329

oht), sk 1E): St

#® W

o
r-iﬂ

£

2 AFNME ARAITe A A 71238 Q7] ABIE FAE] oldel ohrA
o] BN 83l AU 25 PFL Tkl oIFA ARIAGY S =gt
A Hert, el o] ARIAIe] 718 Sl olm gl AR Axrl Y & Ao YA
Eo] olEA EuiE 5 el B4 2L @Rl 4 AlEAIR] WA 2Ae) oo
B3} 2 a8 38 E A 71X 973, S Hobbes, Locke 18] Rawls# ] ZAsjidl ¢Jztat
o] HlE P39t agx AlF]E PEl 97 YAEEe] BulE % Ay 0] whe A
Az 2EE G 29 BFd V)R BAEl B HAE =&Y} vixges
sl Al 712l e Falg3e Rawlse] M52} Gauthiers] Aoiz o)
gHo] AL FEIT o] YAL AEHFE 4 UL Huth

AFHO]: olAFI, ALEH|t, 2ul
SRS TR KO

I.oj2 &

A7 BTS2 el e Y EY A B3 3 HA o
3z} FRQlat Fe] o]eje 7 H?l Zt AT AR 2 9
o2 Askd Sl gl oY@ %v% TAA =33 AaAME F e
A Ao +HE s T30, HEA dntd ol BATId o}
¢} o] A3 Ue AL I oA BAE Bt Fed BAIZ HIA| A Lo
A F At} AAAE Aeldles “AelA ZE QolE we A S o

s B 5ol #o0% BEe sl 2 ogel F AAEA B
o+ FgCIA B AR R 35
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Al gt Bal’ e 448 A7) ok AlSldiAe] B3 ojsiBAe] e
HlEEv HEE ol Y AAIA et £ o dojd e 4Fd vFo] &
Aart ok wabs AlEFERe] gFe 5838 ouE itk A3 9 Al
A HEpes FAsH el 3 R Aoz A FE ARE BE
A =Us7tE n@E B 2avl ok UopbA B 293 AR Azt
o] FFAE EY] o|Adle A omg el UA=7HE A28 Hofol
gk, sfukabe, AKEFA o) Adl FAHIQ! 7] A7t AmRsT uiet B
AEle AlEle] 2ol gEld 4 7] wiolth, A2HY efellA] 17kl df
23 =4 (rough equality in the primitive state)ol] 7|Z3t1 UAeA,
opw Zxje} oz} il F3E B To| A o]n| L} HxJule] A
7} AR we} it@Ipel o d ABH A= eVl e BgeR &
dE 5 Q7] gEolt

ALE @ AR B Aol ARl o] g FAFY] 3l e
T BHE =Yk 2FA 0T &, Aol ANFHLE FAF HHA]
o]g 9% TEALIHY oIt o] FEAAMY T2E FAAdh= ARA Axs
weba ALl FAQRe oo Ritsloo} dlm EF TAHLY ol BAE WY
sfodol ). 7oA E2EE ARBIAIRE ALEA ok o3 B —HE e
gojolnt &0, o3t AFA| e} FAE 71 o]d] Wl FAE + 8l
t}.
B =522 ARANFYH B bk 71Xl zte] ARBlE FAE] ]
Ao ol71d Aol sfol Al sl i Tl Bkt HiEE S8l oF
A AEA k] SRR =25 St 283 o] AkEA o] 7]vt ellA
BAare] Figsdmol ARA HECE 5 Aevhl BAe 2 BETh A 1A
e ALEA ko] AR A ohr] BT 1 BRI E wEch A M7
ANE 2714 (7l zA e ohdFlel tig Al 71A] i35, & Hobbeshy,
Lockef#), Rawlsiy Zsl|& vl £438ch A NV AdA s AlEE geodl 2%
Rlgr 2 Eol BAly) el E 2% A4S ded 2AREA A BN
t}h A VAN E JogPatEe] Bl E 93 A& Tl omE ARAI =T}
2@ =0 £ ABBEAH of7do] HE o APARE A FF§L=T)
& AEIY. A ViEdME ARAIGFd dFsld =" Rawlsst
Gauthier¢] HEJRAIE F31o] ARIAIGE EujAl =7} KiEHe] 48 Ad
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T UeE B,
II. [R#Y A€l (Initial Position) 2A{2] N7 |& 4yl

