HBKRTEBEEMAY General Education and
¥ N # Trandisciplinary Research
ARAL L E R No.8 June, 2010

E 79 ~F 92 pp.79~92

RS RP LS RP RS = #0F p2|R R
,Eﬁ‘ﬂ{(iéi’ﬁ-gi#kl,;lﬁ]es

#H.¢ T

FEXFUBEE? O O [FREFEAY TR R KPR
#&

r2 g L_%ﬁd BEAHPHF s HTE 7% - = 21+ (Roy Bhaskar) #
% % - B3k (Richard Rorty) 5 M B A o 384 ende ) > K b7 - fA§ &
FUpA A Y PATAR S 0 TR AT B RE T RS c BERER
IREABIRFLAELEGF A ROF LR SN BRI ALE P B
PE2ZBhfg Ah2? Pugdl > AR Rha2pF > - AT E
W > AV G BB A F IR E 7 - AIRR G A e o
ﬁ%vﬁﬁéth—wﬁ SRt g 0 B AS FABDEET o BB
e BERTEF Y ’rédJ{—ﬁﬁiiﬁ&@ﬁg%&ao%kwﬁ
B3 F Pk BB %&ﬁmﬁdf@%ﬁ’ﬁ%%wﬁﬁﬁédﬁ
A od 35T A S Iz mﬁl—ﬁ AR R R, B ET S
SARLATG AN R oo B Rkt - 4 % 0 3F FRBAERTE LT A
Feahd REBF T 3iHmEP N o i \eﬁb#‘*’f-*}‘i‘ ¢ o L“ L8 5 A e
- ABAYRIENANEFEAM P ETE DL REF T - AP X0
WoORE T HEBE RN G ww R SRR
Flo A2 ke F 78— HIFICBEPFE W - R w7 nblﬂiﬁﬁ’uzt
M iR Ay AT - :té:ujf’ BT HuE R e

-l
v
-~

Met: 124 - Bk~ Btz - "84 S RHDEH o f o

5 WEHRYR H TR [ b ORIl R
FLIEH A S
79

uli



ARKTHBEET B AP 2010 £ 60

Emﬂ?Fﬁ R 7 ,Elﬁlr“%‘”{xﬁf, s "%ﬁ?;j@ﬁjﬁ;gﬁm
FEIFSPREH BRI 8 A RLE IR SR ) R TR T - RO
%ﬁ?f@iﬁﬁgﬁg[ﬁgu%%%w%;j ﬁFj'H ﬁ;[&k@ﬁ”ﬁ&rﬁu@ I’ pjaﬁq[—{ Lﬁzfep?a I R
Flﬂﬁﬂ-“ﬁ]ﬁ&* Y 7 ‘*Iﬁg‘]@ﬁj? ) G H B ift{f‘lr Flse (o [) UFTEF%Z”FT
iF'ﬁ (F) 1= ’?E'Fr““ﬁfi“L ° lﬁllﬁm‘“ﬁ s IO ERIIES Sy YR

VAT e T REERAY N ISR RO B AL SO
Ff'” ﬂ?riﬁﬂ T ER R S P
Wﬂ@ﬁ%%ﬂ Sl ”"*“JFU o TR TR G - T R SR

Tt E,IEIIJE/\I&I;I [ R AR /%gs , séf?};;%r[\iﬁz¢ i %Egj@ﬁ%@%EEUQ
S R E LPAn TR BRI T R I M e B i EE
N4 F”ﬁ%ﬁﬁ J-‘j‘_lm o

i AT RO T O 73 R O R
[[‘ﬁ\"”j\ﬂfﬁﬂ 9t > S (1 Kant) EL}%E‘ [y o HERALRERE =TT
?S‘m AU RIED (ERLIEPY TSy GPT_, it IH&"EJZ/[IE& HJ:’%( Thomas Hobbes )
_Ed (John Locke ) ~ #f#% (Jean Rousseau) SRR = %ﬁﬁf}’iﬁwuﬁl
AR > B TR R (B HIRERY el » TS0 IR THE
ST BRI SR - AR
¥ ﬁffgﬂﬁﬁ ?if[iﬁf,ﬁvﬂﬁ* b RS o S BT o XA Sy il ( Perpetual Peace )
IHEE K I*'ﬁl?”f’\ HEIRSA AP P ERRL T - BN A YR
FlIpodr = Fp J}_'%]EH%‘FUJ ﬁ*lFiE‘HAEfi' A EERLEEEY © MRS
Fol— FE rr@njpj@%”%eg;h » 537 [iflﬁlﬁi %Evéﬁfii &fjﬁjf ui B RLI T
I TIE TEES ’iﬁﬁ'wﬂ A A - s s
JE'E” J R T ﬂ%@[]ﬁﬁfi’i:ﬁﬁ“lﬂjr_} ok o ikl Jg@iﬁ\/HJF g@iﬁjq;ﬁf
HHEE i*E'?FFUﬁ“’W":”J HPRrSE (=R ”JLFEF'I":”J??’I%‘ B )
i = RLEy EQFUFF?—"?E [ AR L AR T ¢ ﬁj’ﬁl@gféﬂj
P@F’i?ﬂﬁl?‘i ([~ S EEpELRE Y FRVEE T‘irfﬁ'[mpij\iiﬂﬂﬁ?ﬁ o S — FEE
PTG GOPR TR S S5 B (A Macknyre) ) | FERLA 90
F&[ﬂ%ﬁi;&‘ﬁfj%[[’&%’—;l YT S ﬂ*@ﬂjﬁﬁﬁ@ FIEn= S0 H#<2 (Ronald
Dworkin) '] "%, [EEPREF|[E v pofeh i [AEFHL R RS T
;a;[ﬂlflﬁ tﬂ'piﬁﬁfﬁg’gﬂ—,—ﬂi ) ;[@ FEr Elpjﬁt%‘j; upjgf/,@“riril%ﬁru » = f:[;a%
oL 4 SO TR RS AN S SRR S i TR
Al FE A J?luﬁﬂl%ltﬁf IRAVELRES ﬁ’,?ﬁ G E G
LR S S5 L~ B RS T o

o 3’2'1 [FI4 M8 (A -5 %r%Lﬂ*,ﬁ*muM 5 (= r+gf[%ﬂsz vk > 2002 ) FI 139 ©
¥ Alasdair Maclntyre, After Virtue: A Study in Moral Theory. 2nd ed. (Notre Dame: University of
NotreDame Press,1984).

