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NEAHE: S22 RAARAFENERMR, IR OIEHF &R
P — R R AR A A, R B AR e, AT AT R A R
ELHF BREZFRBAESNLETRARAMAE ;X TES . NERLT X
HRIEEZLFNBH L SFNERL TR AEZORRIE R, I,
XT—EBFAFOBMR . LFAETHF S50 L XBFHH EL7FA,
ZEAG BB @R — AR RN B AFTE? S, A EEMA T
LR EAERS U RIR LIS AR AL E A R A R AR A

¥ A RAEE L o S 3% (Andrei Marmor) M7 1l K « 5% 25 18 -+ ( Alexander Sarch)
R AR 22 @ B2 B ) (The Stan ford Encyclopedia of Philosophy) $# 5 #)“ The Nature of
Law” i) 4%, JiR CiH 2 W https://plato. stanford. edu/archives/fall2015/entries/lawphil-nature/ (i
Ja vl B 2020 4E 3 H 7 H) . ARFCEREEZ AL
wx EEPEEE o IBR L HEZS IR K22 Jacob Gould Schurman #7 2% 532 282, Wk « (%4 1#
+L B R A A= PRI,
ok B4, T E B0 R AR 2011 TR I 5K ] ik SO R ) AR o R ST AR
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AW E, R EEELLTAEREIFMNEG? ST, BRT R A EES LW
WAk R B AU E R ER R B B IE AL E
KRR —MERSE RGN EEOAENR FEFFEH

LI X A ] B 531 Ceypically) 8% Hi « % 3 54N 10 4 380, 12 A AL
JE T4 (What is the law)? JX 2% & —> H 5 1H 0] 8, HA& 58 25 PR X A ) 7
BB 5] Fsf i Ak 32 P9 AN [T AN [ o AR B 12 37 2 DR 3 A — M e ) 00 J 2 i
B R4 (What is Law) 7 53X A5 T AV B A9 — O 0] @ 7l i 1 sk e —
Fopl s i At 25— BOR LG A 4 802 500 19 3% 8 47 AIE L X SE R AE n] DL o 97 2
IR T LLBE BT, 0k M B A X — I A IR 5T PR A — R % B 2% (general
jurisprudence) , B & AE WA i P00 . T B E L R A B SERRAE, i H 2 A
HAE Ry vk i BAT 22 M JoT B 2% T 0 A X 2R R AR 1Y, TG 8 ik A A AR TR I fe]
My, SR BIEE A AR 3 03 g ) ok AR AR —— X R A L B AT T4
TS B A —— FRATTAR SR 5 2 150 BH g o] 23 Xof ) B 3 6 AR AIE 7 A 97 2 B i 2%
T TR X AR — R A e A S A FRATTA B SRR ) B %R L HE TR X
Tl 0 52 02 N 28 SCAk S M B () 5 T =2 — o AR IR R A R — B M 1 4
YR E BTETR R ARAT N AT SR ARl SO R A X — ML B
1 45 T P (reason-giving) [ [a] fin L od B, S — A i 3 2 55 10 68 (%) — > 32 2 4k
0o R EE TR ER 1 3R P R TR B O . kAR AT SR
W — (18 R 31 0 5 T 7 5% 3 A 23 UM (social convention) (AL AF 1 LAV £
LR T 4 T E AT R, X T A 0T 0 34 A (o 40 75 ik A — 2
P53« 0 I 7 AR Q] DX ) T 3k 4 288 BN g L 9 M R v R X A Y R A
AR[RH LA FH o DL RORT 2 e 1 S S A T T JH At A 3 4 S, 3] o A k2
IR

AR BEE LUR 3R 7 A D43 76 Tk A o X A R
FRATT T R AR AT A 4 S B RLYE B I A AR — AR Bl B R
HUR > 6 TR =2 SR 5 TR 8, Bl 2 FL Y 2 1 4 0 19 BOA BILAE i)
7 e, B R — A TR Z AR IR A7 3R — 00 TR A AU &%
A B — P B AT, G 6 X 2 A ) RO P TR [ ) M, X — 7 2 R R XL
A — D SEREAY O TR ML A B R S — B A 55 B
—TUE S AT 55 . U TR AR S5 A 46 25 i U R R a0 AT Sl A B L DA
K GE e R A AR B 22 95 Hoh . UE ST PEAT 55 560 1 [ 8 , MG 78 1 1 o
EEEBIEZ T AR N P IR R 2R E 2 B R U A
B 1F 24P (legitimacy) Fl1SZ A (subject) BSFIL AV EL A . 5 XF B A a0 L 1 B 15
ANIF L O6 Tk e B A s S TR [ T . B B AR U IR R
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TWAHESIPR BAFTE TATAL o SR, 25 AR S0 VL 7 27 SR BE 125 T ALY 1 1 3 T 4>
75 W RE TS # o FIOT ok . (AT AR5 T 1] 2 3% A4 18], )

PRIt T ) 92 A 80 9 2% A7 R W 2 A 1 R Y e (O A i A DG TR AR
P ) — M Ve BRI A P . AR5 — 0, AT UL OC T X A 32 A B
BeF B, TR ER A AT TNE K T — R B 2 M B A S e Ty i
W, LRI, S F A M (legality) B9 BT H BT WA 2L 4
HX PR AL G . ARAUHE S AT B IR T LR B9 2 v i A0 e 40 B SRR RS
g, pR o ASRIEfE L. A O19 R RUINITT iR, AR BIG I B T A e &
R By WAL PR B J5 & AN BOK « $100 (Jeremy Bentham) F12y 5y « BT T
(John Austin) 5228 B 7 1k . Wk A Sk 3 Ly P2 IR 2 R £, vl gk
TS - EATHT (Thomas Hobbes) M BUA 2%, X WAL 4L 2 Al 1Y 3 %
G T TR R A5 . R B R IR T R H AR A AR
AR SR AR S — At s g Se ), 5 S0k 3 AR, B AR F 0k 1
A R B 25 R IF R WAt 2 3 9255 R 5 R 5 LI AR 3 18 N 2 5 R A A0tk
FIOG . IEMISE F 9 F 2%« BT (Saint Augustine) B35 2 4% 5 0T 5 A
X Z RN RE: (lex intusta non est lex) 0

—. —REEZE

(=) HAER Ak i

PSR 3 SR EEW U A R E Y S A S R i E 1Y B
A5 A B 0 5K 23 AR 9 At 2 (The Social Thesis) #1743 # 4 & ( The
Separation Thesis) ., fh& @l 5k L —Fpat S B4 0 & 38 0 1 &
a2 gesE, B AE FLYE P (non-normative) 2F SE#) A, B3 A9 38 AR SEIE 3
SN T A T A LA ROV R B B B A R — B T T HL A
TR V6 AT ROME B9 BE Al Ok PR A T A8 BB AL AR s sz v, Al
TR R FNENGS . JFRMEARSIEE AT EBIETX—W0
SO ABATIRAT S S Ak 2 BT AE ¢ T EAE 1 SEA i 1 R A AR Y (ground)
AR R 2 B0k A SR 3 A R A X — L R A AE AR AR B SR —
SR SRR AT E T IR B B A 1k AR 1 g SR
T 4 S S G 1 — T N7 P 3 Bl i — I ) 32 38 D A S IR R R A 2
fﬂ‘@iﬂ%uﬁ(ﬁﬂgiiﬁﬁé%(the sources of law) . HRF I SEUE £ L H X —

{13 Augustine, De Libero Arbitrios On Free Choice of the Will, translated by Thomas
Williams, Indianapolis: Hackett Publishing, 1995, I, 5. see also,St. Thomas Aquinas, Summa
Theologica (available online in English translation: http://www. newadvent. org/summa/), I-II,

Q. 96, Art. 4.
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WL A1 7 2 R 2O s R E B A E A 38 e - A Sk 3 SO i AR E ik,
A A O AT D A B AR A S A A S S, W R O T AT B R &
S 52,

