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9] H|Fo]E(critical theory)o] ALE|H|Ho]Ee] AAS 71 F J=AE
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ZHE(Immanuel Kant)ollAl HI#-S ZEFE 9 FE8Y HdtH F49
EfAl &g WA HE e o, Ao, ddge] 3t

gol Al #g WA HARE Ymjgit) o]t AINbAgS el
etk Ut AR AlAlY] FERE v A HARF Fx

As7] Witel AAE W77 AsiA FAle FAE Fetslor &y
g Foltt. 24 o]ide] 1 Axle] AAS =Hul, A1 SHAIE ¢ o]
SofloF a7l AP = ol 4= Utk o] FHE] Ao =R o]
oAl ofd #4e] Alojy E-S EojA BRitke ov]ofA S
Folgtae & 4 glom, of| de EAE dZEst] f8 1
TAY BAS A she 9TS sthe oulald FRAQ] ZAS
A}, o]y #H HIFS F5chs ARSJHIFo]Ecritical social theory)?)
< Ao Fshe QXY EAT Ade] tigdte AT Y =74
2l o] Apeld] 11 Ee FHH 1A 3 A AbolY] 1S &

o o

—

S AEEIBOI RS olel@ E2AM o vobt Aglel el o)
§ 38 Wk F AB)7E Ale WelE FEE) 98 oA ASsel

1) Shalin(1992), 239%.

2) Bl o]F(critical theory)olzhe &olv &3] ZHIAFZES T o] HIS
A3 f BARRA sE23sleln7t HE o83 FHEEIA AR AFAe] o
23 AANES dHstr] Yl A otk 1AH 9)(2012), 175 ©]9} 2E
AFEJH| o] Ecritical social theory)e A|219] WA 7158 /KI8laAl sh=
4 588 AW UeAH(LEET) E(multidisciplinary framework) 241,

AFL F3, THIAFFE 8} Fo =9E HES, 4T, UEF,
T3 T HZY AFA oA olf2E woE xBHoZ AT EH
o] &(critical theory)3} A}3]o|E(social theory)S AE3EH AlFRITo|2S 43}
A t+2th Leonardo(2004), 11-12%

3) Calhoun(1995), 18%:.
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AbS|H|TO| = (critical social theory) 22AM2| SIH{OFAQ| HITO|Z (critical theory) / Z=20}

Edtute] Hlgo|B22 AlE]9 WelE 2l aRE =
WS AT HollA AR AZIE o] delth
o] AElY WS Al oM, 2T HEE APHCE Y
gitke Aol B34 AAS AYok g, SAlol ALY HElE S5
a17] 91gk oAl Wads AlAsio stk HolA A 84
Yol gitkd) o AFA A7k A AVl BFE I &
T, ARERIEe|ES 7 A7 T @FRt X9AA Ho2H, SHH
AT Z2 29AARI BAFOE Ard & St} 4E 59, A3
Hlgol| 8ol AYA A7, & E3} ARJEA Atelu A 4] 2
qds IFske AW 5o =W, Ao #3) -
GAQ] T o]&c] & Aotk o|¢} & Ab
BT E Hatr] A BRHAQ 7 A
T 2AE FO, 23 B84 Aoy Ay 58S THsA| X
ke APl BAFY o]gow Heed Aojrh

olA] AtElH|Fo|E] o]yt AVIE FFl T dHvul(Habermas)
o] Hlgo]|Eo] AlFHIRe|EY AAE M & J=AE nHstAt &

t}. o= sl $4 AF(Calhoun)»)o] A|SHst Als|H|Fo| 2] ZAS A

‘373
N

&)

4) AHEAQ Aol FAA AbEste] Al W] o EAQ A AP
28] FeolofoF gtk ME=4)(2006), 29%.

5) BEL shrpae] off SR Ee7IE itk ST s ARSREA 5d
ARBIEARoRE v dAdlA Bl 2S sidetar Slthe HolM 19 ojge F
w3 FELE W 7RA7E Qe Zlos wWrhEe Aok 58] e wid ol 9
A8 olg3t AAY T wEe XN, THIFEES e o Hlgo]
2ol tiF 7129 siMe FEshs 3, 1 af9] sjME AkEIE shed,
I sl Fgo] AA AAL #3l At d7E EXE olFoi3e)
ATHQ Hiol2e] J9e FiiAzicks HellM 29 Aguldelge Fad
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AFe 19 A TCritical Social Theorys oA AlE]H|gHo] 2o gt W
7 208 o5 2] 7lsdit:

