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1) gA= H2Eel(Richard Bernstein)& o] ghollA 714 A= o 21 59 shr) elalel A2 #
45 HEHUA A= S wj$E= dolglx 3t} Richard Bernstein, The New Constellation: The
Ethical-Political Horizons of Modernity/Postmodernity (Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press, 1992), 9% %z,

2) Jacques Derrida, “Dialogue with Jacques Derrida,” in Richard Kearney, Dialogues with Contemporary
Continental Thinkers (Manchester: Manchester University Press, 1984), 124%.

3) Jean-Francois Lyotard, The Post Modern Condition: A Report on Knowledge, trans. G. Bennington
and B. Massumi (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 1984), 81-82%:.

4) Jurgen Habermas, “Questions and Counterquestions,” in Habermas and Modernity, ed. Richard
Bernstein (Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press, 1985), 192%:.

5) Aristoteles, Nichomachean Ethics, trans. by Terence Irwin (Indianapolis: Hackett Publishing
Company, 1985), 5.5.1157b.22-23.
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shibe] HehH S FHstal Atk SEe aRs IA s A EN BN F
of A FAHY gAE AHR A grh ¢4 FolEue 2 A e A7} o
FojA| A ek AHE TATE HA ek 2HE FEA 5971 o] Fojdll HRES 24 F
o ZH AzF9(fundamentalism)©} 130l  HAZ st de SIS A
(commensurablility)?] AAES Z==23t}6 1= ZZ(commensuration)ol] W3k 7F43 A
A A (preoccupation) AA|o Z=AstAA AMA 2 F4 thale] £ X (dissensus)ES Hro}
9 s a9t e AHEste] dEAor FAske e, ARAT, “FeAd”,
2|3l “+=wW(argumentation)”& A|&8h7| Ktk sl X Aol il AREHFA A1 A
SA4T FEAY HE QoA o] Folx= AN o] HEre] #AS AT S AT
D ZE7F ARFE o]edt “AFFo A ofolely” F2 “WHISFAF ol tigh Wiy
(anti—anti-ethnocentric)”7} @A e] &g thdF2]9] g SHE o] FiL
AFelE I A APH FEe MY S s WIS TAF =
FetAR, “R-mSF A o7 = ol ek ou g AdAx ARg

=

= =

W FAE ATl tFe g Fgshm ol Qe AL dAsE
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gl = R
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=

AFES R ANE BE, A, Tea e APSEeY 2ol AU dojE Ay
i gtk o] delEe 7k 9 ATEL AReA 9o A5 AP W Agan,
oo IR ZRAES, Seo Ae o4 shgd i A7) e, aga Sele] wv
SEe AT W AU RS Selo 42 S vrkuwA Telw s4stuAl oo
1% W At gEolth Ut oleld RES Algre] “EA o3 g F2An
SeEe 9} e “olopr| BT “F=H o]F 5 e UFFS £k ek, 1wl o] o}
Fgel £FL z1S0] BE mro]l 9918 Ao Al A HQ3, webd AlelE
el dl AGEst 9 & gk ARS AT Aol o FolxE EFo|th 27} 1

6) Richard Rorty, Philosophy and the Mirror of Nature (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1980),
316%.

7) Bernstein, The New Constellation, 242%.

8) Richard Rorty, Contingency, Irony, and Solidarity (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1989);
Rorty, “Solidarity or Objectivity,” in Relativism, Interpretation, and Confrontation, ed. Michael Krausz
(Notre Dame: Notre Dame University, 1989), 35-79% % o|&|3F o= Qg 2597 ololz Y
AEE el F48 A 28 F S0 Hih 2 A%el Afrsleld S5abl wolt g B
Eol i e A%l ARISIAE A1 Mol Aolx A4 AR % & e, oS e
Fo] T1Ezo] “eizte] BA o} “Felde] ash e we Aukap) w4 eketh ZE} Tl of
71X AHR7E Abare] Hasl ARelA WA Je2 tiA bt Contingency, x iii%)

9) Richard Rorty, Contingency, 73%.
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10) Bernstein, The New Constellation, 278%.

11) Rorty, Coningency, 39%.

12) 22 A 73%,

13) & A 73% w3 Richard Rorty, Objectivity, Relativism and Truth (New York: Cambridge
University Press, 1991), 29%. oJ7]o|A+= I+ v olopr|slar ot “Yi= $-8] AEFox5e #H
AT H9AA He denkE getsof svtn gk ele 98 ALY M| EEE Fo
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14) Rorty, Contingency, 189%.
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15) & A, 73%.

