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FURRER IE YA 2 15 B 7~ U D 28 34 SCH T A TRt o g 9 e 85 i LT AR A5
1k HERE B R SE s Lk, NZ B 4555 5 EAR B @ i i iz 3R B AR 8 EAT
Qb TS5 AL S BEA AR RS HE B A8 BT NAE R A RGBT LA KA i 4 25K
R DK™ o s PEARRAE BRI AR, 19 4% it 2 T W G e L S AL I AR IR . O X — R R AL 25 T
BEAG J3“ BUgR] i (the problem of authority) . FERI“IE— AR EERM T 75— AR EERES
FFFIE A LA SCER AU AT S i i AL T 2R RS e A7, ©20 A AT DU A )
AL T AT A — AR R B PR U A 4 INSEEA E T 5 1A OB IR
F 2 73— DR R PE RS A2 A A 250 T BUBRRERS 7 21 1E 25 Ak » sl UL BURIE 6 BT s 1) 5%
A

YR« 2% (Joseph Raz) §7 A HIR G5 PERUROL R A 24 3 WA [ a] 38 DTk i 2 . 125 10
HSHHT TGRS T 10 - JTIE T S22 A . 5 |40 1 ASUI ) AL 98 ) S B3 -~ e 1)
HRZIE T AR e R O BRI S P2 AR T — R 50 G A o T HE SR
IR R T ASUBAE 25 A A — B B ] SR AU T R 455 32 M o) Bt T — A EL R A 5 3k
PERIIRRETT S . AE SR A AR S ANV RSO i R SRR AR B 2% 1 UG 5 A T it
H /R RS XA RSBV IR S5 PEAS B A S R o R e i ik R
BOAPUR T R B T B A

{55 G RIS o A 55 PR SOV 1 A A 281 R A 00— L e 2 8 A P AR A 2 D8 AR — > i
(38T 10 L L S o AR A0 AT A [ R Sy A A TR A = SR A L B AT BBt 37 2% i 1 P A

C1Y — M S AU AT LAYy B AEE - 5 S BRAURE, » B AS R 1) S 30 A 3R 2 45 28 8 58 AT & #4143
S R EE RN RSN EREsiBi M- KAl WA RN 14 = & U PN A NI E R P N & PSS DN & K e s
BORAAR AR o AR SCIHE XS R BRE T I2 AR » R SCTCHR AN BT, “BUaL”— 1] B 48 SEER AU .

€23 Joseph Raz, The Problem of Authority: Revisiting the Service Conception, in Joseph Raz, Between
Authority and Interpretation: On the Theory of Law and Practical Reason, Oxford University Press, 2009,
p.126. PELZILLE] 293508 « hi gk (AUR) L U5 IR A5 PR AU ) » 23 1, 20 it KRB B ARTIR ) B 58
49 3, P K2 RAL 2018 4ERR L 25 14—47 1T,

031 FIZZMFL IS S PO % LRI F R 2 TR = S BURT 2 M0, 2 38 0 (PO %
S SERPIME ) B AR G GRS EAL SR 2007 4F2E 2 1], U R K24 ik 2008 4R R ; RS b (AR
B EAE BRSNS, BRI . (BT 5B D2007 4225 2 3, Jb g 2 Hh it 2008 48
W5 AR s RO . BT SRS ) . EIE=BER)E 2016 4EM0. 38 s M2l (SRR3R R 1Y%
T — A SRR s BT R A O SCHE 2RO )2017 425 3 101, 55 48— 63 s M2l (FERURL
S5 HMZME: TFERR « WA U BT S TIEE) ), 2RCEA BAR S 2019 AR5 4 31,55 187—192 T1; 4. (B
SRUE——215R - Prgg A maEe ) IR I A 2021 ARRRL 456 .

(43 Veronica Rodriguez-Blanco, A Symposium on the Nature of Legal and Political Authority:
Accountability or Preem ption, 2 (1) Jurisprudence 99 (2011). & $72Z # g P& 898 R, T 7] W, Practical
Reasons and Norms(Princeton University Press, 1975) —35, EB i) & B M EFE ZALE The Morality of Freedom
(Oxford University Press, 1986) th, i 4F 3 $i 2% X il 15F The Problem of Authority: Revisiting the Service
Conception [90(4) Minnesota Law Review (2006), later collected in his Between Authority and Interpretation ,
Oxford University Press, 2009 ]—3CHF{T T M58 B T — LB , I Il i T — Lo 5 22 19 EIF 55 B B¢ .
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ARSI s SR X AR A () N [R) B T 58 5 ©0 AT o B A 1) 1E 22 1 B ) B A
HA PR ERE . XCH A, R RIS A 73525 « I8IK /K (Stephen DarwalD) 58/
PERU S BLK « IRIRTEAS (Jeremy Waldron) (i BHRF « B 2% (Scott Shapiro) \ A8 « itk
(Allen Buchanan) $5 58 « 72 B #7385 Wi (Thomas Christiano) 25 A BYFE 7 AW » L M 22 f
Fii + SR (Andrei Marmor) i85 A BEPEAURL . A< SCHY H A0 R E 2 AE 1 2 J A A 55 PEAS U
FEAR RS AR — e T BRAY [BIA S EE . bR = SE g v B A LR X R 55 PR AR
FA R T TR B s (BRI B AT TR PR RIS IR 45 BN fal 5 i i 88 MR 55 P BB 2 2 S FRATT e ¢
SR AP AR B o MRS HEAUBOIATS IH 2 H i A BT 2 1k Tl 1) Jee I 5 58

— RFER A E R

NIEFRPER F 0, HAT I B 42 SC B E M AR 548 5] S EREl . FRATEX —H
() T2 A = —FR & B f (autonomy) » B 3R B Gy b PR 5 5 — )2t A A ASLJR »
FFUERE AR ARG MR AU B T8 AT 35 . A SR A R AR I 2 P FR AT T i 1) 26— []
RO AN IR -5 AR 7 1) A {8 A BT 7 2 R IS A B A T ] = SO0 24 iR AL g, iz %%
e HATEW ROIRLE IR AEUZAR e T N BIA SE B2 45 55 b, JRATA D S IR AR, XA 2%
0] IAEFRS hy i 52 M 44 (the independence condition, A FR“IC™), C67 5 Z, IRMAUR I T
—NHTHE . FEAURAE A G AR R 5 b, 38 M I A 2 ey A (B B S N IR S IR A 22 LA
N BRSSP — 5 A AU E T 33 55— 05 T OB H Bk m] i A 52
JEHYELE B ER T 2R IR IE T AR T IG5 .

