488 > AR SC3RP P Yo AP A L i ) D g
BT o EARB O - AR N I 5 AR AR ) ]
HEELEHEERSW ) R ? MacCormick#h A 22 © KK
R BE A S EFERS T SLIRE B e T R RS AR I A
R R (MacCormick, 2005b: 54) o 3R R« Zyf] S7. k3 B )
SEAT R BRI AR ? B3R - WANMEEE ZH CREEERER
H O AR > T EAL S RAR K S R R EREHEEN
FH(MacCormick, 2005b: 52-53) o fRE&H > MacCormickfhj— R 51
ZE AR ER ERNEE > S Z2HarURKRH R A - (B
Z MR A > MacCormickid £y 1a L0 S W0 R TH sOR GOH I 5 7 A T LU
ZHBOAEETE
IEMIRAERT R BIRICGENEE > 139H) > TEHRREE AT TIATE
T ARG BB EER AT RE RS g B RE > B

SRS ST EBURGER B i S BOAEE - LR 55
e B E R T B R BOR A o ) RERE R o e e
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FREE T AP35 5 A M B AT R S0 T A
R 1SR AR T R R TR« B > A —E e
IRBRIAME RS 1 U [T ) A3t > BB ) 5 o
mMHZR [ERE) B—%%...(MacCormick, 2005b: 232 > FAEK
TSRS B, 2013: 127-130) -

ARSCHE S B F] > MacCormick i N 7L T ] [ 43 4 (#8501 ) B [
BE o SRR TR ) AR O E RS R KRR AR R
PR SL I R AR > T ER IR N B~ TR 2R RAT DL SRR
[FEBEBLE | (underpinning reason) o [ERAN ) BEFHAMER T IEEE LR
H e g (AR NTEE A R B WEEE T
HodR TEBERE ) o R I A P R R B L

B EEET > R B R AN IR ) A TR AL o IR R A HIRY
17 R B 2 T € M BUAE A (MacCormick, 2005b: 61) »
TE 8 37 B 5 268 i B A F 5 A 0 A I 1R I BOR R
R B B2 > MacCormick W E [A] I € (B IEIAFTE » B2 DA EE
BHEERICNE ] BB IRESEGRE 1 - FE E > MacCormickfE1992
H S «Natural Law and the Separation of Law and Morals» — T 4th
¥} [HartBiFullersfF | (Hart-Fuller Debate)J kA &1 > B 8 1)
Fullerff) E5fk > RIVAEE RAUFEAR S N A ETEFEE -

At one time, I was inclined to agree with H.L.A. Hart that Fuller’s
principles, even if in some measure essential to the existence of legal

systems as systems of rules, are merely technical requirements of le-
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gal efficiency, not any sort of ‘morality’. ... True as these observations
are, they overlook the possibility that some ways of organizing human
affairs can have positive value, and that this value can be moral value,
even in situations in which there are countervailing moral values,

even overriding ones.(MacCormick, 1992: 122-123)

& B3 > Fullerf)k J5 QI JE AN Hart i 52 A 0 SURBUR) TREAE | (effi-
ciency) IH ATV B3R - T2 HARAR R SR B TEE(E o IR B 5081
Fuller i tHH 1346 (rule of law)JESJRAN > 02 & B BUE 7%
HAt EEEMEEE /M TEIRMEE ) MacCormick, 1992: 123) » 4

SR REL LR oK AR AT A HE B A A R B -

PRI > MacCormick AME & A RUE AT EEEE > bR R R
AR TABH ) S A AR R > # I Finnis R
PR 2 A7 S0 A AR B T AT R 18 9 2 B~ Rk B T e - i
0070 B S A T S T B o [ R

What then is the difference between practical reason as manifested in
legal practice and practical reason as displayed in moral life? The an-
swer lies in the elements of publicity, authority and determinacy spe-
cial to law....As Finnis well remarks, even a community of angels
would face co-ordination problems soluble only under the authority of
some common public rules...it is reasonable to institutionalize law,

legal judgement, and legal reasoning. (MacCormick, 1992: 119-120)

1058 = EFF IR R R o Ie H RS LR AVEARESZ O 12 CREERIESR )
T Ryl 5 14 (institutional) ~ R (authoritative) 8145 &5 P (conclusive) ©
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TR P LA > 43R O L A e B S A N AL AR A 355 FP B ()
@ T Ik PTG B B (MacCormick, 1992: 121) » FEE L
VAT [ AT R A 8 S0 L b o [T - LR JRy B Py s AL B —
TEAE AR T I S A S 2R AN R > EBUE 2R T8 NPT 1 S B2 {E % 0
VLR ABAE AL AN AT AR A R o PRI AP I 1 ] 140 A8 B At ] R
758 > SRR T BRI T e A (O LA B ) 2 B =R
Baal > {20 T TR S AR B > RGP AR E BN — A B T 1) BT
{EARHE > PREEME ] AR 2 I 1) (Lucy, 2002: 236-238) > Horp LR
Ry AN F BT PR « BEIL > QR A B kBt iR 2 4%
i) & 1 57 M B 357 H RE T DA ol 0 B DR s R it 2 A - (i
AN —E 53R ANACH 2 N LA i o B RE R 5 7% -

MacCormick (X i 43 Hi B 22445 AEETERVBLRS - 13 THERRERL
BRI TE T FHAEZR DUAMT B IE M ) (MacCormick, 1992: 125)
W > E I DI S AR U ST AR F W dRd M i H
b BRI A EE > B SA AMATBI ) DIRE

AN — YIS A T 1] (R (B2 5 T S R o i BRIUE
25 JC iy B AN T A8 A0 i P ST 8 o RSB AR AR B T A S B R B A
B B PR S A R UL IR e T R R B (& 2
FBHE R o 85 M AR A BT RE 28 R B L T RE 20 32 R 5 AME
A MBI E > 484 JERRRE SR HE > R o Il i 32 A T 1Y
ARE M7, 2013: 134-135) o yLHER William Lucy BB SE : KEEZ

(Humean) & B AN AT KGR HY S35 0 HUR B (AT S0 5w Y 3735 3 AE S BB (H
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2 G LA AT B A ERA YT ABORK R S A W] AR AL A <3
A B LR 5 hRUT S IriH B3R R ALY © MacCormick 78 3%
B n] SRR Atk 4 24 BR R A BB 20 T0 A DA R 78 2K SR A 1 1 mT e > L

i 2 B 2t T AR 16 *8(Lucy, 2002: 236-238) -

MacCormick¥f /4 Finnis 5 #8123 14552 Il 11 A L W] 5 BB (H 2
TCHE RS » B A EZ B Finnis— 8 At 5 FETEE A EA
A2 A3 (basic  good)Ti ¥R » s+ R AR EE o KRB EA S
A RNE R o B B 432 Habermas B Alexy B i > w8 2 B TE(E (E T
FESMBE A A" T B8 A JEE S FAt e IR A - EL R N > & R TE M
Vg ) JRE S AR AR AR rh 0 & B TR (B (B S35 BE AR R T AR 2 LAY

(are capable of being rationally deemed objective)(MacCormick, 1992:
128) o M > B E R R HE R E M &2 - MacCormick i 58 2 A\

FIE 00 7 {5 {0 B 65 {0 [ 288 PR B A 1 18R 7 2 ¥ MacCormick iy 55
T DL ORI B B HE R Al - B A LR A 2

41 TE AR IRIREE 2 Tam Bl A T & am LS - B A TR HEEE
ERVIEAL - R Hume VIS LR T TR R AR AIS 2t fr—
B TESt - ERMZ LA ERT AT EEE - ERAEHEE
FEZALL | (MacCormick, 2005b: 260) » FEM: HAE AR E T 2 EE - (HiEEA
KEFEER s EE O E RIS AR RS0 TEUHEEL -

48 EEAS - ZZBIMEEE  MacCormick " A B RFEFRER F EimAFTEA L
Ackgis - AR T B, BB > AIIREE THEE ., AR - T HAER
RIS G FRrR R SRIEE RAR SR AR AR TR o AN B DI
(=, 2013: 149) -
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=R > fAE <A Moralistic Case for A-Moralistic Lawy 23
R KR R v B e R R L I T, el A% Y B A ]
IR A—# 1 > H¥) (Natural Law and the Separation of Law and
Moralsy #) IAHBEE ] —&f > A 2R EKIENEEE [RME
FETAE PSR AR B SE A N ~ BRI ERERE R | 5 R ]
F|Marmor$ A B #iVE 1 B LR A 20 B> g BIMarmorif§Mac-
Cormick A5 275 A fi i 1 a RE AU AR B 1R L B B A ZEMY >
HEB R e (E RS B S 2 iR T T ) - AEER L
% BELCETER MG w5 > o DI Bl i D H T A —
BT LA B R i it LA B s 6 e )65 (8 ey B R

[e]

O HTTE 4R FRE] » MarmorffMacCormick iR & A B 38 T 2RI SRR 2.
BIAS.  thstem A ' PREHE | (RER R EaE)AILE -
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B SEPEBENE K ¢ B SR
=~ NARBLHE M H

MacCormick %% T 5] flEWilliam Lucyf %] » 7EAERT IcfE — A
A CRBLUETER BRIy e RUIMA ERITE - [ EE
VEPT RIA BB B 2 2y B B e AR RS R
& TEEVEAEFI BT ) (Law as Institutional Normative Order)i
SEPRGEREEGE o MR QR BE A O T SRR R
HE B B A AR AR i 5 I e IR X (Humean) 3735 - TSR HUE A Kant
BiAdam Smithf3r ¥y o MERAHI I K ZER > fE TEMET R
81 (Is reason practica) [ > it [ EHEMIEL AL KR
o Ho > HumedRIUE W 3735 > HCRE % B8 ) S 8l BUDR A R 15
#0051 B S B IR ) - TN R O R BB A > BT DLELIE RE DR SE
BN B (RE%, 20150 29) 5 TKantHIl & $REUE 4 E M7
Y5 ¢ MAERRAE SE R A TR IR — BB B > DU R [ AR ) B
PR ) ARk T LUR] R 6 AR TH Bt (MacCormick, 2008b: 1-2) >
HAKantili 5 - B EEME N S R EEZAEEE BRI AR A |
B o BB SRS 2 [ B U AR ) i v R G S s
HEIHIR > A2 HAAME R FH BRI, 2015: 30-31) -

il

i

A A§ Hume BLK antf 2 ¥ 37 BR B AN AL B s e > R il &2
MacCormick B 47 2 1.0 o 2 FrLUKG B C i BB B8 5l i rE

KantBiSmith i B4R » J& R Kanti5 & BEHEVER AT GEME > 2R Smith
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HIFE T AT ot @ Bk 7 B AT RS0 - W38 B2 5 TE Al B 2 BV ER
FTEHBEREESOZ R T HEMBAE BEMRER R~ MR
TEREBAE Ry BE RS o SRtk > B9 TR B ER ) WA > Mac-
Cormick ME#ZE T H & > M HER + T NCE )28 # #iE H 5 )
(norm-user)(MacCormick, 2008b) o DL FARSC RIS B 338 %0 23R Y
A o

=

BOG o TP EE ) B T EBMMAES TR R
IR 2 MacCormickih 2% Jis fIfl i E 3 B2 ] 1) e N OB B 0 75 BE 4
AEBFIER A g - T SR BE i (ustifying  reasons) © fiTiE
it 7. > i S A A oy A 8 1 B P R ) B B B 2K - I
% BAR ISR A 1T 3 > a8 R i LA PRl e E 1 B

OS] - Smithiy ANPEBEE R A KA [FEME H R (sympathy)HYEE
AR N Z R AR 00T - N b s O AE IS F MRE S 0 At
ANHEZ > B E CAT R B A G5 - EIEHEGE &GS
IR -

S Hume RE A ERE " EMEEAERN ) - EMEREEA ZEN - A
s zHume ~ SmithB¢EKant » AL FIFTCRAREEEHER SE 2 BRI B E A
ERUSHTR A Rl E AFEE B~ BEEEHELE EAVESE KB R
B E N B R DR iy 5 8~ TREEA A n R A
BT VB N B MY B - SETEE(EE e =G » KantEASmithfBR 23
e A RIGIEE AR ~ BIELATAIIE(MacCormick, 2008b: 98-99) « [EZA » WIFRE
B KantBSmithHE{F > A —E RS EIR LIRSS > MacCormick Z€A]
& - S B O st am AR AR A 2T & SRR (MacCormick,
2008b: 64) °
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BHIET Tl | 2(MacCormick, 2005a: 98-99) o ILAb > & # (B I
FIW > & N FE T B £ (morality) I P A W > HEbE AR 2%

CYFEREE ) BRI o TARBR TEEE R R N 1 B
(ethics) [ (MacCormick, 2008b) o

5 — 8 75 ZL 5 B ) R rationality Bilreasonableness 2 [H] i Hik 2 [
il W AR R PR BB B AR B - rationality REEHE TH
HUELIE] ) (goal-orientated) B » RV 2% P % Y ZE AL 5 2 % g BE 40 Fix
K A TE)# A8 #s B AZRI1TE) 77 %8 (Scanlon, 1998: 191-192 ; Wallace,
2014) ; ZEjfrpractical reasonablenessf{FHJBLRFRIR [E{EHUR ) (val-
ue-orientated) » MG R BEMEE B (MR IEE ) DKk [ k%H
2| > [HIlrationality Bdreasonableness ) 35 I TE A 14 % % e AT B I E 1

2 IER ARG T L YR -
53 Habermassd By - AEVE T FAVSE AR A AER RS © T E b {E
FERIGGELEEMENEE > JREk TERER, | 0 B T mEA
IRE DR T HE A AR B ERERERIR R Bk TEHERE . |
B T EERY  RIREEERLZ, 2005: 207-208)
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R HHE AE BT BRI AR o SRR IZ R B f# > reasonabledy,
reasonableness il ¥ FHI 7E S 2417 B 3 10 1) I B2 I8 i U R U A5 S AR S

) 0 A7 B 2 R oK % B8 SR A 2 3 I8 E 2 b e ) TR A B A R
(Scanlon, 1998: 32-33) o I[E 757 A fir& > MacCormick i ZE4R [ 12 A
AP BE J)(reason » SEiig, 2015: 23)2 75 REA AT EI 4R AL S7 AU 0
H1 > FT DASE M (rationality ) A B ) R 2547 B R LR ST > (HAE A I 1 (rea-
sonableness){ % 2 SAFRPE IR AR BLBE K E » AR 215 10 rp HL A 2 7 (va-

