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1.DworkinonpoliticalobligatiOn

ThispaperexaminesRonaldDworkin'stheoryofpoliticalobligation'・
SinceSocrates,manyattemptshavebeenmadetojustifypoliticalobligation
mavarietyofways､ＩｎｈｉｓＬ”肥抑舵,Dworkinfindsthebestdefenseof
politicalobligationnotintheterrainofcontracts,obligationSoffairplayor
thenaturaldutyofjustice,butinthegroundofassociativeobligationslike
obligationsoffamilyorfriendsBasedonageneraltheoryofassociativeob-
ligations,Dworkindevelopsaverycomplicatedar印mentforpoliticalobli‐
gationbyusingintricatedevicessuchas"interpretive",fiaterniiy>truecom‐
munity>acommunityofp血ciple,integlityandequalconcernFirst,Ibliefly
explainwhattheseconceptsareabout・Then,Iclarifythelo8icalstructure
ofhisar印ｍｅ此andfinallyexamineandcriticizehisa卿ment．

1.1.Associativeobligations

AssociativeobligationsaresIlecialObligationsweowetoourfamily
orfriendsDworkindefinesthemas"specialresponsibilitiessocialpractice

１１nThkikawa,Ｈ2006,IhavebIieHyshownthattherelationshiptheorytojustifyPolitical
obligationsfails・Inthispape易IpickupDworkilfsargUment,whichlbelieveisthebestversionof
therelationshiptheory》andexamineitmoreclosely
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attachestomembershipinsomebiolo8jCalorsocial8roup"2.Membersof
familyorfriendshaveassociativeobligationsjustbybelongingto印oups
definedbysocialpractice．

1.2.Interpretation

SocialpracticedefinesObligationsnotthrou8M1eexplicitextension
ofconventions,butinaninterpretiveway6Tbinterpretsocialpracticeisto
findthewaytoshowitinthebestlightWhenpeoplediscussobligations
totheirfriends,theyinterpretwhatfriendShipreallyisandwhattheyreally
owetheirfriends･This"interpretiveproperty"3ofassociativeobligationsis
hi8hlyimportantforDworkin'sar8mentfortworeasons・First,theinter‐
pretivewayenablesDworkintoclaimthatevencitizenswithnoemotional
bondsdohaveassociativeObligationsbecausecitizensinmodemlargestates
lackthepsycholo8jcalmomentbutmayhaVetheassociativemomentwith
tlheinterpretiveattitude､Second,theinterpretivepropertyofassociativeOb‐
ligationsavoidsdangerousnationalismorevenracismbecauseinterpreta‐
tioncontainsthedimensionofjustifiCationThisinterpretivecharacteristic
enablesDworkintoclaimthat"thebestinterpretationofOurownpolitical
practicesdisavowsthat[dangerous1feature"4．

1.3.Thefourconditions:special,personal，
concernandeqUal

Then,Dworkinwithnoar8n1mentationintroducesthefourconditions
of"genuinefraternalObligations"5.First,themembersofa8roupmustre‐
gard"the部Cup'sobligationsassP卿."・Theyhaveobligationsonlytotheir
membersnottothepeopleingeneral､Second,theymustacceptthattheir
obligationsare卿0〃I:that"theyrundirectlyfrommembertomembelｳ，
notjusttothegroupasawholeinsomecouectivesense"・Third,theymust
seetheirobligationsas"flowingfromamoregeneralresponsibiliiyeachhas
ofco"Ｃｅγ"forthewen七eingofothersinthegroup"・Fourth,theymustsup‐

2Dworkin,R1986:196.
31bid.:201.

4IbiIi.:206.

51bifI‘:199400.

6７



Hiro脱eThk伽"〃

posethat"the厚Cup'spracticesshownotonlyconcernbutane9”Iconcern
forallmembers".○nlywhenthesefourconditions-special,personal,con‐
cemandequal-aremet,ｇenuinefratemalobligationsarlse．

1.4.Abarecomnunityandatruecommmitｙ

Basedonthefourconditions,hedistin部ishesa"bare"community
anda"true"community6.Abarecommunityis〃acommUnitythatmeets
thegeneticorgeographicalorotherhistoricalconditions"･Ontheother
hand,abruecommunityiSabarecommunitywhichmeetsthefourcondi‐
tionsBasedonthiscontrast,Dwolkinclaimsthat"iftheconditionsaremet，

peopleinthebarecommunityhavetheobligationsofatruecommunity
whetherornottheywantthem"7.Inotherwords,themembersinatrue
communityhaveassociativeObligations．