WRSRF AT 4 IR A ) i $22 2 B RE 8 I e A1) B - 3t 0 I By o 0 2 — 1> T 24 A AL
SR ELRE % SE B H A DD RE i S REAS T B FRAT T IE A B Hy o G R A X A I A
SRS FRATTAT LK I 24 -

3B E R A (the normal justification thesis, f#AR“NJT”) : — AN A KL AT A AR,

8938 7 R AR I ARG % R Z BB FE A B A G R A, R B EBZE AT R

AGPEARLAZERN TGRSR, AL, ZLRHALGFRERTEN TIOGTHES

(7 R AR5 A L), (T

R LA 1) 22 56 R U AR B S A B FRAT TR E A B e X S H R AR R S B R REAE S
RATHR A+ AR5 SR S 45 F R R MR 107 1) 75 S5 1k 38 b A RBARCHE IE B A e o T AR AT
PN TS A

i #i 4 (the dependence thesis, 8 #R“DT”) : AT AR BRIG A 0GB % A T L2 0%

ZHERTIATARGEY, L@ g 535505 2 H T2 RGITMA, Xy

Bp AR TR 7, C8)

(51 SN2 Al CBUR BIRS SERA M — U AUBAF IR ) Bl S 1t 22 R V2019 4F48 3 #1568
176179 ¥,

063 AP ~r M A O BB 238 L see Raz, supra notel2], at 137, B2, fi2Z B O QMR T x — 544,
See Joseph Raz, The Morality of Freedom . Oxford University Press, 1986, p.56, 57, 69.

73 See Raz, supra note(6), The Morality of Freedom, at 53.

(83 Ibid., at 47.
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— B R 45 F 1IC A DT ONJT PR A 3 AURED 58 1 1T 3 B 9 1E 254k M2 FL & A i 4 4
SLREZA T 32 AR RN SC 55, X Fifr SC 55 5t 4 JiC B by ARG 4 1) 4, A 4 W 3 2 — B Bl (first order
reasons) Fl B BEH (second order reasons) [ 3Z £ Bl (protected reasons) , ©97 SZ {3 #il iy %2
T 32 AREAT 3% 1) B FAN W AT e sE PR SO ARG e 1 B i (pre-emptive reasons) . TJ2FKAT]
AR TR S = A

% 442 (the preemption thesis, 8 #R“PT”) : B RKATHH X —F L3t T RIS

A AAT I 3X — 2L W R ST I A B3R AR de AT AT B B AT AR B 69 4B K P, M &

TR o AR AR e Al K 22 oy, 10

2, FIRAEANERLS AR AN ¢ T A 2 nY S B EE 55  FRATT AT AR L B A Y Oy A HE L
AT AR I AUBUAR B . H N Z PR AS B 1 2 30 I B B B2k B 36 B (s s FRATT A0 A Y
Ji DA RE A 35 B TR AT T8 A TE B Bl A g o BRI IR AR (B AE T 35 B FRATT S Ay s DA T
FRE , W SRARUA SERERS X — H A, B R A IE Y. 1 BB & A B4R A LKA B A% A
AT PSR . FET I, P2Z K X — R 2 i K AR & iy 44 R IR 55 PEAL
B 5% A BB IR & WA (the service conception of authority, F 3CRIFR“SCA”) « AR B 22T
AEFN H AUAE TR 55 TAT 3l # N IERR R bR & 10 e 78 A T3l 5 IE A 3 22 [A) 1 R A B
g 1

R 55 PEAUBO £ 0 A 26 FE R s, B A2 A 0 1 3R IERR I Y L 6 55 B o AN i
R RS SNE. A T AR S i LRI i G ia & BN S ia E IR 55 LG
SEAR, P2 RO IE A MR T A B R S R T B . XRS5 T LA A Ak R AT S B S
BB M T LR AT A 2 I TE B 38 b 5 [RIB B 9 8 2 W BIR B A A IR A
R ) R 25 A A2 AH DG 114 2 B 5 55 L AT 5 AR BT AN 2> N BIE 1Y AT AN A B H T
T RIS ], O RE R REE T AT EGA AR S R B AL S, ITRE T BRI 4
R R . X4 T A2 X BB G A 5 I . (X 22 22 R R T B 1 L) 2
I/ 0 AH B PP SCHERAR H 2 22 o TP A 2 SR SC U i 3 S22 1Y) .

FEL T i ) AR SC H BB AR B — SO AR L PP B0 S A I = AP FE A PE R BE Al 2 B T L
BESEHRE Y A AE— 0 S ) W TE M T 52 B A4 A T IR B T AT A AUZOUL AR I AR W
il BEPEACR . Ho, AR AU 5 72 e PEAU LR SCA —#F A A AU IE SR — 158
— () JE DU AT A1 o 28 2 ] Al JE DU A7 AE 431 5 A2 o o) B P B 0 = 5 AS gk 1) 1 4 1 R T
FE At 2 B 5 S AN TE S8 — A9 IR S M S 00 . AR 2 i B o B — [ e 5 < 2
HFNE

001 SETXSOAN[EPE BT TR TG, TS 00 ] 205K « hugd.: (LBt SR R P, th EE
il HERSHE 2008 AF R 55— B R AR5 2744 TT,

(10)  See Raz, supra note(6), The Morality of Freedom, at 46.

(113 See Raz, supra note(6), The Morality of Freedom, at 56.

(123 Daniel Viehoff, Procedure and Outcome in the Justification of Authority, 19(2) The Journal of Political
Philosophy 248,251(2011); Scott Shapiro, Authority, in Jules L. Coleman &. Scott J. Shapiro eds., The Oxford
Handbook of Jurisprudence and Philosophy of Law, Oxford University Press, 2002, p.431.

(31 FGE RIS FIRZON B I 4L vl I SRR DLRTE (50, M2 L 5 173189 T 22 (S
AT S 1 AR 55 PERURL) » (AL IR PR VA 20 56 1 48,28 89—110 7T,
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5Tk BOR AR SIS IR A PR T 180 B2 10 77 2 MUK 11X = i 5 P I BUBUE AL B
Il & EH e A SCA MR R MMEA BN SCA AP Z Hi. TR BN TR Z
SR B ol JEE AR

“VHIFESEE T B EERERN

il BE MR A A 22 3 R el « SR, A A R AR WA . — R A RO I
B JOT AR ] E PR S B IR R R TR 1 B T 1 A [ AR A AN [R] B TE S AR SR R A TE S
— W S I AT

(—) BRI . ) b 52 3%,

TESEE R AU IIE L 2L BB 25— B BOE A — L2 i B2 B (setting)
TXFRE B BT AUBR TR BRAUT ) L R AT Eh AR IR LS55 58 AN BT BORAT A 2 5 FiR
PR (SO MR E . T FEX IS B B i) B A B R RN 4 T ISR ) — P B e
FRUSRAEREE TG 77 A M S 2E 5 JEAURIIS A% O TC 3R | PR I S BRORE WL i iy 44 Ry il B 1
AUBIL” (the institutional conception of authority, L FRIFR“ICA™) .