54 Alexyd Fyrationality FUIE 2 o] DL R ~ H #Y/F-Eedtam DA AT s i =
RZ ARG > (B R rationality th 7] DUREHERIRM: o FHEHHE - reasonable-
ness—EA N EE > ATLIFE A AEE Kopractical rationality(rationality i Il _F
practical) » #&{[& FH 56 Breasonableness < Bl L AR 1] » 75 5 1 R R (Alexy,
2009: 5-7) < UL - AF (ERAEE A - BELE 2 TSR ) VR - B R
R we Fyrationality LEEEME » Bl E RS S5 T B 0] FEHE Fh s ) R R MR
J7 > reason)dVAnE  HAHIEERR - BEMEERERHTEIS TFEIEEDRIVEE -
Horp XAl orpl e AR M - REASAVEE M DL S AR AR B (SR B4, 2015: 23-27) »
N ELEEAlexy P2 2] ~ 3 5 ARHHHYpractical rationality » BT 1] DL HEE S HY
IR o HAMERRE > BB R AR ETTEE R W. M. Sibley ~ Rawls2A
K Finnis¥frationality A KzreasonablenessHyfi#:gE M fi5 H! © reasonableness{E H S &
AR Ry T AT T AT MEAYIRAE ) B T AT AR
€ BEEERTEHEEEH AESE LA DU 2 RSB RGEE
Edrationality (G M) Z B E A vl A AEHEEES - (5P A fERRES R
HHIR, 2012: 121-123) « AR Fyia (B A MHEERSS » FilREFR X ER
_F ¥ EEE Hpractical reason(B EEEM) ~ rationality(&HHEE) A Fzreasonableness(A]
HIMEAR D) = 2 2SR o A SCE B SURAVEE - RN AT &
practical rationality » rationality ) Bireasonableness(& HE M)A B A #EA Raik
72 > AR E AVERE - RIS %A rationality &k " #ME , -
reasonableness®HAK " EHME | o WHIEEEFSILL R &I
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tional) &ty B 1| Bt A7 7] BE & A& B (unreasonable) » Fi{:(rationality)f&
AL T BT PR A T B B R A AT B B SR B > A —
SE BB 27T B A B SR AERE 755 o i W AR BV B 2% 1E Fem AR A R 5 1Y
FRBUAE B X RawlsBIF - [HEHE [E B (the reasonable)) Hf#
RSB TR R E RS > T TEPERY ] (the rational) HI| A B A 2
4 | (Rawls, 2002: 8-9 ; Alexy, 2009: 6) o BEARFE: (rationality) it ik
SARLLIEZE TP RER | o R)E S (reasonableness) it B
P S P e S S A S 3% S A BB A0 3 4 ol 25 0 0 [ R W 2 Mac-
Cormick FJ R A [ > w2 B v — 1 B B A B (practical reasonable-

ness)M:x > H A ELE RE T B0 9 SR A B R B TE ) I 6 -

UG bt A 3R % > MacCormick i & (wrongness) it 5 25—l 4k
AR BR H - R R BAT R SR SRR B T o ) B B R A o B A 2 A
AR > R JEE T M RZ A R T A LY B U Z A} (MacCormick,  2008b:
47) o HEERRIAT RIS R 2K 1% - BRI R TR R T SRR
IR ~ ZE R 22H S > B H Ik SRR A3 TH (non-wrong
options)# & (L B BT AT HY > H2 PR BB - HERAER
U T B I # B > MacCormick# %4 % [ f (normative
liberty) » t 3t &2 W & R/ FE SR U I 2> R AT BV E TR AR T B Hy Y 22 1)
(MacCormick, 2008b: 50) o [K 3% 8 ¥ 655 10 S g BT > A7 B ¥

55 N B R EE B M (reasonableness)(E Ay R AR RS K EE A sm & BEMHSTERBH
A PR & B M4 (reasonableness I FTHE fof] o FHEEN T4 S BESE L 5w DA
=en PR W E s R U > sERR AL -
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BELBH (RAS G 8 B IR S FE L S TR T AT B3 BB 5 A € IR
FERRF o {ELBA S B R AR 4 v 7EA T B 2 Y B A B BEHC BT L B )
AR A% SETEAT TGRSR - DL EARAHIBER] « AHER: TEBARAE | 2 {1
B TSP EREE | ? MacCormickfE «<IEFEELEEIGY B« BLEE
B BBV WA o DB A [ BE B % ) (the
conjoined twin’s case )% {5l b BUE — R 5 B Ew

[y EIHEREZE ) (the conjoined twin’s case A ZEMFLN T : 2000
AF o DR BRI A B e AR T — S e B odie B Mary > i R A
o S R SRR AR AR 0 T Mary B O il A DI RE > R iR 58 4
AR odieH UMM ZRATAETE T 2K o ARGZE AR - AR APt it
ForFIBAAK > Je IFJodieffFE— NI T > W #MILAEIE 5 205 B
€ > BiMary 4R - B BRI ACRHR R EHSE » P ER A A
s - RCEPERT BT 5 AR o BRI B e B T AR B
Al 50 75 B R A 18] 2% - At > AN 2= A el Horh — G A > 2
T JodieH i RFIE - MM AR FIFAE o PRI RBGEHRTE - A
HHE S RES R o B AR B o YEBEFIR B PR A AT
AAZHE B e A T TR - AR — T - MaryZE7rEIZSE T > Jodie

B DIAF IS (F2 358, 2001: 407 ; Del Mar, 2012: 252) o

nyprak > MacCormickZ Fr LARTER AN S » BTERIR @ fEE TS
o BN RE A A B A B R R B 2 e —E B R

BB BEZASHAL ~ ST MBS AR e - 55275 (PR,
2001) -
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AT 45 B AL T A A B R 2 745 B 3L AR
B BNRAG 2 BB BT 2 DIAR SR > A i 8 A2 5| S 2575 1 [
FRSE > A 28 N FER 2 20l 08 B R 08 I 38 iR Ry E AR L T A
M Mary #ORERERINAT 2% 5 AYEARE TR SRR mEl&
R Pl I ] BEAF T ) Jodie RAEANKOET T B A B FER] 5 AN
Ao Ay AT AT A B > NS Jodie ) A ap (B {6 S Mary B A4 an (B H
REGE LR AT AT 5 (HEE A N G2 R 7E S A8 LA 15 U0 I 1) 44 Ao 1
I B A A B 7 PR (FR AL, 2001: 408-413) > YEAS[m] Y S JiE
BHRIAT IR > b st E— 2T Al G HLR > B
SEAR GRS TR > H 2 T DI s A TE R R R B AR
AP A E AR A B E S E AN SR EEY - 2 hBRbaa
GARA 12 5 3 A SR A VA e 1 oAl N TR A AR v (B 1 ~ (54
Ay B LA EEHE S S o BT T HMN R BN - A —E '
RRBEIMERNAIT R b AlaeSE @ IERH ~ IER I FHIER
Tyt N -

Hobbes ) 224 G B BE 7T B8 & 58 A bt i) B SR A% B DA AR RS > ¢
) A R R HE R RSP AT o TIRA R A A &R
(Covenants without swords are but words)(MacCormick, 2008b: 54) » Mg
A LA ) SCRe ) EREE A3 DL B B E AN > A Re R R g8 N —
hnfis N FEIARAT S o A EEE > AR B HERN - FAEE O

57 MacCormick¥f Fb Z A TAEHERE BRI AT BLEFER - 55225 (MacCormick,
2005a: 90-91, 105-108) -
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SE T B WTAH B A B B R 4 ] o 0 EL DU B A AR AR A H B R
£ L T AN AN DL RS 4 T 1) B B AR A A T o o DL T
P | (reasonableness)¥ fif B i P M ) 35 38K > I/ Hobbest, 1] 56 2 B 15
FVER R EE AL > BT > Hobbes 32 2V (rational )\ 3 A
Rt N R - IR A8 S AR S % & > BRI N A e e B
P (rationality) Ifi i i J& B2 5 #il {4 (reasonableness) ; FEFH{E A HiA F
CHYBEVEANBT T - gy b 5 B 28 FUA lnd 468 S A0 VA RE A T
7 REAT B FRRGFFE, 2009: 41) o LB > MacCormick T ¥ 18 31 gy i 2
TR GR B BIR 4% K A AR E T MR IR AT B R R L 0 EN R
HobbesHAHYE » 1 B BEIR 4% B s i N HYSRVERT SR ) - AT BERE
1%+ : HobbesH NMEBLS E N — B 45 BAHE HI R SR BE 07 > 1R
PR TEE) R B AT - NS — R4S T > B R EERAH
VERRTRE > 5] IR BRS8N A I R | P i P 3 E A 7
) o

5]

B

Kant ) fi HL 22 AE SRt 75 — Ml fE > ZEKantfi BELE A% 08L&
& THH ) > Kant$fH HRYBEME [Fr 7 E8E SRV - AZAEM
RBRIRIER AR ) > W R IEVE 8 2 B B B AR ) %€ 1Y 1k B B
3R - KantFrd@ 0 TE S 4 | ZORITENE 517 B0 S Bl B m) %
WALHIRRER T > AT T B 0 SR SR e i I (R B %, 2015: 31-32)

A 5 3 A A e B R — JEA T B ) S B R VR HIA TR
S JE AR A AL R o BRIk T DURE S bt B IR A 1) AR i R o AR
Kant¥f R BEME TRCBOE M ) B TOehmEN ) W) =5 > EEBEEES
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HA 2 » B MO > i BB VR 0 f PR BR T 00 R AL
MIFEBEIER A RS » IR I 06 ZH 8 S N A B B AT A 5 8 G 1Y) 1
S5 o BEL A0 o A A R O B B (PRI 388, 2012: 288-289) » BEH L >
R fek e B AR5 PP AR v B R > AR IE (8 5 12 J) i 4
MTEEBE SR - e R EE R PRI ER AR B A REEF AL
BYRBE A AT o B O E R B A o BB R R AE

o A5 A S BEL AR 5 58 < TRT O B B AR I 2 ) (MR 7%, 2012
290) - BLEE THFERIESE ) SSEERERDE R T HFEMM R B MEE
HFEBERANE | W9 ER 2 PR -

B RAE HRAME AR R E R E TN - B HE TR R AR
AR ) A T O At e i L — 1 R B > DA T REE A R o AR
1M EPME— B I A R - AR TH R 1 FRAM R A (E (8 5
NAEEH S FRmB BB > SR S Le AR SEER AR5 B BATE < 7]
TRk PR > B DU A ST B R B R S E T R E ST
K B A E AR5 3 - (BRI » BT USR5 i B AT
MRAGH KRB RE o BUEHE BIIRAS TS > AR AR AR > )2
W5 o AE A o s 2 it B A R R N EAT -
(PRI IE, 2012: 292)

P AR 0L AT 2R B 3 BRI L T S A S ) 5 e e R B B T
18 58 AR S B A > SOE T BB | B AN - 2R
SR ~ AR TSRS A R EREA  AUS AR T
BRI R FEAREE > Bl AR PSRN )~ TRIREA] FHCHHE ) 5l

SRS T EEER, B TIREER -
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MEARRRBORRN ) 5 BAEMA BB - RS BBk
R i 7 M SR PR (IR O B AR A - I Re TRl AR | B &
ATREE SO TR RIE ) B SRR I Mary B J0R o R R (PR ALY,
2001: 409) > i S R g i AR B BER DL AR (R Jodie ) A Az FEMary
EA R A EE -

A EAIEL 3 2 i D SR A PR e i S S i v I R A - B2
SE TS B 5 T SO R BT B YR L > Bl R R R i T H
= R P X R AR AT — AR RS S R B T RIS SR 4R
BRI I 7 i i M T R P B AT R G > T S e ZE T RE (B R
SHIE) 5 ERIERIA— e RS R E TR B IR e ] ETREAE
MacCormick & 7% T8 5! 1 Fe B s B 2 P 2R P E R BV RE - SRR i
P EAER /N Z BT 8 T WAL i N IRE > D B Bl /N2 6 Fgubi ) i
R/ NZEIE Y A BE A /N A 45 b (MacCormick, 2005a: 78-100) ©

MacCormick ¥ € %8 FE 3] 1 20 i & - 78 iy AN A Al
ik > Ht S ok B AN S A 3 B0 B SIE > (B A PR 52 3 b ) T
BEME o g H 3 f 2L 22 1) B PR PR B 20 9 25 P L {ELFE B O L
AR > A RRATE (8 B A i A0 A R ) & L
{E {2 ¥ (MacCormick, 2008b: 37-38) - fiANAR #EwL 6 fr A A I = ZE A HY

% EE(E R E R F AP Jonathan Dancy BT 5R " BEEHAVELESER | (holism
of reason) * —IHEE Z LA AE IR T 2RI g B VIR (5 > [N —
THBEE R GRS SRR ET T VB - VRS R (ERIB AR & - 1
NEECRE RAER AP - BB E ] 2% AR R ry R
[ A B SCRRESE 275 (FHIEEE, 2010 5 SE4E, 2015: 37-39) -
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BEE—ELRNEH > AEEE B A aE e hrEEE R - 3 H
WA ZE IR GO0 o TN o A AR Al Y BRSNS A AR 4R
HORES A B S B o AR A {1 % 1 (L0 28 P OB A & B S A
B AR AT AT > PR R B R o BRI BT AR P IR T SRR
I TE AR ETE E R DR RS BRI IR E R (&
FERAEBEERI ) o E AT AR M ERBRIRME BBCE A - TERBE A
BN o R TETFERAE AR D RERY )  IRZE M e B A58 Rt s
HIYEWREEAE B w] DUB AT ~ WRLEIE 5 A W] LUB ] (AR5 - et
AN T G 5 B 2 i DA i 0 B a7 A B p B - 0 TR B 4 Ay
PHEL RS R AN S8 2 T > GETE AT SR T ER B Pl A 2 ) e i B
H 2 38 (b DL 35 37 034 7 (MacCormick, 2005a: 88-91) e

Bef5 o BR TN I 7R A I G R w08 B 1 SR G R AL AR B I
MacCormickZ I LA 5] A Smith )38 f54% &G > &%y 1t B A B 2]
A TE BB FEH BT ) B (MacCormick, 2008b: 62) o FESmithf)3E fE 1%
B o R IO N RAERA WG ST > HAR R R AR E m] LU L
A HINBEBAGR - BIAE R — {8 A A SR 35 BE AR 2 N B3t BE 50 5| 8 4
5 FA B 5 I PR ) W S P 2R N R > ) IR R B B A
NEL G B AR FLRE > Mt PR RO 8 B 5 P e 2 B HY 224 (Sen,  2013:

187-207) o AR b jft 3t Kant 82 Smith iy BE £ 1) 85 1t B2 1E > Mac-

0 PNERIEAEART A 48 R ST 5 DA AR A [E] 58 iR MR A B &3 EH -
N R EE A ATy A BN B RN EES -
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Cormicki§ ¥4 & W& W ETEF L AE FfA TN E S M4 ) (Smithi-

an Catergoricl Imperative) o

e S WA

i B 397 2% 2 %2 5 AT 4 (Smithian Catergoricl Imperative, SCI)f & —

EEEA

Enter as fully as you can into the feeling of everyone directly involved
in or effected by an incident or relationship, and impartially form a
maxim of judgement about what is right that all could accept if they
were committed to maintaining mutual beliefs setting a common stan-

dard of approval and disapproval among themselves.
PEREE —E B4

Act in accordance with that impartial judgement of what it is right to
do in respect of the given incident or relationship.(MacCormick,

2008b: 64)

E AT T EORAA R P o UK P 5 DEAE AR ~ T4
IEHIE AT ) ik Lk TMRAB TS ) DUEREE > 02
BB ST B B A MK B TS B T B R AR - LT il BE
VO e B A B

HIl T B A SR 2 > W 5 5 a4 B Kant 82 Smi th i P 5 1
o M RBTAR FEEE AL B - FREIT > rEEsm
S FEZEIE - TEEEH DU B Mo S e s w4



AN S B 4 1 R Y B2 T o SR B K ant S ] )2 > 45 8 a4 2R )
5 —E A B B B2 ifsg [ HAREER] ) (universal law of nature)(Mac-
Cormick, 2008b: 64) > KAl (SmithEiMacCormick) ¥} N ERIF 1 »
W Je W TE AT 2 Kant [ 52 Ho5 2 ) 35 38 i 34 520K B8 56 2 Ak K B 2 7 0 3
BREKO o A EREHEEATE)IER] > HETE «The Theory of Moral

