bbia

iﬁﬁ"nn%ﬁ%wﬁggﬂi

Law, Semantics and Objectivity

EN-FooN
Peng-Hsiang Wang™

Hh LA

"HEREE? ) (what is law?) R &M B E -
—ERERY "HEERME WER B2 A TR E R
(atheory of law) = BI#A T HEREME, SHEEE  ZLHH
MEEFN - F—RBIH2 AF LE K (metaphysic) gy 8 #
FREREEHREM THEAENKEEMAE? , (what is
the nature of law?) -« % — & B & 77 KX Q| 5] #8 2 B A 0 &
(conceptual analysis) B9 8% 7= > CBEHZ T HEHHA

TP RERBEERR R SRR R - BE B E R &+ A XA
HeOFRPRERL  FAFASARR T RRRY R AL BRY - AR
RIN2006 43 £ G BMZ TEXNEREFYLWHE, - BNEN
E TR B R i 0 HAR LG E ; sboh 0 A SUF A s Dworkin?
200644 A i px ZJustice in Robes— % i ik 244 (the concepts of law )
e M Ak (3% E ¥ Dworkin®i & £ Rk M AR EM ey A (interpretive
concept) * K %7 B A M A (natural kind concept) ——(& 446 % 4230 &
ERFZHARAREMNER (Dworkin, 2004: 12-13) ) -2 A THEARR
AXVREHFZERWXERER  FRZE  HEERE S ASGHE -

Assistant Professor, National Cheng Kung University Department of Law,
Taiwan.
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M BAMEERE

B2, (what is the concept of law?) ## " T, &1
FihEHE4E 2, (whatisthe meaning of the word “law”?)
MAMM X WEZF XY RN ERRE  —EFANER
(meaning) # % 7 T3 (reference) - Eb » —EHME
BT The, sETHESE MERMOBEHRE " EE,
EETAEENE S Rt ERENE -
Dworkin # #% & 4 A7 R 09 % B 3R 4 Bl & UL Hart & 1% & 1)
GEHRFTE—Mr A THE2EESE R, (semantic theories
of law) - A EHTHEWHEEESLEMRE  — - BHWAE
# 3% (criterial model of meaning) : T H#, BEREFHELRE
H— 4B C,, .., Crok & » EALHHMN T 84 (identify)
Sk Hy #) & (criteria) o = ~ fu# £ & (conventionalism) :
BR R kR — M & W H (social convention) e
W TfE ) BEFWEE DR EER R TR -
HBEERERNEE  RENERHEE -EEERK
3> b EE % (objectivity based on convention) - EfLAALE
WEH— LB THEERHEGAEREE ME T EEE
HE?  EEMERT—EERGEE - Hiikh 8N T &
2 thEmEERE L THRE R EB R (collective
error) © TR ER A A THRMAAZERZWERE > FHRLEATE
HAE L, BRI -
h—lEE2EELEG  FERIRATWHE T FRRLEE
BB EE — BEanERLtELAALeRAZ L
EEBERAU ARG AHAEEETEREF &

(theoretical disagreement about law ) - [ % 3 @14 F 3R W H iR

BERRB AR RS ERR RN, = WREE

EE BEEAERMN

HEIRAREMSEFTE RN BRY  FFHEEKR LR E
Brumex HAERU I RN ERHENBIREE W
HARTY THEE, BB A H 1 (theoretical relativity of the
reference of “law” ) MM FH F W FEF EHR 2 MW LT £ EH
(incommensurability of rival theories of law ) o

# & F| Kripke i Putnam i 3% 5 % & (K-P Semantics) A3
A EE R A ERNE R KPEEEHROERE  F
FMERTREEAENE A AT MR EABAY R
F ¥ (facts about the world) (flwnEH W ERME ) UKE
FHEANMAETE - Al —  FEANEBEEIARMNLEF
BRARBRAE - — - BEAENKET CLR MR & -

PLE AR (natural kind term) "4, fE& 6 F - 1M
AREHEFHRREAE (Pl T2 FEFHABR LN S
B.) HEREWMEMEREMA L TFRAEHEL £
BRI & Ty F 4| (paradigmatic instances) F 3k [F]
BEAMREOHE -  RE—ERAETRETHHBTIENTE
TR LRI BB TERECRTEESTMY
AUEE  THETHMEYELEE (RFF9TE) -
W BEE TEFRMAE? B RFESRE LN S
F B ARE B (essential properties ) 15 i 5 & #4 #2 (the best
explanation) ¥ F ¥ # #% £ & (substantive theoretical consider-
ations ) -

# M Dworkint] & i » BEZ —EA B4 (interpre-
tive concept) - 4 A T{HEREM D, M - bHE
EREBEETRANEAREN  HACEEENERe RS
RAERBERMBRAEENES - BHih T3, T4



M BT ILE R

F o, —# - EHBEEWMFEE (semantic depth) * 7 HA B &
HEAFWNEAFMEENEER A2 e AR EREEL -

BAEENE e B RAEABLRMALRERERE
W BRI AN — LB AT AT BELHERET
CWEEN TEE EEAMATREFZENERO LS
B TR Z AN E A (a matter of convention) T 7 {8 7
Bty #% 7 (evaluative justification) By o TG AR E —
EEAFEETBREMENE Y EHR (a substantive theory of the
value of legal practice) ZRfF#% > # ft i 3 4k K 1 % 5 37 LUK
FRErmENR RS FBRRIRNEE ATEXLAH
B AN ER TR TG EARL TEE, - 5
M EE o A T E2AHE (the nature of law) -