LB 2 T RLZE R BB ) 28 5 3L A A gk 1) BE A RRAE AL T 04 KLYE P 4L (normative
power) , tL R BEAS 8 MM SC R BE Ty o (B — 2045 AU AT R IR AR A B R i B2
PERZE L, A A7 0 AR G B il B PR 0] 83 5 B 25 F4 f AL 2 S B, A RERR T AU . L s BUBRFE AR
JoT bR FE PR AR - B A A RN LA A R S0 0 SRR 15t T B AR . T T A T R
DUPREAR T — et 2 A 3o B A SIS A 17T I e 1) TE T3 p 2 PR R B9 B /AR = S LB T Y
R,

(=) M@ EL. % F /RN

HR 2 TCA HETF e 11227 Ay ) 2 5 30 B Ao ] B2 AR ) =2 S92 X A [ T, 4% o BE A T 7
JE R B XAV IE 21k . BRI AR GE — B9 TE S A0 S0 T 25 A Jer ) B ke 1 T
TR HRTE Ry 15 5 Ak 2 52 BRI BE PR ORI IE 2 1k o 1190 BEAR B A AR T4k 2 1 B TS
ZEATIE A A AR T AN [ ] B2 ) & Fp BRI R i, B RS 5 0 52— RO T A
[, AR B2 5 0 SE BN T 2 2% 82 & A 4F B i 2 5 Hodr, I it S 308 AL 1E 5%
i, (7

FET e FRATAT LUK ICA AR uEZ AR . (1D A X BIIA IESPURERE A X B GEE
TG MEAL T 5 (2) FRIEEAT T R F 7 AR ABAR T —SE I B8 > 167, ax I 5 > 52— X
ST E PR PR A M55 (3) T LA AUBAEAS BT 2 i M P A AN O R ) A T 0 0
A PR E S PR SO A 5 (4) BRIAASUBURSE T HAR i b 2 il B2 IR 2 & B9 1 22 0 D ) o sl i
T AR AL 25 /i BE I BE R AR AE G — I 1E 24 A0 50

(143 Andrei Marmor, The Dilemma of Authority, 2(1) Jurisprudence 121(2011).

(153 Ibid., at 129 - 130.

(16 See Andrei Marmor, An Institutional Conception of Authority, 39 (3) Philosophy and Public Affairs
238, 239(2011D).

(173 Ibid., at 250 - 252.
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MICA By BERE SCAL AT LS ST, 25—, SCA BARUMERG AT T AURUE B BT AL
IR 3K — HEAPE T (FUE 2 T A 2 A Y e 2 1 o e ) B BT 2200 T AR 1 il
FEVEA ST . 55 NI il e U WA BUER (9 15 24 VA T REME 17 3h 3 5 IR W B Pl AR — 350, X
— AR G ENAR S 5 R B R B 22 AR ] 1 ) A B IR 4k
TAT B — (14 1E 2P T W] O S AN ] 44: S5 1 2 AR A 2 AR AN ] B SE B 0, T L, ICA R A
AE A ) A A R A E R ) A 1R SCA SR M TPk AR . AR i, T SO 33—k i A [l o 41, A g
ARUE S0 5 B4

L. ASUB A S 2 il 3 52 ke e 7

AR . TG B LAY B B AU » BE BB AR B S 5 PR SRy ) 7 B AU
ABRERE T H AL AR e Ll RE S . SBR[ 2 R S AR 75 A A RN, O i HL, 3
VAR FU) 3 5t AR o B AR A8 B AT R R AR S A o (R A
FIERIN 5 T B B R 2 BN S B At 2 i B AR K 22 5 o RIS 31 BV A 5 2 s Bl ol 2
B BT E 2R B R AR e A . DR, o E R S BN 1 T e AU . S BRI RE Y
HE— 25 [ 1WA, FRATT ATV 0o R e S B AN » 1) B 1 5 3% 199 2 St 1 RV AU AN 38 FH At 7 155 3
Z . SR BRSR BB AUR S S B AR AL 245 — e 1 BB AR A %o S BR AR 1) LA 1 R I
A B TR ESAUR AR R ZIRER s A FRATRACL T — LS 5% . AR B AR 52 AL
R IX 5 HAE 45 [ R RS R R I 2 I BE SN 2 T — AR se i 2 . Wik, 5
BRAMITL 0% 432 P ph PR TR AT AT A8 T X R & A DR . OB — N AR U 1 iR
Uik

T s BRSO 5 S A R 0 25 UK 2R 78 T30 43 S SRS B ) 15 24 Pk 1 S 7 T T A9 #Eie
BURZ o O a0, B T5 1 B AR ANAE A D0 1) K A RS BRI S AR » 1T LA 3 S8 5975 11
TRYT I R AR BRI & 5K LA B 22 20N B R AR AT A2 2 it b 1] A AL A VR
FAATAE X LU B L U 2R 5, RO Al T TAS B Ak A = 92 I ok SR AU ZEAH e F1 55 I
AT T AR SR A 1E AU

IR AT BE S B R A AUBAR B = S BR A B A 7 o A BB = S5 S A R e )
T HAUER 17 FL SR s ) 5 A B AT . (FE X ASURCR BGX 4 Bt UL T A 2 R
T L AT BEAE] T 1E AR5 35 SRR W R BRI . 5 SAUR AR 26 IE A8 SEREAN ) T E PR B B 1E
PESCBA TP I 2P AR & MRS Bk TR 1 I A8 PR » 1 2 AUR 7 i BRI 1 ZE 4
P TR TASRAHS . 2 JeiR B — A FEAUBIAELE SR 5 Pl B IR sk 4> 5 SEAU 25
1B T P S AR S 1B 4

17 L, S BRAXA E Rk B 2 LR — R AR 28605 — A 1 24 A BUA AUBUY 4 76
—E R X A T N A RESEESETR . (R, SRR SE BRI 50 3R H A A A A i b
SR NI s T A R UE R A 2R, 21 Bl BOA AU 5 IE 2ok 2 — S (B e A

(183 Marmor, supra note(14J, at 131, note 17.

(193 Joseph Raz, The Authority of Law: Essays on Law and Morality , Second Edition, Oxford University
Press, 2009, p.8.

(203 TIbid., at 8.

210 Ibid., at 8- 9.
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RO PR At 25 A L (H IR AS R 19 ME 788 J2 T8I SR 76 A It 705 D0 1Tl DGk A B A1 5 A 52
e Y] L TR S A U 22 BUR AT TH O 5 22 N R B UL BRIV 4 B 4 R 5 oA 52 it
Sebr ERIGENR B PR R BUA U s AT B BUBE BB FEAU BT T B8 Bl ok IR TE 18
B TA AT A B R PR B S e 0 BE PR AT o O L R B S B SR I AN R AU AE 1Y
WS SR — A A Y NTRATTRY H W 25 FOWL SR &+ AR 22 B0 S22 Hh 4 14 il
JE S T T o AH X AN BE ELARHEIES AU H B H ] 1R S B 1l o 244 SO ARl o 2 il 2
SRS RF I AR 1A R B — 2 LI DAL o T 3o A R s A P P 8 3 B B T U 22
MTE PR UE LAY 2R

e AR BATHE B PEROOLT T 64 S 491 . BAALER AR S SRR . FEEMILIFTE T (IR
B S TAE AN B AIETD)  HAMRA I IR e % Xl R F 43l 2 R sk A DA 3
K X U B T IE SRR (B3 J6 5 56 10 52 sl I 7 HEBURR . ACRERS T4 1 AU B2
Ui AT A SRS OB WAA AR B B 7 OB T A B X — F AR S0 AR
PESZEE . AR IR AT IR E SO b 2 B T R A S R b 2 A7 6 AC REASL N BE AN AE oy A N Y 2 12
B LE A 7 2 LR BRI TEIR . X AW il B 5 e RUR AR AU ) S T Ty 5 AN 4
o EHBROG I A B o X LA 2 1] AN A2 UGS HE SR ik . (H RN o LR — 26 )%
XIS IS NMEIR . — SR ITCE A RAR Z ], 34T A AR 2 B BE X
MRS S) . G R A AR [ R R (XA R B AT T BA TR & o
M B TTRR BN I . 58 b R i SRR I AU AR BRTE T R AT DS PEBE el 9 BE T IF
AN PRI BE PR FE 55— BRI A BRI 25 1 R 2 AR BRAT TG UMAR Z2 808 LA B BYE
AR AR Z2 AU S5 I IRE o R AS B 2 A — ol ol B2 A1 5 BBk » AN T8 R A L — e P AL A
& IR R BRI S 2 AN B A SR I A