Sentiments» FHERIZRIHY [ A 1§ 3L/

N NEBR LB E L ANV BRE A — L5 > e fl
A B A N B 4 o ol At A 7 408 R 2 A D =02 A ) o0 A A A
i & AL A N E AR A BMET IR - B T BB 246 > fthE
CHSEA R o BINVE R B E T - RERME
BN - B0 RATRZ A A A = 0 > A P RS 3
AARAE A4 o B S KR8 B N85 A C R RGEE - &
—IEHIN ) R HE > IRACA T B YR B ) 5 LUE ] 5 %
g P[] 1 A IR B VR PP T A LA SR T R R AR > AR IR
BRI ZEHI N A AT B > B SR At 1T 1) ol RSt 3 L AR
RSB IREN o PR I BRI AR » SN MR BESE > A

BRI EMESE - (Smith, 2009: 25)

6L )RR > S e B A T A AR i A R AR S R A A B O B L AR
BTG  BRE A B NS BB AN IS B =
SRR B ie G By N A BT 20(Alexy, 1996: 217-218) » 4T AN FE = 18
FERAIBAMTR R TR E S8 BEEIIA |, ~ T &GREENE
T HELH R | (Habermas) ~ B F A 81 = s Al B fME A AIEE
FRET(Alexy) o FEEOA I » MacCormick BT DAER 2 B 168 P AR AV A
TIENE— S SBE R EE TR E ANEEIES HRED 2 - -
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TR AN BRI ST - TR N 3 B i BRI Y 5 8 BTt (Saer,
2008: 52) o [T ILIE ) 2Rfa AP RES B B BE HIABAR © (EAH RIS 52 &
[ A S M 5 BEL At N B I 3 2 ) 6 AR A7 > B A N O IR R —
MR ~ it g B SRR o PR o WURARR A GRS Bt N E
BRA T RAEAT > R Er a4 R 0 SO » S 2 3 25 BE RO HI s A R
B AR A S8 o FE A E (R RS - B TR TR R M\ ) BRI
JEI > WErERE b AR S B R TR IR (5 H 54, 2012:
25-29) o {H A B SRS AN EARAGR BN T 285 ) MERr T B O
HIAT % > it TREA R ) MR EERREAT HAIME - E0E N %
el

E45 — B EE > MacCormickB| A Smith [/ F358% | I -
Smithgd 2 — M NFEEATEEFI BTG > AOMA M T AIESE
&1 Hpy i AR HIE A - B [AESEE] &—
TP R, > JHC R P A 3 SRR 1 A B T S E TR SR T 5 | U [R]/ e
HIHE > A i TRIE) WBIBE T H CrY- R/ SRR > I
H o Wit TAESFBERE ) & MLARE ARG > 3 TAIE)
W EFRA L BUEM A LG YRR RE - 2 K TR

To judge of ourselves as we judge of others...is the greatest exertion
of contour and impartiality. In order to do this, we must look at our-
selves not the actors, but the spectators of our own character and con-
duct...We must enter, in short, either into what are, or into what ought
to be, or into what, if the whole circumstances of our conduct were

known, we imagine would be the sentiments of others, before we can
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either applaud or condemn it.(Del Mar, 2012: 246, §# 5| H (Raphael,
2007: 35))

A - [ A IESSBF | A LR B A & P i - A8
15 8 S HAT % (L0300 2 A 1A 5 1) 1 I ) o 5 | b N A JEE A 1) S B (4
6] - SR SCE ) o MR IHIBERERE [ A IESBE ) % 8 b
N1 RARRE B T T8 B R p AL - 1 IR 22 R AR SRR i Ak
H T ) 9 TiiMacCormick 3 85 3 N AYBR ] - B2 [ AR A
N | bR E B e — (B RE A AR ARG ~ EAA(S AL AL -

PRI — (R ERE A B LR A B HUE R 4 BE SR SHE
RIS A - AT BB TR M B RE T B AT LR > TR ARAE A
B T AL AR RALRE - FEEEALRERE > BT A E L R
SRS HEA A A5 & o IbMacCormick¥} [ 4Rk | 38 7% Al 23 A7 AN T
FAEA T ARVETETACE ST TERIER] ) o0 THTEERERE ) - J0RE T
WB-3rik ) BEAMEBR SR - T HAEME K - SR TN E S
e fE A A ) (norm-user) > AL I AN e 45 AR S8 (JE iy 2 2 T2
M~ SRBREEECRE E R ) B2 1R - N A EARE R 5 %

2 LR TNIE ) AUEREA R4S & MacCormick (CAELZEE B M) (1Y
am L s Maks Del MarfHERIZURE - e EMesa sy T ARS8 ) It
#FMacCormick# > Z A SmithsREHAVAR G ST » kK " AESEE | BN
EE T RRA e g B A& (Del Mar, 2012: 246-247) « A7 EE FsMaks Del
Marflt 5P A BN FEREE = A A EiMacCormick YT 5 R fE By T A 1E | g
PRAEFL & AR R E 0 HIET - A FRA S B MacCormick¥f " ATE | BYEE ©
HEMHELHEREEEE - e EE T AR KERF 2 EG I aE
WA T ZE -
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MALGE B2 AT - NOERA R A A AT RERTIR O ~ 73 H R s AT 7
HIRE TS

Bt LAE 26 =B R B BEARE S T A IESS B | T2 Ay F iy

s TMEZR-H) BRAEE - EIEREEEE R ERE R - A
TR I P EAV 0 A L B R S ] SO P 2 B P AR
BRI R AL - i YRR A 2 — I8 B Bealb ZH A NG R B AR B et (nat-
uralistic account) Z5#f 5 R IR] IR > 5 37 54 A T8 B A BE 0 JEE i
LR ALHIARER® o AT R B MBI 2 B B SR o G T B
BT IR GE RGN T AN 2L IRE WG 7R - AR — UK ER(E 2 A0 5 T A
T8 I B B A S R AR o T i L P T ) S R DL R
ey B R e b IR ) LA KAk g s i e o B DLEB ARG A 24 19 3
Kanth 8- K U8 — g AHCA RS R IE A > A6 B H A

B e B I B (Alexy, 1988: 48-59 ; Zs{H4, 2007: 294-303) > H57T Hk

63 MacCormick S B 7B (] £ 20T T ZamBLEE © T 1T EHVsE T AT
o EREAREI R o TN E e o — (8 AR TR
E—E RS RS AR ERHE R IR EREUE R T Ry > T2 — BRI
HEAME - [HEREKSISEIEEEEE - RIS ESSM B - —EA
EOHIEEEAREREEEX T2 AERERESAEEEEEBAE
KE - NIt - sl R e i BB B E R EAE R A TRV *iZfEEEI
EA R R R A AHRBAT T R SRR T » B L e [ 3 10 5
2 b 2] BE 1Y (MacCormick, 2005a; 98-99) o
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-3 AV ) B PR AR 2% 38 I A N T A [R) 1 BT A S B e A2 B 3 6 o
K] Abt 4 ) i TR R A P E R B 0 BRI R ELRTE THRE TIREA
P A B B 1T 5 > 06 ZH REHE A2 [R) — I8 DR R 023 FH A T A A
[F%35% ) 65(MacCormick, 2005a: 21)

FIanyE TorBEREEESE )  iE BRA ACRE B B AR 2
TN o AP 0 7 Y 32 2 088 0 R B 1R eMacCormicko D ) T3 IE
FBE ) EEE > TAIESEE ) W ABFER P REE &
i R B A AT AR N AEA [R) 15 L T A A A S o PR S
SrE AR AR IS 2 N R T [ B PRE » AR a8 ) B O &l i
st T EHa R % | B R]E A RIA B E % 8 A B /& 32 (Mac-
Cormick, 2008b: 177-178)

64 BT S IS e i HE 22 2 45 SR BT 2 52 Thomas Scanlonfy& B34 5 > DK AE
BRZ2# Habermas ~ Alexy#¥ fEHV S i Blin « B o4 mmil S Him < H
Hys e A E - HWEE LR - TRV EUAR B GRS (L o [F
IS5 ok i B E2 AT, B AR IR — Bl b ae & i LAY AE(MacCormick, 2005a:
21) °
65 [E4h » MacCormickt2fi5 H H A E TR ORISR AR S S Rt T A3
M BUEREERAVRAN: - GIA155EDEZ:# Heidi Li Feldmanf5 Y - FrafiAE
b TR EEFEE ) BY A(the reasonable person) > FHHEFRAEREN A ERIE (A
EEREOR I ATS AN BTN E AREE AR - M ARIEERZ H Bt E
HR&S A REATE A AR B 25 B AT T 15 K54t (Feldman, 1998: 49-54) -
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=~ ERERIBES S A AR

AR VUE TR EATE) ) RSB - ot 2 8 8 B i Jafe A
FOEE B T - T A E SR IR B A 453178 ) ? Hume
HO T G RV R 2 1 T B 1 B SRR R R RS I A
HPEFUR R IC R B - LK RYUE B (R n g, 2015: 29-30) -
TERRTEA ML D > 50 B NIT B RS HER EE R E R TR E
R EH ER - A F 2SI EE M B S (law onto
oneself) » AN K H B G ik B SHEAE #E(Darwall, 2006: 301) o filiEk
B 5 135 AR B A Ly AR A A R EUE ) B B R Iy HE X T
SR H F5%(MacCormick, 2008b: 66) » PRI EE B 2 A2 BB

HOTE R > o B PE B A TR -

MacCormick 7K 53 B i [ e 28 il f AT AN 2> TBEAR ) (ideal) B
[HE ) (actual) - MAEHIHI - W E 5 ar & R EZ A7 F4R 1
THE - mH MRk s Tl AR - EARGER RS
AR > TEE AR AGAL R > S ERE TR B ANERE S B T BUETE A
B > A AMER R RS - T HAE B BT BGE TR E e TR
] [ By 3 A8 1 S A A IE R [ R A 1 b E TR RS B B
IEE R > KBRS o BB A e AR I T BE A 2 o SR B R AE
AR NS — E RE 4 40 1 BR S b B 1 8 2RI B A > el 2 B 2

o U EEEAMIGENVT RIRAIEASEEINP > ZEMAZHIREC
AREHERNE > A AT BRI GRAFAVEUR - TR £ B H CE
AN 7 (BEGEE, 2015: 32)
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TS RS SRR - A EUE DT BRI A 2 a0 R
B

B AREI E A TR E MY - S 235 Maks Del Mar
TERE R A E F & > IS E S ar A [RfRaE ) B T 5o/ |
WA 773 o SRR R 5 4 SR IR b AR R BLE RS 7R 5 59
RN E 5 i IR B IE SR A B > MR ZHREER B A -~ B
At FI(Del Mar, 2012: 237) o fl1id % > MiHNE ST HLBEIR [ 5H#
) MES WA MR e A DEIE ) AN T R ET 5
(action) | MR > TR TR A RAA ~ Bl B CHEBIE B (activity)
i) EFe(MacCormick, 2008b: 10-12) = 4tk - & T i B EEHIAE A BB
WA R 2 — R H RAFIR G 5 [ B A b R b
15 52 1 H PR 28 108 1) W 40 2 A T B 6 it L R M TE Y 7T BB (Del Mar,
2012: 238) - HEiEE T 2t BE S fi# MacCormick 2 /8 R = ) & 17
B AREAL  Ma TAT BN RE S 3 7EE S BB IR A Bt >
ARPMEEMPEH ) (MacCormick, 2005a: 98-99) o

W EUE S S E A B A AIR BT - EEA ERBE
BR T ARESE - AZMARBIFEES > ST TARIER ) (self-
command) > gt 3 18 5 2 5 B > i B ORI AR
BEAAF& T IESFBIE ) BP0 > BT 5 T Hh 7S el I SR T A 7 2
HIRE T > WMEREIENT R E H a4 > A REA L& U] ~ A2k
AR G A 15 TR S o 18 e ol e A B A 1 R R Y R
&0 A FIEHI 0 G B A R AR o i B PR A B A T
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A

B EEE - B4 > ERENHERERSIEXES LT
Fe ARG AR > DL IR EA A 1 3 P R (moral - tradition) B 7
PR E 5 A B FRPEH AR 1E R — 7 T R B B AL g R
BETROHAE > —THSE  EE W [ AEFEE ) REEK
I P R AR R o AT — 2% AR A 38 P 2 I ) B A ey B
TEALHRAY SRR PR > a8 (A LSRR T A E o RS [Ema
(discursive)F4&Ff > HoJh & TEBOH AR 755 B B E AR HEAE > 3
N BRI % JEE S A R 179 o LR 25 88 R 5 ) 3 3 24 T (MlacCormaick,

2008b: 93-94)67 o

H

AR EPER THE ) B TEmB ) Rt RE HDETER) [ 5
wtk | (controversial)RFf - 2w 18 BT B0 A 2 T IEAR SRk )
f o FEARMRAYE TEALRY - Rt 2 ) A ARG R MR AR B B E
2 M HAETERY TamB ) R ERE R JR SR Y - PR It 1 3
FEREHGE G A B HETEAE - AR A SRR R AL L
FIRFFESR BRI > " FRAT - MEESL AR - MRA KR
A% o ZULnT DU - EREAZE TAE) ~ Tl DIR T3
=AM R o B =AM SR R R TR B E TR TR
b BB AR RO ALRE) LU B BB P A T A 220

67 jE A THIFEMESS | (power-play) ~ " TEETTEE ) (thetoric tricks)
FReE A HRRARY )72 o MacCormick¥ 72 B ERY s R Y sm il RERA T
Sat MY AL - FA1(Alexy, 1996, 1999) -
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B AR A v 2 > (AR R DA i) - RN
FER R A | MacCormick B BEYT B R B T ARA WA [ (F 3L
e HBRAERIIRE ST » R N R A A AR B e B B S A7 TR RE >
TP 2 o il S B R E LS T o i M0 AN E TR B A i 847 B 8 s AR+
71> KA B FAZE ) — BH AR R (RORE A B AR A A A SRR A - e ) A
A E HE A R R  NAETEAL a2 o B ARG
B TR AR RSB A ~ RO RIE.FFE o (HHERIE
FE A5 8 BE 0 AN 5 SRR il #8 fth AE HR RE J > S TT f A i 2t A AR
o BETELON IR S5 B B A A e 48 B B B fth N A1 RS 8 DL TE 28 Y
T3 IERERNAT 2 IR HE -

Pt LA BN ) E L B R AR B OR - I P s AL
B 1 3 R B AR A B AR AT ~ AR AAR R > FRA Ak T3
At Er ) (civil society) i BAE & K {5 fE(impersonal  trust) © 4 1
iR > AL e R I A B S B S A TS B E R RAER

7y T AR R AR BAAE N JE IR E AT DL K AL & fTE (civil  peace) » Mac-
Cormick 53R [ SCHARLEr | AYZEAEE R M AF 0 ZH DIKant BR st ) T H H
H)2:H ) (laws of freedom)alj&SmithfFrifti) [ HIXH HEER ] (the
system of natural liberty) % Hi$e > FBIER) R AR > S B LHE—
1 4 F 415 14 B (MacCormick, 2008b: 202-205) o 3£ » R F A8 BB
HAME S > EEE EASH [ er Al ) 2 8 Fedse il e s
JRBLORFEIGEAT > A B bl 1 i ) BBUEE B ER B - EEER
2 ffMacCormickf% B LRI E ~ DGR ER LR/ —HE
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RIGTEER A SRE o A SCHETE T — 8 REFE B ARG F AL A L A A
AT > TR U E BAMacCormick A VA VPR R
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B WLk

TEE— > ASCHER T MacCormick it BB HT £ > GG A B
EE E T B T R H i R BRS T R IR o AN H G A 48
AR R R o SRR R B RS o R IRl BRI B

FEE= O

(DI BEVERTFERR P - H R RN 1 B e B B
EBIG

(2)iEHPUETE B £/ OHETEBLSESt s EAPrE A -
(3)i% BB LEA B AR B A BRI AR AR
i AN IEFLRHI TR -

AN GRS R - IR E R R R RN A R B
JEE (1) BL(2) 3 i 2 YR B E IS LIG I R K R 5 ART4 A TR =K
M2 (3) BB T #i Radbruch Bl Alexy ) [ 5 B £33 > B-F 5
(1) ~ ) Prbitl i - ATt MacCormick i B w8 4 1% Bl £ 3 L B Rk
S SR A KK H B SR B F(such dichotomies are rarely revealing of

any important truth)(MacCormick, 2007a: 278) !
fir=EfEMacCormick ) B EE VT L b 5 2 A B B fim © [ MR
A o MR THUAR ) B THE ) AT - B TRk

i
Fpo BT B ) RUMES B P b ZH FE S B B R S R AR ) -
B e E R AE T 3 - AR A R AT RERY > AR i BE AR
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BRI A R T RERY o TR BEam> 28— Bk am 22 A 2 B 1
ERSAEE DR~ THIEE L) WETEAE S B R H A

Normative order is possible, because humans are norm-users. They
can and everywhere do co-ordinate their activities by reference to
shared or common standards, even without making these explicit and
without formalizing them in any way. This very capability for co-ordi-
nation in turn makes possible formalization, or institutionalization, of
norm-establishing, norm applying and norm-enforcing agencies. ...