E o E—BEEWRETRL "L, TRBNES LMW
BTIERTRTHETRALHEFEI W MERTH
M EE R ERAABNEEETXFREEERN " 2
# EEMmSZT -

MAREEHESS FRAKTVAREETEN S ®  F
HARBERARNEZ ARG TR A o 8B H R E 8 R AR
SEMEAET BN FER -

SEmERL  EWRHETAEERTEREER L
% % st (cognitive mind-independence) - gt & " EEE
HRE? ) EEMENEE  RERIAEASRE RS
fEA i H g - B BEEHMNEAELCR  THRMABEHE
BB, TEETBERAE, 2HRGTAE—EWEEL
FEz  RPIHAEEHESREINFE  TTHEFRWN TR
W o

HE S BERHEERMN

R TEE, REEABERANMS B EEANE
Wz LA RN TRNE - SRS T EFENERK
R E R (strong objectivity) * 3 T AR A EH
RAE > FEREME Rz ATAE—ERE LB LA HMTH
REEEEREAES -

EENBERETURY > BMRRERSNEREF R
A e WG LIRS A MHRRERLT HENALE
WH - it TR MRS R R RN RREESREN
B E R B BRBE T e A TR, EEFW
BEAFAE  RENRERMMAN EHEOERES -




Wit~ BARMR LKA

o EE RIS T

g ? 5 (whatis law?) kR R L ERE 0 —
stigzany CkmE ) R WS Tk HEE L (a
theory of law) BEEmE T LR Yo gAY TR
e SEMERE EAE R T w—fEA s BIP L8
£ (metaphysic) BYEF 30 thpt e e TR AR
7 2 , (what is the nature of law?) - HRSEREREE 0 R
Eﬁﬁ"]ﬁ?%szﬁ’:\%ﬁﬁﬂ?f?iﬂgK’Eﬁ’@g o gl R 5 AR
A 443 H7Eh (conceptual analysis ) gy A - EREFEHN
FE BB EENARE R MR R e DR
% ? , (what is the concept of law?) FE T TkE, ERTENE
g1 E? , (what is the meaning of the word “law”?) o FZIEMNT
A EHE TR S 0 3 B SRR A AT UGS
EEOAEE . THEEREAE? R 1 — (7% b B R
—(EEEE 2N RE - WAk B S HE®RNEATE
o —fEZ#EEH (meaning) A T THIIETE (reference)
IRENE [ E B AR - HAPE AR BB RIFGREY)
iZU%ﬁ%%@ﬁ%%iﬁl%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@%E’ﬂ*ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ‘ﬁfb S SyINEIE
T 9o 2 SR T A AT B - B A Tk EE
 FES > HEREHEROE TR 2 GEERE - —
BB T RS Mt AE S A TR SEETAraTE
(OEE RN N 2 b v e e n 1EE BB IRAEZ T
Y TIRERATE? ) HFEE BLUPELR S— RS DR

U Ay TiEIE ) 8 e — & AT B AR R R A o Bt
2 £} 4 #%“Legal Theory” % Ff @ Bl °
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R

R ERSRERMN

A F Rt RBNIEER I BN TR FEE RS
('separation thesis ) ¥R " ABFLEERHE TS L, WL RE
My MNERTEFNE " EBEMSLAREE TEENE
% R BRGHIENE - HNEM SRR S
B LREEIE 2

= IR R M ER B Dworkin I RT

MR & st 2O 5 B 5 52 3 T Dworkinf 5 ZUHEEF » Dworkin
Hifv B T2 EE2HEEy | (semantic theories of law) » ifi A
FEH T PTRBRY T REEE 2], (the semantic sting) FwAFTEHIEZ
EEEHEETA AR o IEDworkindy BT » e SEE B
FRERMEMEA "EE ) EETFE > NHEILESEE L EE
BAA . EMEMAMEET A8 EETFRANERBEA G
FIRF RS T AT A a2 G B BRI - BB > B2
P B FNERDUAA R EN R ES# % (conventional
criteria ) » B R] DLEEEEFIUERE B (identify ) {1 &%
T?— o AN - BIMEEEER ", ElFHE > A—TgE
B H CIEHER I 85— B BRI » R NEEE R
BRFEHK AT EIEN R B RS A T
SEME TR i ES BN EE SR g uE -

DworkinRHA B E&HE—F A2 LH. L. A. HartB A FEAE
_E?ﬁi% B —HECEEEM R - FB—fEEEs

M BEBYEREUIETEHEMERERE L (—) EHRHHE

2
; Alexy, 1994: 15 ff.
Dworkin, 1986: 31 ff.