2. BUBRIE AT S8 — I ngy 2

— ELRUR A ) RE AR 8 R T o i 7 JHe 22 114 22 B I S ) 0 A 97 26 T P DAy S ) A
AT AT E I T A G G IE 5 P S S5 R B Y — DR TR L B . 2 AN AT A
PHEAERR > e i A LM ) Z F NS . QR RS 2 — 20 R W] 22 5 SNt TG 3k ARG ST. » DT T T 5
JEEAR T ICA BIBIRA™ » B = MR AR BLH SCA FEfERE L i X

e B — RO SCA B — AR AR R CRi 2 1C 5 NID) AN RERI R A R4
AR Z A SR B SCA. Infiizg [ 23K, Bt NI T A B & X Tl s s i i 24 4
WEAN I FE I A5 F s AR S LA T T 1) L SR i B A Uy 5, 2 (R — B85 5 1C,
HAT DI A i B o BT AR B E DR AR NI T sl ab 25 Rl B 1C.

HBEZ AR A2 A — A BE ] 1C B 5 NJT S (AP SR8 2 A S DUl i =l — A4 B 4 2
F25K SCA AUl A 1F 24 PR 4 A A 2 B — ISt U IS 2 i 2 i e 1C 5 NJT Z [l i — B &L AR I
SCA WEBHEREA T 3T & X 8 18 B IE T SR AHEE . St FRAT 17 2 AR ORI 4 JE
PLREAEHCOBUER) L F R G5 PEAUR ) — S o K 1 2 A A M A E T — e IR IR 1 [ Ak
PSP 2 J5 58 - BUBIE SPERUE AR 2 NI T b 289 2 1C, i HLiwi 2 NJ'T AR sl 2

(223 David Enoch, Authority and Reason-Giving, 89 (2) Philosophy and Phenomenological Research 296,
307(2014) , note 19. J&HFH A 58 (Enoch) Z i iod MR 14 5 3R FodE— 2D 8 T AL AY WL AL

(233 See Marmor, supra note(16], at 238,

(243 Raz, supra note(6], The Morality of Freedom , at 53 - 55.
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LR 1C, 2 AR 1C, 238 L E F) (0 (BT So F F DRe s I+ 07 244388 DBl PRI AR 1 38
MERHT . AR NIT IR MASUEAE 4 e 2R AT Bl 3 B4 i A AS SR st FH G 8 B AR L8 B0y L 30 35
ZANIT R TREMEE . 350 NIT S22 T 1C A, IR NJT v S iy 2 55 6 200 B e I i
AT IC Z 2GR FA i 5 A A B i 355 A REE A BT i RS L. . NIT 5 1IC A RIM
AR SIS R — AU AR

DAL FA THF 1 2] R 2 RS . BB S5 B S — BB AR Ak B EZ 51
SN BT AR B 2 5 b ORI SR A B SRR R . S — R R UE. B
FEPESE BRI SEANTE IR 25 T IR ZE AR MBI TE o AT SCER — 70 T ik » SCA fRy e 52 4 7.
PR 1C, F ZAUE IR B d 5 AR PTE M E . IR BEH -5 A 6 pR O R AL 25
REDH =M (D AR IERE g A CH 5 RS Al AN A B Bk (2) IER L R AR
FASRF S5 LA AR E 5 (3) TR LR 5 A PIE Z B B B Z 00 AR 75 IR AR
AL T — AN E PR AR 55 WA 1 B2 AR F Bk . 20 AR IC R R B2 5 (2) M -
17 R A B BRSO 2 45 RS (O MG L . i RIMEAESS (ORI T R T AU IE
L B CE R R IR PE T . it e ks sl it X BIES 5538 R EWE X NR
MY BIBUE AR AN 2R Y 86520 1E AR - 8 2R HAE LU R 45 5 | BR 57 A IE A 2
HIAGZRBL L FEANZY IE R T L% 43 PILE P LU SR AL 2555 . T X O iX I LU B Pi 438 14y [ 2
SEPIWTECHN IE YRR I8 . 5 AEAR BRI . BRI R S A LI AR SR AN IR 2
TEBER S — S BARIAR 7 AR 22 BE A B A TR B - 1 SR SRR Tk S ] B2 9 A [+) Jes A
SRR TE BB f R AN R R R A — MR e . il AR A RS s
Y B 2 B DA T A A T BSOS BB ) AR s ) b e A 25

F I FATAT LIRS ICA fif—A~/ak . SEEE T BUEIE S kA2 98 2 580858
AN B R R ke DAL S B ) PN S S 55 TCA K AL A1 1 S i 1ol 17 S0 S5 B PN T I I S 55 14 R
P BEPEAUT T« TR A T AR T ) P2 L A5 LUK S R A9 T8 P ATy HAR L A £
(7 F % FER e 1] 240 e e L 1 AR DX AN ] i BE T T B e A TR 65K . (HL B e » Eh 3R
R 5 4 i B2 S BB M A g B I AU R Yo R A 1 BRI 1 S S AR I AN A i BRI . B
D ELAR I AU & LTI F AN D SRE BEE 4« ) FEE 52 ke U sl ST AUl ) 8 Ty 5 2 — L [T T
A Bt 7 A B8 PEARE b ) 2 R AU 2 R Ry . 5 L TCA X SCA F L 1 Bk A anigi ICA
TE i FEA X — AT 1) X SCA fiftihy 1 5 g RS Jm o P e =27

ZLHFSENED: TEERRA
SEFERERUBIRIGULE # RAC TR FON AT + JKVRR . fuX) SCA LI S B4 T BT RT i

3 — R CBURS 55 —AFRAT S ) U T BRI B R a2 i A BEHEPE SCA; O3 — T 2
(BT BEER « HEABE 528 — AFRD SR T 587X — 55 AR A& T2 sk AUl b 25T E AR

(251 DLAGTEC2], BIgE 30, 5 23—24 T,
(260 Joseph Raz, Facing Up: A Reply, 62 Southern California Law Review 1183(1989).
21 SEhR b BERAR B S e R BRI ZZ M BUR IR K T oK . 2 Lt 2 al: (RIS SRRtk e 2
HAlfig? PEILBRAY R 250 ), BB K 2402016 4558 2 1,56 8284 TL,
.« 52 .




Mool RS AR A . = D E K

FIAEA R A IR 55 s et B el o 280 FRATTA FLKE SX E AURR B8 f8T FR o 53 AT PE A R
(the accountable conception of authority, 455 N“ACA”),

(=) ix £ R 69 3 5%

TEIRIRIRE R SCA A — A2 8 EAYIECIE. A0 1 4R 2R B 19 22 243 (wrong kind of
reason problem), 7 FRATSEHKE LI T XA HEHE .