(MacCormick, 2007a: 303)

7S B 5 B A T A R R B B A e A B > B TR R
B ) e TREERF ) B TR L ) E RS BT
GIAT > WA TR R AR B E TR A BB N g AT R AR Sy o B
NTER TR Rk ) B T B ) 5 B s B R BB K o (= A
AiMacCormick i it RE) & 7% [HLAERRF ) B [l BEVERGERRE | B0
BUERA o ARASEN B RE A Eh o IR — B Rt AE A0 S AR A B ) A
w1 A MacCormick 7E B2 4l A JEE A BT # e 1 16 AR, » I Hosw B FEAR B
i ERAENE BRI ATIR T H=E 0 > E46G) Mg A
IEFRHNEEARIE ) ARAES AL -
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— > BUHEIRKP HIBE

(EAE R BEVE L FERR P ) B — i > A2 AR E
i —(EEEHI A - HA R BB E RO AR SE © il T —
SERTHTTR | AR AR EMacCormick ) B B 22 rp B AEHY [ IRAR (LA
A (contextual individual) » A=A ELE A F LI H BAEHIFETIH
e E - Fik TR ) RSP —E H YR B (state of

affair) ~ 2 Fif 5 T HY 878 T2 A8 BT Al i AR Y BRI A%

HIEAAEE TRGERT | SRR B LA 2 0] DL Y 1
F o MacCormick Bl IFF I E 8 H A2 TG 0 17 BRI — BE SRR IR
#&HL ERREAFPHAEES ; R > DR PEE A
PERI B2 1 B B 7 R AT e JE % A e 47 2% B2 1 MR L4 25 (1) B 4 KO Y
MFETEN A - Fef% o YRR — B LA E R 1 8 B 1 B e A7 ) —F
ThaAAT 2

R AT R AR AT YW 2 Fl K 00 JH e S0 L 90 JEL P . B O B
TR E b ILREAIG AT R A - 3l HLIIRR B AL v B0 A R Bt e 3
FTHERX > i LA T 25 TRD 54 1% 8 4 A R K 3 i R B Sl o LA A Bt
e TRFIERZ S R B TTE) - IR T AR B &
KRB o WHEBLERNS > KA N B BBl H A S
W > WIRARARE B o A NE SR BB SER 7y i

HIEEH SR HAM AN AR R FERBF AT » fE BRI
Bl R B R G 2 DA g > T UR SRR P IR BB SR -
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AR > A BRSO A AR BT A AT G [7]— T

SERIR S - U R A8 N L R LU AT i (underlying  idea) » fif
BRI B R R A A T S RN DL > {E A E T RE SR L
FE H ARG e R B A 247 B (MacCormick, 2007a: 14-16, 285-
286) ©

AT A e — ML AR TR B I 604 5357 > 01 Hart 7
«The Concept of Lawy H35 HI| A FETE o] 7B > MacCormickiil 4
HlartF) A 5 T 17 052 2 B AL A 0 2 A 25 AT B o 3 Bk
BN > DB AR 22 L 0 PR T B A B B AR i T
B ERIEARTA ] « BOVEZ - HEBRIE TR MR - PER
SR ORI R TIRAC R« —E— AR - A5 IERERR ) %%
BT BB o FER TR ELARBTER T o 065 (B ) 7 B 3 A
AR R T4 T Fnaive egalitarianism)[EAR + H B S AT Y
BERIEFF » TSR A A IR IR ~ 1) A B i S Atk 1
SRR o (BFE S B E RO T-20R > U BEAOHE « e R
FOHER SSRGS AR « R MERHERR A% > T AR E AN
ST 1 SRR kR % RGP % R RS2
HERL S B ES 1 H  ATH2 ] A k S L  (MacCormiick, 2007a: 17-
18) » R IHL 35 1 15 0 7 1 B A (8 2 76 0 4 (D 2 B3 5 PP A7 2 T
B M AT RIS A -

PRI > AERAR RS - AR RS A8 R i B A ) 2 1 R A R B
FRIEI R EERR RO BE Sy > A HaR % B CHATED 5 Ho ol e A G AC s -
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B2 B % I WA 0 18 7 W o 8 R SN i ok, > {EARAS Tl 5 KA ]
T L SR A A5 W 0 s e TR T B N 3 B B3 A B O R i

> AT BAGRR P B o S AN > b o8 A AN B
EATTHE B iR 768 o

PRI AR SERR P AR S B T B LU T =08« 5 — > BLsRk
HOTE BB AE 7 A T BB B TR A Rl 21 95 5| SRR AT B A S0 A 25 2 A
JE 5 5 AR AT S B B S R RO A A o e SR AN
HIFiak 5 ef > WBAT N ZE R SR TR R LM 44 75 (Sciaraffa, 2010:
108-109) - #8Z > BESTE B BEAERFRLGERR 0 > B A B 2 W 3L = iR
il Eik(shared common normative opinion) > HLEIEAILE ;5 FAEE
AN TR > AR B T B Ath R B — e AR BRI AR I -
FERLAE RGO > =2 0 0 5 T 8 5 o {181 Rl 5 BE 0 AR BLARE ~ A0
Rl N EEIE T B > Hop BEZH R Z A R sk A 1) - s
H 8 A IR — A

T BRI R

TERLFRHR SRR P % > MacCormickiE— 4530 HA 55 — R #RL T
s P A SRR e AN TR T — IR AR SRR P R PR B IR ~ A il
FEACH R SRR - MU 2 2% ) BE LR $ERK 7 (institutional  normative
order) o B K2 AR SRR P A A S Aot 2 BEL AR 5 A BE AL o HRERATS 2R
e ) BE AR SR O T o BN T B S B SRR - R

o PERNER T HIEAL ) RAVEEIRF A SRR ER - SRR -
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B PRI BE © B > WURAE—EHERR R S o BT
B ERFPR A B B 7 > TS (8 B 7 e Hh B AR B3 A B T 5 e A
ATRERVE RS - AT DISUE BRI 1 H LR P A, -
s e 5 e P Y PIR2 HEBR A2 —REERK > B 7T NSRS R
BTMIRRGNSL - arh NEBRYS A B L RE 2 IR IR -
S B G H RT RE SR TE - LR AT B0 5 B L R A ol S0 R A1 B
— ol ) BE VAR SRR P A 1)1

i SOk P I SE R R € o AR T > HA PR B A 6 K
HIRERNL B o FER IS MBI - B T2 ML IR ik & - 3k
K 8 A 36 e R i AR 4 L5 ) B i S 4 L P S T AR
o JE LR PR T B SN PR BIPE R > AR SR TR
B A RSB SR o 8 2R IR B Z IR S BRI

o TR A P T A A B (MacCormick 2007, 22-24) » FEJRIE
AR FRR PR B P > HERK A BRI IR TR R DA AT JEE T3 SO B >
B Z R PR 7 LB 5 3 FATH > A B 22 ] - (B HE
RLIR ) BE VR B e A 1 ) B MR AR o S R R — &
AN IR IE PR R E B L -

AEE L il BEAR Y BH i Fh R A R L B ) B S S AR
I B 8 ) T B AN A T AR SR 38 5 3 B 17 7 (negotiation)
2 JRAT Ry ARk o T AR Y PR (decision) o (9 SIFE R [5E Y 5% R A
HIHERX B - 3 M 2 S05E L T SO B35 R B - A FEENJE
PSR ~ S29RRE > DILEHE - R & BACS AV PR B
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Wl DI R R R i BEAL RO B > Hod sl B AR, TR AT I 9%
AR S ek 5 XTI B A7 IO A P 28] S 455 S5 T SO 5% FE 387 4 Bk Al ot L s
(fEABIESY) - FERZANT R P ? 8552 B ALt i T SOSR R AHEEA
2 IH > R R EORAE T SR A MR » BUE A SRR > AEREARRY
JE B2 B AR T DU Fim T 2 (EYESR A ETEAR B B T 5L
VLR B BB ST B RS IL T o RIS I e P T AR AT — B
TEBIAES - AT ZEBE A A DUB PR ELE AN - Rt H BRI AE
WA TR IR UM PR E o A5 B f B MacCormick it 1 258 2 H Ja il 2 1 A
FERR fi(explicit norm) » HHIREMERLTFEBERFOL - AR H B
SR o B L B #%5 R | (Whenever operative fact, then nor-
mative consequences ) ° $Zitt > il BB B AR 0015 2 JE IR (multi-
tier) WA R ET I » BR 1 RRE S IR B IR R BL AR AKP R 2 5 o
R 2R A TR I O A RE A B I 2 TR RO BN B T P B R
i - WIL7E SRR RN R 2D aE BIm - RO ERT - —H
Je B PR - R BRI RRR Y 5 —ERR2 M B LIRE
(LB EHPERHER - W BEIERERR -

\\

69 AREEZHE _HHCASHRE o 8 ER B A E B B F T2 Haber-
mas ~ Alexy /5% FAMacCormick iy & BT 2278 2 iy H: 5] i B (bR 2=, 2012: 302-
304) o A BHY > B iR E R R A= ORI A G B FE RIE R 5 % -
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= BEmEE - BIREBER

DR R PR R SRR ) PR R TR RIS > 2R
ia [ HEEREALE A H > 2R BN E B s B o A AR e B
JHE > R B R AR R LRI EIE S - YR SIERTER] -
BT R ¢ VR BB K A B R AT 2 BIAGE BB A A IR AT ]
Rl 2 B (0 P A2 ¢ B 5K T ) B VAR SRR e
) > HoAE Ryt E I P A A o A JE R ) BEVE AR SRRy B R IR A
BRI HIAS G IR BB 5 A R A ) Bl R i T S VR A Y S B R
N B A IEIE R SRR 7 Y 18 3 E B (MacCormick, 2007: 49) -

MacCormicki Hi » it Bt i) B2 v 3w 32 22 B P R S GO BUAR B L
[ %% (constitutional state){J¥EA: » H M2 58 RBERR K » Frf
P R 2 0 L AT PO £ - (L)AB: + [ 2 A Sl 42 o oy o s )
SRR o G2 ) AN W] S M A 00 B SR HE R ~ PR BRI BUAMAE Y
B o Q)IEHETE - BIR ERAT S IR AR — B IE-BUAEERE - (3)
Bk - BURFARER SR HA B K T8 - (DM ERRS © —BZH
S~ TEE P LUK A8 S 7 H A R % B R B 25 FE (MlacCormiick,  2007a:

39-40 ; Veitch, Christodoulidis, and Farmer, 2013: 12) °

fiE Eat R R BA RN > B 5K S — A I e R SRR B
VARG > IR vk B IR oK FA) B4R 2] 2 MlacCormick g 2% J VA B B BURK P
SV T R B A B R A B S A 1 o fh SR o AT B R b JH A
BT EGRE M ETL - A B kA /H A RE R B IE A EIT
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73 o il A B T A ) B VR IR TR 7 VR JEBE ST - Kelsen
A P i IE e o AR AT DU B R T ~ AR —REA AT DLSAT.
B B R b 0 {H S Lo H I i — A e LR R VR A R o fi
B BLENIIREAERRME—ER R RIS > F L8 NS AR RIAT %
BB R > BUN A RESIEAE o B LLEHR B A7 4% Y 8 (imputation
of acts to a state)75Z—AH S Kk (systemized)H) F BUFL 7 (constiutional

order) °

IR E B P R TE R S N 7] Locke fr 5 > R [HHEr 8247 )

HA B HE T A AR ? B KelsenTH B B ERY FE AR 4E ? Kelsengd 2y ik £
KRR TERE BB | 5 A i (basic norm) 74 B — AR5 i 2K B AEAT
BB B LS — i o Kelsen B iR S HE L S BT 252 1)
JATE © AhA R B R E B — BN FOE TE LB A 2R 1T R v 2 K
TARREER S ETEEBOR EROL B & - RIMHREE ~ —RAK

F 0 EIEEM MR B A 2 BT BB AR St R S I Y
Kelsen 1 B i I it & i i) o

BRI TR G ey | RIS iR i 3 0 LA T e B Y
R o WA TR E] o Kelsenf 2 A M SERE 2 0E 7B B 8k K
BRI R BB RERE - 1 jE & Hart 5 2 it MacCormick i i3 i Fr
Al [E Y

BRI NG RR B R MR E R > S E B
BLH At N JERZ AN A7 S8 T ARHE o SRR AT B E M R A M
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HVE ~ AR T E M RE SRR o IR A AT LU T S B
gy HE b RABATHEER S > AR B SR
HLA. Hartffiif [T ANTEEE ) o Rt YEIR AT RHAE A
HARRBA TR EE D o HER B S IR B R SR B T R AT
#E o (MacCormick, 2007a: 42)

PRI > BRI GERALH R 20 E) B (R BE ) A HERk e B i B
VERUEERR P SCRRBIR > FAME 2 — (B BB R BRI - HhEsa -
T — e I P R B ML EERR P O 5 58 o FRAMTBE S50 5 28 A 5X
AHAR AT 2 B 88 B B VA RR e TR kG T TE A 1) R OB P AN T e
1 > T4k et (social convention) o

Mz IR BRI BR > MacCormick i 3735 Al iR 4N F
R RS LA T B E AR R T BN EBRR T A
AEAHSRCEDNT ~ AT 7E— € S A T REBOARE ST - 1 BB P AR
TERS I L2 DT IR N R IEIEXBRERRF - (HRET R/ A
— 2 B RERIR G o A2 ] BEVE S SRR Y o A B WA B K HE T
P ER o B AR5 T 2 AT n) BE I s BRAE SR ARG > AR
T ERERF BN TR WEE RSB T o RE
EPRAEACHWE 2 5 ZEEAE IR — B0 2 RAY %8 18 BE A i 9k IE