ARIAIoke] BBV} Hle 2] dElEAe] ohld] tE BAL Alxs] Ba)
Buchanan « Tullock(1962) 18]3 Buchanan(1975)& ol BIRGHG
FHEFE LA AlsA o] ARA gizstA IH 1 2T Qorle =
7te] diEA B3l AAH 2¥ e §F B¢ A=sn ok E Schmidt-
Trenz(1989)= Buchanan? AlsiA|twgo) el A H24e o3t
AoH, AFAIG AN tHgelEe] "o Arisln Yom wiEE
(1997) = o134 el & o8 Bz TRl I E4¢ =31 YUt} «7)
Me 923 JezAe] ochlg 1 dejdle] BAF 237 7Y
By 24 w2t 3R] Brl= ). o7 24| o3t AR3)A kel kAt
olu} Ak3|A ekste] A=t 2Eld 4= Ut

+d 234 218 A7 Bl o|AL EAF eyt deivkg $9287]
o EAloIth. AA R wiope]] Y23 Aoy BAH Fo 2o /U] &7E
TEANE 7 Ao 2] AA FEAY 28 A% A% ogA B Ro)
o otx o] AHlE BFFHo2E HFY Roly| Y &oltth. 22y Bucha-
nan AFHA AA g A 71 sHR] AAY Fb Al A AAF BA4)7) o}
Z18Ha BA] et A9l 2] Al8)E 25 BAY Feeg oM o
oid 4 vtz £o.)

=AZ 844 2o dd3] st s Bt 923 AeeA Q7
of HHEHA AME F Ut Aol W3] Fasitm A o] AFe
Hobbes7} 7% “BA tigt BAY S8 e & 5 2, o] o 7)<l
< Hobbes7} #3803 =2 ‘9§, 7Idstn, A5 2a, 9 F8e s
Hrt. ol2 @ FejellMe LA A giEelU FBE AGuAE s
T 1A, mepA old] W AP Yoo FxEe B U 5 e R
oltt. olFA SE=Z o] AT REFH I Wl 07| Fr]d 9
& TG ALE el gsdl o3 AdAH A F g AFe

1) Buchanang& t}g3 Zo] E#H3slm Ut} “Social strife might arise in Paradise.”
Buchanan(1975), p. 23.
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Hobbesfiy 33 %= AUFH A (Leviathan Trap)olatn HEr}.
Varoufakis(1991), &/ ¥i(1997) = o|2{& Hobbes? 3ol i3l Aol &
H BAE B F3 Yot o7]9l4] o] Hobbes?d 4L EAH o=z 1A3
TN D vl (prisoner’s dilemma) AT Lx]Fic},

ARz, Z719 A7 Aste] REFYERZE ‘AP 54 (moderate
scarcity)’'& zZt1 v A2 1EsHA}. o8 g A& vl2 Rawls(1971, 3
)7 ABEE dEol 7hedll 9 8733 diiMEFeE UAFdve e F
Zao} v}, qhof Xplo] FEZ FASAH A AT dE A3 HF
o] E7F5% Hobbes? Al WA =1L, AEH Jodo] FEo|u} olg F
A3 S AT AlckE riRE| Ere AAE AESE 8 AR Q7o)
2ol & 7123 dau AHE A & o £ £ v FREe
Ao 2 iAol ARl el A o] Aste] REEny Ato|u Fulldl F
g Alxe] ool glolAA Ert. wetx o] FAHF e x = &
NAES M2 A = 71 2t Bl ARIPAF ez a8 2HE
A X3 Erke S QAEH HE ABBE H5E 9§ AlEAleke]
840] 715w, Yoyt ARjA ekl 7]23 A=} 3o F¥IFE3A €
ol ol2jqt defellA] 4PN /MU Holx BAF Fao & A
7Qe] 7183 Ao} A7t JEEHE A& £AA A 2 Aol

