o

dall ¢4, 22, /M F

paTezs AEe ool ARARAOT BT 0. AT
AR 202 80 SY%e FHa) s agesi

FAEE AUE FBAQ BHOoEA B 2L ()]
o] glole g52 4 §lv g8tk o] =22 P53} 7149 3'9—“

AE st P& 2HE ‘Z}“J ]”°ﬂ*1 y#stnA gk A&zt
(self-respect, self-esteem)< P&+
g5EE Flo] ol AEIHA BANA IR EHe BFilA grRE
T Utk 28y AEelghs AsAA BAe F2 s A
Zg SolA TAs= Al71A(envy)oll ol s E L FlsHTh YEE e
53 A3 AEAY T (pride) EFAFEAIS] G (admiration) &2
TR, ASTE T #HEd AT (pride) 7+ 9‘%3’4' JHT A&
S(self-rightness) 2] ZAgoltt. o] 22 A &0} Al7|4dol oigh AE
A =olE el T e 719 Yol oisiM o, Aejet
HHEs) A2 A71A BAE v oR wASH, A7|Ae] FHO
7VeAE B2 AR UA9 o] HtolA Fua dirt
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* o] =ES 2014 ARSI AYeE FxATAEe ALE do} Y
AT (NRF-2014S1A5B8067575).
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Solrk w WBel o
‘B IRRE ES dith e olg|2E-H 20 A HAle 2
AFshe G o]EO2AY &28P(Ethik als Lehre vom gelingendem
Leben)DS AAIEH= AAY Bty olg] 2Bl 2o 149 Ao
A e <FAAF S o|2774A] R th3k AT ¢S thaFs)A|
o

7 e FAYden gy e Aol Aot 53 Azt
SR B ofa) Puo] Tojmeh +AE ALY u Pue
Ause + Yok A WA Bk AREE) A 4TI AT
= 238 A7l ol ARlel Aol WhE WA B Aol

J#3Y 7R, Spaemann)2] AZAH, AFshs &, WASHE 4
o 29 PYPHo FIARoT AAHTY] o:M dyulel co]gujube E
A 128 ZEa 9tk &, PEHY o] guinke &k AEE 989
Aste] & o), bdg P& ojghe w oSt AHE A XA
(das Ganze der Wirklichkeit) & &3 oF 317] wjtolthd) &Ho] HAE
THs) AL ARsrked I5aH 2AA BATE BaolAw, o
A3 e vl FolAE Aol ot

Be Ashisel uaA W gl Wkl 1 38T 4 ok
£ WAl FoSolA shel @ldel B gtk UA(E. Nietssche))
ARAY S8 A Aee Ashe eAE Agolu A7lsks A
27k ke A Q) el BEAe )0l we ARay ¢ &
= qoky 9dlE Be WBlME wBS WA Hu odz 2o =

ﬂw

1) R. Spaemann, Glick und Wohlwollen versuch iiber Ethik, Stuttgart, 1989, 15%.

2) JZALS|S] diAo] HlZ o]#gk A3 (Leistungsgesellschaft)2] EA13 0 U
A, (o EALE],, Aud &4, A& T8 AAAL 2012,

3) R. Spaemann, %F2| A 85%
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£ Fol A Pugo] AR A FA A mE olgEE AL
2R YRo] FEAel oldd Edvt @ 4 o] Wi AT
7 Q-];I_Q

==
ek g oRAe Buge AT W, 9le] A 3

4) F. Nietzsche, "I712Q1 Y7y QIZEAQ 10y 294, Av7] &4, A& A,
2002, 404%:.

5) &edaeole] PEZA QX2 HYT Ay <
AW Gdg gE5e AdiEl 244 et 42 Ebssita & 4 itk
A7t 4 B3 PE BUfle AFolth

6) FZHFHM. Nussbaum)©] AF8)Z] 7Hg o2 A= <32 744’ (public emotion)
< O AAR EA3E 12 A7l ofue), 1l vS Bl e
22H8 Aotk Fnkge] B4 ofg 2m|zolA <A 3] #EAP FHES
B3 32 A FE FH)] AR OE uiA doh BdE%e #E
b AR g REE A o)A dde AYS FE Bk B
A ZAdle 334 3= (Public Imagination) S ZF5oF HTh M. F2Hle,
A Ao, eE &4, AE: 3, 2013.