16) Susan Mendus, Toleration and the Limits of Liberalism (Atlantic Highlands, N.J.: Humanities Press,
198) 4%, WAt o] AolA ZEN} e FARFole] tigk o] glo) 19k B 2T BEL A
skal 9tk

17) 2 A, 77%, o) AR wgel A 2] okl ofe] FFe| AfFeH A
STk A0 o) GANAE Al ol ofd o] v WANG | Ytkn & 4 9l
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$2 T B Ahske A% AZRE AAolth F WAl B)S] ARl clgke] B3t AT Hol

ek Aol gltka SHISAR A4S A9 AN ZA Fxen TEBE RN Zad dut At A

g e AEAT. oA AEs A&E FoA a1,

18) J. Budziszewki, True Tolerance, Liberalism and the Necessity of Judgement (New Brunswick:
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19) T. S. Elioti= 32 tf53} o] olopr|gith: “7|HuQlEL HETths onloA B#ER7|E YskH] =1t
715mnelEe] AR il AL EANL 7HA Al AAX 2 FdiE A
David Edwards, On Toleration (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1987), 101%& =%,
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20) Berstein, The New Constellation, 51-52%.

21) Gadamer, Truth and Method, rev. 2d ed., trans. and rev. J. Weinsheimer and D. G. Marshall (New
York: Crossroad, 1989), 303%:.

22) Glenn Tinder, Tolerance: Toward a New Civility (Amherst, Mass.: University of Massachusetts
Press, 1976), 24%:.
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= I gl A4 Ablind or unjustifiable
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23) J. S. Mill, On Liberty, edited by John Gray and W. Smith (London and New York: Routledge, 1991),
40-41%:.

24) BFFZES} 29} 2e oE AL L) FRE AgBe] 1o B gAe ue TA Fia

o,
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I A ARE B S5 /sAS B F ok ey o e a9 22 §80] A ¥ 2
of tisiMe wakA eeth e Aol A YdolA diaE £ gl HxEd dis|A dgsih
a8y AR oA £ s AR &3] v S Rede FEE] S F A ofvix vl
HE T g As 2A4d ZaolgtE ofE ZEAo|x FFAR UA7L T sthA s}, ofd, 1]
o el 7hsd Aol F=HE Fofrh 19} T UXE AATHE Aol 3| HAHL HEE 5

gl ARE gl Aol

>



T Atk o] dHY A A TRE FE] &l oWl MRE olopr]sojd 4 gl
etE Alztehs AxAbe BAbs veh 22 SWelA aela gl e SwelA s
ofRt Zhssttt. thEkrh ASE Y] s aela ahEA R FojE ol W] fsiA o
ste] A7HAE2 B8] AfolHE 2R R¥shE Ao UHIAME o Ha atol S £EA
7l SN E ¢ frk oErl gatE s olft $ule o)W MRzt oldElE:
AolaL Folxl Ao WMo Nz ARG Falty] Yaroltt “AFFE L $-g9 A
ol HlE AFAZ ARt FHHH o AA e St = A
S

a9 2e ARgFOYA et AR 7kl B Yt AL AAw S
Ao B AAolA hHE & o $oe 1%9*1 92 Aae] el o] FalahwA
= P

PRI R B A8 Eu SRR E' s HE o}
ZHAEH QIZbe] Al gk o] sl 7t ”Lo}ﬂr &2 Yt = il S
A i F-99 efivbs S AAEE A hssithed 38 <l
z = e
&

nd yo
4 =
I

p

Yok el Fgo] Bavka AZAL @A, Qs B4 syel
3

il

1t Ta el Aol o3 74
A A oleE e $e Bl dae
o). o9k e Ehjel fhe EF S
&Ol o}»]a} S Lﬂsz:ﬂ

o El

o .
tlo 34

o,
oy
ol
X
ro
o,
]
4>
%0,
o
H
g
e
e
%9,
X
il
rlr .p

i

O

],

N
o,
N
1o
N
o
tlo
-
BN
A
-
ofo
]
Py
tlo

.?.