B4~ BARML LK AAE

&5t (criterial model of meaning) ° (=) T % (convention-
alism) -
;ﬁgg'fﬂi’%ﬁiﬁ gy TRE E?%%%%Eﬁ”%ﬁ%@
Ci, ..., CofTHERE ° SE M MCE PR IER DAy BIRES jjﬁﬁ
RER T S AT R RO FUHE TxBEEE (Ef%%“é’) X‘(EE
TCy, ..., Cay o BBHIIE IR FMER R TR Ef%ﬁ"]‘%?ﬁ
fer R T — - BRMEE wE Eﬂ%?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ’ﬂﬁ%%ﬁﬁfg
ERIHE ﬁﬁﬁfﬁiﬁﬁ%ﬁiﬁé%f@@%’ﬁﬂ%fﬂ’%wﬂ%ﬂgiﬁiﬁ TREE
BA ﬁ@ﬁ@%%ﬁ%%ﬁz&@ﬁﬁm@ﬂ@% ' ﬁé’?ﬁ%u%ﬁ%%
*?/\ETT:UJ:E?@ETEHT%@EJ DR RRRE
48 e AR AT IR B T R E WRT T BRI HartfJ 7
z947 Hi| (Rule of Recogntion) ° ?ﬁ%%}?ﬂ?ﬁ@ﬂ@%@ﬂjﬂﬁﬂﬁ%%
To FTERMY AR FE ?EE"J%%ﬁﬂ?ﬁ@ﬁ"]’#‘ﬂ@ﬁ%"ﬁﬁ;@@z%
(social convention) © EfHAERCELEFEE %&%1’?%&%%&%6’9%
#E ot L R AR R TR {5l 0 Hart ity 7K SRR B A Bt e —
Tt & R Haftﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬁ%%%ﬁﬁﬂﬂ@ﬁfi%f rﬁiﬁ@%?;
(a matter of social fact) ° 5 E R ER AR g R
— PR R RBUSE R A 32 i iR J/X%E‘J%%E"J?%
Bt - (I MR BRI 3 0 TR B — A
MR SEE S ATEm B SRR E%Hﬂ‘“ﬁﬁﬁ’!‘iﬁ’ﬂ?ﬂﬁ
AR ERY ° & g Marmor T3 #Y © “Law...is basically identified by

the conventional practices (or Rules of Recognition) which constitute

5
the sources of law”

4
5

Hart, 1994: 110.
Marmor, 1998: 13.
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R

R EREAERM

LHGEEERIEEE T B R HNEEEEEREE LR
B (=) EENEBERIIETTHRE (REDEEEA
MBI E &) HIREINERNPRENREEZS E - BRI &
BRE—EXEEZEER PG R B TR
JE? ) EERERE —EEENEER - BROTTLR » HREES
FEOFE  BENZFEEE BRI ELRETS FNRE
o B—ERENEHZ L EE M (objectivity based on
convention ) - JETELENNHC DR B ER—EE R -
(=) fE#ERI TR e EMEY £ Nopeea S
§ER% (collective error) < BEAR M ikfdt ) SE{EMERRAIRES - th
SLERR TR EEFHERANIEN Rt g BRI E - I
B —BEEREERR N » BERBTE » TAlREs 4 " HFize
R RATRYE - IR LAIRZIAE ) MR - Marmor) 2 i 5
FETIEMEE I ¢ “If a given concept is constituted by social
conventions, it is impossible for the pertinent community to

misidentify its reference.”® “Law is, ipso facto, what a community of
lawyers and judges thinks that it is.”’

B it E5R > DworkinfitFFHHBBIER > (EB—fEEEEE
Him  RESIRMEZERYE > BHE TiEE ) hREEE
FEEAUREE - Dworkingd 5 » $H5Y TIREEAE ? | EFEENS
AL B WARE - 55 —FfEDworkin®l & B8R AY 9% (empirical
disagreement) - HFLE B A AR PIHEE RS LR SRR
Gk o DworkingBfS > HIFNEE B LRI — P B R SRR

®  Marmor, 1998: 11.
’ Marmor, 2005: 7.




B BRSRLME

HE (BRSSO E B T AR - R
WRHREERENNEERTEEER LEEIERERNS
2o T iEAE R SR (theoretical disagreement ) ,
Dworkmﬁﬂ%?%Z% FEIFf)5 3 , (genuine disagreement) °
B TR RTAE ? | #ITRME IR RAETS %flﬁ%
SRS AR R A M B S RN R 5 A Lfl?ﬂ‘/ﬁﬁﬁﬁ
FERERET o B ATEERAR A T BRI FREIEEE
B RRESEE P B R RE S PN ER R ? @T@ﬁ%ﬂ:
FESL G ER BN TR IEEY) o MR NRIE (E S HE AR B 7
B R TE M EY > HET TREEER Tk
@, 2 BE2 o HANNSBEHNENRENFIERSREH
EHIFE -
DworkinZ8 5 » LB ¥ HE 27 DU R HER R EOR £

% HEESMPEE - RBMEE R T EETRATE
B REFEMEZHL » B T, EEFREeATHNE
% WITERHEESTER > HEEERBAENEY - @3
At BRI S A PR R A E - SREE 0 T
W ERNPH o (S HDworkinfy BT o SERRIFGE R E ALEE
“There are many banks in North America”3& ffldyRE ST Famiks - ¥
A “bank” & {7 “‘1.)\5‘“%@?&%%%5?? » A —{E AR A
B - KL BEEFHRTS > BN TEEEAE? L E
M ENFREEARS ﬁﬁﬁﬁ')ﬁ%\’ﬁ%ﬁ ER "B
smEr e HI A HE AR BRI Bt AR R — R LS