1.5.Acommunityofprinciple

Finally>Dworkinprovidesthreemodelsofcommunity:the庇加o
accidentmodel,therulebookmodelandthemodelofprinciple8､Thefirst
modelsupPosesthatthemembersofacommunitytaketheirassociation
asonlya庇伽Oaccidentofhistoryandgeo厚aphy;Thesecondmodelas‐
sumesthatthemembersofacommunityhaveageneralobligationtoObey
rulesestablishedinacertainway6Thethirdmodel,themodelofprinciple，
presumesthatthemembersofacommunityaregovernednotonlybyrules
butalSobycommonprinciples・

Havingprovidedthethreemodels,Dworkinexamineswhethereach
modelsatisfiesthefourconditionsoftrueassociativeobligations9､Ｔｈｅ庇
伽0accidentmodelviolateseventhefirstconditionofspecialtyTherule‐
bookmodelcannotsatisfythethirdconditionofconcembecausethecon‐
cernthemembersofacommunityshowtoeachotheristooshallowtocount
asgenumeconcernatall､Themodelofprinciplemeetsallfourconditions．

6８
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Because"acommunityofprincipleacceptsinte8rity",themodelassumes
that"eachmembermustbetreatedwitheqUalconcern"'0．

2.ThelogicalstructureofDworkin/sargument

NowwehaveidentifiedallthetoolscontainedinDworkin'sassocia‐

tiveObligationargUment・Thelogicalstructureofhisar8Umentcanbeana‐
lyzedasfouows：
(D1）Themembershaveassociativeobligationsinacommunitywhich

meetsthefourconditions(special,personal,concern,equal)．
(D2)Abarecommunitywhichmeetsthefourconditionsisatruecom‐

munity6
(D3)Themembershaveassociativeobligationsinatruecommunity6(From

D1&D2)．

(D4)Acommunityofprincipleacceptsintegrity
(D5)Acommunityofprinciplemeetsthefourconditions．
』(D6)Acommunityofprincipleisabarecommunity
(D7)Acommunityofprincipleisatruecommunity(FromD2&D5&D6)．
(D8)Themembershaveassociativeobligationsinacommunityofprin‐

ciple.(EromD3&D7)．
(D9)Themembershaveassociativeobligationsinacommunitywhichac‐

ceptsintegrity(FromD4&D8)〆
(D10)Acertainstateacceptsintegrity6
(D11)ThecitizenshavepoliticalObligationsinthestate.(FromD9&D10)．

Thislo8icalanalysisshowsthatDworkin'sar8umenthassixpremises
-D1,Ｄ2,,4,,5,D6andD10-todeducetheconclusionD11・

Atthesametime,thisanalysismakesitclearthattheconclusiondoes
notreqUireallofthesixpremises､LetusfocusonthepremiseD8・Indeed，
D8deducesfromD3andD7Howevex>D8canlo8icallydeducefromD1
andD5.Therefore,thepremisesreqUiredtodeduCeD11areonlyfour:Ｄ1,
,4,D5andD10Asaresult,D2andD6arelogjcallyredundant､Thatis,the
contrastbetweenabarecommunityandatruecommunityisunnecessary
forhisargUment．

'0II7jZI:213-214.
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3.CriticalanalysisonDworkiIfsargument

3.1.mefOurconditionsoremotionalbondｓ

Letusexamineeachofthefourpremises:Ｄ1,,4,D5andD10・Istart
fromthepremiseD1,whichsaysthatacommunitywhichsatisfiesthefour
conditionsgeneratesassociativeObligations・Itmightnotbeeasytound緋
standwhatD1isabout・ThepointofD1wouldbemadeclearwhencom‐
paredwithD1'：

（D1')ThemembershaveassociativeobligatiOnsinacommmiIy
tightenedbyemotionalbonds

D1'claimsthattheconditionofassociativeobligationsisemotional
bonds,butnotDworkin'sfOurconditions・Ｄ１'supposesthatafeelingofcon‐
nectednessembeddedinacommunitygeneratesassociativeObligations、