(D 4R BHE A 354 HAE (treat) 5L LO0G B M 82 B sl REAS 5E 4 st 3 B i 5

(2) XFF BiiE BB A 152 BUERRMEIE TR

(3) A WHEA B Lty BARME T Se sy, &

IRTRIR A R FRATTARIA (L) 2 TR A, AR 4 (2 3l e TE 8 14 5 ELS B (1) L () R 2L &)
TCEHMELZEIR (3) o TP s A4 (D12 i YR S — i s A B, RO T B & At
AILEHARE A PR BEOC eIty JOiE SRS A S50 FRR S b gR SO0 e MR iy .

ETATRIR A Iz 0 —A 0 s T8 B . A B AT BRFRATHF A — Lo R iR 115 & S i
SR IR e BN IR N S [E AR P v SE AR IRAY T I O S s — R
XA B A T RIEFZ T R, Fod5 A 30l iy S0 s 2 877 % 1. 3 A g
TP IR R G A BRIRTR X A28 . B4 B R E AR R 58 IR XA TEAR
HERR A5 S T AR E I o XA FARGF MU W] 1 A B R B A5 & I A BR AR IR X
MESPNE N T Z AiE 3 H 55 & R (F S8 B D A B AR 9 AE G .
VI SR ) 4 B R AT AR S X 382 200 et i, ok th X F52 Lk
REAS 25 TOLSEPE R X LR G518 . SRR hi g m) NI T Al 17X 4R .

(=) BB AR 5 it

e iR IRR 2045 BV FR AR AR 2% 1) NI'T REGS A1 3 O0 Se PR Bl o 0 VA IR BUIE 24X
BUHIAETE , AU D AL 5 “ B¢ AT/ 8] 3 Caccountability or responsibility) iIX M2, X & NJT
AT TR B Z 1 . BURUR B4R 42— e — AFRBE i (second-personal reasons) , P A i)
54 BB XS 2 AR A FIA T Bl oK BEoR 2 ARG T e B IT N, (H AN 22 32 AR B Hh 13X
Tl — NFREH E A 1m0 5 OB AT IR 55D B ATERURL 5 52 AR Z AL N & —FPod 6 &R B
AR T X TAL IR BURITE 2 A BB MR 2 AR A RO . PRLIHG, * J HE 8 4 10 58 BRA L
CHRAR A XA TEAT/ BN HE T AFRAAT SR R K DU T BT EL AR SCRAS AT
FRLY MR e o 1 LR — SRR R 2 B % S = A AT R — AR T DA S
Hb =AM B G R IR AR AU A 1 4202 — R0 S8 T ANARE L X e Ak AR A K

4

BT,

(283 Stephen Darwall, Authority and Second-Personal Reasons for Acting , in David Sobel and Steven Wall
eds., Reasons for Action, Cambridge University Press, 2009, p.134 - 154; Stephen Darwall, Authority and
Reasons: Exclusionary and Second-Personal , 120(2) Ethics 257, 257 - 278(2010). WiksE 305 &ML AFE ] —3C
£ See Stephen Darwall, Morality s Authority, & Law: Essays in Second-Personal Ethics T , Oxford University
Press, 2013. I SO B IRIR M AL 8 5 |4 LA SCEE e

(293 See Darwall, supra note(28), Morality, Authority, & Law: Essays in Second-Personal Ethics | , at
139.

(300 Ibid., at 160. HACHEZ M.

31 Ibid., at 141.

(321 Ibid., at 135.
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B T NFRER R IR R R I — A 24 B TR AR AR & L 3 — HE S B i T O T ok i 1 A S 244
e R S IR R K (B 1= K 8L L 7ow) N I NG (el 1 BT B 2 R R R D B s S
SR BRI — AT R AR 5 BT 3 R 24 rp 4B s B A B A TR L R Y
S5 (GGRAT) BV BUBR IR A BARIUR IS . Hi2% 0 NIT 8 Je bl e AR (IO Je e P ply ,
UL B REAS HR UL O S R E o TC VA TIE BOASUER 1) 1 24 A5 PR A 52 A6 HL A 4 AN 17 A [l i
(BT s TOATUBA TRUE I 26 25 R AR S 55

() 4 A miEsE4

MR — B S FNSTERE  RATAMERH (1 A 238 IR IR F ik SCACREAIE NI,
P A AR AT 5 A0SR X AUE 24 P A AN 75 B 3 e At BT R 5 AR B R N STAT O R L i AT L
18 B A — S A S SR UE I A 3X RS T 5K 1) ACA 8 SUAS K, JR X6 F Ak ) A [
BV R, Bk, SRR R . 838 ACA R AP R RE & 7 b 2 AR S, I E
BARIRIE B

T e AR S L R R SR UK OK A BB M R A AR SO . AR Rk Y v
F-EA XA G ROT B & HZR AT A X B PG PO X B ik wirE — e — A ar
(permission) , J&=— A% 1k A B o B 0T AT A AV VR ol FH 3 A0 R G 5 177 2 D 238 A Bt i X 55
WE T LG BRES 1E At n] LA 285 1 3 BT AR U455 56 R o AR SC— AT I I BURE & 2 4R J2:
Ja—F.

HURGNIT Al 1 H5 R 2B R 1 BRNS ? RN IA - X SR E IRk IR R X SCA (iR
RIS O T EAF T X R TR L E R T SCA BISIELS A . (1D IR AAUZAHE L
FAN ATREEE AR E BB B AFRATTI S IR AR s (2) BUgAR LAIE 4k 38 5 7 2t 2 3k
T8 % (accept) HA5 A ML JetEH i 02 8k BENS B G bt M B 600 ST 3E 1 H S R HL e 5 r
PLCOBURL I 2 S e e Bt . MIBTIEZ R , Foh I BCA 6 B GRIR IR I A 1 B 32 ARAEAL
TS SRS E AR U SE B 7. Bk, P ZA A B2 T — i A ol X, TRk 4 R ATTIE
Bz HeA-Sind A v RE ARG AR AR & LA B (R, WERFRAT 44 d LA Se b 2 il
(8 P I0A S ASTEAE I R 2 3 2R B . — D7 T AR A M B AR B AN T g AR AT IA W] KRR AT
shE WAL . o5 — T, IriE e e B TEAE w2 HERR AR L 5 AR AE A FAE I B L LR AR

B4 TATEhE A BRI A , R R D) S AT B L B IR MR AT S E (R &
AT 32 e B R ER ASRA T S B EAUR IR AL T B S IR E . Y 9 HL,
AT (D Fris g 1Y 1IC B2 T2 A B X A, Frih, SCA (52 e L R I A A0 AR 2K
TUH R (R, 0

PR LEBATT I BNIE IR IR A 9 e B AL . AURS TEAT Z [RIAAFEARE A L i b SR DG HK , NI T
TREM T, 2R, (D BURS TAEWE & T AR A ETaeE A R R . SHEIEAR
WERZE BRI AN ACHE 5% B H RS I AR 22 [R) A AR AT, A A 22 11 B Ry 67 ST (ER A

(33] See Darwall, supra note(28), Morality, Authority, & Law: Essays in Second-Personal Ethics I, at 153.

313 Ibid., at 152.

(351 ERRI, BRI T PR e e X A ARIEM IS T W RR 1Y “ W ok PE 7 (preemptory) , BUgFE 2 A T Z VI
Trah B fE& BRSNS 2 AT B WA AR SRS 5 A F A 2 B A 2 i BR84SR 25 M0t mT
LIT . See Raz, supra note(6], The Morality of Freedom , at 39 - 40.