oz oh | FeE /i1 oA 2AA AuRzAL ol |F 24
e = Y] AR Al diE o2 Akl Wt vhg F GAR JYE 5
t}. RA, AlMEsnA (contract ignorant stage)® A}3]A|efoivt Fka}
e Alxel FgAdol A AV|EA = GAIE Hobbesiyl ol7l Jeie
o] YAIE Baltty ¥ 4 Ut EAZE A okE DA (contract conscious
stage)oltt. 7]l 7N 2t HEH A L T840l AAEHM watA AL
B|A o] wE AFd el oAdE e Ed. Rawls®d 2323 Aeld
X o] A3l e Bl AUSe] 45¥HY B8 E A Yue= 9
ulo|A] AlekelalA et & & Aot wEbA A%kel4] dAl= Rawls
H g 7§ 4 Ut

Buchanan® R#HAe] Hobbesfy QANAME AW A A A (spontane-
ous Order)7} AZ 4 vtz Htc} Bush(1972), Buchanan(1975) S0
=23 B 546 38l (natural distribution) & H2 BIREELERY BUF/JEN S
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ohp71E #49 ¢ oz dtn Ut o8 FeoN 42 F U= FYA
HE AAEEH #¥ T+ oh7)3 #F3 (anarchistic equilibrium) o]}l
@}, 12y Hirshleifer(1995)¢] 2)abd o|2jdt oty FE el gt
3 FHeksia P HolA] B3l o] dele HA Rl iBiiEl (amorphic
chaos) 2 BYUHAY ol A kel TANF L AX B} A fpgay
®l (hierarchy) 2 1€ & Qlthx 3},

oh7lol Mg FAEES v o] 4] 71X fFoE FEAL 5 U
AAZ BARE, EAZ B AR T FdE, AR 2 e Qi) o
& ol BF Tolth? A Exe| A AME BAT) okg 2 wojgs
o] A7t AR )7} Zolx|= Aefoln, wala JHQle] Az Eo]
BEE e A dot. o3& 2 2] T o] NE AIZMIEL WA S
HA 2o BAEY] FE ZAEH "ok gujolt. o2 HYAHYE »
< NYA H{EHe2 o] AAdF £¥o] #¥del= Nashty ¥ deieln
g F Aot

. AbEA|ete] FUE SR AMS ALAMAE ol CHEE Ml 71X Zs)

A HAA AxA oA AAH F¥e JFsAdl A =93t} o7
dxe AlEAke] 7183 FdH oA oudl ols] K7t AA oo} &}
=7l A Al 7R JFE EAIEE . YAE o] A ] AHE
Hobbes#y =148, Locke#y AtHAMN 18]3. Rawlsty AIdA el 2 £83)
712 J}

HEE) iEEERIM T £ T 2¥ S AR gAN 712y &by
< Aa/deiolth. Hobbes¥g} ofgl RousseaudA] ALE]A| <k oA e] 214}
o9 17k n5d SAjo|H, JEitdfyol L, /NUFold, o]7FHQl Izte
2 BAHY. Locked] A= nlibzz|olu} tigt 7 FA] ‘Af-d ol of
¥ BPME (natural rights)#yQ1 #4171 7Fs3lthe Hol & Rojot. 1970

2) Buchanan® #o], G2EgFE 3 8ol shte] @5oz Rt} (defense-predation
effort). £% Buchanang| o|&& UFe| thi(Manna) Z¥oloir AAA P1AuE
< ot o] AS- A dFe 5 = Aol B 5 Ut ANETFo] ¥k
Mo} A ¥¥P o 2= Skogh and Stuart(1982) ¢ =88 & 4 9t}
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A FE Ot FoD AFEF JEd dig dijte 2z 2d4 A18lA
FEd 72T 2L A=t AAUA HAeH ol 2R ERS] &
iEFolgll s £L 53}, |8 AlA k9] (Neo-contractarianism)
= Rawls(1971), Nozick(1974), Buchanan(1975), 12]31 FHId =
Gauthier(1986) 9 2JaiA] BAES k=], o5 1AF AUR e A&
A e FZA Aoty &, o]59] o]EL BN Ao BER
5 (Gedanken experiment)ol] o3t THFUX| A1 Al5]A| k] Mol =2l
2HE& 252 Yok AlA ol 7 7P EQL il E BE Jlle] Ai”]
o] Rt 58 gAY tfret 98 Foll B BE AU AdEY] s
YxZF A, Rawlse] ¥l o3l o] tRE (veil of ignorance)d] 7}
2]914 %t} Buchanan - Tullock(1962) ¢ #HAA]E HA] o]&{d &4
& 71 ol 71H AHllE 3R ot Nozickd] 9= #49 23] o
2t 2 olo} e AAGH A EEsid e AF-E A B F=
v NBIZK (ultra-minimal state) ¥+ Fv=7}(minimal state)7} 6|2 A &
AE & AR B Aud o|2AAE B Fu}.¥