1 7129 Al BE P BAS FEE Re] obdg QA
s, ASl WEel B 4389 858 ATHRA ot
o BAYA A A HBE R ol

2 B} aA29) AR gE SRS (T AU
Q) e} oA 2700 i vlBA

L St SE ik 0 3 g B H%s), 29 )
4 B9 ol SH P9l B BYSE M8 AP

4. A1) B9 TR A7 A<l ts) 3RES AN o 4
& Bl e 4wl BN FRAE 592 93
FoEM TR Aol MBHOE HWFo

oE

Al oJst, «oldHoz ASHlgolES
Az B Ave AASoR sta, aY 2o FHe AWsia
Brog Agsks AAO|ESH B dF2E A
o] & 3fre] 749 Slo] ARSE W B A%

-

= M

slo} 8, A1)

o9l AUtk AFel HlgolRd| tiet 7)ojo] tlaNE W Yst2 2(Beilharz
1998)ll4] Zrole 4= 3ot
6) Calhoun(1995), 35%:.
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AbS|H|TO| = (critical social theory) 22AM2| SIH{OFAQ| HITO|Z (critical theory) / Z=20}

ZQ1 Hlwh whge] Hofsfor dfar, AREF PTS 9T AHSHQ F=
HIZ3) 7]E9] ALS] 7ol #gh BiA AwS @A Aok )
|55 ARSjH|go] 22 ALSlY] 7|2 F2E BEAOE Qs AolA
Sstofs) JapH o g SstiME, STAS ATl el kA
e ByA S AXElFoloF gtk
ofZd AT oyt ARZuiTte]E2e] FA4ldl WAlA Bl¥Himmanent
critique) 7'de] FAThL Eoh WAA Bldeld 7] AN WF W
AAFE gt FoZA, RS FRHOZ JfFste, 239 A
2 obE AAHA] B TFeAS dg BERE BT Aotk WA
2 vlg 2] A7 vl external critique)> 71E9] A HFE W
o oj® 543 AjQl 7IEel 7Io] AEE HIFRA R nlgtEE A
oty oA Hgke] Ao AT ALSHT) L AR HIFo| B
o] &3H4 o] ¥ JAH EAEE MHske 5 Web] gk
A A A HlEe Rl BEES AR YRl F90E24, S Hi%
o WS WA UF &olA IRES o s APZ, JAH,
314 554 9 AolE EAeks AlZIE mHgthI0

olelgh WAIA wiRe] #HS 2tE ARSH|To]Eo] ZHAMHQ] Bl
£o] HA F7] AsiA 1 0|82 A BAskE FEolu Tkl &
Huolok gttt o]HellA AlS|HIFo] -2 A A (static) BA THETH o
542 (dynamic) HH TFHS AAIS] Folof stth. A HH FHS
G}, FE 2Ye ZE W A8 7 BE gpHeEA 1 9

tlo

o

)

o O

(¢

7) Calhoun(1995), 123%

8) Calhoun(1995), 21%.

9) Calhoun(1995), 23%.

10) WAZ wge] gk #hdo] AlRbsk= npel]l oabd, AlAl &9 21 BRA &
28 A3 71sAS Atk Calhoun(1995), p.186. 89 AAle $27F A&
T e A EHo o B2 rbeds 23, AR, g 7ol Ay

A 2Tk Beilharz(1998), 100%:
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o] & 7FsAoly Al dis) 29 vk v A5H BA FHe
AU 9L FIE 29N BEE dide A& 7}%3}@"1 Al
o2 Wale] HE THE 5ol A%l 3 2 10 2
AAEA Ak FHIE star ArhiD whef AlsjH|gto] o] FAQl BA
THE WA 9ohd, 23 AXNE 89 BRAYA o=z )
Aol RIZFSHA] E3F 2HAMASL HlFol2 o2 HeEetAl E Zlolth o]
o wet ALSHIHe|ES HFA B S 7‘1]’\]6L°i’>"1 SAIHS] AL
HE EFOA ALEle BEE A dolrtr]

a8 Axlo] ALSA, AJthA, #317 dgo
ol AHgto =z wstd TheAs RS
M= BHEAR HE AXEH] HEME 3%
A= olafloll sk HAA FH(a processual approach to understandmg)
o] QHHTL1Y Hate FEFAd FRE T ATy HdiFe
Seio) MAA] GEs Polt)

g
lo
#

—|—‘

3. Suimtae] Hlgho) 2

spplet SohAlElel WS AAS ABAAS TRIN Bt
REEH PR Fal ARIS) B AAFh v o5
W, Gede BARYAN e GdoR TREL Ade A
AL AFSHT, FFATH BN R, F2 A5 H0lL &

11) AF] s, 2L 0|82 23] o]2o] olgt 1 A2 AR Aot
7FsA el A3t YA oz deiglolof st} Calhoun(1995), 88%.