d
=
o
o
fu
2
o
°
iy
1o fo

frt FQ
ol
o
_{
L)
I
_{
_V‘i
1o
i
J-‘..I
)
2
;\_
il

B
N
ol

[d

[o
oY
X
QL
(Bl
X o
ot —H

}\]oﬂ IRAES AT _,_1: ohﬂrb o

o

A AAE AT 5
pluralism)”28+= $-2]7}
A AAE FAJ 2
Fojdomn Ao F
T BER 2AE vt
1A Fetel A2 Qe A
e Mol Ad 7R E &

to
=il
N
=
olr
oX,

s
N
rlr
P
9,
2 o
ot
off
ol
rlr
ui
(o
N
o
@
=
0q
[ab)
0q
o
o
=
&,
§
é
o

Ho oX

P
©
©

o
)
o 2L
lo
Copy KoM oW
4
off
E
e
>
(0
o
o &
a<!
rﬁ
FO
ofo
[ o
9_{1
N
N
i
iil

)

-z

ol

O

N1 O}f]_,
)
o
o
_V‘i

}

o
= o lo
T
)
N
T
)
3
BN

ol E FIHANLE EE
= HEA el distE
L2 gi3tE A ﬂ%}‘ﬂ
YHAaEe] =yt

fot, o,

£
i)

N
(o,
N
N
l
W
ol

i

3o,
2
o

s
oo
»

of
H 4y lo do
N
lo
b
o
R
) N
¥
%0,
i
£ Jo N

oX of
fol
X
i)
K
=
)
o
of
o
>
o
ik
o
[‘Z:

[\]
[©)
=

‘e e Ae] Wsk} AZek A e A Aot B AL lrke Azkolth 2
It Contingency, 8%). R olel@ A7 A4 ololelAEA 41T A7 o
& gaaielt AR A Aol e ok At wAsl 256l Bl el u
& ZEP} F7ohs QU sl deh e Agel oie e doge gelshe
gEA] IR 5 e ‘:"’40 A7kl digk A3kl Ay flole BAGHA] @t ZE= RHY
b BAo) sk Z,‘E o1ttt 1y Objectivity, Relativism and Truth (215%)°)4 =L
; AT} AN EARSo] ole] HUF DSl P 1AL Polsh=d]
=g & 01:40]% A= 7S u].al—ﬂ-s]— o]o]a}_]—_r A7} = 74 EALS o EER 713 o 9= ¢
l AdAE & oA, et ol59 F3dA o H]%I, 719k lulel] oig 7k, 55
Fopaieh YAEARS] oleie Aol AL o] 34 LTk o)Fo] NTE o] AL}
i’ﬁ MR AdojgoA T3] B AL g A" ARAS olslEt 17t o fHek
27) W RN TR OhE AgEe] A7lsh thE 9A% el RES s gl 1 Ae] Al
Xitﬂoﬂﬂ A9 Tl o] FsAdel glvkes AAZE 7] wiielgta 4N On Liberty, 37%).
L w3l oZH o 9EIEANS AR 2E A

K
"
3 7

tlo r|r

& o o K
FQLOHM
Erg:ior

>
a7

it do @, o Ok X

=R
N
S

¥ ¥2
rlr

EIN
2R

. R

E

2 o
©

W o 2 rlr 2 rlo oo
et
i

R

~
S
n°1‘

17
Ae & AAA Aoz §7A 0]*— Bt &
A Axgty “ BE ARgro] 2Rile] 0 F/E AAE F ke 7S dUAME A4Al 2775
S vE AAE "art dva AZASAY AalEe] Fsitta e oudt A% AAlE0] u0}7] &
R ERIIE F9 st € & due HEE wolsd dart a el AREES A9 §l
t}.”(On Liberty, 37-38%)

28) Bernstein, The New Constellation, 338-339%:.

ﬂmr



stea el g-2le] Aol gdjHeo|rte AS =4 F Ak o
Maclntyre)= T3 2ol oJoprjstar Atk “#8S AW A =AW 2= vda vt
ZHRE Wojdu}l, - ey 227 =W $g 2o o RISAS .