(U EE RSP F RN F®) - M IaeeH
2 LI CEHNPIER R E B IR T ) © Dworkinfbik

: f%
|
i
1
[

EIE BREATRMN

HHERWERBERS RSN, °
PR BRI RN R TBATZ@F—:‘(%E ErEEBBER—E
FIEE - — 1R  WRRAVEEN RN EREEN - AR E
HERBIEM S BT EA MM SR - REHEGREFHOELH®
TERBRER AR A AR B iy 2 E S ERE M - TR Ty
HTHRAERY » TEE T R — B EEZ N PIERLE » MOHEEAIFTS
el 1B bt A A G < Bl 3w (rival theories of law ) » BE A
TEERE, SEENT ANENEE - B WREEH
FREREMCGERHA I BN R SNSRI > HEErS—F
EEEETER > R RAERS  BEREBEREL  REEE
HETETEAR > CHREFHRET  TRMEZHERER Tk
R ? ) A THENEE  HEAEREYE " EE ) B
TAFEIREEEAE - HEEAFHNERRE THESWHES  TE
FOURHPHERTIRER - BOE A ARSI P AL B R R T AR
o KT T EEFIRESRENERISE TEERT
TEIRE S - KL > AIHERERT TR SRR S
( theoretical relativity of the reference of “law”) - F3 » fFHEEH 4
FRERERE T - AP REE YRR AN R E N EHE » K
WAE IE B BT R FIMEFT UL - HEEAIER T > HlHE—H
E&ﬁi’ D EETFR R R SRR s O SR T A
m (k) <M ARAH &M (incommensurability of rival
theories of law) - EHFLERMEEEE X EEMGLE
MRRHREENEHN TEEEAE? | WS ME—E rﬂ%
fifi 5 (repair) WIRIRE - JREDR —ERAM TR RIEZEMTE? 1

8 Dworkin, 1986: 43 ff.




o RS ILRE

B3 - WEAH o HEEERNEE SR ATHRER - sy e
B M RO TS - WUR BRI E R LRSI FhAAZE RN
SRS R o TR R E BN - ] AR A
WA % B A ARSRBF R LR fei 4 R B Bl AR Y
PN -

= IR SRR RS
A SR LAYER
SRR E RE  E BT E BT
B A PSRN E B R TR ? —EE R
Bt 2 > B SRR A B S T RIS SR 7 R
DworkinkE 7 Fvk 7 SHTE B - (N AR E PRI RES
TR MR S R AR AT - UETRTIE - R EE E R AT
S B 2 RO - SR AR R LT
s L RATEIRA TR EITEREAAT  RLMERIGEHETEE
SEYIEEEE o DU F TR 5 A Kripke Bt Putnam{E 35 5 1 2 LAY — &
R (DL FRITK-PEEEE ) ACH RS S E AT SRR
o P L AL 28 P B B 1 L M LR & T DA A I
HE® . 5 53 AE Y EE R B LR (E 7T % U7 T4 P LA (2 #f Dworkin
£ O R R i 2 FEHEER (interpretive theory of law ) YT -
(—) K-PEEZ: I "&£F, AHl
K-p =6 5 B B A T 5 R A 2 B AR E (natural kind

A & =

terms) o BUAN Tx, Tk, o TR, HHEIVERME - K-P

Kripke-Putnamii &

9 Kripke 1980 (1972); Putnam (1975) ° Mi#K-Pi8 E &k $ LOBA » R
Moore (1985) ~ Brink (1988) Stavropoulos (1996) °
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HE S BEEHERRMN

MRS ER  EHEWESERES  iEgE —wReEE
FERA Ty ~ Tk, ~ TR EWTEH  fl0"T&FE—EH
@~ PIRIEOEEE L o B R R T BT AR S
REERNEETEE  NEBEREER &, WEEHA - 1
e TEAELNEENEE ) B TEIEYEE RS TR
PEFIE > EEWEFR "6 WRSHER - (HEIIReEEE
g iR EELURERBBNE TR ATE Byl
Fif - i BHEETHFHEHNRE FRZIRE S
( stereotype ) P& WHEHHMEHAERE T & F 08
(paradigms ) FTEAGHVRE - A > B AREHKRMEE (fix)
"<& EFEHIETE o ALEYEEEM T ol BRI
AEET 0 PIUFEBERE A S (EEE) M TLUES » &
T EEEE  BIE EREMNZE R E 55T
ErygEE  —HEMMEBAT » &TEETEERES - M5
It BT EER  DRTRMTRABE S FHRETNHES TFHE
EFBEPEFET  MREHR  RMTZETHR S FHERERR
FAEMER (BEEL MeFREMES I o) - Wit kb
T E AR P HE PR (A > RENZHIET R EME G BEe T
TR AR LB > TIHS Z— B (defeasible )
HIFE BB o EUBIIEPIMEFRRER) - H2it & BB R
ETHES  BE—EEEETEET » WA ZEBFIE SR
R HIEK-PEEE BN EE > MRS EERAH "&, EETK
e EREBEAE  HE —EREEIN2ESFHRE  TF
RERESHBEEER & EEFHREAEHE  EREREE
& TRy sl B E EA RN BAMEE » JREIE TS e
B PP E - EEATS T EE T USEIERES T

35




Pk BAAGL HILRE

HAE B YE (essential property) @ —{HZEY) » FaERE AL
KLFEES T ABRETRRERFFEIINTE CTRMENA
B B 0 BLREERARER TR R HERRTFFT
HEE TR BA YR SEE > hiREST (KBER
E4MAE) - K-PEEESIL R DMEREATT © TR
R — 2 R U BT R E o TR BRI SR A E
( facts about the world) ( FIAIZEYIRY ERME) » HDHITRIUR
ASES AT BB (A Kripke 9 o IR SR 58 B & Putnam Y
indexicality » fE LTI NS B EHE—HFY) -

o —EEWESE T4 EETHERGHES - KR
RIS TR BANEREE » Kt > #EE T&T2IE?
SEEREENS » TR ATREIRBRA R s P HE T BT Y SR TE R
oo T B e R E ( substantive theoretical
considerations ) - FrESE EMMEHEE  DETRA e —
F B 4 AVE R MM B (the best explanation) ¥
F (R - TN SRR > BHESTERAR T E
&, ~ TRARREL ) HhRM B TR R RS (T e SR P AR
EAE L ERE  BEE EAREST - RANYHELE
FEA AT DU EE B SR o ARG T o AR T & SEETRYEUR
M T DU E TR — (LR - R A > NRER
VRS A T ARSI E R SRR LR ERIEYE
THIBAGE - ~