80

S

uli



F AT AP — #0F 4HR  R ere i 1 2 4

R RLATH 7 AR RO RIS ERED T 5 & 5 gk o
SR I FOF S S B H - AT B e
B e R e 2 %#ypwzﬁwﬂwmw%
SE AU BRI SR & L o P R e P TR
RO HUIRE SRR RO o
% ﬁ”fﬁl Iﬁﬁ? A AEEL A E%ﬁu [HEiacall ;[E%Fj@g[@ T RLER F“F} e
| > ISR LR, ﬁg RO T ({,_T'éﬁ— %?3%[’—5@ Ay T |
v v 5 s L - Iﬂﬂ['m?’r/lf"ﬂ‘lﬁ WS N P
PPPFEA T T [ AR PR W S S e
%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁwwyﬁﬁﬁ,&ﬂmiﬁﬁﬁ%F%?ﬁi%ﬂ
AR EEEEF’ﬁi%Ei@Z }“ﬂﬁgﬁﬁ}“&“’ﬁl/[ﬁ;‘guﬂf;: S Etfi Al
B [ Jﬁ‘jffﬁ Flmi ’ TF"i F'%J — FERIEL [ Jﬂrrﬁ“ﬁ;v IO T S
#7$%ETIWiwﬁﬁ’@i$ﬁwﬂffiﬁ$ﬁﬁ?%% g
%ﬁ“ﬁ%’rﬁ“ﬁ’é i P‘?F ﬁ%ﬁﬁwuﬁjﬂﬂﬁf?ﬂ A N FHL%“EH |7 Ti”f?f
H’ﬁuzwmwﬁmﬁﬁﬁ BRI « PO S B
;]ET_—% filSal YRR I A e ET (difference and equality ) - ?J[ﬁﬁ?ié‘\?
(identity and recognition) = > i‘ﬁ’%ﬁ'xﬁ%ﬁﬁ@%ﬁﬁﬁ[%f»ﬂ (/[ITH" - MR
5 (AT - T R i

2
B

RPN b R T
oS8 P EIaR BLUNT S 2 2 s osst ?FHéiﬁﬁ*?*w
PRI R [N R G T R
o= AP “‘ET_*IE Ja:f%f'[i”"?ze ESRNE s |1 IES Frm . (critical realism) -

a:ﬁkﬁ‘rﬂﬁ T %F rJa:ﬁ/"gl ﬁul ,ij}'\[gyléiﬂw ;gp;*ﬂf:,ﬂjﬂpjf?l:?];f rw“g/[

iy IHET@F' S0 o lg[ Eﬁul,ﬁgﬂfu , El’s’]jiff:#ﬂ?ﬁ;?r%~ Fol Pl £ L~ Fed -
,{7 I%e:]ﬁ%eﬁ j%[ﬂwm[gy s (ELRLE R AU EE 2 J%ﬁ@lgﬂﬂgﬁﬂ r V‘EF'J ZF %

ISR b o [ A RO S e HW@%ﬁﬁﬂ*ﬁ*%ﬁﬁ
E”Tirrlﬁ [%@ﬁ’ﬁlﬁfggukdx*ﬂﬁlﬁ}bpugﬂ\%ﬁgﬂ HEIRE T puSF rofrsotd T =40
R SR A PR B (SRR S USR] D e
iﬁfﬂ Rl *Fﬁ LAYZH G4 o FIFipER 1= 12 (Roy Bhaskar) AL T4
@nrwJ@§#ﬁﬁm¢f?%ﬂ@ku*%ﬁﬁawqﬁﬁ P AT

—m_ﬂ

69 Sally Haslanger, “Feminism in Metaphysics: Negotiating the Natural, ” in Miranda Fricker andJeniffer
Hornsby, eds., The Cambridge Companion to Feminism in Philosophy (Cambridge:Cambridge University
Press, 2000), pp. 107-26; Rae Langton, “Feminism in Epistemology: Exclusion and Objectification,” in
the same book, pp. 127-45.

iR AL JIL T RIS S R S X By

,?ﬁﬁu RS 0 1998) FI 121-144.

T B, #9701 : Andrew Sayer, Method in Social Science: A Realist Approac h (London:

Routledge,1992); Rob Stones, Sociological Reasoning: Toward a Post-Modern Sociology (London:

“ S

uli



ARKTHBEET B AP 2010 £ 60

'%ﬁ@%Fﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ’mWE@ﬁ$WFﬁﬁ%’ﬁﬁﬁﬂ
[—HE:‘ J\jﬁ 55 2 ;%jﬂ’??l‘\f" R ﬁ%@g Fglﬁ,ﬁ,@ £, Eﬁﬂkuqf\r,&l%[ekp Jilﬁr,”ﬁ
£ o INERATERIPY S RS TR AR Ffffl FYI EEUTM_ PRI e
A féﬁéﬁiﬁ’ﬁﬁiﬁﬁ’FLEJIJF&iﬂin:@’ﬁFE** HYEE e B R JHE" ﬁ'JE‘ ° ’?[71{ A
e I'F'EJQ'Q?E‘Tﬁfrfji’:ﬁ@ﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁfﬁ 9= FEd &“J\ﬁnﬁu[ Fﬁfﬂ TR ’gﬂ—ru?ip%:
HWﬂgm%%W%;Eﬁi%ﬂ%Hﬁmﬁjww%@qﬂww#@
SRS i AL S SRR b S
S ’Tifzf“%& il ’EJV? 36 EIF%J PRl leﬁ?l;ﬁﬁﬁ - TeEd:
IEER R r#ﬂma@J%ﬂ* R 38 AL
(5 T SERR I > =S F U R o Sk f’] YRR %EIT—[*Q;L‘F*}““%:'HTIHE SE|
i b PURAR - SR SRR T Ff”” ﬁ:'}*ﬂ_ gl It Iiff'?’lflf’iﬁfﬁf ES Ay
YYD B PRI R RV NS ARG SRR S A
ZETRIERY o P A ] }F]‘ﬁ“ IS (Richard Rorty ) fiuft=