2] Ao delds AgskA fEsiA fnh 29

H2ERRIS Q5] FoEs 93l dad Zlo] FldAE & weFa gtk = &
o] AAH §3A T QF A tiElA B Awsin k. $ge QFEALS 243
= A2 7 & 5 de A v As A Aok sttt e 7 dEel
ISR THAAL delde] W ek ofgd) el or BHEgeAE Howe
24 =3 O dEe] ogA v deEY =d daid SEE F deAE Aunow
A AEE AAT F U0

K
by
T
)
[>
o

o
o
ol
BN
QL
iy

i of et && dizte Aol A Be =& ®Hola =

& ole v ekE aeh e aElan A9 =t vheer] flsiA e ZEVE A

Astar Aol d s o3y dAR sk 2% & o $ols MR b =AE ¥
g 5

HEH A ES 9] =soFe
ztolE WRaHAl st

F Y. RE FHES

o ojwg FHLE & FHE
meaning)E A|st FLA F= AL §
Ao 9] o] X|(will to power)o]t}.32) HE}

7] WEo] elulole] ¢ (will to
o T34 ofFle BaE e
gesd AEe gesd Adel Bes

< oloprIshd A shute] FJas stal v eEd f-Ee= ‘Aot B S A 7L
ol TEEI AL S FotrHa sHA] @ M2 FGH O FTHFodd osiAM AP
AL e f-El= el Aolde Ak A H ol olFALE & Aol gluk=

>
rlr o
=

Pag webEd o, gd “ae Wl RelE o8 £ gl BFolu Ed maw

\= LI
Qg w'sh S ZE WA ARE UFUHE AAHA 2 5 9

>

o

29) Alasdair MacIntyre, Marcuse (New York: Viking Press, 1970), 104%.
mj7lElolol= w2 FAE vt 7hedl #ET A Atele "AHS BAE Ayt O nlEAAFo
A9l o]Eo 2 RY EFEd o Wt A2 viEIdAFzIEe] vy whks vk JHeAdS
o 2F-E Addhd]” AT Bkt OE E3 ‘A nfEIAES ddo AAARA &3] Y
A =7k 8-S AFEEo 2N Hl2IAEE AFAHL 2EY rlEAAES EsElEiA BHENT(105%).

30) Bernstein, The New Constellation, 64%.
31) 2e Al 284%.

32) Charles Taylor, Sources of the Self: The Making of the Modern Identity (Cambridge, Mass.:
Harvard University Press, 1989), 99% %%, o714 Hddw 2EY A3 22 A2 UAAe] dge
A5eo] gitfa FAdt. Tt e o] Ptk “mE FHe Bl ojdolga o #ie, 59
RE =94 Hdle Ho] doHolgtal s BH2 98 AEAE &5 e Ao oilth g+ ¢
2t &oha o) B8E Qe D oleb|d 4 ¢k AZEkE e A71VIwke] @ Fejelt, ol
Al dehe AL 7153 Aoprt H7| gk oA -7t BodAAY §1& F A FoldsHA Azt of

]/]I;]—.,,
33) Bernstein, The New Constellation, 313%.

34) Rorty, Contingency, 73%.



™

AE, e age) 2

o The

$o5

.
2

A A g

179 9

RIS G H st

1A gk 92 A4l

J|

== =]
S A

oo} 7px &

1
R

o]
2R

AU 3

[e]
OI:A
L=
=
2

A ool Ae] v
uh

1
7}

R

=N

B!

ol

=N

ol

ruge]

&

)
i+

~~

T

N

el
<|m
o

—

i R\ B e
o $-2] =

b
At

2 7F Bpxbet digkE

[¢]
k.

P
T

A 5 9
Aow wE

o

R

T
S N
Wﬁeﬂ
LlJIoT
° %
)
w Mo T
1
BIRR L,
=B 3
= o
-5
LEH_,A! ox
® Ty
Wlﬂrér
s g
-k
z o ¥
0 ol el
W ™
BEcaRi
o
\QI‘UIO}
= —
“mo‘» 0
R
Clgeig
o ° )
e By 5o
CREANES
- )
T B|H]
w0 5
=
mrﬂé
SR
o —
el o
ﬁmﬁ By
w ool

s

[
+4

ks

Y7 &

el
=1

olul B

2 2o}

Al elZourh=17E 21417

w
&

ol
of Al -=lef A&t EpAfel] it

=
=

oA Fo1 FhAl o,
A 7]

1
R

7t

5

olwr} 1 olate] Ao aE) ek

o AT
3

Al
2]

HE 43 e AR

1o«
R

o]
A

]

W oag AgelAE med Ar)Es

i

Al

&

Fibel mleloleba Azt

M zel zpold

o

=k
=

M=

of AAZE =71 4

s #FAA7]aL ¢l

A7)

3L
=

$elt

s7F a7 d

el

=N

A3 AT BN WopE ol

ok gk, o] Al mhgdomt

3]

L=

o]
PR

SEER

ALE] QoA A=

1

1
R

ofef A Ko

A7

= o

of & wolt}.