2 AR BEARIEE AL B IR e IR T AL A TRAYE B - (Mac-
Cormick, 2007a: 42)

PRI > B J B K P oA 3 R R A ol B R P (institutional - order) »
BB H BT R EE A — BB EREE R R EEE - HE
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A A A B B S B R T A 1R BE T REIRR - LT 1 E B IR AR A L A REAS 3
ST o ML o AR B AR B AR B A R - A S 1R Y 1R
Fiv 43 H 2R AR > IR BE AT Sl i ik vl & (MacCormick, 2007a:
43) o

B R LY ZE B - ¥k (constitutional  law) 3 i B B i (constitu-
tion)lfi NS48 S ¥ (written  constitution) > 12 B BXAE AR B &I
(functional constitution) o % i@PE KA H)F > MacCormickiZ A— B2 &
2 ) BE VA B 1 22 8 (acknowledged) R AT HE Il E AL A ~ AT HEH
B R RER RIS > A3 DLIEHEAE o J0[R] i 8% 38 B e 148 3% 1 5% R 4
HHRE K - BB E S B R IR B R A TR
SRS A e 45 T B AR %€ DL K i) S BRI RF 8 AT 4 (191 20 4 ) Y A4
IERRAN > BAEHERKTE o B R T R AR R A - 0 B G4 e s R ]
e —EOR F B SR - T S e R P i e R R A o
N5 M AR L 3 R B LA SRR e e B B FE K RO AT 75 o TR b R R K
BB T RE AT RBERMES - IR B e A T B R R B o A
ML) 5% 7 BH 3% AR B A AR TR0 o BB e Y 1) AR ) - VR DL e Rk
I A B R VAR R o R B AR BRI N IR Rt R
o NS R PR R #Rk Y > 2 TIraTE S BIHY NEIR IR
BEA ) s IR S EAF - DUREOR B % AE C BIE R T HE 1T | (Mac-

0 BEERHVER BRI T — (A I A LAY AR AR P 2 il FE A A A B R
BEIRE ECRHIEABR) AR EERR PR SRS R RV EES » B R AR I RE Y
A IEFRIVEMR ARSI -
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Cormick, 2007a: 286-288) » ¥}l B # % (institutional agencies, 5|11 [

» YRGS I REIRE R R

AT DU I 25 1 BB R BRI AR ~ DA B SR AR e A (R A
MR - B o R VR AR AR SR Y O 5
PR FERR 7 00 ZH B G v A B TV RE EL U B EL A SR AT 2% N AE T
Te 71> (AR SRR 14 5 (B D 7 1A 7 T 1) v o 2 ) A S ) A A
e Feak HORF S IR 5 S > R IEE T —%& A RS ) 4 B
Pt AT BRI > [a] IR S A5 B P9 8 2 BOR B 7 JE R R 47 2%
CRHE > I PR CUAR B 7 AR SRR PP B AL RO 2R o HLIK > tH5R BT RE
778 2 AN [a] ) ] BE VAR RERR Y - AR TR I B R ERR Y > AN R
RKIERP RN R H ARG - R BB R P s i
MacCormicki 2 B0 5 FE IR Py ] BE AR SRR 1y B4R 25 R i SRR Y JE OE
AR PRI S

DU~ ZERLRI 2518

JE A T AR R 0 TR B RR SRR 0 MacCormicki - HI & 7
B oo THRERE M - BRI  HEH > AR EFNR

RHZERE > HAH SSE AN 2 B #2188 (convention)™ » FIEFEEE

T B > AT E 4R 2 FIMacCormick fF B AZ A IH [ AF S & B Y
HEREE » BIAR L A E AN RE
72 H SRR - B (convention) B ME(habi)iIF E A A H » HEZRTA—
TEAEREIITUE » ASCHIA A8 SR EERCHIA T R im] - T tERR AT 1A
Fa FEL BT A7 Y fim 3 SRVE B SR 4R (Sayer, 2008: 34-36) ©
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AR SRR A R 2 B 2 iR R A 2 ik > MacCormickia w2 [R5
Q) BEAEN TEAE ) AIBAR © R MEOR 0 B AN R N - (H PR 25 )
RSB B T RERY - RIRATAE T 3T 2 BRI il B2 1 o AR SRR e (1B
B) o BISET B E WA 5 DA -

e o Bt SRk e HL A B EEE B > MacCormick )
FsHart$ B B EAFRIEME o ¥£ «The Concept of Law» > Hartgl 2
B — 1 A RPOHEBR LS > SR EI e B R ) SET B
WO E » ARE 7 A » el R H RN TEBLRS - RIS AR
LA S AR BE - SR Hart W B VAL A % 8 28 WA W TETE 7] © Mac-
Cormick5| fH{Sundram SoosayfJ#fF 5845 Hi > #£ «The Concept of Law»
JCERAER > @RANBEAT PRI A SR B R RS ARE N O &
BRAT % Z TR AR B e > L B R R0 R0 BRA T 25 R ) 38 Je AR R AR
FE A 5 AL B R U M H il (MacCormick, 2007a: 66)

PSR ARG B - (8 N B 25 B B IR - 365 S 5%

it LA AR AR AR L0 R 2 08 AN 7 3 8 B AT Tt S B A [ ARG
HartFraft (4 365 7 450 ) A 88 418 7 22 HH SR RO R TR BB B o {HLBE=E AN T {e AR
SRGATERAE - e TR BB T > BN B I 0 BE AR Bl i 4
WL RN B R — R TR RPAERE ) > R TATREAR
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kRS R B R o (R RE A 25 m BRI A A HE | P (Sayer, 2008:
36) ° ILEXTE B A SRR SEA R TR IR SR SR s i B > &
- | BIATERR > TR MR R AR AR BT % 5 SR SMERRSE
R S A R R AR A T S8, TS B2 SE i L A AL~ R

Z BRI OEIRE -

SR AE A5 P R R IR - AR B e84 AP 8 S0 B8 5 =

i — B IR B A AR (5 R R T i — R B 7 > EE R LA
CFEBLRG | 25 5 BN A5 T RV 8 B 2 A i
R TEAT— B — M N fa P 5 P R I ) B 8ol o S () B
FI R A BB R > S 08 4 8 8 5 ] 8 R ML AR o Wk Mac-
Cormicksfigh > ¥ il BEVEAR SRR P IS - 5 PR A0 s LA I 25 B
REE > RAR B R B AR - HEBRAIE R REZ B
25 F0 B SO RE T AN AR B o AL E (1 A 8 P S B 173 45 T 47 2 4
SIH A > (HAEERE— W SR SRR AT 2 o BRI S B A
FUJ R SR S AR ol 2 o) BE AR R AR AR o ARAT AR BEIR TR ) B

3 B R & B 5 Andrew SayertfFE i B fi#Pierre Bourdieu¥ 17> T 3314 | (habit)
WEE o (B —EEAYESayer A Bourdieu B (DL A 1 e FHE2 BV APk e 1t B i
EEE RTINS » H A Sayerst Bl A BSmithHVETEE RG @ 288 AL E
MEEHRVEREABERERINIE R EREN - i ER) W - Bl
MacCormickHY B BT 2% 5 041 -
R ARER - F—iRE A RENE —EHIEEGIEC T HIEY) ) (nstitutional
thing) » B FEERHVIE S 7 FAZELU TN AYEEA -
> MacCormick5 | FHETEE R WittgensteinfJEL 75+ FRIFREE BIREE - — /@0y
T (HER B 15t A DURGE -
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B AR O RCE Y B BN BT A I R B g /E(MacCormick,  2007a:
68) > B IRIE AL AT BNt PR b 48 Ao AL L > TR S B A H 21
BER R PR TR I BETE LR | HIBA S -

Ho o R E A MEE R IR > A TR R E
SR BA B PEAEAE o A2 —Hi 42 F) - MacCormicki 2 7] 15 &
FENKAERIREST > T NFE S -5 0 A 155 JR s o) I L 2 T
L 2t i 20 B 52 ) I A R 26 BEARAT B ELA AR ~ EAMMSAT: -
R JEE 22847 A0 FU) ) o b B R 0 0 ) ) BB A A B RE A B
YRR R AR DI RETC o

i

il

FER BEVERTSERR P - el B IR HI PR L » DA RS TR
VLK DEERLANEEVE | BT 2 B+ B EE © MacCormick B Hart
HREE R b ZH LS B ) N FE RS AR TR A A LG > (B B Hart R
MacCormickid 2y it B 5 iR PP I ZEBE I 5 > HAZ O S B ASFE T SR I
FORFLA S RE BER SR > T g B R0 1 £ b Bl 2y AN S 2 Y 3
VEREE o HE VR N A% > BB [ 7 B 52 T Y i R R AR R
PERRR P — bk > AR S M EAT P R AT AR > AT
W AT R A LA B AR LSRR BB BE > [RltkMacCormick 4
o B BRI E A R R B R AR AR AN o B E B o A M

76 MacCormickz[E5REHVE " FIEMEHRET | R R sesy il L2yt
TS HNEERAE A EEEE - Rl BDworkinf it &
HE T RERSERUETEREER ) WEANANELE - Bt - F2%
(Schauer, 2013: 35)
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— S A A R T B A SR R T B AR A S AR o LA
A0 £ F B A R A € 1 ST (civility) 6 4 it 06 28 i SR — 5 b v 1 2
AH o
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BNUE REHEERAEREE

I T = B 0 S R A0 1) T ek VAR T AR BELAR B R I S VA B Y E [
BB o £ E—3 » A MacCormick il BB 7 22 i 48 > EHE
B 2R ETEER - Mo REEEFEM SR TGN B TR
Vi) RRRL > Befs ek B3R B 1 AN B 2 R R R o HET A
R SR - RERERIAREB A Crstery HEE > BUB#L
B R 8 R TER Z BIAL o BHSETE T M I () B A 28 = A O
AR BLIE R BGR - Bt > AR BB EEERIER SR
A AN LA o 5 AR 0 IR B R AR AR e B M - HE
HE 40 J3 Dyt B 2y ffMacCormick & FE s Ak i A IE Fe A AN 2 i - o fif
UL T12 ) Z 44 aiMacCormick H) ¥ B g2 IE A HEm B SR U7 1) » A
o WA RSy > B — IR 2 e v D O — AR AR DA e A% B T AN

s a R o o T EER R i G B IR SR B AR o
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B REEERM A
— RIS

MacCormick[& 43 Wi 1l B 1L G A © —F 2 REBI)E
U6 BB AT VA A A AR {55 (B LA R 5 R L A A T 144 (the arguable
character of law) o FIKFHIEIRTIF > —MRad A tE —HBORE B
1 HORSVERRN R — R IR R M AL e AR B DL AR A ) A
BB F)ARGE A RE o AT A AGETE LIFE - REE
FIREAR R EVE ~ AT IR Y R s DL K RE S 8 i B 32 B BUR K
HABFANTER Z SR T FH(MacCormick, 2005a: 16 ; Veitch,
Christodoulidis, and Farmer, 2013: 20) o {f& BUE S E G E (B A -
VA6 IR B SR BURFAEREAT LA A IR b ZH A B ~ IR ~ RE AT JE
i Hg e E RS 2SR TE R ] > PRI BER B A I L HVERT -
0 HZE G R R 45 e il YR B R D4 5 Ik e i T A i
25 (Marmor, 2010: 666) o #XIf 1 B8 1 7% A RazEMarmor’ i 2
W > (RSN A BRI R AR N B 25 i R AR Y
PRI > {Hik iR (the rule of law)Bi R 2 Jfi(the rule of good law);2 i [F]
3o T HYE TG TE AR A ) st 06 28 DU AR AC R A SRR 2y 42 o IR TE TR
R EREFR > IAEARE LTS > MATREAE  fei R EA
] BRI P A B > R SR 1 TR B AR T R B R (2 4 R Y A T A B
Az ) TR £ B o Raz B3R 2% 105 YA S AR B VLA AR B 1) R AR 0 TR Wil B 179
TV B A B B BAAR TR HE A IRE 5 > BB o T R IR T AR
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FEAIBRAT 2% > T SRR TE RS 5 HOE M0 A R A4 5
FEARHF ST AR SR TR A T B AS A A Al
REFETE R FE(Raz, 2009: 224) o [HlkRazBiMarmord A b Ay K iR 4y
a5 B P S WA AR > VR (D)2 TR R () BIA AV R A 4R
ML > iy LB 5 7 S 0 FHLAR B Bl ikt

VA O i PR B IR AP AR v A P R AT R B AR -
B ER A R B IR > M A TR A R B R A A IR
NIE > AR E 2 e MR > 02y B SR R T LA
SCREHF RS 5 FHETH > SRR R R R SR A N E) s A o 8
Hi Bk AE > B AE FA B A A vh A3 HEAH SO R« b kI 2 A &%
Mm-S A A S SR AR R > TSR —IHE
BRAE ~ BB o (HHIE TR R BT B R E AR K ER
VEARL SNk B AR B e 10 17 o 9B AR S T A ) R R R R N AP kA
A BB (1) G 8 Y (2) 28 i SR A i I A B RO E i e
B > ABRE T EERBSER AR  BERKEERm T2 o B
Fe % BT &4 R RE SR8 AT B B R Ry 5 > TR s
AR 718 /N(MacCormick, 2005a: 14-15) -

MacCormick# 25 L F3VE BB RIE A REEABDRESF -
B H 1R R TN H A A5 21 5 B B I BOGE TR
TR T > ORFANDEIBBIL ARG BN R R A LR
N AR BORERE RS » ik ER(egalism) - F5—J5 T » IEAUES M
VA E T B A0 N R A8 2 BEL Y2 6 44 ) i Sk (argumentative) P B AR e 14 iy
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AHRE > IR ARAM B v YR B T 4% B ) v I o T M A (the arguable
character of law) » &1 FELER » FEE A BVE TR B AR BLAE Bl &
VEI A A B 2

VLB s Karen PetroskizZ ZsMacCormick A BB £ IB R R
RAA SR E ML B B30 - s HHMEM ER A SR 8] &
i R RN B R IR AR B o SRR R M R
AN AT LAy 2y ¢ SR B T T 15 6 4 i T D D R AR A 9% i B A
TR BN AN > DA K il v B 2 2 3 B BRI B s BT 42 0 T AN T
RSB AN o A8 AR By H 7 kR % B B T (prudential
reasons) > XA LI4r2y ¢ AR [EE@E TR —@ T ARNEEER ;
BT sE NRES TR IratiRitr = 5 e BEaR LA
T NMAR— T B Em #T R R (Petroski, 2011: 672-673) o # )it > Petros-
kigd 7 feMacCormick  BEER AR A5 AE » 12 B i LR WIA R B vL B
FRIIZ O > WA g2 A AT o ME— T BRI
2 H A AT Bk % 1 H ¥ (Bustamante, 2011: 707-708 ; Petroski, 2011:

675-676) o

FH A Petroski ¥ 1% Bl E R FHIREERREE » 70— AHER
Thomas Bustamante HI| 3 & Petroski¥} i®MacCormick i) fif i BA LG —