ContrastedwithD1',D1findsthe厚oundofassociativeobligationsin
theideaof"givingeqUalconcernonlytoeaChmember"､Inotherwords,the
pointofDworkin'sar印mentliesinequalconcern・EqUalconcernmacom‐
munity》notemotionalbonds,generatesassociativeObligations､Thereason
whyDworkinadoptsD1insteadofD1'tojustifypoliticalobligationisthat
anationalcommunitylacksemotionalbOnds・Citizensinalargestatenever
meeteachothenHenceDworkinmustemphasizesuchathinrelationship
aseqUalconcernamongcitizenstoar即eforpoliticalobligation・Inaddi‐
tion,hemusthi8hli8httheinterpretivepropertyofassociativeobligations
toclaimthatthepsychologicallackofmutualconcemamongcitizensdoes
notcancelassociativeobligationsandthateqUalconcernbestinterpreted
generatesthemJohnSimmonscriticizesDworkin'sar8n1mentbysaying
that"Ifindabitbizarrethatthebestinterpretationofafamily's'practices′
orafriendship's'practices'mightinvolVereciprocalandequalconcern，
evenifthefamilymembersor'friends'lackedanyattitudesorfeelingsof
concerntowardoneanother"''・ThequestionisWhyweshouldadoptＤ１
ｉｎsteadofD1'asthebestexplanationofassOciativeObligations・Thisques‐
tionarisesbecauseitisfarfromclearwhatplaceeqUalconcemshouldtake
inthewholetheoryofassociativeObligations．

''Simmons,ＡＪ､2001:78.
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3.2.Whatisintegriiy？

ThesamequestionconcemsD5asweⅡasD1・AsD7suggests,Ｄｗｏｒ‐
kinsimplyidentifiesacommunityofprinciplewhichacceptsco江ｍｏｎｐｒｍ‐
cipleswithatruecommunitywhichhaseqUalconcem､Simmonscriticizes：
"Dworkin'sidentification[…lisbothqUestionableanddeePlyPrejudicial
tohiscase"'2.ThelogicalstructureanalysisshowsthatD7fouoWsfrom
D2,D5andD6､BecauseD2andD6arelo8icallyredundant,allweneedto
examineisD5,especiallytherelationshipbetweenD5andD4,inorderto
evaluateD7・

AccordingtoDaleSmith,integrityhasatleasttwodifferentprinci‐
ples'3.ThefirstprinciplereqUiresthatalawnotdiscIiminatebetweenpeople
inawaythatcannotbesupportedbyanyrecognizableprincipleofjustice・
Thesecondrequirescoherencebetweenthelegalp1inciplesthatunderlie
andjustifydifferentlegalrules・Ontheonehand,whatiswrongwith"the
checkerboardlaws"'4isthattheycontradictwiththefirstprincipleofinteg
rity>thatis,eqUaltreatment､Ontheotherhand,anecessaryconditionto
justifypoliticalobligationisthesecondprincipleofintegrity>thatis,cohel;‐
enceamongplinciples,accordingtoSmith/sanalysis15､Thatis,integrityin
D4iscoherenceamongp1inciples,bUtnoteqUaltreatment・

Rathel>StephenRrryri8htlyObservesthatanecessaryprincipleof
inte8pitytojustifypoliticalObligationsisequalconcernitself."Itisnev“
thelessveryplausibletothinkthattheideaofeqUalconcernwouldplay
acentralroleinjustifyinganassociativepoI伽lobligation､Theconcernin
qUestionwouldbeexpressedbythestate,throughitslawsandgovemlng
actions,towardallitscitizens"'6.PblitiCalobligationisjustifiedbyeqUalcon‐
cern,whichisreqUiredbyinte厚ity'7．

’zSimmons,Ａ､1.2001:79,,.35．
’3Smith,Ｄ､2006:１４８．
１４Dworkin,Ｒ､1986:１７９．
１５Smith,Ｄ､2006:１４３．

１６陸rry》Ｓ､2006:199．

’71nhisrecentbook,Dworkina厚eeswiththisunderstandingbysayingihattheidealofpo‐
Htical航G8γijyis"theprinciplethatastateshouldtrysofaraspossibletogovemthrou8hacoherent
setofpoliticalprincipleswhosebenefititextendstoallCitizens・Reco8nizingandstrivingfOrthat
dimensionof2w7伽tyis,Ithink,essen廿altotM自gi伽伽肋"q/s如伽e花伽伽２１''(Dworkin,R、
2006:13,mikawa'semphasis)．
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3.3.BrothersunderaunⅣersalfather
●