1. Hobbesk) Xicd-AlEl

Hobbestty Ak gdiol e Ade] Bstel ome 93 gzl gick
(“In the state of nature every man has a ‘right’ to everything.” Bu-
chanan(1975), p. 24). @A ol FF= o X9 ol 7] Aejdlxs Ad =}
ol A AEE 2732 FEE 5 foT & 5 Aok 22y 7ide] o

3) Gordon(1976)& AlAekFele] dlFe tisiA /NEH =H& A=3tn e, Rawls,
Buchanan, Nozick $-& #iR¥ &R Hshe olf ol8ol FFH o2 ARBTFx) &
T 43E AA= AHE 7 A (hypothetical)’ 923 AEE AAsla ) HE
o]t}

4) Aol B4 B 2E FRI} Add 923 AdHs Vickrey(1960)2} Harsanyi
(1955, 1984) 7 72 Al2e]FJAE (neo-utilitarians) o] o] A E vlRA7IA| 2 o]
£9 ¥dolt}. 53] Rawlse} & AAF 28 v]B$ Harsanyio] 758ERY
(equi-probability model)& 923 Ao 7|28 F AFe|Fole] JuEAH g},

5) Nozicke 71Q! B AFAYSS A AHE Hiﬁﬂ F HEEA BERe HHE B
dzlstget. o) 2J3hd Jie] ARFAS BEH F= M9 RiEge] Ao s
A7NA s, o] 27 A2 L HPEE T3l 55159’9‘1’1 24 & ZHA HE slve] 7|
T 28 = U1, o]A¢] F Nozcko] @r4% #N&Kol T}
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w3 P A 7H A o] glvke AML S 2E A A 23]
AL ‘GAdF’ o7 AuFt ABE LR3I Ue Alelth. o] Hobbeshy A+%
oA & AQle} Akt At BAE olwirt BA) ofd e 2l =
ol SJsiA] Aard Asietn @A 2E 230] I AR At Hue B
itk v 31, xAdel A BiEfEolzRe Al=e §U7] wWEelt)h o] BY-
Afdold zPilo] BAISL Wold = Ue WA WollA AdFEH & 5 2
t}. o] uj Hobbeshy J&ollA AlZ)EL SollA] AFRo] Aata ofd, W
@59 A71F FARAE =7 G IA Bt ol2 & ol dHE B
Nashf#y #¥dejell o|2A =i1, o] AKdF EX 7} = Buchanan#!
ARB|Al ke 91& thEge] 7120t sl Aol

Hobbestty 2} defoll 7128 143 AR3|A| ol &L Huol F-AY Abg
o] ¥}Z Buchanan(1975)0o]t}. o]81% Buchananfy A A= B2E ¢l
Zro] HEE #EhT 210& 2 U] g 3, ohE d@8dEH e AVE
23 Ao Al 8 AHolu}, EF BHFTE ohbH FE A 2A He
ABAI G AT AR BEAEH JA] EHTE e doh. 2%0d
o] B EE A= AEF AU7L? olol ¥t Buchanang] g2 “2¥}”
olt}. Buchanan®] Xo|d [IE 7138l 2R =27E sEY Jer.?
o]& ¢Ju|djA Buchanane] Aele] 7de “Ik4:A 1EFK (derived justice)’
2tz & 4= At} webd Buchanan? a3 Aele] sidE wotsold AA
Aol o] B Fo] AlEJA|of o] F o] Al BPToR WdEE AL
AAIES Yol opzta & 5 Ud.