F AR 2 38 A A X Bl 0 F PR, — TR E 1 MRS A Tl 1 e e Y
TEPE M A BERC TEE A BRI RETE . O T O I ST R B e
WA L7 E B R B BB A I BN 3 M 38 £ Cuniversal morality) , #5
Z s AR AR R A T T N A B R T A AU HA 2 R U, o 4 g
DA RE B 25 0 — 3843 . AR, AT LUK ST 5 S O T A Y 3 IR 5 i
SHE AW (conception) , B 3 5K A I A UM A REIE J5t A B PR = 52, - 2

53 B A R A 4 i R — A~ B S M, B KRR R SR ],
BIFE R R 27 5 AN A A7 Z BAF & B o eg . SR, 40 5 i
2RI A i . A S AT 2 F R R T R R I AR A
VERRARAETETE bR A B R A E AT D e AR R A TE PR N A
FEos RS RN TR R P AR TR L SE M IR R B I AR TSI —HEIR R Y
A S 3 SCORT DU 32 5 R T kR O B B B e AR S g b T fiE
T8 kg Ao 85 A 2R P (A FRAT TR B 4 R IR IR 3 SO Bl 7N
X—FRE A K RS R ARy R A K S EE AT S
R4 o TETE ALY SE PR N 25 FI I8 08 22 18], ] BE A7 76, BT AR A 7E K i i B &
ZAb . PR A 2 B Y 53 B A R G B (concern) A RUME Y SR04
B K R A RO B9 A AN HOBE TR OGN BT B R R A R AT
LA FEMKH T AEAH S 358 T RN 2 A7

MV Z R ARINE T XFH AR B B o a0 X — A, AR
1’5@%‘@%%%1@?%(inclusive legal positivism) Y BB AR I IR 88 R4t 2 A AL
RV A RO 1 B AR S R IR A 2 2R S ) ANl X E AT TS g e SR R R 22
FR At 2 R B o (H R 2 M R R S IE T SO AR T R A S A I
OGO Y T P A A T A A T A T S AT TR 4 A [ A R
. #E oy MR FRATIR R A i B flh, B P BB A AR & B TE AR N AR R
BEMER T USR0S

FAR AR G 20 HE LD Bl R R MRS B AL L 3 32 2 A o HA% G2 1 a4 19 iR
AT i 2 X6 A O W A5 8 ] S SR B IR R AR O A IR AN R R —
WAL A B AR R ROME . O T RE A8 B0 AR v AR vk A R 20 S S A
B 33X WL A5 7R R 22 B0k 2 R R 2 5 FRATT I 1 ik B 12 A A SRR O i 0

(21 ZIER“ARELHIE” 1A %, https://plato. stanford. edu/entries/natural — law —
theories/
33 lanal 2 W, Wil Waluchow, Inclusive Legal Positivism , Clarendon Press, 1994.
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I YA A SRR 2R O & A AR Y S S 0 B At T AT A L ARG 4 Y 7 R
fan, 295 « 9E )2 (John Finnish) 3 AR (36 5 3 32 SCRRAS 1Y) 8 9K ¥ AR %t
SEAE R Z AT RO A BRI TR T R L Ry X (R Ay o T R e 4
) R A R B L SR TR A DA Ry S SR AR L R S AR IE
HI T 42 20 AT A TERE X e —FA S s A b R B TR N A WL
5 VR SCUE 2 Y 0 R HE A, A SR LA AR el L IR R — AN B
T b2 0 380 6 TR AR U A A i AR BT B AN ] b R 0 SRR A
WA LA H B eI A0 LA B 2 3k A SEE SO IR AN ) TG A JE S B Ak ny
PEER, FORXPE AT IRA R H e B B AT TE AT RS A2 X
FE L,

YRR R S 2 D ER A b SR — A OC T R A I P 2 B0 AT Y 1)
UK — A5, B B gl - 57K 42 (Ronald Dworkin) B9 35 B2 8 DL — Fioks 20y
TATUE K, KMk E I —MMEG & L B A RE = H A IF A E 5k
FEIETE T4 32 i N2 — D AR B vk PE R e e 2 . A A A0 W A5 2
DS L S M EZ o, BN R 2 5 e SR AZ . & ik A st
TE SR B B BRI A 2 - 1 0 TR 4 E R P R AT 4 AN ATl A A
TR TN Y R T A IR EOG T XA Y B A BN Y HE
PR 1) (L T 350 0 ke e T IR SRR B AT A

TEIR 4 B R0 JF AR e T 0% Ge 5 50— AN {840 15 1 30 i HH 40, T2 i T
— PR E IO TR AR A SO0, X — MR T A EER B, TE 20
el 70 AEAR, IR 4 R VR A SEUE W BNRAE T, B J0 Tk U B R AR ) A
PRI A E A A, IR 4 K RS UE 3 SOACH AR B R A
BCHY o AR 3K S — AN B R 15 PR A R 0 R0, 2 s 8 0 b ok A i DU e
FE o RIS IR 22 A Y D gy o — 2 Y X, BE IR A PR R DL — e
A To Ry R LUE . SR AN E ] TR R e T A
FERERE R AR eI E N B S A R E TR, SR, BV [ ) 37 M
ol A 5% . EWIE R g — DR L B T — LR
ok LI A sOIRRE Y 0y R S8 R B AT TAA EL AT 40 o 1) 4 5, B0 JiE 0 42 it
1) P AT R AR T R B X 55 L BJR EAT MR AR X7, X R i A B
FEARBEAR LB AL P g — A5 5L -0

SR 5 3430 5 0] e Ry A7 78R 5 D SIZIE 32 SC R SO o5 7 -l e il ) A0 1) 5 18 76 T
AT EEAE T RIEER &S MR RN CENT AT e AT A 25

{43 John Finnis, Natural Law and Natural Rights. Clarendon Press, 1980.
(53 Ronald Dworkin, Taking Rights Seriously . Duckworth, 1977,
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SIEEA R OCHD M KN Bk BB E R, F50 E P — Tk A
WIAFAE S &Y IE AR 43 )2 — b 1B 7% 5, ] DL Anate 7 PR o AR 40 7 0R 46 iy WL
s T R I ) 2 R T A S G v e A D 9 ) R N 1 R ) R
TEREOR MRS Y IR 20Z I U S AP A Y . H 5 22, i U ot 4 3 vk
L 0] 1 0 2 T R R 6 R A U R R RN R B BEE B BT RY
DA SO T e TR e 0 SRR, U R N ST AT BT ST
ST BREARA T NS00 o [ B 5 8 S U)K SR 95 A B il 1) (source-based) % i
LA Wgﬁ%ﬁﬂﬂg(content—based)%iE’*Jé:nb@.(*ﬁt?ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ%{‘@o IE IR IR 4
PLIRe o — PR AR T8 3R B IR A - AR A Ak, i R ik A % R T izt W] A
B 5 o R 1 L A A 4 A9 1 % B (constructive interpretation) B IE X .2y 3 DA
AR 1E 22 J DN g AR A ok A Jer ) o 11 ok, TS 4 2 1 AR i A Oy L6 TR
77— J0 35 A it D) 198 A 200 5 h U 7 %o = S ML P % B 25 5 . S8 U TE A
AT P L 28 K A Y LA A A T DR SE L T X T T R IR A0 7 R U G W A 1
14 3 2 e S AT B 6% A T A 1) 7 0 DA SR AR U P