H|ELT] - BEA- rij[JéﬁT;ﬁmJi I T}#ﬁ'iﬁ@l*?ﬁ?ﬁﬁ%%?‘ R pY
é:j’l:TH °

z\‘
R

e li’%{%ﬁé%ﬁ@ﬁ%i FRpOE ﬁﬁ;&ﬁlfgf{ %F{fﬁgﬁ}[ = RrEbRLE flr E
A R ¢@ﬁW‘ﬂﬁﬁ%Fo&*@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ?¢¢j@
ﬁlﬁfgp Jﬁﬁrﬁﬁﬁwﬁ’fﬂ# ﬁ*ﬁbp[guf o [EET, E,I* [gsalﬁzy, 7P Jﬁ%j\ T
L LT %E[J'gﬁ 7 [f[ jj/ﬁﬁj EIES ﬁjﬁjﬂiﬁ I? ‘{\p Jﬁﬁfﬁvﬂg‘ﬂ o "F;l-:ﬁ
TR Ak ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁmﬂwkﬁmﬁi—%ﬁlT@%$W¢@‘Pm
F—Hﬁ'ﬁﬁiﬁ fﬁaﬁ? ’ ?ﬁﬁﬂiﬁiﬁ} RS A U o T R R RRL S AR ]?J i
@%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ%ﬁ’ﬁﬁfvwwaﬁﬁéﬂwwﬁw&*pﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%pﬁq
—ﬁT@W*ﬁW?%WWﬁ@&’—JﬁPTi TR A 1 7
HE ’ﬂipjéj MIF*F’?F?HFI VL RO T SERL S 5 EJJ“ & e Y- S
ﬂ:ﬁ”l%lf'%[llﬁ%ﬁiifﬁ’}‘h_ﬁ"“&EU Fﬁﬂu fiy TR iyt Iilﬁfﬁiﬂi{d?
V7 R AP RIS 1% R AR PR
el HE SR Fgﬁ?ﬁa:gl o [iﬁ?fzﬁklﬁﬁul Iﬁ?ﬂ [EAYVE liyéj (B 2 Rl F IRV
(L SN lﬁfi’ﬂ@’-_r&}' ﬁlfﬁﬂsﬁ‘“ 1\‘5‘7{? FI JW@@[I[H ‘]/H“EI,IFTIFIJFIL f:fE » BT F[fj I8
HE ST (AR E A SF AL T I gﬁww
;ﬁ%%‘ V=L I E:'IJE ?ﬂﬂ o FIJ’—E[@ guaﬂﬁ I [FILJAE@:I?J?‘:J} ' 1% I?“:“g:j‘

Macmillan,1996); Margaret Archer, Realist Social Theory: The Morphogenetic Approach (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1995); Caroline New, Agency, Health and Social Survival: The Ecopolitics of
Rival Psychologies (London: Taylor and Francis, 1996); Alison Assiter, E nlightened Women: Modernist
Feminism in a Postmodern Age (London: Routledge, 1997).
7 ?&#%ﬂ ?Z[m IJ“]‘ i =Rl EIPIEVT )TN A (=X AT ¢ Richard Rorty, Contingency, Ironyand
lidarity ( ambrldge Cambrldge University Press, 1989); Objecthlty Relativism and Truth:
Philosophical Papers, Volume 1 (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1991).

82

uli



FES AU S| R TR — Hr | e R e 4 B 2 2

ﬁréﬁuﬁ o FIIEH S 0 T R HIR o Lﬁgfﬁ@ﬁﬂ = (s e pfss,
;[pguﬁp_ B MRRL TEIE ) o (IEEPRAY T IEII T 2R R R HI R AT R
F” MIFIE IE SEEIR F - IR [ﬂ:p” EA J%[ﬂrﬁ JF[L”E'UI!':HH*%
Fre Vs SEAYEIES o [kl FERS 0] JDMIEIHI%TF*ILW&E“7* IR PR
iﬁﬁiﬁ”— R - [FEJ%"ET MR 2 (ironist) o HHRRLEY [ F?J
BEPEPFA - IR TE S S £ [y TS
$~ﬂﬁ @’ﬂ@$%ﬁ@7%W@%ﬁL B PSR P95 LR P
2. T3 E;LJ,[A “ BRIl RREREEE IS G 9 PR
f,f?fﬁi SR N T e “‘J*'ﬁ ~HIERIT g BATE I 9 AT 12
%ﬁwh*ﬁ%woﬂfwwﬁup@ﬁ” %ﬂﬁwﬁﬁﬂATﬁ’dyﬁ
RAGR S FRLT *Elfirﬁﬂpﬁ?ﬁ#%?%ﬁw i [ *iﬁﬁ'ﬁ'ﬁ'l“‘ﬁﬁ"ﬁﬂ
OB 15 T 5 A A SR R 2 U L
S A E%%W%&ﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬂﬁwww_ﬁﬂ ’mﬁmFyﬁﬁg%ﬁ
SERRAY I et I ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%‘—?ﬁ [0 SPE GRS T A2 AT
2R e 2 LI e O RLRGR - fYRRE I’F%E
(B RIVE S 2 THJ@E e~ VL[“ ﬂkd*i?“'“*ﬂ'ﬂ IR AT - i3t
MRS AL SRR A BT
HPRRERER S T R ff[Wlﬁ&’iﬁﬁﬂm%ﬁ"[ﬂ'*“' IR VTR
ﬁwﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬂW+%ﬂﬁﬁiﬂﬁ%ﬁt9ﬁwﬁﬁ@ LA
[OFPESRREE BB RIPIE - £ SRS > 55 PP il 2 =5 M
[f' T R LT SR A ﬁ‘ﬁﬁi%‘?F‘Jlﬁ QI HlEH P RLEE.
PJlFﬁE'i fﬂJﬁ” IR AL (R, (solidarity) - 1R
1\313%@\}Hr+ﬁ%5[, - FEY, EERRV A IELRE FRYT T | (objectivity )
AR o SRR SRPORIRIBI > ST v > BLA o R
FTE R = 90 RSP T2 P PO L RRLE D e
i RIS U5 G R T A
i AR - PR IR R SRE O A e s