2. Lockert Al
Lockef) oh}719 A& Hobbestty Aelel= 2] 7119 owE Jx FA)|

dHoz HEEA = Yt Locke AL o= F= il Nde 7}
Az Yok AL Az ¢ QAR Pl BEpHE Tistd dojW A

6) Buchanan£ t}g3} o] 83l t}. “Justice is rooted in consent.” 1o ]3P
ofd o] FHsctL B = BE AYAS0] 2 FA T o} sivke WA E 2
I et )AL 1 o] A Wl A7) Ttk ovisine A ta
t}. &, oji§ FHo|E TR AHFA At FAE 5 e PAAE] &5 F
2l9] By w1 FEo| FAsIthe 2vojt}.
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MR B AEAM Y HelE 2 =i, ol tide tE ERIES
a1 AgE EFdof drin £ o] oJuldlA Lockefty Hel= "HERY IE
#’(reciprocal justice) ki & 4= QUt}. ol21¥ Locked ol}7] 7o) &
thAel a)4& 713 Algdol HlE Nozick(1974), Gauthier(1986) oltt. o]
E& Locker} RAJefollA ALEAIF] +HE AT shte] Aoz
A% @A, F U AFEdAR Bryer F8F AWE 5HE 5 sivkes
@ (Lockean proviso) & Al3|3 3e]& A% 7| &2 o2 WolERITh” o]
ZALe 259 EARKHEe] Paretod =7 fARICHL 313} Locke?
A5 A eke] A= Rz} Akt AAEE Zdale] AFE J1Qdks ot o
2}4 7fQlo] Locked ©@AE& 2719 ElRlo] A A3l i A E EF
A € o oh371EH aBAEs} o] FARA H1, oFdT wole] o] BQ
fE At 53 A R AR FE0] ARAIkY] 712t @ Aol
Gauthier(1986, 73)& ol®tht & ZAE © uopt FAdFHAAA 4
(coersion) &} o] AA=E &, F2H MU o7 ABA YAYLES]
T#HZS HEEAE 2dd 4 gvkn Bt} o] Ao tisixs StddiA o
F712 @ch

3. Rawlistg KjodAlE)

Rawlsd] oJ3t¥ 343l FoJ2& ABl7Z && AT ABEAGHE 1
7] 9% 7| EHAZA SHF s FHe AL ohIH A FyR T
(primitive equality)& AUl glojof it Aol o] Y23 AL #
2317] $1% Rawls® 214l FR19] ] 7HA A B9l ohdsl
Aejoltt. Rawls7t ol2|dt 923 & HEshe <23 olf= AAZE,
A A o] RiEZ (injustice) EAe] T AL 7|83 ABlFZ| thF AF
7} UE =4 o]tk Moot gl dAE afdelv (A3 BRES
Bl7H HEEROIAY A-AE 298 & e, Ao ARAA TR ol 2
& EEyoe 2 F3U3% (morally irrelevant) A& 7] %23HA He A

7) Nozick®] Lockean proviso9] #j4-& vhe-a} 2t} “Locke’s proviso that there be
‘enough and as good left in common for others’:::- is meant to ensure that
the situation of others is not worsened.” Nozick(1974), p. 175.
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ojt}.

X2, A A e FARtE0] oln UF B AL 41 Atk
dolth AlES 259 ABF A9y dAE ol EAA A = Qe Y
A 2 32859 FEHH 7|5 Foll B FRE AL U] W Z o7 x4
o] Ak¥] -z o} IR ¥ EUFALE AR s EAld EFHQ A 2
g 5 ks ARdo|t). o]2jt EAIE SE3] A8l e WY e =%
Aot WEbd Rawlses AQAHQA A3 2pidolvt T8 AR AA 9 ‘HER
o g Holol Foia FA%ICH(Rawls(1971), pp. 100-101). 2o 2]3}H
TEELe =Yoo 2 JIsE 5 glom, ojud W] o2 E 1Fke] Y93 9
A A A= of i o} o] d 2| e FFER] B EHFE
AA == EES] 93 ¥€3L Rawlst #iE = 39 ¥ (principle
of redress)o|&tir B3t}