ANTH U 5 A0 S 33 AR — o X 2 A D 0 1% U T 2 TE B Y O A 43 S i S
REAE B I RF (B 2 I SR 3 SO T B8 0 5 A7 7R 8K 4 BT B A 19 IR b 28
RUGREE A0, % -k A b R 5 S50 1 X3 A 5 A — R EE S A AR LB
2R I Y DX BT S35 19 5 A2 3% 125 A RS A B 19 IR Y8 4T 3 (norme-act) BY — K
YRR PERR BE . I ML B RV AT B RS B B b R Y — M
BRI P T 22 m] /b T ELIX 26 R0 B B — R SRR M AT RS B A
75 Y 4 K7 T 0 1) B 6 v 32 35 E (quasi-logical) 5 fiE . B0 B ) 2, 7 B
R TR AR R RS ) i A D U ) ) 2 R A A8 P AR OR3P T L IS 4 IR A
VE X Rl AR BRES d R R R A R AR A R . TR
DU Es) A A 4 A AR R % L K TT BB BOC T e I i S5 38 A AT 5 s 3 B
PRI AN BAT 248 A ROrE . o T BOA 2 R T RE S BH 1k R B R Al R A AT
B E LT ARG DRI AN A7 7E AT o] 2R V4 i sk f 2 1> 12 A 2 [m) (A 4 s i) ey
A AR SO IR AR A X e — A ] B, (H R ol N 23
CREAS B [ R T AR AR G b R i L R X — LT BE S R IR K
Sk ) ]

1E 20 tt24d 80 4R AR, FEIR G i — DM T A AE X — ) BB A 00 R, g
FORC SR 3 SCAY R R R S AE — A — RO i A R LR B Al 2 b O HL R
AR 20 00 i BEERRAE . A S S IR A iy R A e I HORS BOR & A

63 Ronald Dworkin, Law’s Empire, Harvard University Press, 1986, p. 225.
{73 Andrei Marmor, Philosophy of Law . Princeton University Press, 2011, chapter 4.
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EUXF T s IS AR 45 A7 B 9 3 01 L FRATT 20 BB 98 LA — b AH >4 17 5 Ay X OR AR 4 L
X, BEBEABIECQERAEEER., 5B Aoy 8 R, 2260 A A
PR R EOR T AR IR 2580 R BT B . AR A3k P 2 i BR A L AR
S B x BERE y A TR/ X G oeens” R SEA R R 250 . 114
WA RS VPN RS L SO/ I R o O R REORS B AR
— R T HRE S A R, TR A BT A AN R — A O TR P I A ) A
Mg ZHANA S EIIREY . EBERERNE, FNEZ FARMWA a8z A0 58
SAFI B AR A E BRI — 2598, I R IR 4 Y X S iy 2 I
A S I A A 28 TSR T AT 48T, Eﬁkééﬁ%%%ﬁ&ﬁm@%%

TEIR 43X — — MR UE Y 25 — A T U H B & B 0 s v . Rk T
2RO R T R I AR FEIR & TR 5 IR A 4 30 2 A B 1 1 . AR 4l
EAKMH H. L. ABER(H. L. A, Hart) "3RS, i B2 X8 T e
4 o B A 9 91 O o AR 2 A E T R A DR AN Y RE B R T A b S
SR 76 K 22 B bs HE A% D0 T o 6 AT DA w42 39 i R 3 R T e 20 i R A Ry
g'qjl\oﬂf)]

TEIR A WA RS S MR VE R S00E 3 = 7 FR el 5, SRR B AR
RS EIR G L A M R S T O L T A TR G R A A AR R G
73X — WS, (R AT X A OCER B AR 4 B AFAE B, — 5 I, IR 4 R R,
%@ﬁiﬁ‘@ﬁ‘iﬁf@%%%ﬁzﬁa%%ﬁﬂ@*ﬁ%‘gﬁaﬁaﬁﬁ?%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%
FRREPEYERT . O — 7, A MR SEUE SO ROPR Wk A A M X T R A X
— MRS — B IR SR B T AR IR Tk A Y M BT B T A B A P B 3 AN
%, AAPESTUE 3 Az At S am ; ffT] R 5K, TE AR A AR XORE — S
BT A 23 52 M A RO 16 T AT T A 45 0 AR AR 1 T 2 A 2 R ) A
B, R GE R R 0 A A . TE AR 40 YRR R G Y A DG
PEAR R F %At 25 T O A A SR P N 25 D 1 . AERE T L 3R AR OUL AL AR SR
By U0 5 B0 AE B PR AE Y ‘ﬁF {ﬂj fi {fﬁilﬁiﬁi (exclusive legal positivism) NI I
PR s — A~ R 0 2 A RO E DS T B PR P 28 . MR X — W TE A AL
{67k o (K R P & 9 BRI  WS/  F e i D WS N U 35 i 7 W

A BT BT A0 S, IS L R o A A A% S o b AR T A Y R A
FRIE , 000 SR 2 56 7 T8 PR o 194 B b UL At BRIV ATT 404 K 7 T A4 1R A A o ]
R A — AR . A I G R T (RS S AU Y T A 1 v SR T

(83 H. L. A. Hart, The Concept of Law, J. Raz & P. Bulloch (eds. ), Oxford University
Press, 1994, chapter 7.

{93 Andrei Marmor, Positive Law and Objective Values, Clarendon Press, 2001, chapter
6.
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TEAE R A A AL 23 R T WL 09 o DT 25 G 4200 ik A R A 4 7 3K — )
14 [0 2% 3 ™ o () PRI o SR T 00 3ok e 3 0 A 2 1 e T A ) T 1) = Pk L T
T E 2 A A P Jo e A b 4 PR B M 250 . AR 3 S PR B8 18, o A 1) A R 220 b AR
1T I L AR Tk S B R T R 58 A EULE Y B U B T A
faf L BLAT IR Z0 0 F UM, B i O Y 280 R B T AR DR . IR A BE IR i B AT T
JUTVE 0 JE BRSO 22 v B G A b AR T — A0 (Y RIS, T R A0 1
WS TE S B S P LT R SR S BOE Ay ik

(=) HAEM AL

PWLNZE Dy S, B — BB Dy — i e o R e e e AR S 8 T
ORI A7 A GE AP AR EOR . X — R E S SRR e e R ik 0k
B R (5 A7 A T s o P e g 2 b, SR BV R AR VA R IR T AR SN
R AR SRR MW g & T A R S, RS e Sk 3 KL
iﬂ%ﬂ*%ﬂjﬁﬂﬂiﬁT’%%5’%%‘]‘@%%@5‘]*4\%‘??@@»Htf){%‘?jé@}%/ﬁ\:ﬁﬁfﬂ?ﬁ@@ﬁ
Wz X Aok, 20 tE 20 i ik 3 SCHIE 3 SO ARl 1] T A A X B O AL O 5
G QRN PO I e eI e VAR T = R T N O i R /R E 0 o el Rl Y
AR, FEFRATIX XA G e v (18 4 A ) B FE P Ie Z AT, T RE T S AE .
O T VR 0 R TP T 1) A e R i B v R AR T A AT R R R A — A AR
PE B 06 PR RHAE L T8 HAE 3 A BB A 2 AR &R b A ] LA R B X — [R) Y
REZVIE T —DOEF5 AL . Jn e BRI LG TR AR A 5K L LA Rk st =
KR OE T b 2% A9 38 2 56 T 00 9 A 4 AR P (B 2 T 1D Y, A — 2 [ 2%
TESE 35 (—) /N AR e .