Rifi > STFHEAREE (KE) - AR GRS EMI
g o T&TRETRFIONTE, HRE—MEER (a pror) BH
HIEEE o MM BEEMEME - REE T KRRV

B o SRS e R R R R H

36

A BEERERN

T&FRMAE? ) EREMERETAENEL BRI $
TR T REGELE  C5 L2 S R S R S T
M E e EE P (B AR A ER R IR > BRI
Lo MY ER) - EEREWRNES > FARKEZMT
R E IR (PR R EA IR E S L AR g8
1EIEBINEE - B 0 HE B 0 B9 S5 BT HE B B, - (B AN
It o By AR IR MBI & THE QP A E T4, 8
{HFHI3EME - BT ABEAREES TN AEERERAY
WHET > HETHWERMEE > HE "&£, EETHEYENES
THERB AU - FMTLUEG N EEMEG T« R > 5—
WELKRES —H SR > AR EIEX - XEZREE 70
SRR - DIBURBMER R FHEA TR EHEXEET - &
RXBEIFREES > ENE BB SRS - 50k
B RE TS EIT AN AR HIEF 7190 T R AT
R - BMEEEER - TXEMTHEMRES T (85 KB
REET W2 8ES - T Cchrysos ( T4, ) EBEF - F
W T AE RN TR fE B N — BRI SRE 2 | SE AR I B LR
AR RN - ZMBEGHE - R AEBEXEEES
¥ BHE LEAEBT RS T - E—BERMT LS E E
s -

1L PIHEEGEE B A OO R SR IR o - E
o TR A R o B SR AN F AR R
WR#& <z TRl e AE R S -

2. FFNE RN E B AIHE - DL T, EETER - &
ERMEN ST 2 ENE SN > EEgEER T4
& M FRURE B A RIS M P E L AT BE R S AR Y (HIR MR E T

37



il BT SRR

DR ", EEFKEYEFEEEY KB "&£ EEFIE
RS > REGRREARE S E A E

(Z) "ER, B2 "2F, B

BT RMER  K-PEEZ2HNE RMEFEN S TRETEE
SIFE A AT IR S - R 0 T PR TR 2B AEY
EmEmmt e s e —f - REERE N g ER AT TS
HIMTRE AR » BAFTRE B T DIFE B A A 2 H A K Y0 8 (mind-
dependent) YY) - R0 > 3E —BGI6 A R LAY BEK-PEE 2 22198
H o K-PEEEEIHRANRIEL - 3528 PImERERFE - B

FBE LAY (semantic depth) - FTEEEEENRE - f8AEHE

AR FT R R R & AT S R B IR 2 P B R
7" AAEEE IR - BRMAE—EaE
TREEHE AR RS R L HEERNERERERES
HAG OB P AT i B o i IR S — 118 3 R & P FiE AR Y
BY) B A R B R

KIIL - K-PEE 22BN AR5 JE ) 28 SRy o0 > ECRR Sk
R Tk GEREMR R G B AR - AR TEE, —
MFAEEEFBE RN — 2 —H SRR (a
conventionally constituted concept) - HSEFE B AT HAEREIVE
B o BATET DU — R 5 Ak A — (E S R N AR R
o DL THEE  GEETEA > BNERZLERRN TRES
T o EEREEBERRIEE - THEE | ZERAHEERE
B S > AR —EA RN EESE  RMAREEEMENE

10 Stavropoulos, 1996: 84 .

HEBELAZRN

BANERE - MREANER " REBTIASHEHSE K LT
— &% FRYSEER (conceptual error) » ZIRAB NEEE : T HEHE
KIFFEF  HMEEEINSHGE ? | SHEMNEZREEEDN
(senseless) - fHEZH » WIRA ANER " S AORAKAELNEELR
Wi o W MERIE T —E S ERYSERR - BRFIRIIETTLLE
Bt "EHMNNBEANECOSBRERAEEST ? , EERYM
HEAEEN KR "T&, 2EEEEEREENTMS  ENER
BHETE A R B PIHERT Y ERY o B AT DAL Sam o P AU HE A
BENREETNESFHEIERS - BE "iEE ) Gl &
FAAEPIE HHEY BN R R W S R — e g Y
o Flan T IR E B R RS, c RAEREAER
TNEILEFFTHIEHRE - AN ERE, - HEREREE
B TRIBHFASHGE ) —8 0 0T — RS Rr9sEaR 7 Al
RANEEE @ T LEERIERHE LR ? ) ERNMHERR
EHEE#E?
Dworkin¥#t AR R0 E L - BEINERM T " kidE, 25 HE
FEREHIEEE - Dworkingl 5 0 Tk B —HERRREMEAEMEM S
(an interpretive concept of value) o %A TIEELRE 2 | 5EH
BRI — FE R IO 8 Cinterpretive attitude) ' o FRRE(Y
REEEELHE TR AR o> - B BRMITHR TR EER (legal
practice ) B2 — BEHLEI AT RE AT - 0 B 3 (E E
(value) ~ H4 (purpose) BAE (point) - FTEHRHE - BI7EM
i —ERe R R T R R E R EME - R fEEE
TR AR RS 7 E TR BRI E B ENE

" Dworkin, 1986: 47.