7) B FFHT A MNUA PELS AUAA FzstE AARke] AAd &
Yohe HIFBAPC, W2 FA PERS FxIvid dAbed, A3l et
22 Ao A8 WAA He Aol Utk RS FFHolEe g
AA7E 7188 FAIEEY =EE doldret HeA 8 A FF A
E BT Age ANE Y olde] =gt obvtely] VYeA(LfFE ], ¥

=
Bl Rolelvk,, 48R $7, olShAL 2011 Fan
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BA AT

I AR WAE st PEe| 2AdS ‘ZP—I‘:%L’Q]
o} A7 (self-respect, self-esteem)®) F&H7-S A
sk st HA 2o JiRIASCE FEEE Ao oflzt ARFQI

DA AR £4L BN Fud 4+ Aok BRI AFE A2
Azl Had WATE iﬂﬁﬂ%— 2% ARTEAGL T & Yok 1
Hu AEgelE A3 ANE FL AL F TR Sl

734
LAshz A714envy) el «loH g a e wey 2n 4w

24 2S ) Ble A A A HaFoss BuFoly o
43 2e 24 gl AAT ABA JEAE} B Gos
Uehol A Hlme] wE grid wEge Fud 3uge w3 @
g B R} offel ol Sadnn s go $90e A
Sl ol Bl A% AN AL BAglel Wase Azt

o2 243 ?ﬂrﬁlﬂﬂ o] .9

wEbM E el thek cdehA <Ibsh A o] dasites Q14
oA Y& TS SAR ANHE S F 7HA r|E AT
AR, FEDALS T3 BHs AVISAL] 58 (pride) 03} ERAFEA <

—WH

8) EZ& self-respects} self-esteemE E-83F] 22 ou|2 AT self-respect=
1]'7‘:7:}, self-esteem AHTA, 2467k, 7N c R @] WYHTy /e M8
A3 G. Taylor®] ‘self-esteem’(Selbstwertgefiihl)Z} ‘self-respect’(Selbstachtung)
9] 805 umlgh G, Taylor, Pride, Shame and Guilt: Emotions of
Self-Assessment, Oxford 1985, 77ff. Wln; G4 gee] Azl *é‘ﬂ]:l_ill 2
Authentic HappinessI A= self-respectel] gt A5 Gl self-esteem¥t UTH
Martin E. P. Seligman, Authentic happiness : using the new positive psychology
to realize your potential for lasting fulfillment, New York : Free Press, 2002.
9) wehl MmARS EOR A4S U BE BESP b Uetel PEA5)
FF2E £YY AAFHG O 2 5k
10) G. Taylor, “Pride”, in: Amélie Oksenberg Rorty (Hg.), Explaining Emotions,
Berkeley 1980, 385-402, 392. Eo| #ANA AEE §53e =FO2 T.
Smith, “The Practice of Pride”, in: Social Philosophy and Policy, 1998, 71-90
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B AT AL WES Sgae Saw Y 2
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gt 53] E2(J. Rawls)Y A&
Nletzsche)-/] TJﬁL(Ressentlment)«] gA 5—.
A9 FH IHsAdE A ok A
&0l EAQI= FHHA BAbe}t Hlu o Ex
A AAHOE FH(H)F oo Y du= d
e BELY] ezt o] & A 3 AZ1Alel o
Ao =95 Fall 123 A 719H sl deiM gFa, A
olof #AHAs AEI AZIASY BAE HIBHOE 1FEH, Al7|4Y
S5 eSS UAY A5 HeolA Faat itk
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2. A FARA Y A= A7)4

AAHoR B AZPE EQE FAZ DA F22 wA 2R
o BHAol AT ke @77k olFoldl R Apelthin 2o w2

Z Ay, AXD #AAS| K. Kristjansson, Justifying Emotions: Pride and
Jealousy, New York 2002, ©] S°l4 pride®} pridefulnessS TEEH, FA=
Je A71EFY HAR et
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gl A473