%

[ VRSB 2 R AT R A R S0 A BT ] bFJ?}fﬁ‘ A%
?ﬁ?W%Wﬂ%’@m#ﬁﬁ PEGH] P B S | S SRR i
gy TR = g g %Z?Bp Ep 0 P IR A TRl TR
TJer F—?ﬁfﬁu.& Shause i 9770 —ﬁzﬁ J?Tﬁ o arqigég_g“tn FIE

&  Richard Rorty, Contingency, Irony and Solidarity, pp. 73, 80.
* Richard Rorty, Objectlvny Relativism and Truth, p33.
T L S B 2 AR P Jlﬁ_i 21l : Roy Bhaskar, Philosophy and the Idea of Feedom
(Oxford: Blackwell, 1991).
7 yﬂw IR qufm;ﬁ L~ u&gﬁ[aﬂﬁ@ﬂﬂ IR Y ~ IRl
IR

83

S

uli



ARKTHBEET B AP 2010 £ 60

wﬂﬂﬁﬂ@mﬂ*@wﬁﬁﬁwo@”ﬂﬁﬁﬁ’%iﬁwwwmﬁﬁ*i
AR IEYE 1 IPR e gu“;w FMF‘F F‘[ R [ FEEE ) B A
“Tjﬂﬁ [ -t EJF' SO ] o fERLERR 2 TN Ef'l%lrrr%juﬁl@p;
U9 R N |J%ﬁ+ﬁ_frﬁlljilil%; (7 ﬁ—g uﬂiﬂq ° Tt uﬁlxﬁﬁ‘iﬁ
T BRY G LR 0 [ UL RO AR “F’?EE T IRIPSE P E TR e Y
FIZS A IR Ry L o 2 }”EE' °

PRI B TR o R EAREH %Hﬂiﬁﬁ”ﬁ'zglﬁ'ﬁ”?lt )
SERIRY ) TR Y- PSR IRR] ST O G O ] P R
[y r:&qmﬂ B R FEREGIA, °—*E"[7‘"*?TLBLF*D Ekp ] ri:F"'Hl”"’T
fF'L ,pﬂ%uﬁt' 'iﬁ SRR R e Eﬂjfﬁﬁl PN ET = WS EE S~ (the Third
Antinomy) f FEH}JJ]EF[ ) o E.tgﬁ_r?Jt hRL TRl B ‘J‘Fﬁiﬂ\lf—“~ 7‘*1{?‘3_ s BT FE T
= AFEIET S " BT PP RS SR AR R SRR
FUEIZS > pl— EHRL T {Hﬂp; PRV R |¢y78 o & I—J?{?th%éf_%?gggi 3
’ifﬁﬁllﬁﬁgﬁ U IFFE iﬂﬂ*ﬁ ﬁff?&p VEREERE > [T ﬂ%{_#l%fﬁ@ﬁ UIPFE L 5T T
ERUEELFIT ) [l o) = 2 e > 1 pl - ﬁgﬁiﬁgﬁ?[?lﬁfﬁuﬁ' ( Thomas
Kuhn) =fY FFIJFEJ = r?EﬁfJ’F&J (normal vs. abnormal ) FPULF[ Uy 0 R
Flidvieny — FEGe = AV TRlcbpy =2 TF S EIERY o pUBk T o T R
Ry b FERR Y THEEGE = IS TG ﬂJEa;J Rt
ST BRI R *F”T?”‘ Ffr%f_ (discourse ) pJH JJF[J[F‘%*E‘HM[[’
P T o BT TP " R PR S R IR (contmgency) RS
REREEE PR - S P %ﬂ;‘g l’zji[ﬂg\lp le]&i”%ﬂ??ﬁjgl%ﬁ NS FERY - FE L
RAF PO - PRI S RS P R T [*‘FEE:’;I?”E'
FIFERES > ST ABEF R F - P Jﬁ-tu Er'ﬁ R 2 L (T - ﬁ‘tilzﬁf
HIpuz= e A ﬁ%pdf %E‘[FPUQ ; iﬁﬂi”“l%ﬁ R ﬂﬁ”ﬂm_fl‘fu GRR "'T
Wtwﬁﬁ¢i~ﬁ“*$%%WWfMiE“ﬂﬂw£®Vﬁ‘%i?w’
nf,rlﬁ&jﬁ:%ﬁ@ﬁ PF‘H F'l—l E ifg‘?}ﬁu FZ%(* , (edification ) ﬁﬁjjﬂu 0
e “Jﬁ&t‘r“v[*gﬁ%ﬁuijw ﬁ'%gurm ’?"/E"Eéﬂ_ﬂh&ﬁ%ﬁ L
- IR BE] c[J}“’fFT%Eﬁ%[FZ,IEIJEIpJ o PRI TP IARBLRY > T T PO Y
Eﬁ%ml%#@LF,g][ s (Bt~ %f}lﬁj’mfiiﬁl)}fﬁﬁjn T = Ay L Iglgjaﬁjrmgmas

(Hermeneutics ) » {155 £+ Ridde st £ fol o ﬁﬁa]ﬁlqﬁ{l%ﬁ%ﬁhﬂﬁbﬂ}* e
(7 R AT Eﬁ“*‘“*ﬁf LR g G AV > i TF#BJ FIR L
AT rbmf F[Jﬁ' HEF il; = 1@% FT‘#%BJJ C IIAJ o i F”%ﬁu&ﬂﬁf[ﬁﬁ ° lﬁﬁzﬁ ke
;E,F,E;gm*aaﬂﬁi El ﬂfr%ﬂ Eﬁ_ ik ]‘I:HIT gﬁ%gﬁ?’ﬁﬁb~ %ﬁﬁt@ﬂﬁ[’ﬁf{fj s =]
l,'ujl,”\—ﬁ?:t VETE F[Q;?Jfﬁiﬂ FIr = FEds TRHE 'F'HJ*W\;I%@?%L {/[[
M riIDF/JF{ T'?J?Hﬂj (Jean Paul Sartre ) 3¢ ;ﬁfgﬁ; o B ERRLSE

~ _E,l

7 Richard Rorty, Philosophy and the Mirror of Nature (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1980).
8 1bid., p. 38.
™ Roy Bhaskar, Philosophy and the Idea of Freedom, p. 59.

84

uli



B RA T AT — B+ P21 b R hri s 4 2 2

VR B S B AR P - R HDRRL 2 SR
0 PRIV RN | ¢ RS
PR o xﬁfﬁ*ﬂf M &””m_ﬁ JJFUIH@%F%’ P RLREE e A
G FE E#FUF%I% ;r;'/ ’im AP = Tty - Pl = 22bh - e
~X*?}$Fuﬁﬂ J)f?LI A ,3{\1;{1 ek 12 &lﬁgﬁ%‘&[?ﬁﬁj&u At - #

T IR Ji&lFEJ{EIK/IffF JﬁHF»’eﬁm FEH Q{IEILJ?‘[#I - o Bl B2
Flfﬂﬂﬁfi%ff'ﬂé”‘ ﬁl*lf’ﬂﬁh."ﬂlﬁ#ﬁj@ﬁun, o RIS R RS AT
B . 81;']_ H‘pJF el JHT £% '—* LK l’?ﬁpﬁ&fﬂinf,r,p%ﬁm
A o= = 153 e Pt g e

Tg’[ = Eﬁ—fj E[i’JE]}fP’JEJmE[ﬂ»’['FEj—“ NS JEISZ‘E% fujfﬁﬂ I} FI cH[- 17\ F[‘i,L ﬁ}ﬁ[fj
R
i ;

A PR B 1 P - A 2
B PR -

RSN B L e GRS R U U T
pﬁmfw :

a’j[)“l,ﬁdpJ:E’!‘ Bl tp gm%t&?gl Ep s %E%H# ?F,Jt?,@aﬁq[ﬁﬁ
C P R *ﬁ‘fﬁ“%ﬁﬁ it HL B R S s e
-

Ez® “HLW RE 2 S TR T o H\E;iﬂ??t SRV & FIEpvE R > )
PN REEPFHIRD > 7 F LAy R e~ FEN 2 | IR [*E‘Jfﬁ‘dﬁxi
TR L RS B3 FEA A P9 20~ Y PR LA PR A Al
AF TR T%aplﬁ,ﬁ’“lﬂ“daﬁci&ﬁ A ?”Flffi%(abnonnally)
SRR l— BRI = T by [FIpufEr s J’FE'F” P Pﬁ?ﬂig E[HEpy o [ERL
Y (P o (B~ FERSIE BRI A W WE T IR R
ﬁ[tfj%@rﬁilg@ (& ,?ﬁﬁi) pul%‘fﬂ Ji ﬁtvf‘ﬂ%ﬁ}‘ ’\;fgpfjflﬁ |'£l3+ [F=s [F=
FEE TIPSR ] fuﬁi‘: - FEAE S FpVE liyﬁj E = R R
Pl *ﬁ"u%‘wwpﬁs FEgR - z%rﬁw ﬁ" i R E#
fi= o o PRl = AR - R EE %Jaﬁi*ﬁ'%ﬂif
E 1 L PSR A R P A R y"ﬂ“da%zip » HERL
(iR ey T uﬂk@;ﬂ P RRLALE 1S il
[ Fa g s A I S e e S ?‘Zi%ig?fl@ FIES s PR

8 Richard Rorty, Philosophy and the Mirror of Nature, pp. 361-2.
81 1bid. p.352.
2 Roy Bhaskar, Philosophy and the Idea of Freedom, p. 62.

85

S

uli



ARKTHBEET B AP 2010 £ 60

[~ gl TSR 5 2 E % (individualion) > f9=07 |
RLRFE S OASY 5T Sy =1 o agkl PR Ry e gl -

() e e TP AP F 11 o 5 S B ) Z’[' i S
[Py MR BERL AU 1] CF e PR T F B -
=il EIP'F"UE;%I’?’EF\'%“ FERRIRE > PSS PP D e [l fﬂ RS S 15y
fogfinct i i AT — e BT [ﬂw’ SE 2=t E VR
S ARAE L e N A (AR e A o
TR TR AR U ﬁﬂ%lzﬁ PRI B HIRL 0 o A
ﬁﬁglﬂ%t&pugli&ﬁk ’ p NESIED kgjay& sty i FT@FU@A o I
rfjf’r?ﬁ] B FPIJJ\__F[J]E I R AL O PO T R
o M VIR s -