I BRM T HRE

FEEBAEMERED » EEEESE S22 2 BT AR Y
Hifg - REHABRBEIE - BRMBER TREESME WEE -
PSRN AR E B EE ST - W SR e
TR EPE - PR - B ERMBREENES -
MR BUORT TR EEEEREERENM
& o MRS BRI E R > TIOThEE B E S F
PR BINEFRNEY e AR AR - REEEER o O M e
TRH T AR IS (legal paradigms) - JEREAEE BEER ETER B BH
FRFEIRL RS FERR ABT SRR E » BIEEAME Y — HBT AT
PILEFEFTHIE R ) SEE BV - AR IR ATHIER
B P AR WA AR R E B e A RE - B
JEREELHI BT (0373 B e Y R S B R R R S
FE) GEAERE LT > BEAREIIVME - BRIMLHE
RN —ERNBRESER 2 EMENE (a substantive theory
about the value of the legal practice as a whole ) ZRERHA 1
REAER T RMMIRERIAN A - LLIER - TR g AR e B M2
HEAEE RS - 2R T BRI EBOAEM - Flns
Z8 (fairness) WAEFF1E#E (procedural justice) ZEZ - BE2 >
IR & B B R sl P S B VR B A R AR R
AROEFEEEE BN R - BATELLEE SRS Tk
1 SE RN & R 8 R R B R > R — (R R RE
iR B AR (A (e AR -
AR TILEERERR RS EEaEN EEE A E
MEENFEEEEYE - FEENVEREZE WA % T RENET

12 Stavropoulos, 2003; Greenberg, 2004.
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HEE S EERRATRN

S EE | WS AEENENES (stipulative definition) - FE
HME AT LA TR > A AEMS T IIEEHENREEE R R
HORE o MO e R ERE TR AR BT
ARG S FAUSEE > MM I ETERG R TR T R bR
S BRLEST  — > REAESN - BEE > RERER
T R — 2 T S A B A 48 1) 2 1 R M P M R L —
B TR TS ENRERNEESE ) WADEREARHER
FEE S B S FH L A o AR IRAMIRE B MR AR B SRR Y - FIE
AT AR R A A R AR SE R TR A E E 5 IR (substantive
error) © fth AT B A LA o S A VR R O B B R LE A Y B
7 GERE AL R IEN TS T & TS - e
WERNE SN ER MRS RN > BTHNYeTgEEE
P SR A T BB A B T 1)

TERREIRE T MR — B MTRR B R s R S R
(BIAE M AL ) 2 B 3 #000 JH B AE # & B AR
B B IEE R e R R T AR B A
W o Ef P R MO AT o e R T R — R o SR SRR
LG I AN BT BRI o RGP T LA e B € HLPGRY
NS BERREENS T BRIUHARTULBERE » F(E
TR MR Y BN R EIERERE o AR
B E S T ROR R M AT 5 BA I R 8+ BT DUBE P 8 SR i %
BTk | FHETIE S o QURIATIL o BRAPTZ BT DA S SR
BRI HERENEEEEY - TMEENER
B o FIt o W BETE S RS R F A (synonym) Tk

13

Dworkin, 1986: 88 f.




B BRI RE

L T FRLVR R B RRBES  WARKERE - T
SR ¢ R HR TR EE - RO ER
B Tk EEAST - Btk E TR RS m TR
Tl 79%1?'%!3’\]l%%%’@Eﬁ%ﬁé@ﬁ?%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ*%%@%@—% °
IR o A B T AR S O R I T E Y R - SR
i BB A T 1 1 B 7 B R A B B A (R L B A HURR
2 . [FAIDworkinfiTEifYy © “Paradigms anchor the interpretations,
but no paradigm is secure from challenge by a new interpretation that
accounts for other paradigms better and leaves that one isolated as
mistake” « [, » B 2R E R EUE SO AL AU R (8 I —
T 0 b BEER T AL R — {lE RE 40 R TR R R R SRR
[ > {E S — 5T » AT LA S (I (e P [ SR A AR » R
GRS R T e RS - AR MHETIEER T
BT % FRIRA SR (BIATEA
%) HRFRUETRTMTEEATHIN - KILHETERE AT
Wy —HK - e AR TR S R R Y - A T REN R
g U B B R R (B I REREAR I Tk, -
— AR BT R SRR E B BRI AT R T
MY — BB E BT SR - B R AR
kg (AN A R T B E R BRI R D R R
P » (IgRSEY T IERNER - AR R R
o L TR AL T T WARRIZRAER - BRI
FE R P M R R Y - BEREE —(E BB BLR A T
TeT | FHEERE S o AR BN BERE TR
B LR R R B Pl o ECE G EAENY  ATRIAH
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HE S EERARRMN

B o WSS B AR R SR e -

R —{E 5 T s A BT L AR BR  BES R
Huf AR B T RS e M B G E (R R LA B R R B
5 (7] I S 5 g oy St o TR 5 R B 0 L 38 8 LRI RP RIYY 5B
Bl > EE EARER R BRI LAE - SE (B AR TR
SEHIENE > BIANDworkinfy %215 (integrity ) » FERL T IREAYAR
B o RIMERN LS BRGAEE— kR RN MR 2
—EBR R AE R R o A E ARSI R R R R
FE o ERMIPIE R SRR TR ARSI > A
BRGNS B B T AR M AHERTIE IR B TR ER G R
T B AE BRI ETER L — R E A ay R 2KER A
e AEEA - WL SN EE - RIRAEDAREEEED
PH o EMARPBE AR W INEZANENANFF L > IREIE G
TR E A AR L R R A TR Sy -

Py« A3 A R A& B (Fallibility and Objecti-
vity of Law )

B ST REEBEY > KE T a2 EEEI
2 ERNBRMAMNETHES A THWEEREE ZHATHE
TH—ERENEE - RFTEREFEAE g RaERN
Fa o WHEBRMABSTRME  &TREME - 552> "&
TRAME? | EEMENEER £ EEE BN E
THES  RiteFREEBENEY - MR " %E, B2 ' £
T 8 REAEEEERENMS  WERTTEE S A R
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Dworkin, 2004: 13.