I 380 ok A ) i o T 1) ok, 3 LA R 22 ) EAH B L T R AT L > A A
L HREAT. 20 - BT IRAR A R AS B R AR AL — I LA
JEJE R . X BT S B KA — A R B T e
h T T A R E AY FE kK RPRFRATTAR Z O “ A R IR 2R P H B X R
— S PLEOE FACE R RS S R, S A B X B RO E X —E XA
FEREL 4130 , B 5 1 B B =2 TR A 78 1Y B8 9% OC B L 2 — TG T AR A Pk 1y
Fok . IR —IOC TR A B A R A R e 5K, T I R i A Y R T AR
T EBARGRE T BN B B AR BUE 5 S0% S AT REPE L I LA AT A B R R X S AR

B bR i Ah B AEAE 3 A — A IR, B T 3 4 5 3 4 25 Dy e 1Y) g
M5, 2B A R AR T, B, S » PLKE (Hans Kelsen) B 5 1A
R R a2 v R D7 B 28 B DL NG i R ) T BOt I B R R ), R A T A 2
R N EE A DIAE . 20 20 AR I0IE L B4 HL L. A MR 2
$i1 2% (Joseph Raz) #7 WA 3k — WL A5 o I 3 7 32 1 1% e ol 4 T o) 222 L0 A AT %) T 2E AT
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PR R o D G AT 2 . X HLA A IS PR b SO XUEE Y 0 Tk A A0 <R 1
M 0 A R s B DA K RV B IR AN B IR 4 5 I AR AT AR 3 v K4 1Y
HoAth Ly BEAR HL A . 56 ) AT o] b 2 244 2

BT 50 TIA H VI A A A8 BB A A L VR T Y LT T 1) (AU A T AR
G T A Y R 2 rh R BB BE HL L. A MR IZ S IR AR, AT xR
W T A HE A A A B U I R AR A ARSI A 2 R3S ok
YL+ Sl I T8 i R 1K A — > S RV R A A 2 Ak 8 KU £
AN B 2 S A TGOF S IO 14 AR AR - - TR L B 229 4R 3 Al B IO G o i K )
— TP BRSO I O R I Y B 1R 25 T (reason-giving) JIRE Y 5 I 24 45
Je IR H B IR R . BN IS B9 SRR E AT AT RE K B R R R X —
A — A TR AT A A 2 24 4 3 3 A 000 A D8 47 3l B B Pl RS,
A0 QSR AN PR Ok O A A 1 — A B R AR IR 4 ok R L 1
AR 2R A AE 2 I Y ot gl b e 0 0 00 2 8 2 A AR A A o X S B
LR FE T A XA A A v R D RE AL S BT LR AR A [ X AU
S, T2 5K 88 T 8 I AN I HE A 5 0 At AR A BE D R R A — R R

SR, 1 A AL FRATT SCAL v A4 2 RE 55 HG 5t ol 1 ThT i) 22 18] B9 R 2%, 22 LG i 4 i
AR B B R e AR R U A N ) TR R R A R A
F14 R A DB 408 Ak A R AL 2 T SOME T (49 BT 308 ) IR B8 IR 85D 9 T i T LA
AR . XSO T AR T B RESE PR R BT A AR 5G4 D5 B4 AH LA
g B iR VR OR . RIRE ANk, FRATT B 2 0 BT T SR AR Y S 3 R
BRI A AT T O R AR AL 2 T B ME— D) BE 6 BR 28 T FL ik o Wk i g R R —
S A 1 NV A B PR T L, S T MR A7 S B A o A S R A B R A S R R
B RO TR SR AR UL TR AN S R R R A AT A T T R AR R BRI RE
1117 30X 46 2y BE 5 9 3 110 5 ) 41 0T 1 R0 o ) R A DD RE A AR R

“PASL B A2 KRR b RE S i O H 7 A e AT B B ok AR AT R
X — A E 229 20 fE20 bt — B3 A R0 ) Bk e QRS £ X
RO B2 1ok I EVA A B 3 SR Ak FRATTAE IR AL B FE A b T ik
ERFA R BE SR A PR . ARG 2l b eIk Be 800 1 35 o BE XfE
SAF AR T RAOFEERMN S 5 A B A AN S . I A B
TR X Tk B 552 s L 2 ] 3 0 S afle 58 17 R M B IR L8 3 N L 5 AT
e S R B R 5T L 36 0 e RIS 2 BE A5 444 5 8 AT 00000 32 A 4 2R 2 B8 1 B
TH . Pk A B s 2 R SR —Foh TS B 2 B Bt 2 Bk sl A
A U A 22 IR S HY ST AE 2 R AR E B I R — A Y

£10)  Supra note (8], p.82.



302 IEXRARME

F A B8 I SO AR A 36 0 ML M AL B 1 3 L
SO 5 TS AL 4 b O T 465 A i — A

ST VR 0 ML S 1 T T B 0B % 1 AR B v e A
L 0 B B T — A 36 T S 1 B 0T 5 5
S HAT AP A AR G 1 T 43 L 100 25 WE 1 B 0 A0 2 2 e — i AL
BPERE 2R RO R R R SR, AR T T R U R4
A S A IR TE SR . AR L AT 95 1 0 R A A 0
SR B L O T 2 50 R — A 8 9 T 4 4 B

R 522 00 2 B 152 R 30 o 25 9 1 A6 £ €5, (02 024 KU
B9 5% 5 1 4 65 B o 12 57 A 0 T o0 58 o 2 0 0o A — R 2
LA 24 5 5 0 S A 8 B0 A5 AT 17 B 9 T 639 B A
T 4 1 B T30 3 S SRR 9 e A T 1 RS 5 9 e 0 i ok
35 R ) e B SR L ph I L2 47 3 5 Ol T 4 B T 2 o 46 47 3,
T A 5 5T A A2 T30 B 1 5 ) 2 e i —
DRI 25 7 V20 50 g 5 (P J2 ] B e 320 5 0 0 0 ok R £ 1) P
A 0 T 0 A8 2 6 T 7 M 00 DA KT K S ol B . TR Xt
P T L 1 I R 17 25 JCE 4 2 U 1 B AT 7 1 0
T B 58 111 B 0771780

LA T L5 1 68 T A B 2 TF SRR 1 S 0 T 5 A LA
IR A S AT BB 95 5 B R — e A G AR K
F 25 1 5 8 3K TE SRURIE? X AU E ) Cauthority-capacity) 1 3 » 5 A4
SSCRE TR GF 6 5 1 - 4 e T A AR B T SRR 0 S 7 75 2 A0
i SR T D FCAE 4 B 95 500 B B % T 6 AR A B P 4
FICA H TR R 7 0 SR 6 P Bl A5 50 A2 B A L 0 20 B 7 B
R T 2 81 g 0 0 02 A U e ke I 2 12 S fl 53 B8
FAG AT AR (L IR 2R A R SR R, R,
530 — 3 I 5 BB 0 92 Cefficacy) 36 RAR G . 3k HL 08 49 3 A% J2 Bl Rl 9
o 8 50 R Rt 3 75 TR B R A 2 AR IR — R U 2 DA
52 e 0 e L LS80 A 1 2 5 7 FUAT 2 9
A T AU B HE AR LA e W 1 5 o 5k 05 ALt o AU A 5 o i
BORE A2 5. B 2 RN T R I TR A 4 A 4 AR B A A
30— S T 50 AR W A R 12 86 T R B —— B 4

(113 Joseph Raz, “Law. Authority and Morality”. in J. Raz, Ethics In The Public Domain .
Clarendon Press, 1994, Chapter 9.
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AT — TAL AR S 22 T0 R SC, HU X T A4S A8 32 9 0 Y AR Y S 4 T
B B RE A" A2 AR S Wl AT 7 3k — R) A R L LA X T 2
AR ER AT Bl B A A 4 B A B SR R A BI 4 Cauthorship) o

PLZE 5 T AR M 8 W o HE At 1 v A S0 2 AL T AR R A Y
SCRE S IR R B EORAE Sy — FhoSUBR M i Tk J7 98 19 R AL RE A AR R B A B BRI
R s T JIC 20U 12 R A T LA TR B IR 8 2 1 DR, AT 2 — IR A A 5K
PR IR A 3200 A AR ROCFC AR I 268 7%t R T 14 2% I 3 RS T 12
B EIr AR AR B RYD o AR BT B 2% 0 B BR Pk AR T P IR 4 0 R SEIE
TGRS WA TR SOE T AR . X R PR DL B BT S R
AR 20380, TR T 2 A — ek B 0 P e 1 — A EE R