E(R. Descartes)FH AlZE A7+ #(D. Hume)dll &3l ©]7]&<1 #17]
Aol oblel & AYE AFAP(well established pride)S S8k A=
Zb (self-esteem) 0.2 ZZH 1, =92 ME3E Y3 A HA GAl =
dxgE o=z 2 FoH2) 9&3 27| (self-applause) = T2
Hol 345 WlE 222 EEAS Ad F de 2] FHUT wt
UZre] BE P9 FERAASEA A& FAE AFH UESAZ
ek ofue} EbAbe] QIA Y A-gshs oA ARS|AEo| f835iT)13) 7

o A2 A7) Al 9 $A) Hrlkehe AR E ANty ont
olgh= =do] ozt Y WFH)= =tk FH 2E dRIA =
" 2x(A. Smithy= 22| Ags 2o ARl FEexl EAFSE A
Agth 4 £ (Achtung)> FTEOE o|F-&Este] tiEAR] THE(L
Kant)oll oJ3] F&52A Aty Eo| w2d, E4L AA8F A (ein
intelligibles Gefiih)) &% oA 3 2121 Aol o] =HR=|3 Wk
< M e Aot wEbd £ AL <dE(Personen) ¥ &
Algte Zlo|thls) HEE TEYyoldete] 7|z 04 tadt 2ol A<

X2 R
4

Bk <AL o mE E4L B Seloll HAE Agss WA
G 270lth 10 AEAA SEHHe] thE g BAHOE A4

11) Xgk29] FFS W AFoA &0 A7 B o2 ot A ¥
A e B o714 A7 BA(selfishness), T HA GAE G ZAD
A7) B A (self-interest 7ol webA 7] Ald(self-love)), PFAEF ©HAIQ] 2]
B A=7Zhhigh, inward guarantee of objectively moral conduct)E HETH
Article. Self-Respect, in: Encyclopedia of religion and ethics, edited by James
Hastings, Edinburgh/New York: 1908ff, 11, 367-368%.

12) D. Hume, 4 treatise of human nature 111, 3, sect. 2. ed. L. A. Selby-Bigge,
Oxford?, 1978, 599%:.

13) D. Hume, 2] 3, 600Z:

14) A. Smith, The theory of moral sentiments VI, sect. 3, ed. D. D. Raphael, A.
L. Macfie, Oxford, 1976, 259%:

15) M. Kiihn, “Einleitung”, in: Immanuel Kant, Vorlesung zur Moralphilosophie, hg.
von Werner Stark, Berlin 2004, XIIf.
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2o o 242 8ol B, EEEAH d@ 24 vE ¢
o el o ¥e P& AR 4 A 2HsE Zols] G, &

X35k olfre AEge] 5 WY ojUgt ‘&9 T FYd

253 oty FEIAES i AP met EFSHHE, Fa(the
good)¥ &(the right)oll sl AAlo] zh= A9} Ello] zh= Aol
g FrHE e Aol 8 + Utk

[*]

2R 33 A

o A &kA 7} + 34 - 2R
Zpalel sl pride (+)
%5 (the good) -
ERQle] i3l admiration (+)
envy (-)
s A4 el shame (-

16) 1. Kant, Grundlegung zur Metaphysik der Sitten. Werkausgabe Band VII, hg. von
Wilhelm Weischedel, Frankfurt a.M. 1968, BA 17&; 12\ WA U3 &4
3 AA F Aol AR oEA BASEAE MR =oys A H
Kohl, “Die Theorie des moralischen Gefiihls bei Kant und Schopenhauer”, in:
H. Fink-Eitel/G. Lohmann (Hg.), Zur Philosophie der Gefiihle, 136-156, 154%.
17) olel® 4 BRE Ak S AR 0w ofd e AT of 34
TS FHATA YRATGH WET 1) QYT HIANE £
bl A7 4%50] g AAHEC] ofo|t]olE ARIFAIY =N, &
pride, admiration, self-rightness, indignation 7Hd& A¢tlE ZAEH A&
oAl ALY pEE Atk + & 3RAQ ol - = FAAA AHE
vehith 24, 7 Bhs) H2Y Sde] dTEs dH, AT
AZh(ERAL 2013), o8I dds] &Y, T §Es Zeke] k&,
(=AY 2014)S FambE,

oot

ol
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‘ sympathy (+)
Q] 9]

Ll Tha schadenfreude (-)

Al Tl self-rightness (+)
2+ (the right)

Elolol] ths respect (+)
S Zplel thal guilt (-)

Elolol] T3] indignation (-)

