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12) Michael J. Sandel, Democracyls Discontent, pp. 25 ©]3}.

72



Meln} ZsiFo| TTHSH / WED

A A4 e AAHEE sk 23 Wtk 19 l’D‘—q A Zes
o AFA AFE AHFYH WA= ofFfsle A
2|9} o) & ThsatA she ARl g3 yAjHe s AZdE i B
=UA 7]Qlgit) ATk Aldle] o]f A= AUAA I Aot} WA
Aot AAE HPH R ofdfishe AL AFF7 A7t A9 Al
14 958 Fgdoznt By e QAS 4ojE 4 Atk AR
oA e 238 A9 A 74
ofof it} drtH o g AFF 9} RIFF 9 IFAAE ﬂaﬂé}?ﬂ_ o
Hoge A T F QAN R IR o XT3
o] AFFYA A 9Al AXE sk S 2T & 3
Az olgEofof gt 71, MAL AF9} A, AHreF ANl g9
AZ W2el AN FEFE A Feoh 2% FeHE FESh
oo w2, et Feo FsFole ANl Y HA FE A
EAHQ Aoz, 278 Feo FspFofe ARl EUr TE BAE
Aol =7AQ Aoz He As|E sieizith add 2] 4, vl
g AXFEAY A7 I iAol BxEE Hs)
AR|2k AR Ygd sHethE, a5le dubdos sy
Aelsia Qe 259y ARFIH AfoE FHE & 9
AMdo] olgietal Ue AT o}t FIF2e] & S,
HEA13) Mde] 2w, & 259, 7IE, & ARoE W 24 5 #HE
7 Q1A EFS Axshe AP AES 2 e ARFee FolR
T ARIEC] AXsle B9 UXe FaF AsiEe] o e
FHAoloof 3, F2 ol tis EHT A7 Hog AHiMm <
ok g AR Apilo] F7E 7HA G HAS J9E =
I EYGA AolEA QIS EFshe dE AAE AFHor s, w
A EAT BAS FosiME ¢ HH, A% EAS dYsjor & da
go] 878 W= 1o SMA BT} IR Hapt SAEoof gt

=

E
N
o
[t

mlo
o
3
FIF
3
offt =
o
fru
4

.

=

4|

13) Michael J. Sandel, Democracyls Discontent, pp. 4-5.
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28) I. Gray, Liberalism, p. x.; R. J. Sullivan, 4An Introduction to Kantls Ethics, p. 9.
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30) J. Rawls, 4 Theory of Justice (1971), pp. 3-4.
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31) Michael J. Sandel, Democracyls Discontent, p. 13.; Liberalism and the Limits
of Justice (1982), pp. 7-11.

32) Michael J. Sandel, Democracyls Discontent, pp. 13-17; Liberalism and the
Limits of Justice (1998), p. 184-218; Liberalism and the Limits of Justice
(1982), pp. 1-24.

33) Michael J. Sandel, Democracyls Discontent, p. 100.
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34) Michael J. Sandel, Democracyls Discontent, p. 13.
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36) R. J. Sullivan, An Introduction to Kant's Ethics, p. 8.
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37) P. Pettit, “Towards a Social Democratic Theory of the State”, p. 550.

38) P. Pettit, “Towards a Social Democratic Theory of the State”, pp. 537-551.

39) 1. Kant, Uber den Gemeinspruch : Das mag in der Theorie richtig sein, taugt
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Sandel and the Republican Public Philosophy

Maeng, Joo—Man (Chung—Ang Univ.)

Sandel maintains that democracy’s discontent, as he says, is caused
by the loss of self-government and the erosion of community which
have suffered from the limits of the liberalistic public philosophy by
which we live. The central idea of the liberal political theory here is
that government should be neutral toward the moral and religious views
its citizen espouse. This Kantian liberalism consist of three main thesis,
the priority of individual rights, the ideal of neutrality, and the
conception of persons as freely choosing, unencumbered selves.

This paper aims to focus on the problems of Sandel’s republican
public philosophy which criticizes the limits of Kantian liberalism,
including Rawls’ political liberalism and the minimalist liberalism.
Sandel’s republican political theory contrasts with the liberalism of the
procedural republic in at least two respects. The first concerns the
relation of the right to the good; the second, the relation of liberty to
self-government. Republicanism affirms a politics of the common good,
and the republican sees liberty as internally connected to
self-government and the civic virtues that sustain it. Sandel deals with
the abortion debate and the Lincoln-Douglas debates in order to make a
diagnosis of pending political issues which expose the limits of
liberalism, and show that his republican alternatives are right.

In this paper I argue two things. One thing, in spite of the limits of
Rawls’ liberalist publc philosophy, I will argue that Sandel’s republican
public philosophy cannot offer an alternative resolution because it has

serious problems like leaving individual rights vulnerable to the tyranny
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of the majority, dominant civic virtue or the powerful person having it,
etc. The other thing, in spite of its more than a few inner problems, I
will argue that Kantian liberalism still holds through something like the

comprehensive liberalism confronting directly about moral problems.

Key words: Sandel, Rawls, Kant, republican public philosophy, liberal
public philosophy, Kantian liberalism, minimalist liberalism,
political liberalism, republicanism, liberalism, civic republic,
procedural republic, the abortion debate, the Lincoln-

Douglas debates
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