SR o 08 125 AN J 1) 6 A T R R A7 U B O I 5 1 12 A ML P ) B8 T
FME— A AR IR AT SRR R R IE 3 SR A L A R I AN BT b S TE AL
MM Z b B AT EAE BT 5 — 4> A AL — > OUE P 4 S B e fE
g 7= A= A7 s By, JUHJE AT B8 7 A2 (557 HE ek ¥ o X ok, MO L
WA B IF AR A 55 . IE AR A « A8 AR (Leslie Green) FIr WL B Y, “ e 45
8 < AR A GRIAD RIS 2 A o 33— WL st 55 A AT S 55 WL A& B A e 2 2 L A
I s BRI A I — 535 D R DAL B T 3 B 7 o 3 1
AR 120 X BLAY A, B 0 2 O TR AL U Ay 0 R 1 A A B R K T
KL RE S AT Fh 7 2 SAE FRATT A AT sh B el b g AR E R T - X 5
(David Lewis) ] & () — /™7 5 Wi 7 09 338 o R B0 002 A Sk KASE 1) . —
HE S A PIRATE T A8 % i e 5 T o LAY 15 SR R DR T Y A XA — o R
R LI IR A BB AT B ATTRERS 7 A 5 A X A 5y . AR RETE B 32 Ak
A 55 i v b A T A, T P AR TS BT A G B AR R LM (coordination
conventions) FgHJ  77* £5 IR 2 WIRVE PR URLAE 25 2 55 PRy . (H= AT BEIRI Y 2
AR Sy 1 A Bl T 2 S B P 2 AN S DM PR IO 7 AR 28 T T VA R T RE AR
2 S BR b p A s O R — i A 2 2R e B 2R S A 3k e A R R
(constitutive conventions) Jf /N g B Ui A2 X L 28 S5 75 1Y L — P & A2 i P AR 1)
IR R DT 58 o BTN R ST G AL I K P R A AL D) B O R R S T A e L ) Y
PIME [ 50 5 7 AR LU BRI 0 Z T IR A A7 78 5 A DM TR) R 2 i ke . G L A g
TP KL DRSS T30 2 B B F 3 A — b AT 2 R A 2 5 b At & 16 gl
A RS BRI P 23 M AR B T I E T X — ) PR AL S SRR (B, SR X AR AN 1
AU ARLE S EMTBI AT 5 A AFAE . F LR AR B AN RE 2 5 i by ik

(123 Leslie Green, “The Concept of Law Revisited”. Michigan Law Review . vol. 6, no. 6.
1996, p. 1697.

(133 David Lewis, Convention, Harvard University Press, 1969.
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B AE) B A 55 e X — 45 4 R AR 4 .

B AU K AR U AR B T R Bl A S AR X — S5 ok
V5o ST ] Al AR 5 1 Y B — SR AR R A AR e AR — AT
P ln] R, 2 B B O B 453X — ok © A M Tn) B3R 38 8RR 77 DLk,
1717 5 Ay 0 i ) 2 < — T 2 S BR B AETE A B O R R AT N X 55 2 5% 5
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X ETC N E G, ERMR, ~ B AL S T sc ik, 9 7k E et
A A E B AR IR AT A R X LU T USRS A g
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Y e 5K LU B 0 381 R RE A S 55 30~ A ) L B HI o PSS A PN 7 i 3 3 17 R a5
KA X LR R Y 73X — o SO R AT AT R e, E2 R AR R R
A G R DU 5 AN B A AT ] A 2l ] A A5 07 > BB FE R X — R, 2R, 7R
TAHE U 5 AN B8 A V2 B AT At A A R At 7] 75 7 S AR vk A RN A7 8 7 5 —
B, EATHESUR T RATBE AR AT RUE R . SR AR RS BR L
W AT Lh it — R AT 55 LS 50k . (B2 WRAEAE X —Fh L5 R4
B R AR TAMER GETER) i B - IR A R — R E T 5. 2
AEAE X FE — T0 305 ST 3 ) — B L35 3 T S 55 2 75 O AH G IR AR R 1 i
FRAE , 36 FF — 28 57 e 1Y) [°] RE7E 10 38 18 18 55 B SCER R AR LT 2 ki, — o8&
FR L G T 6 S 1 L, Al a0 200 A 31 30 S 3 N,

SR B JT , — e 7 52 58 1 8 JF i Jo B o A 1 R S M A HL A e 2 Ak 73X — R
o AATIEFRAT T AR P el DL — 6 55k A0 PR T3 T B O ER Y O 5L
M FR AT AT By ) Forp — S X5 () 40 Enoch I Marmor) B fE &R W, %
MG A AE LA 28 6] 1 07 PR T AT AT 20 3 e o HG At €0 3l ot , 0k A
S5 A SR A I 5 30k S XU A A R R R I 22 s e LS AR A .
LAt 2 Y 4 B Pk ZERAH L, A DA — Fh U RE B 7 s 2 AR AT B B
A AN — > AR SR £ BE PR T A B RS O Ml AT Sk R — B
PP R SR T ) R A AT AT Bl 38 P o R 2

(14 SILg b “BIE X 57 ik B L5 1A 45 . https://plato. stanford. edu/entries/
political-obligation/ , https://plato. stanford. edu/entries/legal-obligation/ , f J& i 7] H #}] : 2020 4
3HTH,

£151 Mark Greenberg, “The Moral Impact Theory of Law”, Yale Law Journal, vol. 123,
no. 5, 2014, p.1118; David Enoch, “Giving Practical Reasons”, The Philosopher’s Imprint, vol.
11, no. 4, 2011, pp. 1-22; Andrei Marmor., “Norms, Reasons and the Law”. Cornell Legal
Studies Research Paper No. 16-19 (2016); reprinted in K. Himma et al. (eds.), Unpacking
Normativity » Hart Publishing., 2018,

(163 Mark Greenberg, “The Moral Impact Theory of Law”. id. . p. 1118; Scott Hershovitz.
“The End of Jurisprudence”, Yale Law Journal , vol, 124, no. 4, 2015, p. 1160.
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FE 20 et i B Jm = AR B 6 — Ak B 2 O LR A IR 32 SCAY T Yk
i R T A B T R e ] . XN 5 R e 1) B R IR 4 (AR 1)
(Law’s Empire)— 5 5 MU ARAT ) & 5 3IXAS 45 F 3k AUy — Fhokk 23 52 2
P8 3 AR S — o TR 20 10 i 88 P S 0 RT3 4 b L (0 9K Ml 7 1 o R OF M 1
) o T ELAT A G T 32 1 o A 30t LA 2RI A Oy =2 M e iy, DRI () AR 2 3T
MYER . 2 AN TFAS DR 43 SEAEIR 4 00 T 52 B 2 M R Pk AR 1 1 O A5, B0
IR & RS 1) AR N A (TR E & 5TEIRE — R A T XA —Fp 5 i
W £ X E B W EE— A B2 0 5 B bR, BV 58 & R — A BHA 3 i
T R A b S MY OC T YA R B R B 1Y AT ek . GxX sk, DL R HAth B 2
1T A P 0 A% 0 — M 12 327 ) D VR IR PR K S5 R 45 1 SR s A A5 B A 3

SR X A dd k2 28 AU B - A ) 25 B B4R BL 1 22 3R 4T 2 RN I 280G T ik A
P T A% 48 100 Bk B G B A AT I i T ok IR R IR S 2 4 PR R
BT Ty ], RIS AP, — S A R X RS R S, R
PR B AT, T I A N T TR RO B PRl . — A TETE 26 i BT 52 4
B AR W) Cartifaco) P£ BT AR 5C , B7E DA =5 52 b R A5 OC T i AR PR T
AR LEAR VY L X DI AR T A NEY 2 i AR TR H R T
B R 8 Al N R 5 T N B R AR S R A T2 S A G
B ENTIETEZ 8 DL KIB N b2 A R 2 M F Z 4k 20 55— 2% 91 )
e 2 7 BB 98 U8l 0 DG T30 F WA R TP N H L B AR S WL H 2R
JFH 25 v 0 Fe T S o S [71 25 DG T 1ok ik e R ) 2 i 1A 468 ) UL ) R, 200 SR
XAEF A I AEZ RN — B F RSB ENNEREHIBETRE
TR B3 UL AR s P BE AL 06 T B ) Y WS IETEBEAT P, Bn L TE B
IR JErh 6 AT B VR F TR M T R B R L B 4R P AE S H AR
W E LTI 2% (meta-metaphysics) B 1518 W 1F 78 — % 12 B 2% 10 15 B3
HR , XS R B R SR FR AT TR M b 2 R 2 AT 55 1 B O AT e AE

(173 Scott Hershovitz, “The End of Jurisprudence”, id. , p. 1160.