AAge oA Qe ARABAFR Ee FYA|IAA sk 27 EEYH
(initial status quo)7} EEZS7IH= EAld) M= ol % Rawls
g HAg o]8F Mg FostA] X3 Utk Rawlsd] 93l Hojzg
AB|A o] AR ZA Y AAFH ol HEle EHHoZ MR B =Y
o2 dHQl AAGE Y EFFo] AAE e EEEojo} i £t
ol HollA 271 Jefe] FEHU AAH Rl AHER 2719 BBFE F
oA Ao wholEol= Buchanano]u Nozick & Gauthier2t} Rawls
7 "R EEEeletal £ ¢ Ao

V. tHEe) Rkt 15

AF7RE AAIkE A% Fdel AATE = ohdr) Aelel kel Bt
o FiA 5] Agd YAl =28t AFHE = Fde DA} He o}
Wl B2 RE oZA ARIA FE3 Jod e AT FuYE o8]
s 823l ol s Algke] Edsherke B4 212 3. drldMe
oo} Moy AR B T AFoE TAY AAAHE Y2
AtEE FEE AT ARBA At BAAME tf Al 7HA] 848 $Fes
ueof dith. A, S AT 2 EA Y ol I, AAH EX| B
g, 4 85 M 2ol F A ABFH doq9 =27], AR 1 Y9
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a3l e 4] 71hA] Foloh. B¢ A dA e 489 e &
2% gQloluv orjelae 27l ¥ (threat value)dl] 23 tix
2} o]AE QAN L& F Ue AR Koz AR e 9% o
ool thgt Zcgko] 021 Fefold, ZxjAlE A9 7|thx|Ql Aelt). o] &
< FATRAA A HEE FEAE F JA "o

AA FEE B8 =Fed 7P durEQd el 347153 (utility
possibility frontier ; UPF)& AR 5 AFY = F AlFe AAe A
7 EA 3= oh1H B E P2 diA) AlElE P35 Al o)
T 24z JiA= dRt o Zirle] ohr|F AejoAe] zMile] Bk
2 Aot 1 F1E AAGH A g F UE FRUE ARRIE At Fo
Apale] Fuljgxo] 2potAlA i 1 A efolut FEoll Feddix] &A 2 Rolr}.

(T )& 22 A X& oh13 d¥ddlolth. o] He Al3A| e ¢
& FAAF N M e 88 (disagreement point) 0.2 715E|9 o] Jozn
B 2t 245F U'sh U's 2 gz 2430 "ok

ol W g+o] eld =@dle= el & ABIA Al C.& AR (CIe
&3 dot. o] FE, F {c1, ¢y €3 e , ¢} UPF9| &g} 99

(ag 1

~

S S
N

~
\Il
s
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.,

STSEASY
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X U, U’ o84 ZA=E Pareto $-499o= gA"n). 12 ojwj gt
ALEA A= Weikard(1994)el o3 thg- F 71X 210& w53) o} 3.
AA, /ME el 27 (individual rationality condition), E= Alrbs
Z7Z (contract possibility condition), & U,zfj,». ag]3l X2 Pareto
-89 (Pareto superior condition), & c,{C}o|t}. o] uf AlFH 4
o & {X Cl2 BANE & dod o] ¥ siag oz AgAk ¢
= c'Ecore{C} & =34 € RAolt}.?

71 AlEH HE olF At He] sldix]el @3t Z=le] 214 (percep-
tion) & tids] Fgsict.? AW 2% FFdd A 4450920 J4E vt
ATE 42t e F3HE 5 Atk 2] g el Rt 7l gk 3ake
ZAd 233 dd. w2tr 4F 25T A t& Yd#FHo] EF a8ln
ME A & FFHE717 ARFE AFe99e AleRa olgs) A4
B2 3AA 2 7S AXA o gty oz Aol st tiF o
A Aol wEt Yol Y7 2S Hol AdE 5 itk 7 Y He A=
MR o) FARA A F3AH Z|HR U A A i A F e
o] jo] B U'g AP Y7o MR 2o =27t F4dc). agn
A o] A9 ¥A7s9Y (bargaining possibility set)-& BIE% Paretolty 7l
Adddgel & Aot} aglaL o] )= X9t Y, Y7o o|F&= