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A7t A A E e whde B ARst AR REMES EsbeAsie] Ea
b AX ohve, AR Az Fulgks: & A& chvh HAY shd& HEYE
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BB e A Ad ol ohie] et MEM 2 #EE ohJsh =9 K7
& B3l g BUoz A 9 A (form of life)elrt. b Pslw =z71-g lifestyle
ofeh el Aoz K B TR AF “2ed"E ol mY, EES NIE
ohiw S A ook B AL AR 22 ¥ (theoria)® ok
th #3le gre) B (The Space of Praxis as doing Studies)-2 e} 150 A543
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Rge #a7lE “mSEAERMBEEABRKFHAER 2t stvl, =g 22 Tl A A
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# B el iR (discourse) 9 KFEE = 1745 (action) 7} H# (interplay)ste 48] &
B oFAe] #eldhn Al whebt Aolvh mElzR o BB FrEEE kT
BEMRE st B9 BES e 8 M 518 Wkl W (discourse) 7t §5HS)
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6) L.

7 FREFITH), BE, B
8 [L.

0 FRE, RRAHEH.

10) 2REFEH), BHF,



4 B R F185

Bl ol olAom st R 3ol

o
RO Y| %ﬁﬁ.o] ad # o} v},

Y B T Y Holsh Y ol B B
o mlA oA “WTE e 1 2

. Schrag ¢ E=

1. H@me 5571 HEERSHE g 2M o] HE B Aat Eitting Response

Calvin O. Schrag ¢ 3:% MHEBUEN &3 FHke ¥ (Communicative Praxis and
the Space of Subjectivity)-&'» 198611 44 Zg5 gk o] Aol A olokrldn Y&
Schrag BEERHS Sot oy 48 oldA 344 s 4stelzstn g 4 9k
u] 514 (eritical) o] A 3] ¥-# (restorative)ol gt st A& AHAH AFH | AT v
Zo] o FUDEH HRET Adste FEFANEA FAd & Az B
o] %] (The decentered subject) & vhAl A5 4E4 &9 kel B EA 7 W E

A4 o) 5e& Jaw Nietzsche o) Aol A%A AR gl gahe] 3¢ 4D
Aole], AL Ea 2o G Woldatol L A FLE AT Aoloh A T
Q8 mdl Wolararel 2¥ & el E4-e Foucault ] oloplds & A4 4

o}d wgksl mef fel 2 AES} e Aolvh Schragt =E T EvEA ER
(The monadic subject) & ##HH ¥l = (epistemological point) =48] EHE 3 Al
soh, e} 2ol Al Qlol A AlE = Al E48(Subject as a center)t & A H AL, Wi
(discourse) &+ 4745 (action) 7+ #HE.fi A (interplay) st “YEBGERN 2+¢) % (The space
of communicative praxis)”etel 4 =z} Z-& “RRAIEHAA LEH(The decentered
subject)”= thAl &), wilw FTL 23 P FstE LB HEMEE 43 &84
5 (Communicative Praxis)] =2 okell 45t = Epk7t ol Ak Schrag & 23+ %
Aza%A do) QoA BAHAAR o FaAsh b FAA AL And TR
& 2= @A Aolvh. vhA wsbdd Schrag & 43454 #¢ A (texture)ol 2
N A Be AR b4 s} 1be] mhgel “ofok7] k& #H(The rhetorical space)”
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& B2 Aotk zelAl ol A Tk BHE Tk MY, Ay J 55
L EE: ozl Aestn §EstE % (On the way) gl& Zoleh '™ o]zl 3
o #mEgel 787 AREE 25 AedA L Bolrh ofsdA BRAlH AR EHE of

A “Z9 22 ¢4 (monological consciousness)”. 2.2 4 7} o]zl &k (dialogical

11) 2B, EE+H, KEER.

12) Calvin O. Schrag Communicative Praxis and the Space of Subjectivity, Indiana
University Press (Tenth & Morton Streets, Bloomington, Indiana 47405, U.S. A), Direct
Inquiries to: Kathleen Ketterman.

13) Ibid., p.142.

14) Ibid., p.134.
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consciousness) 2.2 A ksl 17485 otol 4bvh.'® o] whelw AF 45 e o4 elz}
T Al AT B olell AoAdA el Fave] B Fle EHE oloksd AHdE
=3l vbehtn e A& Alolvht® AMelst zepzke] s A HEA At
(Hermeneutical Self-implicature)e] v}, =g} Schragel] 9o} A etz & EstE &
BE BZH D ZAHE dade] ohch s A A Avsgo] o] FoA e AT 29
Boll el Efgsh RIFL ZEWQ MR Ehkel 7Y HEES dazz st 5
Al Qlzkel @ flebe A A (texture) & 3 A sty] f8 o) 83 4Tl e A
A% A Aobrbs A& ol o Ao o] %A =g o2 A& shal e}, 1 Schrag
o Aol gl dazs dagd At 244 23 HEeld wEE Tiln ¢ 23
A o AE F A 28l g Aoz A osdrh. ohA webd wits) 25
e o7t A s BE S EL AELEH 49 Ao zA HE#(discourse) Th Y o]
B wRT #ol e Rade BEMS vhelv 2430 zelzE HEgE die X
o A" “Ex Holl dste]” “Folol Hal” “olwl A& Fste Aoz Hrh ¢4z
TRE =8 £Eo ek, Wo] 244 XF, Wlax= 52 HEY £¥& 2F (metaphor)
e Zleldd 9, =%, wo] T PE it gy Eolh