(183 filtn Al = W, Luka Burazin, Kenneth Einar Himma and CorradoRoversi (eds. ) s Law as
An Artifact ,» Oxford University Press, 2018.

{193 Andrei Marmor, “Law as Authoritative Fiction”, Law and Philosophy , vol. 37, no. 5,
2018, p.473.

£20) HrafnAsgeirsson, The Nature and Value of Vagueness in the Law ., Hart Publishing,
20165 “On the Instrumental Value of Vagueness in the Law”, Ethics vol. 125, no. 2, 2015, pp.
425-448. Andrei Marmor, The Language of Law . Oxford University Press, 2014,

213 Mark Greenberg, “Legislation as Communication? Legal Interpretation and the Study of
Linguistic Communication”, in A. Marmor and S. Soames (eds. ), Philosophical Foundations of

Language in the Law, Oxford University Press, 2011.
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SR IR 2 7E 1R R B G 0 A DL Ry — R SO b A i R B A il
B IR L2 AT B — A UR AR R AR B S E AL . H R X R AR Rk
Bl (R L 2 R A A 0 i B B IR ] 2 5 R AT IX ORI B 2E R TR RE A8
TEFRATT AT 2 — Lo A R A 45 2R

ZVREFNAER

MV BRI PO E, AT S RIS FE A A, b — A IR
P2 5 FREPE AR OG0 55 — AN UAE R . 35— A [al e [a] (9 02, X T 08 T I5 Ik T
P F B S H B RS AR dE R A 47 Bl — B (first-order) 3 H BB
TEAEHR 1Y H AR (target) JE AT 4, DLRCE ATl B B2 M 4848 13X A HAR? 56 =4
5] R 3 r] ) 2 FE R A g i IR I B T R A e B — B ik A e 2
T N TE B B0 AR B R PE O PR 0 BB DB TR A T RE A R AR R . Bk
A 0] R 23 AT LA S

(—) 2R IR

P h A - R E B AR R, 5 — A I 0 H AR A G, B ik a
S R MR IE T A E 07 b T #E —Bri @ e Y Hix
Tt 4 2 T A 2 H A R D7 R R R U A4S B — D B 1 N A o
B K S B0 B AT DR G A R B ) RS A L D R e WIS A8 TR R B OE Y
HiFH > A6 A [R) B8 22 o] A s 40 B

TERXAS ) EAFTE LR F MWL . 55— B WL O 32 B2 S AR S AR =€
MY RE A& 2 B s R 0 R R PSS e TR S R R R, X —
L SHENZECGEREEL S ) (The Concept of Law) FHEC, 25 —Fp W
SRR 8 43 AT v SR B BT SRy VR B 14 37 3, O ELRE R R O VR X R —
Tt AR < S i AR B T AR A 0 S A AR 4Rl — bR SRR BT . B =Rl R 1Y
M A — s v B 2 R AN 2 JT MR Y M 78 5T (metanormative inquiry) B9 5 —
A3 3, 3K AT T 5 A Y P 2 U B A ST AR B A AHER R . S PO RO R R

(223 Gideon Rosen, “Metaphysical Dependence: Grounding and Reduction”, in B. Hale &.
A. Hoffman (eds. ), Modality: Metaphysics, Logic and E pistemology, Oxford University Press,
2010, pp. 109-136.
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FILRE P (prescriptive) Wi B A AR AR BRIS 19 H B9S2 3 40 18 B 0 26 B (15 3k A1
KA E B AR A5 S PR 4 0 TR AE DGR, A S vA A G B A
AR R ik S e i — P A R A RS . B TR S IR A e Bk R
W RS R B AT T i ) 2 S ()

L HER 7 B W

R M A& 20 A WL AR ik A B B A 4R R R pO S, T LB Tl B B A
S BT O T A DA S CH A A DG HE S A O RO T — AR B AU
BT S AT 55 B AR 2 AL 08 BB AT Y 58, 3k 28 58 f 7 1 IR L
BT B O TR A A & (R B AT R 7 vk A S 557 ik e ] T ARE )
7 G 7 B R B 2 35k S 5 AR Sy 2 7 ) B 3K A A S A 2 15 T A E
TEIE . A SR S R, — AN iR A BS B 7 UL IH B A ik AR S (kR %
MR8 15 LA A 251

1 H. FATTRE 0% 38 2o iz AR & 20 M J7 ¥ s — S AR T R A 3 [T 5 i L R A 3
OAE— PR AR BIE . BXRh iR R e RN KR F T R B B bR S 2 A5 B IE
B 3 FH B R HETT 4, 9K 5 AR A 5C 1% B s i 8 0 B 98 A 6 3k — o BRI
TR X AU B Fe VI T T AR e e B BTN & B IR IR 43X Al
PRAL T RO BB IE B AR . R S, SR XA 16 W S B E A A S T R
FENETE « A A B0 b A A0 45 S I 2 33 (58 {0 1) 1 Sk 2 150 B B R B TE R S
o W AZ UL B R E SIS 7 AR T B L TR A 25 2R T HLR DL — R AE Ul
RS N B Y I 20 QMR R A R B 0 77 20 77 AR X R 85 21 IR A 7E XA B X
B FRATRT DA U B R S A e T AR A

B2 )T PR AR OC B0 (EUBER) —— 3 8k B (ERORD IE 2 R A
WEERGEWARTT— A E2 )7 0y, ol kb &l 7 AT
il DL AN (] 9 7 2ok B A ME AR B DA R FRATT G Fak S & B . PR UL, 3R
TR T P EE RS0 e .

Ko E & O B — AP B R B E R (possess) MM FEL/E—NMIEFRES
[, A5 4 3k i 1% ME 8 e 2 R 7 7R R S R 7 I Guridical sense) (ifif JE B}
S0 ) A A AR XA T AE Aol Bl L R, O Tk A AR Y 1 fiE
o LA PR A Sy 2 O T an A A AR AR B3R . AR R X A A
ST — A A T T, R L AT A IR A (AR ) — AR AR — R
WA T ELA NS AT X RO T LGB RS T L BT

(230 BRT i BB 2 X0 3h AT A A A 20 A O 1 B9 R A 3T iR, see Scott Shapiro,
Legality, Harvard University Press, 2011, pp. 16-22.
(24)  Supra note (6], pp. 32, 43-46.
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(J. L. Austin) 1 3% /RAA$F « #i /R (Gilbert Ryle) #H & B A8 2K H % 18 &
42'?%#0[25]