A7IA FED AL LT el daiA Aol gk B7te} bt
Hd B7PF gdE2te Aot o E S0 ALY Fgol tEiAe A
TAE AT BRI F5 e AMe itk A7AS B
‘F(the good A, B4, By} A3 WA= FAHH Hgow 1
W E A F5o ZAFol ik A4l(shame)o] AT &S(the
righty? Aels) A 2L Bhael gk Biw(e sk A o
AR Hguile] k. webd @Bzt Pl AERe 2g @
AE Ao oig A2 A (pride)d £33 FHHE A7)-Z-S(self-rightness)
o ARoE B 4 Aok AP 23 BANAE HARos AB
A% &3 VAL HolE WS R 9

olg] ~EdE 2ol BAHEA PBo] T, FL 3P (Wen being)°l
U@ 72 T4 4 AR, Az BHo] o TIAY T B

AEC0T 4§82 918 A AL Wsaty dF 5
ME olnAeE Ae Frat, AA0% SA4 w38 F
o s%te 94 2o Wil

AEA FE A7 (envy)ol AW FoE ZeUE WAE A2

18) WHoF ES 3o tigt Ao =R FHES FAHITH, HE o A= PET
T o= Zavlel] WAt HT J2FAb upad w2 Alglo] sjEsithd |
< old ¢ A gt 23t 440tk
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SEAT2=ZMQ

o2

=/ 284

AR B3l et deha Izhste] =ofdlA BsE "art ok W
of dj&o] Atalel tigt H7he Ellel] Hidt BrHE @3 wlwe) ol
A

e

g P52 At g2 Al 7HAE Ad sl =0k B
o] Lo that 1Az HrHAEl A7) (invidia) S TR AFEe] o
d 9ry 59 52 zhy AAY J%x 2 o Yehds AAE, A
A HEgolTh19) o]gfdt o718 2|4, ArlolEle] A wjEe] of
2 EHH 2(Aristoteles)20= AR AL 9] (nemesis)2 DI HF
(z8los)E H|3FHA AlAl(phthonos)= EFEAo] &3lA] R A=
EFAoH olAUL(Th. Aquinas)?2= 715ne] HFolA AZ|AS <
Hog 73k 89std A7 HEsAZE AR TE AR
ol tjs e 54T Ul %otk

A A7 A Neid)oll thel dezH oz FReA =25 Hst
A 29 xAt PoEgl e 3Ro)A “I7E BlaUHA A4S TF
A2 A7AL AF9 «Forg «“OE Alge] 3o BIe
w73 a9 B3 tis) 7Ee e FAHLE A" ot

=

19) 714§ o2 ol4-95te] AL=(Sour Grapes) ©lob17} U

20) oF2ERH 2, MAwksizs §E]3h, o) 9 &3, AL olAlolE2, 2006;
A71Ale] BAAQD Ao sl  Aristoteles, Rhetorik, iibersetzt mit einer
Bibliographie, Erlduterungen und einem Nachwort von Franz G. Sievecke,
Miinchen1980, 1387 b, 116% i

21) & e 7HI7E fle v Aol #Eel tidk 3% |tk (Schmerz iiber
unverdientes Gliick), Aristoteles, 2] 2, 1386 b, 112%:

22) Th. Aquin, Summa Theologica, 1-11, quaestio 24, art. 4

23) B. Spinoza, Ethik, in: Sdmtliche Werke, Band 2, in gebmetrischer Ordnung
dargestellt, Neu iibersetzt, herausgegeben, mit einer Einleitung versehen von
Wolfgang Bartuschat, Lateinisch-Deutsch, Hamburg, 2007, 55% 319%;
“Menschen (sind) von Natur aus neidisch.”

24) B. Spinoza, Ethik, hg. von K. Blumenstock, Darmstadt 1967, III, def. 23, 363%;
Neid ist eine Art von “Hass, insofern er den Menschen so afficirt, dass er tiber
das Gliick eines Andern Unlust empfindet und iiber das Ungliick eines Andern
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gl A473

Aol Al71AL o] Qo 7]¥ 7HA(Schadenfreude) ¥ EAZHO =
23, Bi3le] Y=ol BaTe] Mg o Ale] BATEL A5aA)
she Bl Agelth Avl4el BAlE 2l AR Agold FAH
o AL B O B2 AL /HAEE Ago] A3EEA AFE S
ke ol7]F YoM Y& Tty §2(Th. Hobbes)= ¥3le ZUjAb
3lo] wiAdd g AAglols AZIAE olElE 4 fltke AslE Ee
th.25) A&zt A7 ek AR EEAQ ol 22(1. Rawls)e] A
O)oA BAH o FAstHET

