NSC93-2411-H-343-003-
93 08 01 94

94

07

31

10

28




CIERT T

#ﬁ@

Wit GBE R B admhl xiG1E Tf(‘-’t'i’ Ad AR REXINA R
éiﬁf&%iﬁf@m%*’Iow ERP G §m vt £ (Anwendbarkeit) i* 52 £
Bt b AR RET andmiie? » BEAROFAEN L - B
e é'!“im’*w’% RS A LRGSR ;a&aﬁ%
B 5 4 2 45504 (Orientierungsfahigkeit) - & B P AL A G F ch- L ZL &Y 7
REF ERARP LB o R YRR R R LT Z@;
e d gk R R R @ E T4 h® = (algemeine Befolgung)<h T ¥ 4
#F 4 | (Zumutbarkeit) -

LHEGEEEY 5 PR E (Karl-OttoApel):n i 123 B TG E i
MRsE 2 Ae g h vy g > A E S %gsag P e T A
> % DIEHRLA T B2 EFIRDEILIC RS A REL o AR L

PR PR AH R ERRE S TR W it -
lﬁfvh’i ER et LB ) WA AR B HEREE S TR BT g
’/\’ﬁﬁ‘r TR, e TR gt hE Rt

M4t  HE RS FE RS 2 LE B FRE

Abstract

It seems an inevitable misunderstanding that discourse ethics belong to morad
utopia which cannot applying to real world. Face to this challenge, in order to answer
such questions: ,,How can one valid moral principle aso have action-orientation
function in lifeworld?” or ,What are rational foundations of expectability of
norm-observance?” Apel and Habermas have tried to develop their own
norm-application conception, which cannot be limited to the problem of judgment or
phronesis.

This research attempts therefore to discuss on the different conceptions between
Apel’s ethics of responsibility and Habermas’ philosophy of law and tried to explain
why there are validity-difference between law, moral and responsibility. Through this
research, | would like to throw new light on areas of applied ethics, ethics of
responsibility and philosophy of law.

Keywords. discourse ethics, ethics of responsibility, philosophy of law,
Habermas, Apel
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