(36 RPIBIRIRIXAHEPE B 28 FIFEAH % [B] )  see Ezequiel Horacio Monti, On Darwall’s Case against the
Normal Justification Thesis, 128(2) Ethics 432, 434 —436(2018).
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ABEULI A Z I8 AR A AR . [Z AU I AS 28 & TEAT: » 49 20 2 BR2 3l D1 AE L 28 v 2 I A 3%
FIRWET AHX AR IZ 3 GO A A T, (2) #F—2B M F AU OE R —Fh R X R OC
IR IR IR T PR F PSR — RO PR DG R o ST AR 52 AR I 56 2R B Ry X0 BRI P S5 1 2 AR
HERMWEmAEWEHAY 5. (3) ACA BEIRAE IRMAUE 1) F5 4248 177 1) (directional) . 8 [1]
TAUBA G, 58 AR IXARMEAT 8 . 1 20 FRATTHR A S AR Ay 30 A2 i AR B o 1T I A 7E IR M ST
B S H AR 3 B AR X R R A A THEH 8 1 (wrong) . #4022 ()
FERIRIRO) F ik Wit 5T XU IR 55 SRR T AU 7 FRXF XA W SR B A
FeH R T RS T/ BB, Tk e B — Mtk A i

H R 1k FRATE B #E A B E IR R 56 BT 1) 322938 Eik R O0 R i &8 B0 1 Ath iy L7
ERATAY i — 287, SCA 5 A WA 65 BB THE BRI R W87 FIA WA, R
BATAE LB HYEHT7E NJT 12 4 AR 7 A0 SCA L ATk 4 A B, Horp il b 7 Mk 45 1C 4488 T
PR AR ) S 55V B H (categorical reasons) AR o AP A T AN R S e P R ) S 55k B
B o FEPIZEE K X U5 PR 2 —Fh ey 1 | IRl B 20y 3055, ORI T [ B
B CIRMABD M T fe K AT BEHE SE A I B0 H AR . A4S SCA SILHS 2 78 16 34 0T 35 Hy (19 1|1 )i AL
JB R 2 AR SR B T 52 AR IR ARl A 4> 55 BE 8 8 DA A 3L i KT IR BT T K Y B A1 AE
RS SRR B SCS5 A HG sk o 38 e Y 1] 1 8 A 3R DA s WO O R 2 B kR e

FFLA BT 5 3R IR AR T 5K i ACA B U) 3t 138 2 — B0l S BOR] 5 3055 96 3 1 — i e 1 1
1w B SRS S EAURME EIF R KA K. ACA 5 SCA ZF A BF JEaE X, 2%
PN R . IR IR IRIR IR 5505 AN FRI H BRIE RE 15 L D i B TEAEAUR] L 55 R R E HA
SCES A I B H A BN

. G E R AR AR W

XF SCA $i th B e 5 — R TR R P PEAURBIE » A A UE AU A 1 2 P25 2 K
REBFIE S, A RERE I S AURUE 2 1 B 50 T Ui 0 B X s Rae . A T
VRE DN AR LGRS e U0 I 2 P HE 6 BOWRIR . ANl 72 BT XX L8
HOE R PRA 5 [0 B 2Z AT A 2 A — A SR SR i . B N« Ay 3 (Kenneth E.
Himma) A ], ik Sy NIT X A 38 A e o AT A R 71 » AN 98 2 A5 1 P BIR o o 3 o S T O 24 P BR
il 2 XA R R SCA 7 A i — A MRS . E S Ay 3 2 T I SO I R Y

(37 Marmor, supra note(14], at 135; 5 WM. (SLBBUR AN O3 L 551520, BGER S5 & k@)
2019 4558 4 1,58 85—87 L,

(383 Marmor, supra note(14J, at 136.

(393 See Allen Buchanan, Political Legitimacy and Democracy, 112 (4) Ethics 689, 691 (2002); A. J.
Simmons, Justification and Legitimacy, 109(4) Ethics 739 - 771(1999).

(403 Joseph Raz, Disagreement in Politics, 43(1) The American Journal of Jurisprudence 25,43 (1998);
Joseph Raz, Liberating Duties, in his Ethics in the Public Domain: Essays in the Morality of Law and Politics,
Revised Edition, Oxford University Press, 1994, p.38 - 40.

413 Joseph Raz, On Respect, Authority, and Neutrality, 120(2) Ethics 279, 294 - 295(2010).

42) Kenneth Einar Himma, Just ‘Cause You're Smarter than Me Don’t Give You a Right to Tell Me What
to Do: Legitimate Authority and the Normal Justification Thesis, 27(1) Oxford Journal of Legal Studies 121,
142 - 145(2007).
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IC: R 1 N T AERUEdE 2 W 155 b FUA IR A B AR B T4 N B 3G 3 2
FMTA DG MR . 52 NI T BB I AT BT A B 245 S N IR B A S8 R A 25 1]
J) 5332 A> SRR B U 2 1C A B3 1 Ife B PR Z ARSI 8l B 3 st 0] <, . DT Bk
TR T BUEAE 2 BRI BRI 4 JE X T T AT 3 A B P el 0 S 25 2= T AN B 4% L
SR BARRR P SCA BAREUF JEA RS EHUT B sl « 2B R 25 1] o

1113 3 4 g 2 [ ] A B AT T BOBUE 5 P B A — N A g 02 MRGERR 7 5 52
SER DI ZEZ AR SUBIE P RS20 » LREASUERIE 25 R B8 70 o =, S0 52 B O S PR BE
FEFFIE G PEBE SIR G IE S PR R . SCIE P B8 OC T A9 J2 1A BUE A JH X AR A S B2 2R,
F1E 25 P B 0 R AR M R Y T S R A BB W O S SRR I AR Y
IR SCA J& T2 JBUE Y E B » I e A N AU IE 25 1 1 Ak R 48 51 17 30 25 52 B DA T 4 B ply 3
FEAEER B TR 7 B3R 5 A e T HL 3 S Rl A Ay AT S B A 24 2R 1 T HL R
SCo U BT B SCA M ISR ST 4« e F 5K T HL A5 M ST B8 INTE A (L. B S840 AT LLSMIE J
PO IE G (RE P IE S PEHR)  ZE AR AR A B S B4l b 25 QR IE S ERIS) . FRATTHEX
ot 2K R AR B ST N AR (E A US4 0 “ B P PEABUB L (the procedural conception
of authority, fifk“PCA”) . — EHREWUEN] PCA JEA ALY AR 278 7 FLE 55 1R A BE w42 0
KM, SCA P5F5 AR T,

(—) REWHALENE

MBEA I SCHRRE - PCA {9 SR8 TR AR UE AR BOAR BUS A SCA Rid — k. Jiik
ESBGABURGE R IR R Y 1E 25 1 T Z 3 BAGAE & R ERF R 5CTE, NI B K T4
HE SR E Z AR —3, 7R )RERBEAMBUAH L JFC LM 2 =M
FILESP A st L E TR L F AR SE — AR BRI A A EE 2 0h B . AR SRR A Y
Z 58 AR AL F0 R B BUR A DR SR AT Bl 9 D02 ) S7 322 AT ol 2 1) 325 A
TREERY o AR ERELAAUR AT R ASBE AL — L8 [ TRy 2R TR 4 RIS FLREAS 4F B 28 RS 3]
IE# HAR TR = 1E Sk,

B ZRHOK « TRIREEMRVN » RS EA B BUE AT T8 2 B AR A S ik B 2 NIT
RZER, BRI BOA PR 2 008 B 70kt 25 A8 H A AT TASBUAT RE A TE SISO fr) B AR5
TAFAE AP T EL AT BB FEAS (4 1E SO #R TG 1 ik i3t iR . (LA A 15 e AR 3, HLR SRS
B JCRE VRIE S R (EL IE AR PR IR BB VRIS R E XA 2By . RIS P i 2
BRI E IR AR BEG 1 I E AR EOR . AU EA AT B . RER P H &
N TESHME . AR , T

WBHRE o B8 MR T iAo B R BOA P — B PR T USRI “ B AR 207 (Arbitration

433 Adam Tucker, The Limits of Razian Authority, 18(3) Res Publica 225,230(2012).

(443 Leslie Green, Law, Legitimacy, and Consent , 62 Southern California Law Review 795,810(1989).