AZNAE Aol 2 §7ekE U TE ARl e Ag B

Hoke med olguuel Aol AZIHE Ellel W) ths) B3
g e golm, Bele] Bl BE =E Bolth ol )
Aol Ae e Aol £& Za good)d A5 m WA, 1 1
HE TR AY 8, dE S0 S A, 2%E T, A4, AIF
4, AT Sol Bk BAe] ST F3o U PAHA Hrlsh B

8 ‘Blalsh= A (vergleichend Perspektive)< 7153t #H 5 (mdgliche
Gleichheit)S 78] HA3cH20 HAF 221 Ho]A(F. Bacon)9) z]ﬂiq o,
A7 AR T Abghol RIwE wjwk EAsiH, wiwrh ok

AstA Feth “FEe FEAT A719 o] "ok = A4
Aol ks + e Hlarbksd 5T A9l oA aE AES A
Ao v At ASHA HAT Afe] A TE FUF ko Aol

rlo rl-

sich dagegen freut.”

25) Th. Hobbes, Vom Menschen - Vom Biirger, eingeleitet und hg. von Giinther
Gawlick, Hamburg® 1966, 35%.

26) Ch. Demmerling, Hilge Landweer, Philosophie der Gefiihle Von Achtung bis
Zorn, Stuttgart, 2007, 197%.

27) F. Bacon, Uber den Neid (1612), in: ders., Essays, hg. von Levin L.
Schiicking, Leipzig* 1979, 31-37, 34Z. A|7]AloA nlae] H&x} ##H3)] Aaron
Ben-Ze’ev, The Subtlety of Emotions, Cambridge 2000, 282% %3l
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= AAUA Leth dukdog AHojo 7|de F& Ao Hujet
afre Aot #Edth EulY VIS TYo WE AsH 2ot
g 1HA ge H5S BulE R u AZHE F5 ok &
& 879 3 BTl g ENESS xS AU 2 s
Fot= A7kl ZEAEKGrundstreben)o|™ IAES F3) A Bk,
obF, &, €%, TE AFsHA "ok

AF7HA A w4 A E =9E v Al THAE 894
Atk A7 AR, Ak ARl gk vlagtgel SAska, =4 B
79} Aphle]l FEAQD HEAol W 87E s, AR, BN
e Zujol] ek HoE asta ok

3. AEzke] ALEA Bolel Buld Ae)

AEFT AIME Al BAHEGY =og2 FolEd A= E2(L
Rawls)® =2l(R. Nozick)®)o] vt B2+ THES FAAEA 2AE70]
AR FiE FaLs] a7] Hal ZE Aol dedles = OHOF?—_]' 71
EXM(a primary good)oll &3tal Bt} I& F 7HA] AdAA ALEES
TR e ALY ZAAAG e FFo we} Feke VI E

28) AEHL 22004l oA TP T83 7R Aotk & B2, THYE,, B
2 ~9— 4, ol3kAL 2003, 568, 696%. R. Nozick, Anarchy, State, and Utopia,
1971, Part II. Chapter 8, Equality, Envy, Exploitation, Etc.-self-esteem and
envy, 239; J. Rawls, 4 Theory of Justice, Chapter IX. The Good of Justice,
80. The Problem of Envy 81. Envy and Equality. =Ujoll= E29] A=04e F
Az FAe) B2 AZT olg,, ST TEZRawls)e] HLlEOIH AT
9 A A Ar WFFefA B, 3o rgxe) Asd A
7tel AB1F Efe] W@t ojojo) g viRH 12, TAREzke] AElE Edol
g vl 13, 5o drRel gl
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AT ol F4D, 4B St A dzg 299 £ 91: xm

11,\_19] “«l ﬁ]ﬁg OE A ‘?l?‘é‘ﬂl/ﬂ "a‘?ﬁﬁ}tq
AHE el A Z1EA S dEjet AwE Fol EufstAle Aot AP
gle dds] AsiMe AR Z12rh sk, 28 AEE 7)1z
© A=dl o 2T AUES] dEEFI

8% A87 WA U5 ARTE EE4
ER SRR %E-ﬂ'oﬂ uteh AU A2 AWA AEP o
ataL, AAUZ A& Adske ANA ALt e BAS] 2
g ANES E-ZO]’E A, AR ETE #AS AT AR gy Fg
ST BT Rolut A BEe ARdow dus] A8 A
Co A3 AHNH AAZ o ARA HaK BEE 9P AT
2 aago] FAH Hee Ao AR A2 AER 7%
e g v 2ok wEb AEde] ARl xe F /AT <ot
U= Axo| o3t EF(institutional respect)©|y, BE shu= O AW
SEFEY EF(mutual respect =& institutional ties)°|TE™3D EX&
MAA AEZe] AR 712E EAseH AR ARSA 7]x9)
a2 o] Thsshd ARAAHR] ool o wet ZejE dert o

O{N r}.
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DAS FRO, vl 33 A% FolH Aoble e 2FH

29) & 22, o9 F, 568%.