Beyond Objectivity and Relativism: Science, Hermeneutics and Praxis

35) Richard Bernstein,

(Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 1983), 221-223%:.



A F3

Aristoteles, Nichomachean Ethics, trans. by Terence Irwin, Indianapolis: Hackett
Publishing Company, 1985.

Berstein, Richard, Beyond Objectivity and Relativism: Science, Hermeneutics and
Praxis, Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 1983.

The New Constellation: The Ethical-Political Horizons of
Modernity/Postmodernity, Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press, 1992.

Budziszewki, J., True Tolerance, Liberalism and the Necessity of Judgement, New
Brunswick: Transaction Books, 1992.

Derrida, Jacques, “Dialogue with Jacques Derrida,” in Richard Kearney, Dialogues
with Contemporary Continental Thinkers, Manchester: Manchester University
Press, 1984.

Gadamer, Hans-Georg, Truth and Method, rev. 2d ed., trans. and rev. .
Weinsheimer and D. G. Marshall, New York: Crossroad, 1989.

Habermas, Jurgen, “Questions and Counterquestions,” in Habermas and Modernity,
ed., Richard Bernstein, Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press, 1985.

Lyotard, Jean—-Francois, The Post Modern Condition: A Report on Knowledge, trans.
G. Bennington and B. Massumi, Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press,
1984.

Maclntryre, Alasdair, Marcuse, New York: Viking Press, 1970.
Mendus, Susan and Edwards, David, On Toleration, Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1987.

Mendus, Susan, 7Toleration and the Limits of Liberalism, Atlantic Highlands, N.J.:
Humanities Press, 1989.

Mill, J. S., On Liberty, edited by John Gray and W. Smith, London and New York:
Routledge, 1991.

Rorty, Richard, “Solidarity or Objectivity,” in Relativism, Interpretation, and,
Confrontation, ed. Michael Krausz, Notre Dame: Notre Dame University,

198&9.

Contingency, Irony, and Solidarity, New York: Cambridge University
Press, 1989.

Objectivity, Relativism and Truth, New York: Cambridge University
Press, 1991.

Philosophy and the Mirror of Nature, Princeton: Princeton University
Press, 1980.

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

Tinder, Glenn, Tolerance: Toward a New Civility, Amherst, Mass.: University of
Massachusetts Press, 1976.



From Tolerance of Rorty to That of Gadamer

— Toward Mature Pluralistic Society —

You—Shin, Choi

Today various and different traditions, cultures, ideas, and claims meet together and
challenge one another in this world of pluralism. Conflicts and contradictions are
unavoidable when different things are confronted by one another. As the world
goes faster toward pluralistic society, conflicts and contradictions are increasing.
Thus it is the greatest task of this post-modern age how to work out these
conflicts. The recognition of other persons is one of the most important issues of
the post—-modernism. A historical lesson has taught us that if we don't recognize
the existence of others, we are all led to total ruin. That's why the issue of
tolerance of the recognition of others has become very important in the pluralistic
society. There are several justifications for tolerance in pluralism. This thesis
compares the tolerance of Rorty with that of Gadamer and shows how and why
Gadamer's can offer the basis for a mature pluralistic society.

The Rortyian postmodern liberal resolutely accepts the utter contingency of beliefs
and claims woven into a specific “story” or “final vocabulary.” Herein the other's
stand is recognized, but only as equally arbitrary as one's own. It holds that any
beliefs and claims cannot be the truth and have the commonalities. In conclusion
the Rortyian tolerance is rooted in the pervasive skepticism, and it results in a
very minimal understanding of tolerance as bordering on indifference. It leaves us
with either an intolerant objectivism, which maintains that there is a single,
ahistorical truth which I most certainly possess, or a tolerant skepticism, which
maintains there is no truth to be possessed, so let us be playful and indifferent. On
the other hand Gadamer's tolerance is justified by respecting other persons and
traditions in their very diversity, and rational inquiry as disclosing truth. But
Gadamer rather than rests with the mere respectful acknowledgement of such
diversity, he draws us toward engagement rather than disengagement, toward
dialogue rather than indifference. Dialogue intends mutual understanding of our very
differences, the mutual questioning from the context of a situated horizon. This
makes the “fusion of horizon” flourish. This tolerance will make a society of

pluralism harmonious and mature.

Key Words: tolerance, pluralism, dialogue, otherness, fusion of horizons