P GEAPRITE [~ VR (0 EHR - %f#gﬁﬁ?g’lfyﬁﬂiﬁ*—[jé’? FIZS AR
P s FljuﬂlFEJ’A%}{ﬁj’?Eff’??ﬁu IR = TR
VUG %ﬁ'z[% SRRy [EEL DH B jesEEI R
E?%@W@M(mmw>wmfwﬁ%ﬁﬂ4ﬂ%ﬂ%@*ﬁ’w
JT e R P = Sh JTIJL ORI R IR A e
Jﬁqmwa Uﬁﬁ”ﬁ“ﬂﬂwkﬂ°iﬁfﬂwdF@WWéiﬁ mJW“J?
B L;fgéf jﬁﬁﬁ\&’]jﬁﬁj[fh’ﬁ VT E FI <o 1H£_~ ?E‘IEW AV IZ5RE EE@QJ
it ﬁﬁl [ FEF I LRLEZ S0 o ¢l fém%ﬁﬁﬂf’ﬁmﬁlﬂﬁuj SNy rﬁ[ ‘ph
Ejfj WA FUEIES o Pjﬁ.alﬁfgﬁgﬂﬁf{fjglp[ﬂa ﬁf’*ﬁ[}dlﬁ FN - B AR TR
§W@1A¢I#WHJ ISR AAR I i R ¢ywmﬁ@i~ﬂ“
(F S EfR lgllg@’!—pllﬁ% TR —ﬁj [ﬂ ERAIE TN ST J%[Eﬁﬁéﬁ
Tujegil, 3 g,gﬁ 3=, F Z/[IF,J é,igu —ﬁj [Fl AUE T gfer e e g e
:ﬂ ’ Eﬂiﬁﬁ %"“"F—‘ﬁ'}%’%%ﬂ TR fl ’ ‘“ﬁl

E?

— Fﬁﬁfﬂﬁ T POV AR [ BRLEIORS Ty T — FE Y T Uz
:Efﬁ’fi FFET AP | o
5T M [Fﬁﬁglpjﬂrﬁ ﬁgpﬁ; T L A ;fF[rrTm% F”fﬁ'gi

(reproductive ) *—‘?@J - (transformatlve) AR = By IE':\HF’#‘{‘EF# PR
it IFﬂF”T@U fY o PR [FRLANTZY [FEJIQEVJ??P ik il EHJ“E[ 5 TR
= jft[flj[*l*ﬁ*iﬁgw 98 2 PSR o T3l PPV a2 R e e 5 (1
=By FI‘QJE‘/E&] PR T*ﬁ’ﬂ% EIRR NS (&7 (concept-dependent ) >
(AT Bkl 78S Q% (conceptual ) [ v » b S1E |~ FEPIRTIE o -

8 Richard Rorty, Philosophy and the Mirror of Nature, p. 333.
% Roy Bhaskar, Philosophy and the Idea of Freedom, pp. 67-8.
¥ Roy Bhaskar, Philosophy and the Idea of Freedom, pp.70-7.

86

S

uli



FES AU S| R TR — Hr | e R e 4 B 2 2

572 Elfﬁxj%ﬁﬁ’ P Fekl ] TE %ﬁ?‘[iﬁj (redescription ) = r%‘ﬁﬁ—;’ij
(recognition) F‘J;E'T WE@ SEI}J?‘E% 5y F==Epy * | Eﬁl’ﬁﬁ’lsj —[E[[k’, reedet E[(y
W B ) PIFFOETE PR SPRIEF R B S
r}[ﬁ]’;ﬁi%ﬁ‘[ﬂﬁﬂ [Filfv g F’*“F?Jtni& ERA e N R & ji~ FEETH P
EEEnd i;ﬁg%ﬁmwmfi$@ﬂﬁﬁﬂw$iﬁ7i@%1ﬁﬁﬁ
o H B PUAGERD g - 7EET [pqiffﬂﬁ%ﬂwﬁé*ﬁwﬂ | AL
I St TEREGIGE ;) (false consciousness ) PUa#fl o 86 fﬁ'géﬁﬁfjﬁﬁ%ﬁ )
,«LFIFJT‘EH% Ll [:[-:T-[—FAI[‘EH = E#HI » TR R {,Jj =N JTirtlfﬁll*af{ IS g Jj\]j;ﬂ
GEE O E > B ERLGE TR FJ“‘[ : ﬂ*’%%'lf& l’jﬁi*‘&lf'ﬂf*ﬁiif[
Hi o vL'fFFEfiIF'?Eﬁ*xHﬂ*’FE?@FI JT“‘" T“FTJ 7 %w*ﬁfj%&]ﬂ# FHf
%"Fﬁ'%" G T R TP P@ E lﬁﬁi T F FJ“’“T?DWI | P EE'
f"@ﬁ“@ﬁ JT—FT?II*#{ ML T AR o B ﬂjp[ » EFTZE S FIJE l’]ﬁgurﬁgl,
TR 75 TR RS B ﬁﬁwupﬁﬂ%w%mgrjgw
I S P RIS S T B E G A 0T
o B2 s ARSI Sl 2 RN (0
FHPTHRLTE /7t T PR WIF‘AT*BAEIFJEJIiW* Tkl AR EIRY TR
FrUfii ) o g R~ 75 ] %ﬁ%FWF:*'EﬁﬂH%Hﬂltf'[/HI°T?E' i)
IR i‘Flﬁ JT—PT? ék} HL\_A‘ TU?JTEIF&E l’]jiﬁj&ffﬂifﬂjgj o Hy=EEG T F' r }I?Jt', ViRaE
nuﬁkﬁmmﬁiWﬁi@¢WRiwu’iWHW’@*ﬂwR
El’]j{ﬁ&#ﬁj ’*"T*Tﬁ’ﬁ"ﬁi %E‘[FIIEIFU}F*R_F& 3;tE *- %E‘[BxLﬁf[j

EMIER meF% i E B SPEE e S EEOTRIEN (EE R OR - BEIRE! R TR
fapsit o H TS 2 L ;\a S [ o [ﬂﬂﬂﬁiiﬁf[l [ Y
FRORFSERARPRERE.L 9t » S8 R Ot PR B S
ﬁ?&;} &IF"1+T1J‘”1¢#J?§I?§*JEJ@* F'F TR »,\@?n& I*FI*J:HE“ B =