SR 3 b Xof 2 408 BEAAE A vy B A LBl . B Y M B B T e 2 G
2, RS B T R 4 0 0 SO T IR UE L X IR IE AT DL S
R« B A2 T A B 00 7 0 v A 1 ABE A o T T ARE % 19 3 R S AN 23X — A )
R, BV v A I A TR AT B RS RIS TE Ak I A L R B A v i L IR A
A S N R U B OC T AR AR 0 G, B OGRS L, B
T, AR A A IS A T B L X RO SR R (A IR 4 O TR A B AR B 2 AT
2B AU DA R A 485 R i S AN I ] B Al A R — B =D R T 4
WENIFARZEAVAE. F2BAERI T — DM, Rl
18T AR AT S B 20 AT . IR AT S0 R T AR A IR A ok
AATTE A 22 A — A WL AR A e A 3 5 20 AT 2 AR R X — TR A 5
PRSP, BT A AT A G T T PR AR K T A AT ik A A IR A i
AR IEARA B, U A S B 50 b 3e R 6 QT I AR 4l 2 A4 (i
A AR AR R TR D "B AR RO SRR A Ml 5 5 A S R TR R A
AL B2 AT G T AR A AR H8 2 AT 27 1 G DU 0 98 R e 2 AT e A 1
W IR RIFEAN G B, IE ANFE IR 4 BT S A i A S RO AR — A S Y B
7 TR K B R BT AN SR 56 T A I A T A B O P A O S
Ui T, X BB IR 1R

HR AR 1 RIS AIE , 0 SR 3R AT AR 4 35— B i A B R R 2 0 SO 3R K A
SR A B AT P I 2T DAk e . 158 T DL B s R R R N
MES M7 I — WA SR AEIR 4 0 1 A SR R ATT & B B, AT 7E
R 2 K 4 A O 2 097 B 1 R I 45 R BE& 408 . Cof it i 1T 5 3 4
SH T 2SO HU, WK 57 2 A B 27 S A A 0 4y
B BT L I8 206 18 X 2 7 3 — 18 F G 1t B L %) [ 2, 5 A 4 A
AN 0 8 3 S B e Y A 9k A AN T AN el L X AR T vk A S
FATATRE 2 N 058 28 L o2 P o = & A& 0 M7

XA PR B R T WS S R AR O RS S U — A
RV 1) A B 3 R 0 ) A AN 56 A 1 B O R A AR P L B AR KOG
TFAZAME S B BERRAE 514 2438 O X SRR S e . X R,

(253 Andrei Marmor, “Farewell to Conceptual Analysis (in Jurisprudence)”, in Waluchow
&. Sciaraffa Ceds. ), Philosophical Foundations of the Nature of Law, Oxford University Press,
2013, pp. 210-212.

(26) Supra note (6], pp. 43-46.

(271 Supra note (6], p. 44.
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T DAl 35 T R A T A P )4 0 v M S AR IR Y R e R A R AR AT AN
/@%ﬁﬁmiﬂa&i‘}ij_/l\*%u,ﬁ%ﬁxﬂﬂzéﬁﬂﬂfiﬁ?ﬁ? A DR B T
AR R LR AT AR — B ) R A R R

SRNT  3X A YR B Oy £ E’Jﬂé?’@f,u%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ@,LJ&E#IE%F‘EEEE’JW
HHENEE RS S, W2 T Z B HEPE 2 — A 57 B 30 A ]
JE L FETE R A L T S IR X H AR R E AR ik
MOl Fr A RS L A 7 i 2 B ol e S R R TR R RN A
AR NEBER, — 7 I, AN SR — > vk A S U A 4 42 N T o v 38 v
A & A S A% FIS S X IPE 1Y (parochial) H FLA# R 50 1 2% 385 G R 4
AR IXAS BRS040 . T — D5 T, AT AT BB 25 PR BE , 22 A HL I AF 7R 5 1 N
A1 i e =2 ) L R A B vk A D 3 A T A T el o A 0 AR S S B A S
FETEEAE —ABEAS . (B [RIRE AT BE A2, 3 ME 8 AN 2o 2 3R — il i (thin) #E
A BIAATT Hh T 20k A S R S AR i A ) R R A A AT A A I A
B

XF T A 2R & 3 BT — A O TR 2 A HHEAE T A [l FR AT
A2 — TP RO A N L A O B T A AT = S IR A
P 5 A B BT A R AT 25 AT A O 3 [] * 5 ik A ] k2 4%

(281 X PR BT Oy =F 0 OC T U0 A ME A 00 0 L FE SXORE — 28 STk P 45 LA S, 40 Joseph
Raz, “Can there be a Theory of Law?”, in Golding & Edmundson (eds. ) s The Blackwell Guide to
the Philosophy of Law and Legal Theory. Blackwell, 2004, pp.4-7; Nicos Stavropoulos.,
“Obligations, Interpretivism and the Legal Point of View”, in Andrei Marmor (ed.), The
Routledge Companion to Philosophy of Law. Routledgey 2012, pp.78-79; Scott Shapiro,
Legality, Harvard University Press, 2011, pp. 16-22. 3X 7] &5 J& W& 45 7% A A8 28 Wl 45

£293  Andrei Marmor, “Farewell to Conceptual Analysis (in Jurisprudence)”, in Waluchow
&. Sciaraffa Ceds. ), Philosophical Foundations of the Nature of Law, Oxford University Press.,
2013, pp. 215-217; Joseph Raz, “Can there be a Theory of Law?”, in Golding & Edmundson
(eds. ), The Blackwell Guide to the Philosophy of Law and Legal Theory, Blackwell, 2004,
p. 10; Brian Leiter, Naturalizing Jurisprudence: Essays on American Legal Realism and
Naturalism in Legal Philosophy . Oxford University Press, 2007, pp. 177-179.

£30) Andrei Marmor, “Farewell to Conceptual Analysis (in Jurisprudence)”, in Waluchow
&. Sciaraffa Ceds. ), Philosophical Foundations of the Nature of Law, Oxford University Press,
2013, pp. 216-217; Brian Leiter. Naturalizing Jurisprudence . Essays on American Legal Realism
and Naturalism in Legal Philosophy . Oxford University Press., 2007, pp. 177-179.

(313 Joseph Raz, “Can there be a Theory of Law?”, in Golding & Edmundson (eds.), The
Blackwell Guide to the Philosophy of Law and Legal Theory, Blackwell, 2004, pp. 7, 10.
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(323 Joseph Raz, “Can there be a Theory of Law?”, in Golding & Edmundson (eds. ). The
Blackwell Guide to the Philosophy of Law and Legal Theory , Blackwell, 2004, pp. 4, 10.

330 WA Wag R “HE & IR & 5. 2 ¥ 4>, https://plato. stanford. edu/entries/
concepts/ . B Ja il H#]:20204E3 H 7 H,

(343 Nicos Stavropoulos, “Obligations, Interpretivism and the Legal Point of View,” in
Andrei Marmor (ed. ), The Routledge Com panion to Philosophy of Law, Routledge, 2012, p. 79.

1353 ik %% . George Bealer, “Intuition and the Autonomy of Philosophy”, in M. DePaul and
W. Ramsey (eds.), Rethinking Intuition: The Psychology of Intuition and Its Role in
Philosophical Inquiry . Rowman &. Littlefield. 1998, pp. 201-239.

(363 Alexander Sarch, “Bealer and the Autonomy of Philosophy”. Synthese, vol. 172, no. 3.
2010, pp. 468-473.

37 ZIWERB AT AP AP 3 XAy i 45, https://plato. stanford. edu/entries/
platonism-mathematics/ . 5 5 Vil H#1:2020 46 3 A 7 H
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J2 PR LAt S8 T Sy MR AR A G AE BL Y 5 TT LB 98 A RS 34 T A 3 S AR AR 1Y
G CRAG AR 2 TR ) B T DA J R Bk i 0 B2 o 5 ANt o BT L 8 4 A SIEHIE
F NG A 2 TR A OC T R AT 4 R AT A T RE D R i
RAT 20 5 5230 J5 O B ARA R A AL 2 50— B e T AT 0 R &
S HER F SR WA A PR BT . A B AR — R e L 3 0 SR
S Fof 3 i RT3 ok R R A B 0 i Sy JHL 2 S 4 O 150 T 3k 2 2 R A3 4
i 3 [ A8 AR T 3 HE IR A A AR A 2 S IOk e B VA L R AR B Y

— PP A B0 TR WS 2 B SR8 R B 22 (naturalized jurisprudence) , 7
SR« EFF (Brian Leiter) &iX — 7 585 o0 58 A RR 3 . 100 G fm] oAb A 38
WL AR T3 2l D AR e 109 H AR D BB A B B it B A o] A9 325 1
MEED MPERT . H A SRS 22 ) FRIEAE T, B b R K5 I Y A FL g — Fh 4l
M 20 55 M 1 i

FI SR8 5 T RE 2330 0 b8 [ 3 i 32 25 7 G ) 0 1 A 0L T R AT 9 3
81 5 3 LA KR o7 b X BB JELARL S 56 D B G At 2 L =R 4 1) £ B R S R R R
17 AR T e S R 4 X FP AR S A 2, ) LAt (0% 348 I 12 2 AT RE B A ) Tl

(381 Andrei Marmor, “Farewell to Conceptual Analysis (in Jurisprudence)”, in Waluchow
&. Sciaraffa Ceds. ), Philosophical Foundations of the Nature of Law, Oxford University Press.,
2013, pp. 209-229.

(39) WKW LM T M — M= X LB L% & Fig, Al 2 W Mark Schroeder, Slaves of the
Passions , Oxford University Press, 2007, pp. 61-83; 75 A 2 WL IR “ B} 2418 JF 18 7 i 1) 4% , https: //
plato. stanford. edu/entries/platonism-mathematics/ . 3% J5 i [al H #1:2020 423 H 7 H .

(403 Brian Leiter, Naturalizing Jurisprudence: Essays on American Legal Realism and
Naturalism in Legal Philosophy, Oxford University Press, 2007.

(413 Brian Leiters Naturalizing Jurisprudence: Essays on American Legal Realism and
Naturalism in Legal Philosophy . Oxford University Press, 2007, pp. 180-181, 183-199. L 7] 2 I
IR AP A AR I187H) R 45, https: //plato. stanford. edu/entries/lawphil-naturalism/ , 5 J&
Viln) H#1.2020 423 H 7 H,
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(423 Nicos Stavropoulos. “Obligations. Interpretivism and the Legal Point of View”, in
Andrei Marmor (ed. ), The Routledge Companion to Philosophy of Law . Routledge, 2012, p. 79.

(43) Brian Leiter, Naturalizing Jurisprudence: Essays on American Legal Realism and
Naturalism in Legal Philosophy, Oxford University Press, 2007, p. 35.

t443 Id., 2007, pp.180, 184; ixk It %, Robert Cummins, “ Reflection on Reflective
Equilibrium”, in M. DePaul and W. Ramsey (eds. ), Rethinking Intuition: The Psychology of
Intuition and Its Role in Philosophical Inquiry . Lanham, MD, 1998, pp. 113-128.

(453 Brian Leiters Naturalizing Jurisprudence: Essays on American Legal Realism and
Naturalism in Legal Philosophy . 1d. . p. 184.

t463 Id. , Oxford University Press, 2007, p. 184.

A7) BT R O T SEIE L HEAE . see supra note (237, pp. 47-49.
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EQR I — R R S TR A E T 2 M EtEE R, (HEH

(483 1Id., 2011. pp. 188; see also, supra note (8], p.110.
(491 David Plunkett and Scott Shapiro, “Law., Morality, and Everything Else: General
Jurisprudence as a Branch of Metanormative Inquiry”, Ethics, 2017,128(1), pp. 37-68.
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(501 Neil MacCormick. “A Moralistic Case for A-Moralistic Law?”. Valparaiso University
Law Review, vol. 20, no. 1, 1985, pp. 1-41; WA Z W, Tom D. Campbell, The Legal Theory of
Ethical Positivism s Dartmouth, 1996; Liam Murphy, “The Political Question of the Concept of
Law”, in Jules Coleman (ed.), Hart’s Postscript: Essays on the Postscript to * The Concept of
Law’, Oxford University Press, 2001, pp. 371-409; Gerald Postema, Bentham and the Common
Law Tradition, Clarendon Press, 1989; Fredrick Schauer, “Positivism as Pariah”, in Robert P.
George (ed.), The Autonomy of Law: Essays on Legal Positivism , Oxford University Press,
1996, pp. 31-55; Jeremy Waldron, “Normative (or Ethical) Positivism”, in Jules Coleman (ed.) ,
Hart’s Postscript . Essays on the Postscript to “The Concept of Law”, Oxford University Press,
2001, pp.410-434.

(513 Neil MacCormick, “A Moralistic Case for A-Moralistic Law?”, id. . pp. 35-36.

521 SRIAT, 22 25 %% vu b Fo V3 A AA 2 B i 1E SO SCS5 I L ROl XRS5 TR R R X
R EE, Id. , p.35.

(53] Supra note [6].
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(543 Supra note (6] ; Stephen Perry, “Interpretation and Methodology in Legal Theory”, in
Andrei Marmor. Interpretation and Legal Theory , Clarendon Press, 1995, pp. 129-131; 0] 2 I,
TSR IR B = YA 4%, https://plato. stanford. edu/entries/law-interpretivist/ , & J5 ¥i 1] H
$:20204E3 A 7H.

(550 BT RAH KT . T2 W supra note (387, p. 218,
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.............

?{&(thin evaluative claims) , i 7 77 2 % 3~ 35 W A 55 Fh 28 #8010 G 7 38 ol 3 4

(560 WZILHR,.ES WA « 45 (John Gardner) %t Julie Dickson, “Methodology in
Jurisprudence: a Critical Survey”, Legal Theory . vol. 10, issue. 3, 2004, pp. 117-156. — 3L H 4
LR

(573 Julie Dickson, Evaluation and Legal Theory, Hart Publishing, 2001, pp. 32-33.

(583 Id., pp. 38-45.

593 Supra note (4], pp. 9-15.
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0601 33X — X 43 R HCAT M0 B 2R F « 3t 578 % (Julie Dickson) XF B #2209 17 # 1 iy 1 5 1] 32 0 OF
Mt B X 5y, 2 W Supra note (573, pp. 51-55,
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(613 #R T M A0 EHE A L see supra note (7], pp. 122-35.

(621 Supra note (59, pp. 12-17; Stephen Perry, “Interpretation and Methodology in Legal
Theory”, in Andrei Marmor, Interpretation and Legal Theory, Clarendon Press, 1995, pp. 114-
120.

(63 Supra note (597, pp. 114-125.

(643 Supra note (23], pp. 96-97; Stephen Perry. “Interpretation and Methodology in Legal
Theory”. in Andrei Marmor, Interpretation and Legal Theory. Clarendon Press., 1995. pp. 99-
100 ; 7T 2 DLig R “ B 52 HIE & X7 4] 4%, https: //plato. stanford. edu/entries/legal-positivism/
e JE A H W .20204£ 3 A 7 H.,
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w653 il an, AAfi1 ] PAFE Stephen Perry, “Interpretation and Methodology in Legal Theory,”
in Andrei Marmor, Interpretation and Legal Theory, Clarendon Press, 1995, pp. 121-25 F1 Wil
Waluchow, Inclusive Legal Positivism , Clarendon Press, 1994, pp. 423-28 & 4% | 3X Fh i iE 19 £
AR

(66) Supra note (67 ;XF HAL A, 7] £ WL Julie Dickson, Ewaluation and Legal Theory. Hart
Publishing, 2001, p. 105; Andrei Marmor, Philosophy of Law, Princeton University Press, 2011,
pp. 126-30.

67) Z Wit R Wk M OB X7 Ay iA) 45, https://plato. stanford. edu/entries/law-
interpretivist/ . i Ji v 7] H #2020 £3H17H.,
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(68) Supra note (7], pp. 127-128.
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