KER5r iR T MacCormick 5w B o filidg i » MacCormick [& K B2 ¢

TELEEE IR OmE Rk BT g EEGaE ) s Y
ro LI LA ABUEERES AT B TR R MR EIRR R
B AR EIRAARRGER -
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WREUE RS EA IR A - (HE RS & [k EGEEM S 5
[/ ) o A R BE S (I ET RSB ) 7 - e fhda i -
VREW ERA A D) B TR ) o BER ; MY
iR B Hart A EBUR A B2 > MacCormick7E B P B IR [ AEH
B ) )RR SE il P 2 B A ZE 6 W7 380 ) U B A A AR
P B R > MBI S B B R B S MBRE
(A ) MG A A VR T R 3 A B B T JE R D  —

(Bustamante, 2011: 709-712) o

0

Pt > Bustamante ¥ 14 5 7% F R FHERUR B BB R REHRm
LR T o RFAEER R E DR amRm ) S0
FITR i Tam FevAs | FEVRIE R AR O HIAL > T IR0 Sk 1A 1) B A
P i ) 58 A 8 B ik B T g M S ) P S o P DU AT
MacCormick ¥ — {8 45 3 (Hartian) i B £ 3 & B2 BGEE R AT HY AL
5 o W Ay — AR EE ERE o A IR EBustamante ¥fMac-
Cormick {5 > MEERLLL T =8 7% B 2 M 7T -

. BREEERIEI SRR -

2. RGP BAE BRI B AR o

2. VRO HEIEFRIR -

AR - RHERCEHENEAES LR A BT 2 T H A A
Al > A Ry Z*%fﬁi\/ztgzﬁ FSCEE R RIS #E A LA
DAvAS L
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ASCHE > MacCormickfE <3k ~ B BLEBI MY RIIE(E
FITAR R FR I > B 7EE M A AR 1 BRI T HURFE AN - b
#F 2 i 7 A ) A DworkinB RLFE > 12 FIRIE IR (A IENE) BEE (the
concept of legality) /& {EPT LA EERE > LIS THUR B TEE E(E A+
RERYE S BRI AE N | > B RS TBUAH e R SRR
HIRLH 7 B %R ) (Dworkin, 2006: 183) - HemIGEE > IEIGEE
PO - IR S > A RAEBUAH R A0 4521 145 B 19 B 25 5 Gl
HHE[F, 2008: 78) 5 BASINE > FEBUAK AR S HEE A MRS -
B[R IR > MacCormick 2 i) 2% VA THEHE P 58 St B ) 2 vk At Al R 35
f BT ) BUEIIRST > TAEE PUEM BB 5 TR s I
2R B B B TR 2 AR T b 18 518 2 (BE A 0 1 8 R S BRI 0 Y R
Kl > R Chaim  Perelman 5 EFER ji 25 il 15 A€ 1 (L4 B B i ) AR
S0 i AR B B R I R VA B B N A A B R AR A
BIES -

TR XURSVETEE E

AR Ey > Perelman 8 B2 ¥ MacCormick ik 3 fmy 1Y 32 B 50 2
TERRIERMT TS TEENE ) » WitdRE —EEfaEEs B
U W s s Sz Rl > Hoah R AR T AR R B A i vk e B el A
POAAE OF - BIZFEERMN:) LV RAEMEEZERI2 R (BrrElik
a) o FEFREE P it E S Perelman B AR Y 5228 (MacCormick, 2005a; vii) ©
80 ARSCHEFy > Dworkinfy AT B BN A 52 SR B e EE (Dworkin, 1985,
1986) » {HiE 3l R FEMacCormickEiDworkinz B i FE B A AT % - {E{th
BN B HE R E00H T AR B Zar EEtHREE -
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B4 > R EARKRATHR ST o 8 BIREE (D E T Al K
EHRRE ST B G SCHF - LB R AR bR B AR
fltmas i A 5 ()RILL > Fra SEIL A A B ] BEVE R - AR
il BEAE 1) > B ) AT B BRI o 9 A A B O SR A R A
SEAETRZE G AR A A B o T B BE N B P B O B A AL ]
AE BRI R -

fEEEH e R T [ ANRBEENE ) AR L, R
FR R P SRR o AR SCTESE = R AR A Hart i) [ ATEBIS, ) B
#yMacCormick [ #E I EBUR ) - (EFTH B8RS > S5 E
TR DERMEH) EMS R THEH#) o b AWEES
RE 1R At A8 4% S 4 1B M i Y B 78 48 (Del Mar, 2014: 213-214)
FEE IR Z I DR A YR I AR N T RE S R AR
SRR IR A FCAd A 28 4 oA 8 J O AH [R] Y S iR 07 5K o B TR )R A 2R
Ao E A R B AR > TN RAEAEMFE SRS > B AR
PR (BRI R A S IR TE NS R 2 o A B (B Al A\ SER)
I 1R AR AN S /B {E(MacCormick, 2008b: 28-30)  ig & A& —

I8 FE SR B Ly > R — R AR B AR HERR A B ARk ™ -

SUHE L B fEMacCormick (AR ) RRENIRHY » SR T DIGEM
poky IS WP SR THIEMEE] ) EEBERIENHIEAVE R E
[ERIRIEITT Ry > AAEE TR EE RIS, » MU R iEeR iR
EREEEREG -
82 BRNME [E BREAE - RS EERA A - FraREgEL = A ?
MacCormickat 5y » (€ AJHEFE S EMVIRVIL  Bith 4% - B AR EIRE
B H AR AR S8 [F] S LE F (MacCormick, 2008b: 199) e
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IR LR TGRSR E ) i A R ke o RS THAE
NEEEHEZ5 DEER B AR ) - L TR B DR
RSB BT - i Al UG 2] —E R B LAY IR IR 1

Institutionalization of law entails that state law has a positive(‘posit-
ed’) character. Accordingly, law stands in fundamental contrast with
autonomous morality, though the human capacity for conceiving and
pursuing the imperatives of an autonomous moral code may well re-
quire the context of civility that state law can bring about.(Mac-

Cormick, 2007a: 304)
7] 1B 2% 1 RE A S (ST A R IR 45 W 2

MacCormick fijHF 55% Maks Del MarzZ%; > 35 i JMacCormick fif
it TR JRR S B > 0 0 A 7K A ok A T IR 58 228 58l ) 3] A A i B (gemetic
explanation)(Del Mar, 2014: 194) > 385 #ASC5| H B A 3 A4 o R 5 1
B8 A #jAdam Ferguson(1723-1816) {4 -

AAAE DA LSS E B N W08 R (8 A B B8 TR v A 7 e S B
AR o 55— AR BN H Y FER ORI NI A dy DL A
MRRE » 55— ML SR BER  558) ~ St  2D NHEE
5 o BEEE LOMEHI BN ORISR - NI RBR B+ /\iikAg - 20 il
HIBROR ~ i ~ R~ TSR AR UM A A S B A AR o AT
M s B THer BYfe ) o iR B A BURFARLAK - T
PSR — R SR R BUREE S T3 AR B R A
R WEMEZTUME > BERR A ANHETEE > A%
S HC AR B T AR 2 o A e T AR R IR IR T AL
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jE AR o [ IR (BRIER], 2008: 205-206 > EEAR &AL
Jin) °

Z T PAS | R B 7 e 2 BLF erguson i) SCHAE b > 2 R R A SCRE R
SCH LA MacCormick BE TR 5 HYJRE S - #E PR R on > U B AR 1R
Bt 3 A UM L JE R s B B S AR R o SCHTEA L BUR TR 1R
BRI Ty = At e i R R B R o e B EAHER > R B DL TIRRfH] )
REhAR T 1% B T A B R A R 2% B P R Y R B L

Maks Del MarB DIt AE > AEERE EREEmEME A —EF
ERAEMEMRE TR [ 2B EI6PR(Del Mar, 2014: 210-213) :

[S—

- BARERE B

2. MARERR P — B EEIE SR B

3. SH—FEECHEAL - BPE R B

4. 5 R BUHI BEAY « R U B Y H B

5. S =FEEHI AL BN aR A Y B

6. #ENUREBLHI BEAL « ARBTG5 G H
7. SHIFEBCH AL - IR B EA

75 118 B A 1 A 5 R i MacCormick R Y [HI ] —FEAZEER
0 M H A SR AR R EL - B THIE ) —FEREASEE
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S it 2 St O R B i AT S HBRRE - BINMESS AR TIEER
WIEETERE )~ TIRARIRE ) ~ TiRAUImk) 55 o AL TR B
il BEACA A v ) T F o AR IR B A T B R
SO BEVE R B A B E AU LUE R - #RE IR A AR A -

YRR R LR A5 2R - LB B AR 2 % 1 B L B R
B BOE S0 25 A (i AL B ) AL B R SERR ™ AR SRR P i 12
AR FEA B S BE 2% H S S B BUE TR AR - AR AR &
R 7 e = & BB (R o BfAdam  Fergusoniii & » J&
Sl e R R R R MR R R (EAE A T BB
EFRAMOH R A TR I BEALB I > IR FHEARS o A T
W O R R A SO ) o 1R IR A AR A A ZH R 8 A 2L
VAR o LU iER HBLRG > A5 2Ry bt O T HLCAT ) Rtk 1Y)
AR BES LR R AR AN 5 T2 N B R PR > Wi HAS
PRI 2R AR 2y ey S0 B S 1T 5 BRAY - U IR A A 0 A
AR R R TS RSP A > LA & BN IE S B I R s B o

83 BRI T Ry o] MREF R B Z AV ERAR © bR T RANBERA N Z VAT Ryl
i > JRBEBLANE 2 T RIS B 2 IR T E Rt - AE
RATETRE ST ARYIFNL ©
st GRS ) BREVBIT- - ] DUREE R R TR B R E A [EIR 2 o
ok - BAEE T R A APTRHIEIHRFRF -
SRR == e s T EEPREEL, -
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R AR R A2 TR IR ) AR B Ry W i 5
fEARSE H aw et BN AESRRE 5 T 2% 17 st AR AN T B A ) R e 16 = [
o iR S E A S T A AR S| B A — BRI AAE
A St HLAR 2% JR B AT W AR ) I > (IS Wi Dworkin It i
rE BB RT R B LA > B ENE R R TRIEERILFAE | 5 T34

A BEL ) F g i 2 1 R B SR R ORMNIE JE 0 IR e T DL
MacCormick i) 15 & i 5 3 5 B af #5e 4 {8 1] 7 Dworking B £ 3 ) 57

H

3 o
{if B MacCormick 152 [ Dworking® f = W A B 35 > bt

APDworkini@ A 2 THIEE ) a8 Tl BEPE gt ) > RIORIERE] [l B
A1 2 B B A SC A i I AR ) AL R A D0 AR A

1218(1) 5% (2)
I AR (A) TIBHE BILRL(AY) BB B (A2)
WERREHEE)  BEOEREE) EI54(B2)

S (=

MacCormick Z& 5 5 Fh) 2 > 7 B AR B 38 A BE (A D B % B # RE
St BRI R B NSRRI — AR > B NS B AT

8o NI AT DUE— P05 © SR - TAME Bl Rk Frey " REFe
FRHVEBERALHY T+ &R | (social order) » MARRAIRE /A EEREHZ
BB T RS AR ) (systematic order) o EVHTBERR 2 ERIAE s 5 H
EfEE ] -
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RS — R I SOERR AN o W] DR e e HBUETE A By E
11 S AL (A2) EUE BIA TR AR LR LY [ B Fededlil | sE -
MEAT [ A% Ml FEAT SR AR BR B > T RE SR 4 P A ) T
AR o R BB RO B AL O E R T > i IRR
J1 > SR H B 7 3K > dE AR IR ) B RS RR e 2 T
b 88 o BAE F o il EEPEA SRR E RS BRI 0 DI RE - A RE A ME R
A2[ ST > RIIE TR a6 05 16 (8 (L ZH R FT LA B 1Y IE
F UL [F] B A o IR B E B E R e (B2) Il IR AR B8 sl DO g
(B L) HORERAR A - Rt B 5 R T B EVER R
PRI b B Y A N B i) A Y Y (6 1 ) B v B S B AR A o R 5 P AR
BRAIRAR SR > HH A A B AR AR IR N AR A A R S
AE LA BB ) SCHA P SR

1 > MacCormick B Dworkin AR A< 2 FLAE TR & B B EEHE R
PR B AR AN ) = A T TR 36t 2R {180 B T B B A S A ol P LA >
BB ALRRE (> R ] [F) I MERRE T 3 R E T > b
BT B T A PR IR B AR A AR o A% > Dworkingf £y %
B AL AR 37 L1 28 10 B R 7T LARE & i —fE SE R AR S R > R
VRGBS H BRI RE R AR 2 W R A Ry 1 B BB
SR BLRARAE - T2 B 7 RE AR UL & 1 ~ A B SR AR (Dworkin,

VEE . EEAEEE TIEAESWS ) PERHETE R E E L
ARGV AR
88 FKant=iSmithAVE TGN - e R = " HHAVE ) 50" BHZAHH
HIEGZ o
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2006: 161-162 ; it [F], 2008: 71) o Ftibe 57 15 A0 25 4504 TEAE > 453
L FE— DR N 2 HAESETR I © MacCormick ~ Habermas J% 2 i
Rawls% B % sl [H o) [ B B A ERBE R G, 2005:
317-224) > Hfg R R REA R 7 PR AR £ oA AR B R R -
T 2% 1 R R SR IR B R T 5 ) A RERR P > AR B A, T I
{EZ TR o

B PHRYIERR

Te b —Hi R BB R A B - VR B P EA R TR B #R AL A A
R I BB o VR R D) — R B SRR YA B R o [
FAERRFIENSE R f i - A TERF € BUAE P > Bl R %
SN 3 RT3 AR AT 2 A SRR L0 R B L R T B A AR T
B R ERFIALE > R T A BRI E LR —EAF HA
R SRRSO RS R VAR SR SR R AR A ¢ R
MR o AIER ZHOA R L8 R PRI AR SRS kR
FERMARRARDE R BB  FrLUE A AN B RIEE T FATEvE
MR > B R EIRA R A R o R N R B AP T T
VERR T AH 3 IO 15 0 % 22 (MacCormick, 2005a: 2-3) o

H TG ASHEH] o R R AN AR — B o IR IR —E Y B
22 W0 5 AR E o fk B Ota WeinbergerBdKarl Popperfi) fiffe
il B VS AN B Y 5 > iy DLYE RS 2R B L akalr 5 B A (R
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PR B AL o DAJEE IR — R B R R R B B T R R AT
fE(MacCormick, 2007a: 292) « MacCormicki% 527 » 18 R A HAH B
i — P A RE R AR AT 0 HL— L4 i A (rational recon-
struction) > A% &1 LIAH FLE 2EHY R 45 1k BOE 8 — 6 1Y B B B
BB A EL R A S RS o

EE 8 Jo b OB SR LM B B 5 A IR IRp o b R A — RE Y
(EE LR, 25 LA A 1 B2 B % B ¥ (Bankowski, MacCormick, and
Wroblewski, 1991: 18-24) o JLELSINAAS AR H S EBE KL % D
A EIEEE BN > Rl R PR e 8 108 R rp i ) B IR
LA 2 B R A R HATEER) - i R VE R @ aEy) -
FEMacCormickF M & 0 Finnis Tl 2 1@ 4% 0 B Fe 31 H #Y 2 IE %
4 o Finnis 7p FIE A kA B IR L IE A I o B THE 70 B T B K
B H B T B A S B 0 R B R B SR Y e ) B
JERGIIE K > A0 E K (focal  meaning) FAFA H O F il (cen-
tral case) LA RERE S H IEHIEAL > R IREIERI¥ESAE » #1E
AR B Fe(secondary sense)iil 5 AEME A TAME © #EE Z » FiBi% OB
SRR A H T B E A B AR - RGBT 3L R 2 17
o IR T BB SR AU AE SR M 5 P TR AR 57 BB DA 1 50 THL AR L0 3
HAE > WA ARy — e nyBLR - B0 H RE% 7550 JR 3% B ERR TR A
O > LR RRETE 7 % B AR FE S0 - RMCAIEZRAEE