T /Tlﬁﬁfﬁ 4 5 o RO > S RS A RS HL‘EL[T[FI JTJrTfII 251
%TE‘ |

s‘;r, . [T fﬁf%ﬁ%,‘?ﬁﬁﬁ i 2 1 SRR T B R
1 [P ”M:‘FIT”L'FA JF‘%‘JFU f AS\'T*FAB‘LTFU&‘FIE%%“ SEIECE E’Wﬁﬁ”
%7 xﬁfr?:il*’ﬂ' I fje = S RERTH, (1 iep g e - iRl > AN FEIEHJ
P LA Sl (N A T[JBwLﬁf[JE[fJ}{Jiﬁt RN ER T RO g i
FE 11 SRRL i 2 - ﬁ@ﬂ*ﬁmﬂiﬁmwlﬁlwagww@ﬁ
EIE”F[ UHER o ﬂ&lr{JF -7y EEJE_FE%EIFU&B%E‘ILE[[H E [EII%?FIf:“.J — EUsds
AFSEFE IS kL e R [*FU [l SRR AENE for d fE Sty v o MV FEEPT
#ﬁﬂiiﬁmwfﬁw%'bﬁﬂwﬁﬁﬁkwm%ﬂhiwﬁmﬁwo

% Richard Rorty, “The Contigency of Community,” London Review of Books, 24 July 1986, p.14.
87

S

uli



ARKTHBEET B AP 2010 £ 60
R

] FF 'iﬁ]@' SEPEE TSP Bk T f[ﬁﬁﬂ?@ﬂ BN (ﬁ‘/ﬁgfﬂﬁﬁ & HEGRERYE
T;ﬁf ~ﬁ%"p O T G o P 2 Bkl lFLI[_'Iﬂ" F“L['ﬁ:ﬂjgf/,
Tiﬁuﬁfﬁﬁiﬂ BURL{EsT %mwj %@ﬁ?@w (1D a2 (sl T4 e 2|
FILJ%[%IFF IRE > fL oAy E v~ fEr#ﬁL[JFIJa:TﬁF* %ﬁ' P‘/jf £ *'ﬁr[ﬁ% il | ﬁ’ggﬁ

ﬂ:{

1JFUP S o Fi’]j{ {/[IF,JE,[I]IFEFIJLFIJ[ wpg;@?gm‘*?w ELW%EI%
WQ%ﬁﬁyﬁ i%?ﬂmﬁ@«ﬁ A ¢Wﬁ%ﬁwwr¢WTH
£ thﬁ’_%%%[pjﬁf.@’r%wu T Jﬂ%—g Vi %ﬁﬁTﬁFFiF} jSEEn ﬁ%‘?za— -

ERRE I*Erﬁ{,ﬁ NP S il S 95 = IR 5 rbfflﬁ?ﬁ'ﬁ
PP LRI W‘?PW@ﬁ@W@?@WW@‘PW?
*%VW%“~%W T RO )20 - 2 g ot A
SO RURL » S SRl PO ERS ¥ R [ Dfess
BRERS MEhG *‘*TFJEET ffl TR gy E ﬁF? R 2
PR = FEES o ) :%Jr;ﬁﬂiﬁzgu— I‘EIEIFIJ ¢<1/P§’:t3 A R Fu’ﬁlfvlbw@;\
L/ L

1p£~”ﬁ%ﬁ$WQ@Wﬂ¢&E FFIUE TEhipo 2 %@unﬁﬁ’jﬁ
BEL P12 R 2 AR i s 7 PR PR G SRR S E ) I [
FOREEL - g@w@#ﬂﬁiﬂw#%% wﬂ%m*ﬁE
_’*EJ*A:JIEH’:P* FIPVE f-

‘*ﬁfiﬁiﬁ“ﬁﬁ®7&@ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁwmgﬁazg@@g@f FERIE
S D T (- B S
jgl%%ﬂ#ﬁjmﬁ J{g:ﬁﬁ O 2 PR IR [

%’?ﬁﬁfjﬁt?ﬁ'ﬁﬁm’“"ﬁ# b Tl i IR > N f=FR e PR [ E J/’%ﬁﬁﬁf
P“?F,ﬁ EETJIDLF[ Jg@ﬁ? 22 0 @gﬁgﬁ— .

FUFSERRAVPAC R 1 F URLALY) P AR sy ﬁf’?ﬁﬁ
H— ﬁ$pjm$%m%wﬁﬂﬁ&ogﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁJﬁﬁﬁ#@¢$ﬂﬁ@

HEE T VR %Wﬂf‘“‘iﬁﬁiwﬁﬁ R TR
@@ﬁ@% BRSPS QeI TG P s P R R

] H O] O RLAC AL A RO UL i
E‘:H iwiiﬁﬂﬁﬂjﬁﬁj?@ﬂ%ﬁ%@ﬁjﬂ FRVE R v['%ixﬁm'rl MY
[ IPET ATV [} = it BRI F VS5 o - el iy T“A}%*F” i
PR - ﬁ?ﬁﬁjﬁ#ﬁ@rﬁw@i%*#%%%*wwm°

88

uli



TSR 2 T] AP TG — = #7F P2 G Rl o 4T 2 4 2]

%3

e
hpas}

A 02002+ (HIFIEL-3 | REBPHTRPAD 205 - 190 Rl
GNPl

SRR ~ JR 2 1998 = (R - FFUTF’LU {7 i
RIS GE) « fd™ i BEE

mﬁﬁommc<ﬂ%@&$mﬂﬁﬁﬁ%>of@:ﬂ$M%ﬁo

VR| S ) - (7%

=" l

Allen, J. 1987. “Realism as Method: a review of Sayer ’s Method in Social
Science, ”Antipode, 19, pp. 231-9.

Allison, H. E. 1990. Kant’s Theory of Freedom . Cambridge: Ca mbridge

University Press.

Archer, M. 1995. Realist Social Theory: the Morphogenetic Approach . Cambridge:

Cambridge University Press.

Assiter, A. 1997. Enlightened Women: Modernist Feminism in a Postmodern Age .
London: Routledge.

Bauman, Z. 1993. Postmodern Ethics. Oxford: Blackwell.