30) WA, TEZRawls)Y HYBM ANIES AEZ BAT AAA UFF)z
T, TASAT, A97R, HIATI, 2012, 94%

31) 1, 22 E, 95%.
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o] He o= 9 A
= s Fagk 2l
g, 279 gdAe] Aoy RAE 7 es Aoy 3o duE

32) A=Y s P8Rl TS fABIFE dde o T /AR (D)
olg]~Ed# 22 Y= (the Aristotelian Principle)S WA= &2 AA Al
g& 7Aookt (2) wEl9 A4 97t rREPIAR E4E B e BRI
ol 98l Hrpga QAwrom OE9 A siA iEte As ¢
olof 3t} J. Rawls, 4 Theory of Justice, Revised, ed. Harvard, 1999, 386%.

33) & E2E “AEfo] it of| A= & 9k 71X|(worth)7} §lo] Holm, E
gk ojE AEo] A A (value)’t JUTE TAES T AE G4

x 1 dEfell WA 2 Aotk weiA dxF YA ARES oW

e A2HEHE AE2LE Hlste A 20ES I bk Aejtpet

= )1 EES B, AEA V)R ASEA A2 ABY EdZE dri

AZl FALEANA F88 712 ASRIAE FAM3Th J. Rawls, 1999a 386%:.
HAR 568%; A9 A3 Edizt 71 583 718 AP J. Rawls, &e
A 79%; “AEo] AbsdAd ol o gastA AskEa A7 "Ava
sla 9tk J. Rawls, k9] 3, 318, 326%.

34) 1. Rawls, A4 Theory of Justice, Revised, ed. Harvard, 1999; 'Ao|&,, 3744 %
2, AFAL 2003, 389-390% H=.

35) J. Rawls, ] &, 389%; X0l AELE AT Mol He olf= AA.
FELE 59 O SR A AZE AT & A s, sESC Y8
AR I WA kA, AR, TARRE dolA de E480] AFAE 3
T ek geAde A7 EHe Fdo] HAA AR o] Hoh

f
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e Lt A4 FAAY, 594 AN HAgs PEss 2

ol g Sol Zelo] AW AIA BT FUSE AS AP

BESE WA FY 5 QAT SIS BIA 28 2
: VISR

o

o Mr 2
tlo
1 rr
)

ol
ofr
ol

],

o
oy

Holth, 2 AN HYFA T3 Do it rele] Brmu o
Yot gl Mol HARS LA, Aol §IlEE M A
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Affirmative Emotion and Happiness
- About the Relationship Between Self-Respect and Envy -

Kang Yong Soo (Korea University)

This study regards self-respect as the most important human emotion
of happiness and analyzes the level of related emotions such as shame,
hate, and guilt in relation to it. Self-respect is a relative subjective
feeling formed by comparing with the other regardless of the
characteristics of happiness as an ‘objective list’, and it is a feeling of
happiness that cannot be attained without affirmation and recognition of
the other’s ‘good’. This paper considers the condition of happiness in
‘self - respect’ about the relationship between happiness and emotion.

Self-respect is not a personal condition that is a minimum condition
of happiness, but can be secured through recognition and respect in
social relationships. However, self-positive emotions of self-respect are
destroyed and destroyed by envy that occurs in infinite competition
with ‘good’. Happiness is composed of the pride of self-existence and
the admiration of the other being in relation to goodness, and
self-respect consist of pride in relation to goodness, and consist of
self-rightness to rightness. This article first deal with the origins and
functions of such emotions through the discussion of philosophical
history on self-esteem and envy, critically examines the relationship
between self-respect and envy in relation to justice (J. Rawls), and
discusses the possibility of overcoming envy from the philosophy of

happiness (F. Nietzsche).
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