Thisinsightinvitestwoissues:叩"脚ofconcernand伽伽Iobliga‐
tion・Thefirstissueishowintegrityofacommunityassurese抑IConcern
amongthemembers・Aristotlearguesthatconcemfromonememberto
anotherisnotnecessarilyeqUal・InhisfamousdiscussionaboutfriendshiP
(伽肋),heclaimsthat"therearebothfriendswhoareonanequalfooting
andfriendsonafOotingofdisparity"'8.EqUalityofconcernisnotaneces‐
saryconditionoffriendshipinabroadsense,andthereforeisnotaground
ofassociativeobligationsbasedonAristoteliantheoryoffriendship､Thatis
tosay》Aristotlerejectsthefourthconditionoftrueassociativeobligations・

RathelｳitwouldprobablybebettertoassumethatDworkinrelieson
Kant'stheoryof髄endshipinsteadoftheAristotelianone・InhisME加伽s‐
icsqftheMO"1,Kantwrites：

Theexpression'afIiendofman'inCludestheideaandconsideration
foM7"胸amongmen,andhencetheideathatinputtingothersunder
obligationbyhisbeneficenceheishimselfunderobligation,asifallmen
werebrothersunderauniversalfatherwhowillsallbliss'９．．

Therelationshipbetweenchildrenandtheirfatherincludes花c"0‐
czzIlove,butlacks２９”Ilove'whichistheessenceoffriendshipfOrKant・
Friendshipisloveamonge9Uals,andtherefOrefriendsexpresseqUalcon‐
cerntoeachothelBecausebrothersasequalsloveeachothepwecansay〉
withJacqUesDerrida,thatfriendshipisfraternity20､WhenDworkinstress‐
esequalityofconcernamongmembersofacommunity>heassumesthat
friendshiPamongcitizensis,hnessence,fraternity21EqUaliiyamongbroth‐
erscanbeassuredunder"auniversalfather",whichis,inDworkin'sar8U‐
ment,inte8rityascoherenceamongprinciples・Citizensaretreatedasequals
andbecomebrothersunderintegrityThusunderstood,equalconcernfol‐
lowsfromintegrityhotherwords,D5deducesfromD4．

’8Aristotle:1162a34.

19Ｋant'1.1797:ＡｋⅥ473,Kanfsemphasis、
２０Derrida,J､1994:293.

2'AfterexplainingageneraltheoryofassociativeoMgations,Dworkinwithnonoticestarts
usingtheterm"fratemalobligations"insteadof"associativeObligations"whenhejustifiesPoliti‐
calobligations､ThischangeofterminologysuggeststhatpoliticalobligationsarenotObligations
betweenchildrenandtheirparents,butobligationsamongbrothers.(RemindthattheLatin伽陀γ
means"brother".）
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Ｉｎｓｕｍ,citizensarebrotherswhentheyaregovernedandtreated
eqUallyunderinte8rityCitizensasbrothersowepoliticalObligationsasas‐
sociativeobligations・ThisisthepointofDworkin'sar部ment．

3.4.Obligationofobedience

１fmyanalysisiscorrect,Dworkin'sar8mentfacesatleasttwoprOb‐
lems､TY1efirstconcernsthecontentofobligations・AssociativeObligations
generatedfrombrotherhoodincludemutualaidandmutualrespect,but
nottheobligationofobedience22.Ａ、atureyoun8erbrotherhasnoObliga‐
tiontoobeytherulesestablishedbyhiselderbrothemThatis,associative
obligationsinD1andpoliticalobligationsinD11aresodifferentthatD11
cannotfOuowfromD1

3.5.Thewmdcommunity

ThesecondprOblemDworkinmustfaceconcernsthespecialtycon‐
ditionSupposethatD10holdstrue:acertainstateacceptsintegrity;Ｔｈａｔ
is,wecanfindeqUalconcemamongcitizensunderthebestinterpretation
ofthestate'spractices､Ifso,wecouldprobablyfindeqUalconcernamong
world-citizensunderthebestinterpretationofthe810balpracticesaswen
Wenowhavethe8iobalpracticesexemplifiedbyinternationallaw》inter-
nationalorganizations,govemmentnetworks,ODA(OfficialDevelopment
Assistance)andintemationalcooperationactivitiesofNGOs､Interpretive
propertyofassociativeobligations,whichDworkinstresses,leadstothe
conclusionthatequalConcernstandSnotonlyamongthecitizensbutalso
amongthepeopleallovertheworld・Thisconclusionfailstomeetthefirst
conditionofassociativeObligationsDworkinhimselfidentifies、