0 E(E R > Wl EHartFrie Y EBIRL - (RISSE =F R /M ErE R
52 > MacCormickig & EERRL LN A T ABAREE A E ) AVETRmE
[m > BIRESTEREE B C AT MHYAE
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HESIRAT A 1208 RN TER A8 > (BRGARE B H O h T A g8
HEE H A > B DA B IF F 3 (Dickson, 2009: 161-162 ; Finnis,

2011: 9-11; JEIHASR, 2012: 114-116) -

MacCormickilfi AR T 73 B IE B IE R AL » (Hf#3Z2 1 Finnisi
7 ¥k B B MEA 1 P A i) B AR K RO T R A R B 0 TR
FEor T FREEARE o AR R A S UR R AR B AR ZE AN I A ] Rl BE A AL
A RS S IR B o AR e AR D) e B H A B 0 P
PLiE Lot R s AR A — E O (EBLRG - fn - FRMZH e
fr LR A D e A i ~ R SR o o BE T A L P R — A A
RN LR R A E AR Y 5 S R B R S A > A REBE A1/
FEBATE M 5 BATM A IEBR AT B FE: (rationality) > A RE PR A1
FERE Y B (MacCormick, 2007a: 295) o A3 - il%0 3 S 7£ 47 B0 H] 5%
A~ BB T > FRAMTAS PRI 25 i {180 B R T 505 o 4 0 R 2 A1 A B
ST ON T

Z s E fE Loy - FETH S — R E IR 2 R KB 0 K
Z R PRV AR Ty 2K o BRI Y R B R R T R R o TR
B R > %A v ] B BB 00 AR R AR o IE SR B B ) S5 AR > TRk
FEEH e B R B H A E A (MacCormick, 2007a: 295) o B E#
G B o BVESR R DU IE B AL R S A B i R > B &
B P i B S BE R (B (B N B R R R R AT B R DI AR B
TR R Z BB B 4 BLIE 3R ~ THIVE B et e R 7 B B B
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IEFE ~ FATE B 7EAE R 35 A8 05 B B 4G IE 1F 38 % %% (MacCormick,
2007a: 293)

SERIA Y EAR BB TRy (348 B THE ) WaThe

P Rk E A1 A] DUSE— 25 W 20 s Y 8 O LA i MacCormick £2 B i 12

FIEBLEW AL - MR IR » e 2 B e B M ~ Bk

BLFaRE - M EAC T BT o T2 A ~ REEERY © BT

VR BUETEAAENE S LR REEE - (HRAERT iR A RAUAATERF > di

HAE R BRI R EEY) > YR B JH SRR G (R (AR S R R L B
(BOER) » Wi E ERBURIL R ZHA > fr LIMacCormickil

A B A+ IEFRA LIRS - R & YA H Y
EEBRIEE  HESETAFREER LEIEERN > AR M
AE47E BIR 2 B K W AHGE A2 A IERITERE o FE I 2] — R iR AT
SEMIAY - 2SR Fe i EE E AR IE S 2 BB IEAE 2

H SR I Finnisgla 2y % IR (lex iniusta non est lex) B
IR I A T R AR B PR TR R B T TR S iR K E b
Y77 iam > Finnisli 70 HOE R A AL AN IR A > Bk A 24
MG TR E S EEIERR O BERARBF G P OFO)RER » &
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ERMIR AR EAL ST - AhFE B R L IR R A MBS HOR 2 M
EFE o EEET G| R T B B SRR ¥ 32°°(Dickson, 2009: 162) ©

BOE BRI AR IR ? AlexyiZ i ¥fRadbruch 20 AUH RS A
IEF5m % (argument  from injustice) » &84 [l A IEFRHIAHEAE L
) SR LUSGLH) © AlexysffRadbruchzy sUE A « — {8 pRE U]
S HRATH S ERIREE - AN AEEE ERE A IERER > 5 L
TRAER S » AR RGBS A IEAE B E MG A IEFR AR IR - e
SRR TI(EMEHA, 2009: 269) o Alexy A I e a5 A Al L IE A
AP A AT o IEMEVERRIERYE o AL AR e IR I IE MM SR o 1T IEE
VBN R R T 5 R 45 VA B AR Y 2 B D AR A L BT T AR AR e
B A Y VR AR E 2 IE R - ERE ST EIR A B > L R 2 B 1
A A A R AR — R L ST FRRE S 178 > SRR LA
FATHHEEEATEIA ARG o B LR AR AR R A R

[ I LA IAE R AHARHI PR SRR AT - R 2 B R AR YR AT 2L
IR SER SRR AR TR I ) (EMEA, 2011 147) o Alexywg 2 is 1 1
THEERTUEITHEETE  AIRA M 5B R A PUE ]
VEAT 2 WF BT 42 HH Y B A (Alexy, 2013: 62)

NS BEEHN ST N ERNE A EENERIE - B4
RABRMELE REBREENE ) - (OEERS EREMIEHNERO IR
2 - BNEmPLEE R R BRI EENAEE R - 27
DIER © T IERR R A EERNE ARG AFREIER » Frb A S ARG
=L MacCormick, 2007a: 271) ©
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5 3| Alexy A )52 > MacCormick{E Sl AR IERIHM 2 T
Alexy 8 A HAR BRI 4 i LUK A IE 2 5m 85 1 — et 77 58 o Bl Alexy
) IEREVE ERRAREL > MEl AR A IEFREREL ) (implicit pre-
tension of justice)’! = MacCormick LAk Zy 5|+ > S HVARS &R B3 E
HEIGEY AR TERS T > TEMREG DL N S SE AN RE B AR A AR © IR
HR K R A B 24 T HLE T REZ TR B K AR AE > 3T B (L e Y
IKIEA A Z T RIS TE SRS A MY » BEZTF RS AR
T2 B R B — T R RE R T BB I > Rk T RER B LE K - 7EiE
fAEF L ZITFRBESAFER KA RK » ROBE B 5L
A fE Tt AR AT IR RE S ] o ORI E K ZIT Qs A M E U B —
RSP > BB R LA A vk 1B B R A0 AN MEOH B > BIEE
FAM 2 28 B B = ATH AR T RE S A S FL KA ey > 8 K REEHK EAE
ANREMEAK T > 3 AR K — 5 IR R WS A48 B K AR i R
8k 19 E #1(MacCormick, 2007a: 271) o

ALK B )7 7T A HY > MacCormick i A5 1F 38 3 48 2 7 i 1
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HIVE AR EY) o BT LU R EARB AR IR A IEFe i R -
RIS IE S a5 2 T USSR o AH R ik N SR B AR A0 Bk B 25

DIRAT A BE R » MacCormickia® % > & & Wil 5 17 B Y MR HEZR

o1 B[N & A (SR AR AE SRR - BIUE (GEECAE S SmEE AL
d— EERENREEAE) o LA E TARIRFEEMEANIERS
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(B LAZR, 2010) -
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Cormick, 2007b: 66-67) o {HZfuf IEAE AT B py 32 368 i B2 A AR K o
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FIREARAERE - RILEEE R ARREATROT > W@ REEA07 (le-
gal validity ) f& - JEzZ#E TE 280y (legal validation ) 2 T HR&E > 7%
%) b s (validate a norm as legal ) MERFTHUA « BE—R0ERVER - 52
FEEITIT Ry o MIHEL Ry - HEEIEAERE S O848 E T H—
] - JEEG A A B DUAIEIAS 2 % - ORI AR T EHY
EFREARRE o ) (BERIZ, 2010: 76-79)
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There is doubtless a strictly theoretical point of view from which all
putative or purported rights and arrangements in law either have per-
fect and valid existence or do not ... Such a theoretical view concerns
itself solely with questions about existence and non-existence and the
conditions relevant to that (that is, it is concerned only with pure onto-
logical questions). But in the practical world of the persons who seek
to act within and under the law, this viewpoint is normally unavailable
in pure form...The practical human view of the world is not sub
specie aeternitatis but moment by moment, becoming aware of events
as they unfold, and responding as best one can in the light of current

information and deliberation.(MacCormick, 2007a: 162)
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HZ 38 i 1 B E RS AT ol > WA R T 2 B T RE A
132 — 2L [R] R P g o

MacCormick 25 > R % 1F 38 i ) B A A it 0 AR P
B R A (MacCormick, 2007a: 276-277) o i85 =2 ¥
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18) °

BB e e IR ) TR ERE LR TEBRE 5 RE A 3 A
A AMESE LRI 2 A SRS DA 4% 35 3l ) 0 B o i > T LA
HiE 118 ZitMacCormick i3l i &5 8 4 A7 HE W E L > KL
FEREr RBA - WAL TAHEER ] L& TS ) 528
HE ERAEH -

BAEMAS G S HVEL A - AR BB A E RS LR B H A
SESAVAN %ﬁ%ﬁﬂi%&iﬂﬁgﬁﬁm%ﬁ FEEETEE ERG B B 22
{E51 LFRAVESIL ~ E(ERR A BT R A S 0L -

121



TEMacCormickAyy 3 8 2y 12 B0 2838 IR > At 1 ZERA.O 12
VEARANGRAY R o B0 e B B AR BB AR B ST. > 1T i Searle BLAT
BB R S B IE 4) 0 Al B Weinberger 3k ] 3 3R i A R —Fl £l 45—
B IR FH) ) 1 BE VR T > Mgl =R BE AR R A A > FRh TIRIRE ) K
MBI A E IR W F A SRR > iRt T R E
B B R o BRI A BAE AR AR IR 22 A8 MR > MacCormicki?
Ay Hart i) EE e 2 7 vk 2 A6 I B ) 20— BB R Y > SRt iR 2
TIEEORIEE AN BRI ZEBUR, > ke Al B w3 o fi P 31 2] o) FE
VYRR RAEEILRE - BAb - RS R R B R E E » fthAY ik
HEmSL R WA TSR R R - Wk BB EE
ERE I SCRE A A A o 3E 3 B Marmor Y P 5 20 EAH UL
AR SRR R R AT A B v A 1 B2 B i e 5 T — R O e
A TR I AE W A B RAERE FAf A R B H T > L A7 S A AN [ ) A i )
A—EREAE H R R R IR B R

HEFEYE «Natural Law and the Separation of Law and Morals» > i
7 B BRG] B 10 i R e B B PV P i R o YRR IR
AR > R R TR BB R AT e R ) B R DR AR Al
AL > 0 H DU 7R I 85 AR I BHRYE 5 TRRRE I 2 i LLRE
$E R AR R B SR ST > ARANT F N RIS B T TEBUR, )
15 P332 1 BB B (B 2t S AR A AU S5 B © MacCormickiE
T H > SBAE VA AR RS Sy o B oA R M Fe B P (R - 1T HLIR
FUI| BB 400 pig R AE {8 25 JC BN T8 40 T Bk on s O 1R - B DL — R AT

122



WM AR AEAR A TERER ) o R AR
FR e ST B A B S ) P

(AR H A ) BRE R E R DA FiER
BRE—ERMNE € H BRI - MacCormick§Hart i) 4 7B
HEL TREERE ) ABLES - R N R ARG R 1 3L A8 1 LR
H FRAEHI I RE T > T BCIR AR T f #5 A ft FA EIR R 0038 A I T
RLE BRI > R MRS E T B R T RERY - B STH
FF WA AR o ) I ) 3 A ZE R R A R R B o R R
MacCormick#y & KantBiSmith ) fi 242 i) [HrFRNEF W4 -

e B 4 ) ZORMSTE % 2 8 g A H i ae ) - FT et
AEHENWRRZ > RGP R AR A1 Be A AR s 2 - AR B
R R AR > Hh A NS A £/ - T B A 2P
1B SRR AT B Y S [ AR > T £ A A bt R A S I L i 1 A
QLR > AR B P R R RE AT A AL B 2 0 R AR
HIE B AL R P Am Bt AR T 7EAH B 24 ) IRl 42 Ly © A8
B RB RS A EREE FEBEM g ATENIEE > R
[ 5 S RE ) ~ RS LUK B 45 BE )2 T R RSB AL e e
B A B S T SRR o DU AR T A
AL FIRR DG DA KRR P oK - RVER B g A — e AU SCA 1 -

BB E A a0 SOV EOR AR AR R IR iR E LT D
FEBURR > MUERRIEIGR BB E E BB TikAR 2 i PR 4
B o BRI EMEMEER @R B THE ) - #

123



FIRR P2 R PR X RO BEABS DL > JHL e A0\ AT E 44 B A1 AT 1o
i o AESE R P YT A RO A B B A LS AT > AR 25 H R
RS o R AR BT — IR o A > AR B U (o ) P
5 T B I RERR 0 > LRI R B R R ¢ TRt A
PEEITEDL > RIME SR FEAE R ) o AR HE B ) BE A0 B o~ 71 B2
LR FERR PP AP LUK B 5 A L SRR AT 5 25+ i o o2 2 R ) B e
St o MLFERR B B2 MRS BERR PR W AN TR R s R M A > (HAEBR
eSS B AR BR o BARE B R I SA
B B BEPE R SERR P AR 4G 5 > B S B 2R AR B R B RR P 28
VAT il BE AL H AR SRR P A B8 - JHC rp A8 B BT S S 0 2R A 5 0 A B
e BEAME B K LD R E R H R o bl DU AR N T
(habit) Z A BIZ L RR B AR R BAGR B Z B ARESDELE - HE B
T e B B R AR T AR N B B SR RN e S B P R E > i
T RER R %) 75 8 2 B A P BRI 1 BE 45 DU o IRER AN B 5K
TERR P B MERR » IR BRI SC AL 20 2 O A BER P 1 A 2 (A S 1Y
ALH

il

i —UIHRAE AR B R E R TR ISR A - ARSI B
R o AR B T LB R R R VA B A o LI I (R R
AR E B ACHE » R IR IR ME R E AR ELE B £ 84 &R - Ma-
Cormick i) B BT B2 1E R T 8 A #Y B 37.(independence) /& 7E FLAH {{
(inter-dependence) W SCHIAL & A AT BB AT BE  FEALAREE 158 > &
S i#Maks Del Mar¥fMacCormick Il A PR RE > A 1% B 380k

124



R BB LIS AR R 0 38 SR B BN AFE AR o L rp yR ANl B SR YA
it AR A B T DA B YRR TR R B SO AL B BE AR R R AT
AHERE > USSR EMABR AN A — € W EER R
KIETRP A i A IEFe ) e o IR > Ml AN IE SR04 BIARZARR
AR EFHE ~ SRR IE LS A AP DLA 2 1) vk
> AR EEEA SRS B LU E N B £ R -

Bt EREEERE/RRRHmNETIRT > A8 R0 EME
Ry T S ik A A IR 0T > RIE I R LA R KA [74E
ABEABIE 22 | YY) > B H U A BE > FEREE 25 B vl 1 8
BB ERE NI o £ HNeil MacCormick )74 57 1 Z LB 3 I8 Al e —
MRE R R RIAE A > B PR A HartE B £ RV IR A E 52
AN A TS o