451 Scott Hershovitz, Legitimacy, Democracy, and Razian Authority, 9 (3) lLegal Theory 201, 212
(2003).

(46) See Thomas Christiano, The Authority of Democracy, 12 (3) The Journal of Political Philosophy
266(2004).

471 Jeremy Waldron, Law and Disagreement , Oxford University Press, 1999, p.85 - 118. J:F 11t , Ik /R fi
AR TSR, R R T AR B R AR R BT DG B R Y, 2 UM S i (LR 2R R
S LR R B S ) » B S AL R R ) 2021 AR5 6 3815 43—46 T,

e« 56
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ModeD) . FUZH) B 1 BRI SCA FriFiasee — M55 THGIGRE (L E R P I A% NIT
BORE IR 45— H 0 ” (Mediation Model) U 19 1F 241 2 V5 T35 51 2 A 17 H 5 1E 7
PR PR — 3. SRR BB, SR IR AR 1 IE SRR T S U T 32 B R e Ay
GIFR) o 8 “FRPeA X ol 3245 BUAR PO ) T RE TG K —ff pe oy b 2 68 0, I HRE S AR &2
il DA SEERA S 2 B3 20 R A N B TR 1B 5, RS 5 R 454 1 I X R B, 1

A - ftkEgthds i )R ERRE: T RIS I &l 7AW B S0 LA 2 (5]
(14 T PS5 AT kO T[] R BRI TE T S B A I B 5 38 S IR T A ) St ) AN R A FH AR RS A
A T4 00 K 5B ARUE T ROTX A R A6 B0 iRMAAUBAE 4 F% 18 T B 2 IR AU 52
Pr b2 RN RATH O REMHFRARZ B MBS AR —A THB A mE— M
SR GEAEIER AR, R, Bl R S R AR RE 4G T RUIRM A BB Fy , OV

TFAFERNN RERR TR FR 280 T A T AR 5 1 - S S
Z AN IBERE T A S (publicity) FUSEEE. NGBS « T LTS WS R M N ZE N ER IR T
XA SR YT . FE— R I A ™ F A AT 1 SO BE S A7 nTBE (fallibility) (1
Fhosvh, EZA SIS 1E S SR HEREAS AR 25 5 2 201 R 21 25 Hb 4 B R AL 2 .
TR AN B H SO HG  EXFER M — O R R BUOR A T AR H NS
SRR A—Fh A JE 0 B A5 00 A 7 sCSEBLIE S, ©F BT A, 3 48 A AUEE 25 P e B 2 R TR A P
WEL TGS, 1N BB R AR A R T S R s SRR ) — e

(=) @omiEsE 4

HH ECF AT P A BUR A ICA 5 ACA, PCA B e 7E S FHYE ] _sifid 17 R B AR Lk e o6 Tkt
GIRAEAE T BUABUE - P N — ek 1) S B BUROR B B P AR SCS B2 R . Bl ACBEXT F#F11
PR B Z5F T O RUR R T Bk B3 B BURE . 28 Al 230X 8 5 TR 5 5 X Se A Y
BB IG—ZER AR & A 75 4> I B0 8 8 I AR 7 RBE M TT i i 2 BB B A 2 IE R P BR AT, 55
b XK ZAFDIREN I st IR B R B T g SR A 207 T e B (1 v A A2 " i R A
7 W SR B SRR G AR

AT A, SCA WA HEF R P 7EIE BLBCA BURE 24 v i 0 8 17 2 S LB A7 T R 76 1
Bezs ], AR R EREF B U= T EAME 2 S E# 2 i i) T Bof =0, 84 PCA 48 v]
PMENESR: DT 5 NJT B @ e 32 . Amia &2 SCA. P, #2 F R BAEE A FRA1 G0 1%
OFFEUGE . ) FHA&NTEMED?

L R AR AR 7

RESR BAEAE B BR R 72 BUA PR » IR 208k A B2 SCA o % 1 A #1 ph R AL Rk . — It
T BUARUE B I7E T SEBUBEA I S O3 e 2 BRI A AL S ok . BAAUBA X A

(48] See Shapiro, supra note(121, at 432 - 433. J}E/R « 4E%E K (Daniel Viehof D 7 2AUMMERG 5 NIT
FRR “48 5 8 X7 (Guidance Model), See Daniel Viehoff, Procedure and Outcome in the Justification of
Authority, 19(2) The Journal of Political Philosophy 248,255(2011).

(49 See Shapiro, supra note(12], at 435 - 4309.

(50 See Buchanan, supra note(39], at 697 - 703, 711 - 712.

(513 Ibid., at 713 - 714.

(52 See Christiano, supra note(467J, at 271 - 277,

(53) ARXHARXGBERIE X 544 1E L HINA 3 X4 T W&, See Philip Pettit, On The People’s
Terms: A Republic Theory and Model of Democracy, Cambridge University Press, 2012, Chapter 2.
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ARk B (9 TR E A AR AR B4 102 E (. (HBOR BUSI A BB T A R 207 5K
1E5 2 R E R ROy W) 2B — . S LR I R g o 2 f o H 2 AT
MZ— o MHATHGE AR AL LAy Sy FE AR AR A AR o BT 8 BEASACR e 45 % F 9B A
FEHETAT 5 AN T A AR BEA VY |, S22 A\ 8™ R AL A a8 25 1 491 20 2 A AL 55 ShAS, I 7 A
B RS REA SR 5 URAE AR IR S AS BRI BT 2B il B B o %) R 2 s IR (B — > WL
PR VRS R I REEABR] AR

ESEA WL ARH T BE . WERBA TAROATEARCHAR I 5 5 F 588 D N Z Ak AR 2 R AR A
TRAERENIX AR, R TR —Fh AR AR o SR 7 s SR » BT A R E AR AT &
WHBRAREGA I R A A AR B o T 5 F 32 0 SRR — 2 M At A ZE 35 O AU 3K ol
RT3 388 5 RO I AT AR — 26 7% PR At A G ] A 356 1) 5 i A AU BE B 5000 R 5 255
RO 3% PRI A AF A . SRTIT B AT O — A 14 1 A JFEA 1) A 395 S8 it T KR
M o 5 T3 AL 2 AT A 7 o 0 IR S AU T 224 2 Al 1 2 RS AR SR f9 S B o T A 2 R S B AR A
N A . P Sl 2R R SRR AR IR A AR AR ZEASBUR] & B4 102 T RANE M AR N 7E
e

2. ER BB

PCA BJBIEZAN AT RE AN » R EA B G BL 7> Ak B — L850 % . Bl e R T AZ A
A1 PRS0y FRADE T TN AR AR R 3 2 5 BB AR P o rpofe, JE[R] fif ok
R AL . WIERFOY IR A Ao E A EAR AR JL T A TE ST B 2 iR
Wio XMAHPEEE L WA AR .