B SRS ILRE

OPAEaW E R E IS ks S h
A TR A - % RIMTREESYREEEN

T I EE RS2 B LA 8 (mind-independent ) - B
SHEWEHEETUME THEANEBME, (ontological
objectivity ) B " L& EIME ( metaphysical objectivity) ° &
B 5 —FERR 2 0 AT R EmEE A e
(B ek SR a B = o R IE R B AR T 5 CXE R
&S AR AREY 7 2 s A AE M B R B - w8
Hl - EARAE - EEERNFEETURECE TREER
M | (epistemological objectivity ) e ubn&%éﬁ[{%ﬂ’]f%ﬁé?‘f
1A B {PITE FPOE  A S i R e FIR R - RRT Ere%l
HrESEAEREE?H— @T’E(fﬂzﬁ%l_fl@ HESEAS N AR
g RPN E B - BA - EEBIEEER
g o QD%E{%?@B’ﬂﬁ?ﬂ?ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁﬂ’ﬂ@ﬁ o BRBIA R - TR
AEFHAREEESRFEN K5 4 F B9 AE R I B AN R
AT FRA] - He RS (R - RIRE R & B R LEE
MR ATAERY © 2RI » SE AT e E ) B R A A R B R
e Y CHIEIEHEART AL RN O E AR
T B AR T DL B R - B E AR — BT -

HR o T E A BTSSR R R A S LT 7 HHREYERA
MWEY > Pl HAE AE B AR LI B B B S R YO
BE  (ARFE K TR X B SIS ? SeE BAIBR T RS
=S Y VE 9 53— T R Y T R B A A M A TR A FE Y
(—) H &M (reliability) © FATBEIE A0 B L REHT B A2
HYHIIEHEEIH (accurate representation) » EX (=) BRI
% (free of distorting factors) : Fk{FITHAS &HEAE AT LARERIY

l
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A BEEATRME

B L6 IE B TEFE 23R R0 B2 ° o ARTTTE (S HE M R REAE Y
WREEE T IEREREIE , B T BN HEREER ) FHE o QAR
ATEH  (FRRBRHENEYEEFNEESRH (20E—%
2 B WAREHRBRMFEERATRERA - FresaiE I fIsne
BSRE R A T IEHE ) BE Tkl o AN —2k o REEREEIEM
FABARIN G A THE Y ER 8 -

TEEM IR ML — 2 505 L ADE NS AT 2R - TRHRE
SO Y R 0 0 e T RE 1 S (R S RE O e - BRI S BG 2 T TEDE
MR RS RMEREGRAE NEL g MR AREE - 3ED
AILAER » R EEN eSS 2 m LN AR L8 - HER S
FHRE  EENREEEEENEY ? BN TIEERME? L E
EHRIRE - WERBIREE?

AR BAFE " BN LB EREENE (BHEP LEE
M) WYER > BERAERIEAER (—) FEMEE RSN E
TP () BILMERIFRREE AN ? 2 HfBrian Leiterf B %  FTaE

THIRLE > IMABEET L RBENEIL (causally
independent) @ Y FrAFEBSEE FERE - HELNKR
BEPBEEANENEERRESONA - 2 BHHIL
( constitutionally independent) : Z¥JHFAF BRI 2 H O EEART
R E SR OBEIED o @A GHEIREE » FIAERE - BB
WE > BRRHAEFNEABRELENEY - .w’)‘HE’J%.L
( cognitively independent) : FHYJHYTFIEE R ILIN FHEHYRE
SIMREE » AIMES ~ A0ER C EATRPIEESE - —EEYEGEEER

S S AHA R ERM R E o R Leiter 2002: 973 £) °
16 Leiter, 2002: 970 f.




- B ML SRR

J:%@‘Vfﬂﬁﬁl?ﬁﬁ’:\r@%@ﬁﬁ%@%ﬂﬁ'ﬁ%ﬁ‘l‘i o FH B AR
k=Y BA R BB LB E PRI — HuR F 2 T EA
FAE E%Eﬁﬁ’tjzﬁiimﬁﬁﬁééﬁgfﬁﬂﬁﬁ@%%%%@éﬁi i
1&%%%&%@2&[1%%&%%%5%ﬁﬁélu\%ﬁa@ s WL ERIFE
(R E o EAR LB B ok R ELE R OB (EF)
A—EEHEEmNE ?ﬁiﬁ%‘?%ﬁ’ﬂ'D‘fﬁggﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬁ’:\ﬁ%%%ﬁ%
HIAREE - it EF B - KAEERZAEER RAFIE =BT
AR 9§E%§E’§NEJU%@%§%H@D@$E o [FElfEHL > BB
e Nt g EY fﬂ$ﬁﬁ@%ﬂ’ﬂ5§ﬁﬁﬂﬁ$ﬁ?§?ﬁﬁ$ﬁﬁ
2 —HFEEY Wﬁ?ﬁ%%@ﬁﬁé“ﬁggﬁﬁiﬂﬁ@?ﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁ% ' ¥
ERUR NG b= APNGORVSEL NI B s R R HLRRSRAE
FAE i R A ELE R A R AL PREN TR Y 38 fE
RHINEZE %@ﬁﬁﬁ@fkﬁz%ﬁiﬁﬂ@%ﬁﬂ‘ Pl - SEEWEIR
—E R e Rk B SR (AR R (U R BB L 1 7
ﬁﬁ%%%%ﬂ%ﬁ‘l‘iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@“%%‘é%’[ﬁ o ZEMEATE R
(RSB RS Ry FTREME: (the possibility of error) FEYIHE
B o S —EAERE g 73— (4K (domain) EEHE
& EEEETER SEEAEI RS R SEIRnZE ] (space for
error) 7 o SEMEZERIFLER TR (1) SEEYENLE, (what 1
(we) take to be the case) Al TR L2t (what the
case is) Z[ERIEEE - BRPIZER AT TSI AR AR A Y
FE R Y W Ik bR B T R AR BRAESE FHIFRAE
?U%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%$%ﬁﬁﬂ@ﬁf¢$£$ﬂﬁ?ﬂ%‘ » R LR R R B
[y - & T HREREL ﬁf?ﬁ?i?ﬂ@ﬁ%%ﬁ%;f:%ﬁ?ﬁﬂﬁﬁ