Bellamy, R. 1992. Liberalism and Modern Society . Cambridge: Cambridge

University Press.
Berlin, 1. 1969. Four Essays on Liberty. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
Bhaskar, R. 1975. A Realist Theory of Science . Leeds: Leeds Books.
Bhaskar, R. 1986. Scientific Realism and Human Emancipation. London: Verso.
Bhaskar, R. 1989. Reclaiming Reality . London: Verso.
Bhaskar, R. 1991. Philosophy and the Idea of Freedom . Oxford: Blackwell.
Bhaskar, R. 1993. Dialectic: the Pulse of Freedom . London: Verso.

Boxx, T. W. and Gary M. Quinlivan , eds. 2000. Public Morality, Civic Virtue, and
the Problem of Modern Liberalism . Grand Rapids, Mich .: William B.
Eerdmans .

Collier, A. 1994. Critical Realism. London: Verso.

Collier, A. 1998. “Language, practice and realism,” in I. Parker, ed., Social

” S

uli



ARKTHBEET B AP 2010 £ 60

Constructionism, Discourse and Realism. London: Sage.

Dworkin, R. 1978. Taking Rights Seriously . Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University

Press.
Fay, B. 1987. Critical Social Science . Cambridge: Polity.
Fay, B. 1996. Contemporary Philosophy of Social Science . Oxford: Blackwell.
Gray, J. 1986. Liberalism. Milton Keynes: Open University Press.
Gregor, M. J. 1963. The Laws of Freedom . Oxford: Oxford University Press.
Harre, R. 1972. The Philosophy of Science . Oxford: Oxford University Press.
Harre, R. 1986. Varieties of Realism . Oxford: Blackwell.

Keat, R. and John Urry. 1982. Social Theory as Science , 2nd ed. London:
Routledge.

Kymlicka, W. 1990. Contemporary Political Philosophy . Oxford: Oxford

University Press.

Maclntyre, A. 1984. After Virtue: A Study in Moral Theory , 2nd ed. Notre Dame:

University of Notre Dame Press .

Mill, J. S. 1991. On Liberty and Other Essays , edited with an introduction by John
Gray. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

New, C. 1996. Agency, Health an d Social Survival: The Ecopolitics of Rival
Psycologies. London: Taylor and Francis.

Osborne, P. 1991. Socialism and the Limits of Liberalism . London: Verso.
Outhwaite, W. 1987. New Philosophy of Science . London: Macmillan.
Plant, R. 1991. Modern Political Thought. Oxford: Blackwell.

Quill, L. 2006. Liberty After Liberalism : Civic Republicanism in a Global Age.

New York : Palgrave Macmillan .
Rawls, J. 1971. A Theory of Justice . Oxford: Oxford University Press.
Rawls, J. 1993. Political Liberalism . New York: Columbia University Press.

Rorty, R. 1980. Philosophy and the Mirror of Nature . Oxford: Oxford University

Press.

Rorty, R. 1988. Contingency, irony and solidarity . Cambridge: Cambridge

9° S

uli



TS A 2) 5] R TR — $5 2] B b R ere 4 2 2

University Press.

Rorty, R. 1991. Objectivity, Relativism and Truth.: Philosophical Papers | .
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Rosen, A. D. 1993. Kant’s Theory of Justice . Ithaca: Cornell University Press.

Sayer, A. 1981. “Abstraction: a realist interpretation, ” Radical Philosophy, 28,
pp.6-15.

Sayer, A. 1992. Method in Social Science: A Realist Approach. London: Routledge.
Sayer, A. 2000. Realism and Social Science . London: Sage.

Simhony, A. and D. Weinstein. 2001. The New Liberalism : Reconciling Liberty
and Community. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Skinner, Q. 1998. Liberty Before Liberalism . Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

Soper, K. 1991. Postmodernism, critical theory and critical realism, in R.
Bhaskar, ed., A Meeting of Minds. London: The Socialist Society.

Stones, R. 1996. Sociological Reasoning: Toward a Post -Modern Sociology .
London: Macmillan.

Taylor, C. 1989. Sources of the Self: the Making of the Modern Identity . Cambridge,
Mass.: Harvard University Press.

Velkely, R. L. 1989. Freedom and the End of Reason; on the Moral Foundation of
Kant’s Critical Philosophy . Chicago: Chicago University Press.

Williams, H. 1983. Kant’s Political Philosophy . Oxford: Blackwell.

” S

uli



ARKTHBEET B AP 2010 £ 60

From Meta-criticism to Normal Theory: A Critical
Dialogue between Roy Bhaskar’s Critical Realism and

Richard Rorty’s Political Philosophy

Chung-ping, Wei

Assistant Professor, General Education Center, Institute of Public Administration

and Policy, Nanhua University
Abstract

This article intends to examplize an potentially fruitful interdisciplinary critical
dialogue between two traditionally irrelevant research fields, viz., philosophy of
social science and political philosophy. By this discussion demonstrates a new tend
currently happening in the social and political studies for the joint solving of the
always complicated and twisted problems within the human society. Richard Rorty
and Roy Bhaskar are the two protagonists chosen out here for this critical encounter.
The key concept for this conversation is “freedom”. Bhaskar provides an
meta-discourse based on his critical realist theory interrogating Rorty’s freedom
concept developed from his thought about the unique human linguistic capacity
displayed in human discourse and description of other humans and the world, and
the contingency said to be the only relation between our mind and the outside world.
Besides an scrupulous analysis of Rorty’s relevant theory and concepts, Bhaskar
gives an list of the material conditions and premises for Rory’s freedom to be true,
and complements it with a necessary scientific knowledge, should his freedom not
become only a romantic poetic vision. By Bhaskar’s fruitful criricism and
scrutinizing , we can understand more Rory’s political and moral claims and have
more resources to make judgment on Rorty’s story. Social and political problems
maybe never have definite answers waiting for us to find out ,but an everlasting
efforts to provide the best understanding and possible resolution our own generation

can afford is the goal for this kind of interdisciplinary dialogue to exit.
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