１，３．１，Isuggestedthatwecanfindemotionalbondsinafamily>but
notinanationalcommunity;ThatisthereasonwhyDwoIkinadoptsD1
insteadofD1'andemphasizestheintelpretivepropertyofequalconcern
inacommunityThisenableshimtoclaimthatanationasweuasafamily
holdseqUalconcemHoweⅧhecannothelpbutclaimthatnotonlythe

z2Green,Ｌ､2004:２７２．
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nationbutalsotheworldcommunityholdsequalconcernThisconclusion
isinconsistentwiththereqUirementofparticularityDworkinaccepts．

3.6.ArepoliticalObligationspersonal？

Finauy>Itumtothesecondissuelpointedoutearlier:Ｐ師0伽Iobli‐
gationMydoubtisthatwecannolongerregardDworkin'sar印mentas
atheoryofassociativeobligations.Itreliesonthethirdandfourthones
(eqUalconcern)amOngthefourconditionsinD5,butseemstofailtomeet
thesecondone(personal).TheqUestionis:Arepoliticalobligationspersonal
macommunityofprinciple？

Ｄworkin8ivesustheassertiveanswe､"1t[acommunityofp1cinciplel
makesthese[Citizen's]responsibilitiesfunypersonal:itcommandsthatno
onebeleftout,thatweareallinpoliticstogetherforbetterorworse,that
noonemaybesacrificed,likewoundedleftonthebattlefield,tothecrusade
forjusticeoverall"23.Thisanswel1,howevepmissesthepoint､Thesecond
conditionoftrueassociativeObligationsisthatanobligationisowedfrom
onepersontoanothemOntheotherhand,politicalobligation,asDworkin
heresuggests,isowedfromanindividualtoherstate･Evenpersonification
ofthestatecannotmakepoliticalobligationperSonalaslongaswefonow
Dwolkin'sdefinitionofassociativeObligations24・Inbrief,politicalobligations
inacommunityofprinciplearenotpersonal,andthereforenotassociative
Hence,D5isfalse・Thethirdandfourthconditionsamongthefourcondi‐
tionsinD5candeducefromD4,butthesecondonecannot．

4.Conclusion

Dworkin'sar8n1mentforpoliticalobligationsisoneofthebesttheories
basedonassociativeobligations・Thispapershows,howeve1ｳthatDwolkin's
argumentcontradictswithhisowndefinitionofassociativeobligations・
TherefOre,wemaynowconcludethatpoliticalObligationsarenotassocla‐
tive・Evenifwehavepoliticalobligations,thereasonisnotthatwetheciti‐
zensarebrothersunderauniversalfathem
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24PerrヌＳ､2006:１９０．

C池ze〃sJzsB7ot肋s？Ｃ耐caIIyAmlyzI"ｇＤｍﾉork伽o〃ＰＤ伽cZzIOM8uztzom

糸IamgratefultoKennethEhrenberg,KevinWaltonandotherpartic‐
ipantsintheWbrkingGroup"TheConceptofLawandLegalSystem"fOr
theirhelpfulcomments､ResearchfOrthispaperwassupportedbyGrants‐
iMidfbrScientificResearch(C)20530010fromJapanSocietyforthePromo‐
tionofSciencea､dGrant-in-AidfOrYbungScientists(B)18730009fromThe
MinistryofEducation,Culture,Sports,ScienceandTbchnolo部Japan

References

Aristotle[1926]・MCC伽c伽"剛Ｃｓ,withanEn8jishtranslationbyHRacｋ－
ｈａｍ・Cambridge:HarvardUniversityPress・

Derrida,J､1994.Ｐｂ肋舵s〃伽脱Paris:Galil6e・
Dwolkin,Ｒ､1986.Ｌ側'ＳＥ抑舵.Cambridge:HarvardUniversityPress・
Dworkin,Ｒ､2006.〃s伽加RObes・Cambridge:HarvardUniversityPress、
Green,Ｌ2004.Assoc城UeObI鞭伽川棚eS伽In:Ｄ伽伽伽州sCγか

ics:Ｗｆ州印Iieshl/D伽湘",ed､JustineBurley>267~284.Oxford:Black-
weuPublishing

Kant'1.1797[1977]・助ＭＥ”ﾊﾂSi紬rSi伽.WErkausgabeBd.ⅥII,hrsg，
vonWilhelmWeischedel､FranfUrtSurkamp、