12) Calhoun(1995), 91%.

13) 3trkzE ARRIE AAN S ABAA TR T AN B4 setd A A
okdit}, .. shHimiae] B QFFoge R AiE E3 *gﬁxﬂﬁu
2W3lE Alojslal, AEAA L} AA Alole] F¥S B3l she 7]1Eelga
Ao 4 9ls Aok 79A4(2012), 207-219%:.
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AbS|H|TO| = (critical social theory) 22AM2| SIH{OFAQ| HITO|Z (critical theory) / Z=20}

A SddM FAE FHeke W, FA= AZAANAN AHsst
A, gzoleiA@dA WS Fletd, i WA S T
T}.14)

53] shviae 2oie] fejgks HHEEde] SHES] AAY &
3 S o), AT SHAEEAAS delshEA 7<ﬂ
AL sirjekas o]9) TEo] Jfﬂi‘rfﬂ FAS AAZE T/ <
< Hoju Al HEAT= A, &, T 725 e M
FAsol FHAL YAAAE2 %‘Eé OHJOH FolAl © Aol et
olHE AA wiAUF] BEAAL FHelME AL HozH I
o 7t Y= S v 2ol /gt

Z=oll AA wiAUSE Fololl &S x| thAE + ¢l
= FoME, THU7E gAY A AALte] 'rxﬂﬂ He
FAME AEERY] A4S dojirh. W ASAAY R&3)
(Mediatisierung)= 20X 3 Kolonialisierung)2] Fe|S Hr}.16)

o3 MBAAY AR Bh= “BR|F7te] FEAtel BA7|B Alo] o]
Me ZopE = glon “57] AT ALE]e] E3tRRES] A OlA
T g

QA AHsl= AA ALY AA Bk
AA o] SAkaF AL kA ool o) Aujs

o] FEo| HFHl AAHL A= AL W

OE

g AgAA e AUAET} dofus o= U Zt

Zojol) w4
= @} 4%
AoJeh1n) o]

14) %¥3}21(2008), 330%.

15) A$-3(1996), 3912

16) Y124 3hEE2~(2006), 307%.
17) #4835 £)(2006), 221%.
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BBAAY ARASE HEA ABFAE) Hprh AA A
Nsse ur }5‘_%4_& FEAE AL BANE O ol A
9 5 e o S W Y a9 2EE 808 48

2le] A4 %] ¥, QIS AMulx @Al &he] A7t
Bl o FRH Aol SalA, 1elm w24, ofwel B,
A} o= 474]4 AEAZE Es-AAAL AAH FRER
FE "ojx iR wel, siee} dgoldt wiAEY 7153 Al
oFgdo] 7M1

Azt ARAE Asle] ABAAE ZUET AAE ZHse] 29
o e, ANFBAS BRI WAL Bl oleld FUFo] A
2AZ RS o) shHrkeE Ao Qe BBAAY T2
Balsh YBAAZRE AR o) BFE B ARk F, o}
2o <l “AAe] ke Al 2] FANA SPHE W
o, B3I, A, Q49 Bake Ao PrstE 4BAAY WP
AE BelZth ) geste ABAAZ A% FRYFeleks A1
SAAAS B RS FPARAT, o] SSAAAL Hithskt AFolE
AR ooz WEs] ABANE ARsern gel U, B9

270] glol= el s Meln pe EYMAZ ARFL T, o]
AT EABel R A AfoRNY Tus AR o
tha) A, shHekee] Sahe, ABAAIL =7H SAAAZ
Arstslo] AEER Feldol AW AAYS WAL + YE Tbs
o] BAYRT, olZe] vz YBAA HuAsiol Teprtsle] el
o] Q1lele)

il

¢

rru:l

18) 9127 3huul2~2006), 499,

19) 9124 3hul22006), 2435,

20) %3121(2008), 342%.

21) $124 BL22006), 287%.