F I > ARSCETHE BB SRR AT B - 78 KA BT 5T
IR R B 52 BLAR A A VA P A ) 2 [H] > AsMacCormick H) VA ELE AE A
FEREPL R — R n] DLBE AR ~ BLE BB A B o A IR 0 2 At
RN ~ 8 PRk i e B {8 R0 e A% TR] 9 24 5 B 7% (Waldron, 2011
Walker, 2011a) > PR 1% 8 3 2 A 12 EHERF QA A (MacCormick,

94 [ENEHEEE 7 e AT el iR i 18 B5l T A3 905 5 N LS A EH A
AU ARV RE » B ILASCRIDIGE THAMEE 2 © feMacCormickl& 7y
EHY TEAE B TIRE ) o DUROEERTE T IEERNREL KE  BRRE
o T 7% 5 L TE TV AFE A A Er2 B B R A a2 R 2 A e i L e A Y
FRUEEETIREER - NI E ESEFESHEAE AR R - MHIEHY A
fif 55 P20 27 (Sciaraffa, 2010: 116-118 ; Bustamante, 2011: 707) °

125



1999 ; Walker, 2011b)  fiJi BEEH) 2 > 12 Bl L RIMEREHIA F U
L ERE L RE B AR R - R A Sk H B v BE A T B
F R/ H R EHIHEL -

¥

126



SRR

EB - 2013 o TEEBEEMEIEEE AR, - 5l ot -

TMWEFN > 2000 o TIEMESE T EETE - & Alexy B Raz BN EE ST &
ZF o T R AEHAT] o 5 HE 0 229-280 o

THEF - 2011 - TRASIPY CAMESEURRST) B, o T BRIk
sty 1835 143-153 -

EMEFN - 2014 - T BEZAVREERESRE EOABRAVRFER IS ? —SBHEE OX
ERARL S BUAER RO AR — B RIS R VR Zamss ) o o THbA
BEEEHAT] - 14 1 > 387-405 -

SFmiE 0 2015 0 "m0 1-78 - TR SAEGE - BHIHRSR - TE b
MEMEZ TETE, - 510 F B REMRTG -

Pt > 2007 o SO R TR Tl i LR A S AR
s TER R AR AIPRE | 289-331 « FIFAZEIAS ~ TRIRELR -
PIRARMRVBUEERE y - 80 ¢ TR A CSGEE RN T,
BUG BN FE R L -

ERUT4E. > 2009 © " Hans Kelsen @i A2 G A0 ME | - 2
KB ARER R 2 B RE -

FRBASRE » 2012 = " & John Finnis #Y¥ B A Gm LR F ¥t & #l m
W ATREME o THEE b, 2 39% > M 113-146 -

PR 2000« TUARE > BEREUTEIEE | o EEARSAREMITTIEL

LA
affH °

MR - 2012 - T EwAREEEAE 2 AT IR AV ER M AR — S S S B

127



JE A F R s s, AR A B EIRE I =R A, - T A
SR E R o 24 % 0 3 HH 0 285-330 -
FACE > 2001 o T ERIEAURRIE ? S EEAGRAN MRS, o TIHERELT

fba ° 28% > SHA » 406-439 -

TR R, o TSRS, 430]0 1332

fHAEZE > 2010 -
: TERERE R, & TEEHR, O

HEEE 2012 TTYAAIA:

o BREUGSE - &30 BR -
Al AR R R T RERINS 2-—(EREL ARV &
° 21 5] > 1-46 -

dHEEE - 2007 o T o TEY

SPGB 4

P EUEMEBE e — WERSR BB E R B R,

S [E] > 2008 e
F2008 AR E Rt esE, - adb: ik

45-84  HIH L MEFIR -
WH5Ehe ARSI FEAT -

"R B AT RE R AR 2 2
° 28 Hf > 1-48

NN

EEE > 2009 e o THUGHIT ErTERY
il

B LA > 2010 - rEixiEZﬁSﬁﬂEﬁ VAR EAE o R
EREITEEAThE 15w

SRS RS- Aam I S A, o TR

P [ > 2008 -
WHFeRr T, - 79 % » 2 HH » 187-233 -

%’%B%Jﬁ?é%é
B8 > 2013 - TIRBE T Asm s R EERTENEE | - fEEEK -
=5

FiEnh » 2006 o T glifrtryiEsK - Hans Kelsen AR AR EH 5 |

RELEEE e FiE 5w

PEITHE > 2000 o " FEARBLIE IR BEMAE R4l A 220V EEE - 5% Hans
Kelsen H a6 AR amAV BBy BIRTE |, - T ABOASEHEAT], - 4

128



HH » 81-150 °
BERRZE > 2004 o T HRED, smESE TEI— JARERAmEm S ) » &dh  JnlE .
BERRZE > 2005 o " FEEESEH]  AEEEPUa TR CE | - &dh i tiE -

BEIRZ » 2010 o T EBITIT BELAREASOIE ) > TECEEH R
i o 32H > 6591 -

Aarnio, Aulis. 2011. Essays on the doctrinal study of law. New York: Springer.

Alexy, Robert. 1988. "Problems of discourse theory." Critica: revista
hispanoamericana de filosofia:43-65.

Alexy, Robert. 1996. "Discourse Theory and Human Rights." Ratio Juris 9
(3):209-235.

Alexy, Robert. 1999. "My philosophy of Law: the institutionalisation of
reason." In The Law in Philosophical Perspectives, 23-45. Springer.

Alexy, Robert. 2009. "The Reasonableness of Law." In Reasonableness and
Law, edited by Giorgio Bongiovanni, Giovanni Sartor and Chiara
Valentini, 3-15. Springer Netherlands.

Bankowski, Zenon, Neil MacCormick, and Jerzy Wroblewski. 1991. "On
Method and Methodology." In Interpreting statutes: a comparative study,
edited by Neil MacCormick and Robert S. Summers. Aldershot, Hants,
England ; Brookfield, Vt., USA: Dartmouth.

Bertea, Stefano. 2004. "Neil MacCormick” s Theory of Law: A Non-Objectualist
Interpretation.” Associations 8 (2004):55-76.

Bustamante, Thomas. 2011. "Comment on Petroski-On MacCormick's

129



Post-Positivism." German LJ 12:693-728.

Celano, Bruno. 2013. "Normative Legal Positivism, Neutrality, and the Rule of
Law." In Neutrality and Theory of Law, edited by Jord:i Ferrer Beltrédn,
José Juan Moreso and Diego M. Papayannis, 175-202. Springer
Netherlands.

Darwall, Stephen. 2006. "Morality and practical reason: A Kantian approach."
In The Oxford handbook of ethical theory, edited by David Copp,
282-320. New York: Oxford University Press.

Del Mar, Maksymilian. 2012. "The Smithian Categorical Imperative." Archiv
fuer Rechts- und Sozialphilosphie 98 (2):233-254.

Del Mar, Maksymilian. 2014. "Legality as Relative Institutionalisation:
MacCormick's Diffusionism and Transnational Legal Theory."
Transnational Legal Theory 5(2):177-217.

Dickson, Julie. 2009. "Is Bad Law Still Law? Is Bad Law Really Law?" In Law
as institutional normative order, 161-183. Farnham, England ; Burlington, VT:
Ashgate Pub.

Dickson, Julie. 2012. "Legal Positivism : Contemporary Debates." In The
Routledge Companion to Philosophy of Law, edited by Andrei Marmor,
48-64. New York: Routledge.

Dworkin, Ronald. 1985. A matter of principle. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard
University Press.

Dworkin, Ronald. 1986. Law's empire. Cambridge, Mass.: Belknap Press.

Dworkin, Ronald. 2006. Justice in robes. Cambridge, Mass: Belknap Press of
Harvard University Press.

130



Feldman, Heid:1 Li. 1998. "Science, Reason, and Tort Law: Looking for the

Reasonable Person." In Law and Science, edited by H. Reece, 35-54.
New York: Oxford Univ. Press.

Feteris, E. T. 1999. Fundamentals of legal argumentation : a survey of theories
on the justification of judicial decisions, Argumentation library ;. Boston:
Kluwer Academic Publishers.

Finnis, John. 2011. Natural law and natural rights: Oxford University Press.
Gardner, John. 2001. "Legal Positivism: 5 1/2 Myths." Am. J. Juris. 46:199-227.

Gardner, John. 2012. Law as a leap of faith and other essays on law in general.
Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Green, Leslie. 2005. "General Jurisprudence: A 25th Anniversary Essay."
Oxford Journal of Legal Studies 25 (4):565-580.

Hart, H. L. A. 1983. Essays in Jurisprudence and Philosophy. Oxford:
Clarendon Press.

Hart, H. L. A. 1994. The concept of law. 2nd ed. New York: Oxford University
Press.=Hart, H. L. A. 2000. "/ARAUMES ) » 8752 - B HEE -
&1t - A o

Kelsen, Hans. 1949. General Theory of Law and State. Cambridge,
Massachusetts: Harvard University Press.

Kelsen, Hans. 1973. Essays 1n legal and moral philosophy, Synthese library.
Dordrecht, Boston: Reidel.

Leiter, Brian. 2005. "American legal realism." In The Blackwell guide to the
philosophy of law and legal theory, 50-66.

131



Leiter, Brian. 2014. Naturalism in Legal Philosophy. The Stanford
Encyclopedia of Philosophy. http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/lawphil-
naturalism/. (B &3 H 9/28/2015)

Lucy, William. 2002. "Adjudication." In The Oxford Handbook of
Jurisprudence and Philosophy of Law, edited by Jules L. Coleman and
Scott Shapiro, 206--267. Oxford University Press.

MacCormick, Neil. 1979. "Artificial reason and judgement of law."
Rechtstheorie Betheft 2:229-58.

MacCormick, Neil. 1985a. "A Moralistic Case for A-Moralistic Law." Val. UL
Rev. 20.

MacCormick, Neil. 1985b. "A Too Brief Reply to D'Amato, Boyle, Cullison
and Stith." Val. UL Rev. 20:77-82.

MacCormick, Neil and Ota Weinberger. 1986. An Institutional Theory of Law:
New Approaches to Legal Positivism: Boston: Reidel Publishing
Company.

MacCormick, Neil. 1987. "Comment on G. Postema’ s “The Normativity of
Law." In Issues in Contemporary Legal Philosophy, edited by Ruth
Gavison, 105-113. Oxford: Clarendon Press.

MacCormick, Neil. 1988. "Institutions, Arrangements and Practical
Information." Ratio Juris 1 (1):73-82.

MacCormick, Neil. 1990. "Reconstruction after Deconstruction: A Response to
CLS." Oxford Journal of Legal Studies 10 (4):539-558.

MacCormick, Neil. 1992. "Natural law and the separation of law and morals."
Natural Law Theory 105:125-29.

132



MacCormick, Neil. 1999. Questioning sovereignty: law, state, and nation in the
European Commonwealth. Oxford ; New York: Oxford University Press.

MacCormick, Neil. 2005a. Rhetoric and The Rule of Law: A Theory of Legal
Reasoning. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

MacCormick, Neil. 2005b. Legal Reasoning and Legal Theory, 2nd ed °
FlERE o JbET L VAR -

MacCormick, Neil. 2007a. Institutions of Law: An Essay in Legal Theory:
Oxford University Press.

MacCormick, Neil. 2007b. "Why Law Makes No Claims." In Law, Rights and
Discourse, edited by George Pavlakos, 59-67. Oxford: Hart Publishing.

MacCormick, Neil. 2008a. H.LL.A. Hart. 2nd ed ed. Stanford, Calif: Stanford
Law Books.

MacCormick, Neil. 2008b. Practical reason in law and morality. Oxford ; New
York: Oxford University Press.

MacCormick, Neil. 2011. "MacCormick on MacCormick." In Law and
Democracy 1n Neil MacCormick's Legal and Political Theory, 17-24.
Springer.

MacCormick, Neil, and Ota Weinberger. 1986. An Institutional Theory of Law:
New Approaches to Legal Positivism: Boston: Reidel Publishing
Company.

Marmor, Andrei. 2010. "The Ideal of the Rule of Law." In A companion to
philosophy of law and legal theory, 2nd ed. edited by Dennis Patterson.
West Sussex: Wiley-Blackwell.

Marmor, Andrei. 2011. Philosophy of law, Princeton foundations of

133



contemporary philosophy. Princeton, N.J: Princeton University Press.

Pavlakos, George. 2003. "Normativity Versus Ontologiy: Law, Facts and
Practical Reason." Rechtstheorie 34 (4):393-419.

Petroski, Karen. 2011. "Is post-positivism possible." German LJ 12:663-692.

Rawls, John. 2002. Justice as fairness: A restatement ° #kAESE - &b

0 ERUE -

Raz, Joseph. 2009. The authority of law: essays on law and morality. 2nd ed.
Oxford ; New York: Oxford University Press.

Sayer, R. Andrew. 2008. The moral significance of class < B &%= ~ PH7)
s o 5db t BEARHAR ©

Scanlon, Thomas. 1998. What we owe to each other: Harvard University Press.

Schauer, Frederick. 2013. "Institutions and the Concept of Law: A Reply to
Ronald Dworkin (with some help from Neil MacCormick)." In Law as
Institutional Normative Order, edited by Maksymilian Del Mar and
Zenon Bankowski, 35-44. Farnham, England: Ashgate Publishing.

Sciaraffa, Stefan. 2010. "The Underlying Value of MacCormick's
Post-Positivism." Jurisprudence 1 (1):121-136.

Searle, John. 2008. Philosophy in a New Century: Selected Essays. New York:
Cambridge University Press.

Searle, John. 1998. Mind, language and society: Philosophy in the real world:
New York: Basic Books.

Searle, John R. 2006. "Social ontology : Some basic principles."”
Anthropological Theory 6 (1):12-29.

134



Sen, Amartya. 2013. Idea of justice » M7 &= - &1L @ PHA -

Smith, Adam. 2009. The theory of moral sentiments 6th ed ° #5=MGEE - &1k @ 7
g o

Troper, Michel. 1990. "The fact and the law." In Law, Interpretation and Reality,
22-37. Springer.

Tur, Richard. 1978. "What 1s jurisprudence?" The Philosophical
Quarterly:149-161.

Veitch, Scott, Emilios Christodoulidis, and Lindsay Farmer. 2013.
Jurisprudence: themes and concepts. New York: Routledge.

Villa, Vittorio. 2009. "Neil MacCormick’ s legal positivism." In Law as
Institutional Normative Order, edited by Maksymilian Del Mar, 45-64.
Farnham, England: Ashgate Pub.

Waldron, Jeremy. 2001. "Normative (or Ethical) Positivism." In Hart' s
Postscript, 411-433. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Waldron, Jeremy. 2011. "Legal Judgment and Moral Reservation." In Law and
Democracy 1n Neil MacCormick's Legal and Political Theory, edited by
Agustin Jos€ Menéndez and John Erik Fossum, 107-131. Springer
Netherlands.

Walker, Neil. 2011a. "Reconciling MacCormick: Constitutional Pluralism and
the Unity of Practical Reason." Ratio Juris 24: 369-385

Walker, Neil. 2011b. "Scottish Nationalism For and Against the Union State:
The Vision of Neil MacCormick." In MacCormick’ s Scotland, edited by
Neil Walker, 163-190. Edinburgh University Press.

135



Wallace, R. Jay. 2014. "Practical Reason." In The Stanford Encyclopedia of
Philosophy, ed Edward N. Zalta.

http://plato.stanford.edu/archives/sum2014/entries/practical-reason/ (5712781
5 H(09/28/2015).

136