v Stavropoulos, 2005: 316 f.

46

R R RSB

RE - BEEATRN

HHEBENES > FERERBRMEULEREST  HEEEAMN LK
MABE TR EENRAERE  (EE LA REET - H
A B & A REER © BUATRE R - BT E A W a8 & fe i
H R EFRAEFT R AT R IR EE 20 - (HIREE T IRER © RE—BGERIN
THIEEE - B RAIR BIRAERRITHY » fEAIB(HER TR
# EeraEpInsEaR  [HRIREA RRERIEER -

Q1B B A B GBI A PR AN RS S A SRR B AT RETE » BRBEUR
TiEMMER Sy B R RS o R
WA RE - EFEELERE S - MITHREEATGE
FHEEE - B S BRI E A B ORERE - 2 REIE
BRI S R - TEARBZ A TR

(—) E#EM (subjectivity) : IRIBBBFVZAL - AIED
st a0t (whatever I take to be the case is the case) ©

(=) By E B 3L E X8 % (weak objectivity or
intersubjectivity ) : FATHERBEY AL - MIEYELZ WL
( whatever we all take to be the case is the case) -

(=) WY& B (strong objectivity) : BIEEIHLFAFIE
HY Rt o By ARLEALL (whatever we all take to be the
case is not always the case)

WEERATREMEN AEARE » (—) TEEREEHFREEME
R (T2 ENNRERY) vl () BiEBEIE

8 gar 4@ A4 £ Leiter (2002: 971 £) - Leiteri@ A (=) # (Z) 2/

BA -4 TEfeey BEM , (modest objectivity) @ #RATAEITAL KB E Y
B TR EN A4k A FH 3 A ib (whatever we under ideal or
appropriate conditions would take to be the case is the case.) ° 473 " ¥ 8 %@
B 0 RRMERM AT BRI
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B BRSRIERE

e (FAISE3R (individual error) FRTRE » (EIRHERESHIRITITAE
V(2 mIEELE AT S SEEERG TR - REEGR
AR » 7 T3 (M) SRBEEEAE, M T
B LR, TS RNEE > BEL B (B3
B 7 o (R 5 2 B P 2 BB T i A I e RS LA SR Y
AREE

WL — B ET RN TRECHERERET
W B R EARRM RN R - BEREN R
VhpEEL R BRI A 2 ARTETL - EEE TR
nm v R A R A AR o R ) TR L & SR T
Sl o L - EERIE IR Y b BEAR T AR A B AU SE
w0, (AR ATAE e ARSI ¢ 7EIETx BN R A - (RIHYTE
B ATRE R A R B T ARSI - AT T T — [ EEERI P - 2
EORTTRE R AL BRI IS ¢ KR BRI RE G R I3
n xR o (EETRE ExAIR R - hatEd o £ T RMRR
VL | R TR R CREREEEAE
B SR T BRI A S R — N B - AT
SETEBI A B AIER SN B DIGE - MREENERLE
B IR » BT A R P R PR R
2 REERIE - WS s - G I T SRR RUR T O
PRI e AT T B BL A B B0 S BT U B IE - (2K
R PR R AR R S N AT B SRR R
LRSS (RHEPINE ) Hofs skl N REM IR RS E
W IERER (S A FTHUA - TR ARIRES ik SEEFHERBIETE
IS TE S8 - A —2k o B TIEESRITE? ) MFBMRA
S B R RIS RS 0 U RS R
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MRS > ANER C iR R E B R RS o A
BRI S EE SRt A SRR A AT RE - BRIk AUEE
BREHEIAE > A EHBREPHERTRE - KEE > EHRE
AR b AR R REN: - FHD T BRI A EE
e, fl DERER LR, CHEE —EREEEE - G5l
BAERLE TR E B - R E B AR AN
TR BEEME IR AREAE—E R BRI
HMBRPEEILFEE S o SN F B DR > S
BER AR SHETTEER BN PR o BRI PIHERY PRE - B —
(B EE R > BMaE T LUE S - BORMEFIHERT YRR UE &
Foll THARREIEMEE - BN Tk rERS R IR
SOFTRIERT R RIE AR M PIME M HERISE IE - BT G (5
T EET R A YO o OB FUR AR R R A 8
BET 0 AN BIEEERIEE - WY TEEREAE? | (B ER
MFE o KERAREEEE N BRI/ B EE - HiE
WA EHE SN PR R RS EEE - RBAFAT P
R ER —E R - WL SRS FE AR F B
LATR]HRF Al A -
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