H =0 HEel 789 7y (texture)o] AR (amalgam) = & 14 o A (inter-
play)& w2 A3 4£-54 el #olrh. 272 theoria &) AlA 7 ohe Praxis(4h) 2l
AlA ek el {70] Higslel Bel BE A B HowAe e AA ek

FaEH e B okl oA F5F e RAHEA FHlEeA ¢4 3g ukg

ol A a7 b dEtd g4em el AR (event)olth A=z wstm
Tobe BT S EE S vAFEe 53" B4 A4 Ax Monade o 3
< H#t bk =g Bl EE @AW &5 248 Arluke] Az
HHsL obdrh 2212 715y el BE QA vigew s FAE ohrh F2E
FfEe] #&4 ¥ (The authorical space)& A2 A2t Kol ohlrh. oh3 HHE
axbe g e sk Avietd & ogleh FER &L Al AT 4o B okddl dFd
of A FEhpEe A% A4 akell vhehte FAolrh e 25 ons A HHm LF
e P9l Azatgels A3LeH doldte FAFE okl A AAA & dalm F2
I 53l #E(on the way)el el

THE 22 HEd ARES A7 e 25T ol Fda Az ' fEAA
AEA BHEE ohivh ZollA A AzaEd 2o B ol oA FEE RA
1A e = A tez iR HolA = Avesl ohdh HES S8 AR
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15) Ibid., p.160.
16) Ibid., pp.141~143.
17) Tbid., p.73.
18) Ibid., p.34.
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LA Bo A MEHER &2 B ot A fEEE o Ex(ethos)d ol
oh 2R @A A HEN ERe o B et B d2sF osistn 4
et ol Al s (Praxis)e] ol olokrlshe HEE 4sl& wbhde] Holvh

48] 53} 9 & (ethnology)ell &+A A ok 1}e] mhdkal o] okl sh& k4] #% (rhetorical
space)o] PHch® AL v AEF T AFRe] FEHAE ol Rz Hol &l
484 2e] Holch webA Schragel YelA el 3 ¥ whde) 3 Felv 24LE o
o}7] #(rhetorical space)e] deli o 229 3| Folch, whie] dabd LA =
ek HEL 2= ¥iEdl & A (rhetorical turn) A7 vk olok7 o] Bell 2 A A 7]
1, ol%A bl A el Hol dolA olslstn AFsted #FdhE ArpdTA
g A E B 589 AJozAY ST A Al elet. o]k Fo] d st
2 AT 29 B ool A HBS FRE T A A7 Tl AT 2 T
ol A” e A etk

3t ke # ot A $¥A 27 Schragel el A “Fitting Response (3
)" Wi a7 EAZ foh, “gua(ftiting)”-S HEW REL T €A
Adolch® webA ool A A Al ST olw EEW RS M EEY
FME HRA W FA A okeh 2R dstke] A atel 49 BRAlE SelAl o A
eql st AT FSete wbdel Yol A ol FeiAE “FFF TH'Y FAch ol
3 Fad S9elE zolAl Yol A Hy 3F(Aesthetic Response)t F ek =t
A o220 Fge =9A AFlA Bup obz BH FHE Tl A = vhebd
b2 chaaksle ol 220 A ATH B el A FelAQl A #HHY AL A=y R
Al el A A A Folgeh mHmz dExE el §EA FA3 Ry FAE
Al el & Zeolth

V. 2 74 HEES

ATFE M text B ASA A4 olebAsbd A Axe A4L Az Pl old
9 B b e s¥saal Adch 2k 2% Bk oA 44D 49 A%E
vopch Zdshe] 2k AdAo 2 ARE] Fohstt EFH 4¢ AAdch A F
3 @e 4972 S AdA b P gol ohdshm wgkeh webd Foz b

Aa ol BFE Tl ok B/ ohd ek “BWEL e Babe Aol 2 slel vk
BTMEZHE BT E Bt /2 nfad 4948 A4 &8 Avhe el

19) Ibid., p.200.
20) Ibid., pp.211~212.
21) 1bid., p.214.
22) Ibid., p.214.
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AfE s E RS E ARG FWEET AT REF ARBIAEARE T F" =

2 deleh BRAL Yol RAZYH A §arg AAw A 8 Getn oloks] o]

AE Wi E B &% A/ (B2 =3 TAA o d7k? A4k AgkEe] ET
AW 2FAFA @ A= gd ohlad AAE e A ohEehe Aol ohd
A2 Aol A wm fFE BT L5l A BB whsln 9ok, Bzl 4o olEche
& BdA 2& 49 DeE oloblsta gl Aoleh St @ v Ee] gl E3)
WA olebr] shel Az o) Ah$A arolsh A AYA o) ol 4 Schrag b ¥
5 S BRMEZE AT gl AFE vgvbn $9€ 28 + gk

BE7E =0del] o]l 28] HzollAl &8 25T olopr]loll “MEERCE HFEZHEAS

FRE = st oh. Bl ol e #ES} 25 Aol ok H]'7P ok Aolvh =3
mEe Y T2E Al Bae 49 BE 4 AL 2dch olzlolor HE FHEol
HAel T2 el A A x A 2] g FEeks Zolvh b “BIUREMEE
FoXEDERE ANSESHEN BO8R7h da =™ el A wal. olx] B AHale]
Bt monade #y L:R87t Hol HEFEEHoZ Folob Ak AL wlold Ol Hol Soiet
BIET HE 5 logos By HiEel TF ol Eo9k olvh #el “ego”E Miste] EE F
i #H oL KH EES B A Bl gol 2 Fol & Aolrh o] A& Schrag el 3¢
A1 Al Elelx 4871 “Communicative Praxis”e] =19l olo g Solo o3l
“rhetorical space” & o= 713t wlw=l vl HEBZAS I HITER Q7S A,
BE At Zab= BB A Aols ¥ axe BE gzt &4 skl gk

dF 209 AE FEe Asiel Felstn Ay A E ERele sbe] wElE ¢ 2
BollAl mA vk o] e @ B Bste dol A HE TR A5FEHoR AodAH

e ol ol FeolA e A e Bt w5 B AE2S HE E 5 ch
Schrag ¢l 9lel1 A “rhetorical space”?] Fitting Response 7} ## & A3l G A5
A vhEb = o] okAlelwba Eubdd, o]zl ma Bl glel M #alE o] O f
B7b o] myle] MEow H& 3 f4¢E& & 4 glvh Schragel glel A Fitting
Response 7} Aesthetic Response 7} == ethoseoll A faiel #E whdch ole} vl sl
Al B&EF By de BE K Bog sHa od, B L felod RE 49
i ol Aok §F Kot ol Eol T BEIE A A H el EW HREOoRAL B

Byol vk olst o] Rifet Schrag & ¢l A48 dskel sl Sl A £ wld

D& ek

Toz Pl Fa 42 A2 Schrag 9] =H Aolzhe ol HHEEAL 7k Mol A
Aol lestebE LAk Schrag = o« Frke] HE HME Az oA =9 & F

23) i3, BiME.
24) FRE, HETH, AHEFR.
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Ashx] er=vh, 293zt REMEHEol . EE FES BRI ek e wido] ¢
& “rhetorical space”s] $lol A @@ 7B/ “FF S=t(fitting response)”& ©f
o] A A3LEH o Ay 2 AAd 2HA A4k EW Aol A A4
Aty e Brh oA ekl A34EH gel Ao Al “olokr] #(rhetorical
space)”dl] Qo] A =W FAhe Fd $3e) 7= vehdrhe Aolvh olst o
Fd SFe] ol Fol A A9t 18 ubde] ¥ rhetorical spaced] $lelA et b=
olsl st Awe mBale], A2g olals TEA Fow Tolit ohke Sz Heh =
ekl sk bk AR Seldtm Flohd A P Aw s 4P 48 Aok

o]2 7% 2] g Schrag ¢] “fitting response ¢| "3 EE 93L& &9 Ho=zA
BRS %S B ) 2 e Aol thad esishe Falk deldeh = ol
o RN 23 F slo] che 2FY vy BEBES vuaA oldsl L
A @ Aol

A Az Schragell glolA w9 stedA & 48] o] gl& Folx MRV FRZ
Bsh e $4E gk 2ad BEE AKS Be 40 29T Bk 9as 1
8 ARzl v =T A £9& FAEch 2 #e Bl BE EE
ol Fct, BEBE L R B Ao na EE EHR Al ™ 2 A e &
S ol Mol A EA welxw zaahel el Aol A HoiA mhd Ml ol
24 ##she fEsta, b Eilvhe Aol vt GE 24 28D, webabwl BBE #e Bl A
o7l egofty EHME BE THWE FAT Zolth BREE HOMBBLCE KT 44 =
g HLE veln KEE JEste dow 2.2 KES BE Efolr HRELH
fEarel ok BE usl e EAe Eel A e e whde] B EERE BRelwsl A
3 A9 mhdolw AL vk o} Abo] qlzbH el o] FE¥ & #Holw fitting response
o e %] i@l B E K Holch e Bl delA e Ar “A+ A7
Wsh i RS Hel A A3 EF AE dE QDA 49 ¥l T el 9%
olth ol #el B& S FIE $Fel HRAL olE22] Pt v olas)

% gk

25) &, “Bige HAGEHAY HEEE, BEY B2 As53GHIAdx AAdTL
1977), p.172.

26) FRE, WB-HHE, R
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