距叩S､2006.Asso伽伽ObIj8zz伽s”州eObIj8zI伽stoObeyfheL〃・I､：
EXpIoγilZg伽肥岬舵The〃γ”雌"ceqfRo伽DzI)0伽,ed・Scott
Hershovitz,183-205.Oxford:OxfordUniversityPress・

Simmons,AJ､2001.〃sf伽伽伽L呼伽叩ES叩0"R妙ts伽ObI靭一
伽s,CaxxRbridge:CambridgeUniversityPreSs、

Smith,Ｄ､2006.ＴｈｅＭＺ１叩RzcesqfPbI加川聯ty・I､:E叩ICγilZgL側肥加一
〆花:TheMs伽伽cEqfRo加伽伽伽,edScottHershovitz,119-153．
Oxford:OxfordUniversityPress，

Takikawa》Ｈ2006.C伽Ｗｂ伽狗伽Ｗｾﾘiz花S伽加〃Ag2qfGlo加I加一
ｔ加?:Tbzo〃ziCo抑IexBo74deγs・ArchivfiirRechts-und'Sozialphiloso‐
phie､92.1:１４－２７．



目
（
）
ご
戸
少
印
Ｎ

鯵 鵠
弓
電
ｇ
Ｐ
ｏ
Ｏ
ｏ
ｚ
臼
白
窃
○
悶
届
⑦
津
Ｆ
シ
ｚ
ｐ
の
○
ｎ
屋
居
宅
国
唇
○
ｍ
ｏ
弔
西
〆

号

画
○
○
Ｊ
》
Ｏ
宛
缶
。
○
雲
『

門
シ
ご
ｑ
》
自
国
同
閃
日
ご
》
三
○
閃
」
少
昌
目
ｊ
ぺ

い
屑
竺
口
四
①
西
目
⑩

○
甫
斤
ピ
コ
α

“
乏
○
言
『
い
六
一
匡
乏
の
『
言
い
一
コ
の
い
い

。

●

ご
胃
虐
門
両
口
⑪
Ｎ

閃
己
目
目
同
ロ
国
昌

①
胃
Ｎ
団
閃
詞
門
由
目
ご
ロ
ｚ
胃
、
尻
目

〕
ど
の
Ｎ
【
目
ｚ
○
重
団
属
胃

、

く
く
皿
扇
Ｎ
四
三
画
Ｎ
○
一
○



Publicationco-financedbyJa9ieHonianUniversityinCracow・
PubIikaCiadofinansowanaprzezUniwersytetJa9ieHoiskiwKrakowie．

PubIisheWVydawca：

Ma9dalenaStOiek-Siwinska

Editor/Opracowanieredakcyine：
lzabelaRatusinska

Textdesi9n/SMad,Iamanie：

KatarzynaS}abosz

◎Copyri9htby
WoltersKluwerPolskaSp.ｚ0.0.,2010

ＩＳＢＮ:978-83-7601-898-0

FirstEdition/Wydaniepierwsze

PublishedbWWydaneprzez：

WOltersKluwerPolskaSp.Ｚ０．０．

PubliSher，saddress/RedakCiaksi学ek：
O1-231Warszawaul・Pl0cka5a

tel.(022)5358000,(022)5358200
e-mail:ksiazki@woltersk1uwer､pｌ

www・wolterskluwer・pl
www・profinfO・ｐｌ

Contents

Introduction………………………………………………….…………………………….….…………９

Analyzing出ｅＳｙｓｔｅｍｏｆＬａｗ……….……………..…………..……………….……………１１

Mjzγ伽ＥＧＯ肋咽
TheldeaofLegalPatholo8y……………………………………………………….….………..1３

Stゅ"OCoIIoc‘z
ThePbssibilityofAntinomy………….………….………………………………………………2０

Ｍ澱dSSz"bd

CarvingoutSpeechActs……….…………………………….……………………………………２８

WzIeγiOM伽fOlZzO

PlayingtheLaw:onMusicalPErformanceandLegallnterpretation……….３８

Hi伽Aoi

OverrulingandStatute-Correction……………………………………………………..…４７

ＮＭＳ抑ch伽γ

ChoosingbetweenDecision-MakingMQdels:ASP止eLeeJoint………………５５

Hiγ0版庇7hk伽皿

CitizensasBrothers?CriticallyAnalyzingDworkin
onPbliticalObligation….､6……….……………….……….………………….………………….､66

,“seMeye汚0〃
BmsofRightsandPUbliclnterestExceptions.……………….…………………………7６

５