EE SE 2 10— s 2 - PCA X R M EL A AED iR KR T 52 B BR8N #5 Z s REA
e B AU ELIETE » B TR PP BRIk S 20 99T 5 HL At 8y 552 S5 A9 0 A [ 5 i 2 20 99 8¢ ) e
IR Z AN (E—HE T3 Il 25 BT LA B S22 00 AT AT DLV Bl AR 0128 A C A= a7
R AN TEEA N SERE RS . . RN (B R —Fh SE B AR A E . A AT X
HAMEN BT

FOU FAT7 AT M B TR AN A T FR S NRRAE R 2R . Inhi 2% 45 L IR EA
AEWDEARKNER . —DMES5. 05— PDRANIVEN TR, 7 Z252T08E M AIRM
— 77 3 BT Bt = A A B D 2 RS A St 52 R BURT D SE B BIL 2 5 (EU X AP S 5 9 (e 20
ToE TR R AL B B P S BUR B TR . S5 AR AN BN ER AR, T aRA S
RO (EDRE AR AT 6 FA A B R 4 8 A SEBLE A5 R e A Bt fi. N A 3641
A R RCE A ]« S — 1A 2 PCA BREZA AT REE WY H e Ll B A i 5 T2 41 i) 2
XA A HE ST 3 (e R T e TS A AL S e G B TS AR R A —
AT AN (ELa 2o B FRIBOH B A Feadie, © —A> B/t Ab L BRI R — AN TR R B AR
MESERA T ABURANE » R A — A= P )R P RE L S50 F 3G . — B BRI (EAK M
TEBESR A BRI — A R WA PR S NTEME .

(543 Richard J. Arneson, Democracy Is Not Intrinsically Just, in Keith Dowding et al. eds., Justice and
Democracy: Essays for Brain Barry, Cambridge University Press, 2004, p.46.

(553  Joseph Raz, Liberalism, Scepticism, and Democracy, in his Ethics in the Public Domain, Revised
Edition, Oxford University Press, 1994, p.117.

(563 Ibid., at 119 - 120.
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3. IEX A

PCA (5B AT BEIE AT B VR 2 AR SR R EMABURE . W2R R A SRR 2
SR M AR AR A I8 4 R B NAEN A IHAFE RS B T RE . A X IE SCAFAE ™ 5 70
R BLRRE  BATTC 1 B — 1> 3l 2 32 1) 1 SO M — ] 5 1) 7 Ol 2 A AR 28 R L P- 45 1
NI S5 BIBUE PSR R X R 5 1 23 1 19 77 X8 R 3 BOIR AT 191 2 73 IS F1-F- 25 56
DY I —M BRI IE S PR s 28 PR T SR M BB 3R i 8 o SR S B I 4 0 — T
B2 R ERE AL IE SC B n R NEME., &7

SR b IR A HERL I A 1 2 PR (AR R, B — » S SL PR AR IE SO B R 7 R T
C 24 S RPN (E e UK R S I RSB B AN . BUIA T SCRY 9 IR G AR AE T XS A Ak 14 P Bt o
XA AT 2 )1 SR AL HE A S5 U, 7 U I3 A O RN A SRR B ST AN B b 0
FIIE SCARSCIER o ©F EGX A SCIBIF A S A0 SR BN TERY . FRATT 58 22l ISR — AR R EBUA CH
S S S X SEEUAR AR IAT S AT R AEAT AR R LU R A DAY O s SE B B R s
7o EAFSE R A A R AR AL P AR R B S At 2 e A 1. O 58k FATIE AT L
FEASPE S IE SCHRBSTTR . . LB A BUA A 5 B, A BARERZ 22 LR (E A1 8RB fR a4
Ak . B BAR B A A S H AN A R ARAEAL . B BUR ST A Bk I A DR K Y
PR IE SCHT IS A B 70 Sl 2 B k. =52 b g HELS A5 M 0 A 08 0 IR 2 1) Ry BR P
WA 2 R F e i I Sk 5 B B,

B R AR R AR S U Y ME— Ty 5 7 B [ 25 A [ FRATT AT RE S 258 M — 1
WS BUAPAESEMEECFERYD . Y /P ARBUATFHERT) BAKRR T AR Z
AR P45 s (H S Z AN SR G 8P 55 AN i SR i BOIR P S5 52 B L d ml g i e 75 5. i
H BOA AR A BEHRTH 2 B 0 B0 A7 3 R T Un ] LR AN S5 1 PR (L T AN P25 119
PRI TR E A 21 I S S BOA SO AR — S — I BRE . % it R 32 AR R T BT
PR AR AR BT SN — AR ME— . BEIR A SEEAS B AR AN H g AR AL 1 S F2 SOURAE T
NI IBAE ARUA B NN E.

25 b R ERRFF RO EAS ] BEA L T 52 B A E SO R X E0A 55 B 5 A RSN E T
SRIFABEBCAE AT 2RSS T ARk s SR iR B 50, REH B IR AL it — Al BU A
GF AR TR HAE R IR A X G 4 R O AR A IR ERE T . 498 , X LA B X 4 SR il — 1>
A TE Iz AR RS « Xt T B SR A B (E AN U B2 25 G LS B BUR H AR ST 55 - b 75 4 5
ALY A M GEIA R SRR AT LR — 28 FR Y R B E (IR EQR 55 B iR A AR
Ge g% IR SCA BB —Fh A2 2 TR 3 Sk fay B TR 32 30, S0 B, ATl LUK 43
T B B AR S By A B I R A B AT DU O BOR AR TE A TR E 1 T B B XA
A TR T 5 Ja B 18 I AR E W58 T n] BE RO EEH I R RBE By (22— B R N AE

(573 See Christiano, supra note(46], at 269 - 277.

(583 Ibid., at 271.
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Abstract How to justify the legitimacy of authority is a classic and frontier issue in legal and
political philosophy. It can be simply summarized as this: can obedience to the will of authority
be morally defended. Joseph Raz’s “the service conception of authority” (SCA) has made
outstanding contributions to this. At the same time, it has also been controversial and criticized,
which urgently needs clarification and response. The basic idea of SCA is that under the condition
that following the correct reason is more important than individual autonomy, if obeying
authority can indeed help us better follow the reason, then the authority has its legitimacy. The
relevant critical theories mainly include the institutional conception of authority (ICA), the
accountable conception of authority ( ACA) and the procedural conception of authority
(PCA). However, ACA mistakenly regards the essence of authority as institution, ACA is
difficult to establish a conceptual relationship between accountability and authority, and PCA
advocates that democratic procedure has intrinsic values, which is not established, because
democracy only has instrumental values. Therefore, the above three competitive theories are
unsuccessful, SCA can still be defended. Through these debates and reflections, it instead reveals
the integral and flexible interpretation power of SCA.

Keywords Authority, Autonomy, The Service Conception of Authority, Reason, Joseph Raz
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