22) ke olEdt AZAAIY] ARSI $UIAEF] ARSAA] e AL
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ARS|H|EO0| = (critical social theory) 22MQ| SIH{OIAC| HIEOIZ (critical theory) / =0}

olgl 2oz Zujalgle] WEE Hdslal ¢ o]F shukae o]H
g5 FET § v Yoz AuolslsE Fshe A AE FE
2ol ¢

2 A ool thal Shuirlest thest o] Wtk

ZEIso|rel ofslee FAHOR 2AH PYdse] I
E7] Rl AAZe Hejgtel daz A EEFlojof she A4
Ae T e Az 1A 3 2o Alolse]
Ak} e o] GataFTH geduntel, A2AAZE AwstE A
59 1fgste] ofs) F&ElEle Ao AT wf Ei=vle] ofg}
Wo=gE Agsiett. Wshe Ajle) FE3 2 Hold
S sh= Aolth)

spulelo] whw, A A AuAse Hoht eaEd el
o] AF AAC] ARD W, , A Y9 WED BYH 877}
ASHORE GPEL WAT ), Bg AZFEeln S AL Bk
e U, Sl ASA FAT] ALFE 5 Aol
HEAY ARFEE FRT F Y AL 2R AAN, ABAAE

RasY 2089 FAE T, G 20H S 30T 4
rkz Wtk ol skt s1Ed A3le] W @Y MR,
A AT aR0) e AYEE AMSHE Ao melk o3|
ARG BIAS Lolns] 3 ke Aol AFol AHG shris
of wigtol2e] BAHY % BAH ol shikae] Bl ohe

T % e PEe AN 2 Aol

IR =

HEjae] 22A AR, of7jelA #dAlg]e] 4H Als|dgo] WAYstaL
Aekar F3Th A941(2009), 103%:

23) 9124 s}mu}_(zoos), 515%,

24) 9835 9)(2006), 2212,
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AFS 19 A TCritical Social TheorysolA] AlS|H|Tto|29] 24, &
d, 9 ol Wik =9E AshaA dA ZHE shHrRs9 H]JJr |
£l &3 o] 71 FAE A7 223 FAE 718 oln| dF
g ouk X SpAINE, 2%tk Srjets, shHrko] H|go]Eo] ALSHI%
o029 FE M F JU=AE 7hsl] HaiAe AlsjHIEolE
2 PR SRRz o] EXske AFY FAA A wE 4 A
A7t AEE Bert vk okse| whef spwiie] Hlgo] 29| o
A a8d EAS E2d & Quhd A4S sulag) vl 2o] A}
HIAo| 20 2A 9 The S 7RIt A& AFH0E yrt A5k A
o] Ht}. olE &l spHuR~e] Hlgo]Ze] tigh AFe] | TiEo
1o tigh tiE-s ARk

AR, AF] oshd, spHutze] BlEe|E82 Aol AWEHA] kg
t}.25) Ags] WA shHuiso] Hlgo|E2 ztoldf #f FAAA. )
H% npo] AT A HIRe A HEE whdsh] {ls) ng
H o]l disdge s sidstdnt o]t O]*Vi‘]o] i3} e

-11

et

o) HEeA A ol AL WA & 4 WA deh 01—;»&
AE 23] HR AL 2E s 2% R4 Pl A5
Qlow mE vsel A5sa dE 19 FHe BAA el o
=)

BRA HAH O] A IR AT, TAS A

A AARNE Atole] zfolE xFEHA RapA Hrk dustd shuis)
dEolele] ortAES TGRS oA FAIE Ateld] #A FEF

25) Calhoun(1995), 33%%, 72-85%, 217%.
26) AE(1996), 131%.
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ARS|H|EO0| = (critical social theory) 22MQ| SIH{OIAC| HIEOIZ (critical theory) / =0}
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3 olfi7h FOIE o] shuplert Aelo] Baf FHAAS FE 9]
xu 9] SpkeER Feliel BAE Qgske 277 Brks el

HBE fEs) HolA gt Al dig 2A4 ANE shsal
1 1~ Heta) Tl BT ol o4 AAlel tE Sele] ol
Achs Ao, 2ulel Au ez FEH ode e A8e o
132 AR 2 @ AHA Lol s St 4 F
Hol AT o|e RFIL UThe ol AT, olgid ol
A8E Fen AR o8 AGE 5T 5 ek, kol

rL b

27) SpEkat 19 A CEEYAE AT 9,04 210 SEudelE
g 2Az =uEe] U AN A ANET F O A ot o
(1993a, 1993b) #=.

28) 7 A(2005), 76Z.

29) 71 A(2011), 190%
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olai, olge] HEe wesl FuAl Ao} AFsEd Bakg A
o] ofel ARA FHE A3 WE £ Y FHolh 4714 A
AL FHE At e & e Yol F AU BAE A
Aske, Z 4549 BHAAT 1 guS zre 5EYL oug) 4
solsle) AaFEAe) olde, FA-UA Alole) FAFURS olde

gloju} —r‘Xﬂi’Jr EfA} Alole] BAE AAF300]T)

EE old izl or AT ol FASE FA Atolo] tiAA B
of A&shk= Zlolal, Q1Fgo] FAI% Bl Atelo] HI A FAAol i)
g3k Aolgke AHodlA ks FAHE FAAY Aolof dis) wd
F o & = Atk sHARE R AFH FYAES Ade digt #o
Ao N2E $AKE AoZ FE A2 TE oz Auile] A
o, 2158 gL AdAe oz FHE o ZAxH ATFHF
AT =97 UF Ads Felsiths o]9} #as) ovErman)
< FEALE doE mE] AAlsla, dde dEFads
Th2)aL A QAtATEA ©HE SElok HEFHE AHo
T o]F% JAAEA Aol B olds T
Aolghd, ortig Tl A AAEHE L dFS T
He 2olE of¢-E 4 g Aojth

O_I_ao_b
Olo
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Bl 32 off
X rlr ol

30) SHIEE /NS BAA e Al BA 2 2t DA0A aFEE FEFHA
HEE /‘ﬂ e Tl T F2F UF S T3 29 Hige|ES Mg
o} - AT QAA(intersubjective recognition)dll F3F o]H WHo =z w|Hs}
A R AW e 2, a2 AWo] 15 5447 Aole] UA(the
recognition of group’s specificity and difference)S Q73 9 AlS] 52
BA3e] Edup & Solgty, of 200 EoF O1F WE4 =, AU, Eg]x—]
Y Toll =A o]l wjAlE A (Recognition), ZH—rHH(Redlstrlbunon), wE
Z9)(Democracy)E 93 A13] A2l ALAGN HE53 93 Pt aFs 19
$5E BA% & Soj2ete Hol ok Zurn(2005), 93%.

31) Erman(2006), 387%.

32) Erman(2006), 396%.
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ARS|H|EO0| = (critical social theory) 22MQ| SIH{OIAC| HIEOIZ (critical theory) / =0}

oldARl tEh ARAM EE Wb tE AR s st
ZA71el gstEe e AL B dslof stal, B9 it
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AE ok Ha, FEA ARAA AlelEE 544 2710l §85 0
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s o8 dEFases %% AA Rl A8 BE S5
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g %o 9 5 ook
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33) 2% 9)(2006), 211%.

34) B3 9)(2006), 211%:.

35) Czobor-Luppp(2008), 433%:.
36) Y1270 3HuE2(2006), 129%:.
37) Y1220 sut2(2006), 128%.
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Psele) 71z7h B AYBES A WA AHHon =63
= lolAete] oheh 9147 Wl R EFH WANNE A7) ¥
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wlzo) 7189 23iel ARRH FeRole AAEL ABH Bl
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38) Sl=4 SEl22006), 130%.

39) Calhoun(1995), 206%:.

40) Spepleeo] l3tE, SARAE FeAel AR oMAZH AT BN 4B
o ®87 AAte] Pt 53 1 mwtzr Eo| 2w, Baehe 2

4 859 IR, AT PAE 9l waA 49l WS, WL, =)
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Habermas’ Critical Theory as Critical Social Theory

Jo, Youngah (University of Seoul)

If critical social theory gives impotance to the empirical explications
of pathological phenomena of societies, it will become the radical
relativism. On the other hand, if the theory gives weight to the
alternative of the universal norms, it will degenerate into an ahistoric
universalism. Thus, in order to avoid the radical relativism and ahistoric
universalism, critical social theory should have the momentum both of
empirical explication and normative alternative. Having this requirement
for the critical social theory in mind, this paper will discuss whether
Habermas’ critical theory can be critical social theory. For this purpose,
first, the condition of critical social theory by Calhoun will be
suggested. Next, I will provide an explanation of what is Habermas’
critical theory. And then, I will argue that Calhoun’s criticism of
Habermas® critical theory can be responded from Habermas’ point of
view. On the basis of these arguments, I will conclude that Habermas’

critical theory can be critical social theory.
Main scope: Social philosophy, Critical social theory, Critical theory.

Key words: Critical social theory, Calhoun, Habermas' critical theory,

Empirical explication, Normative alternative.
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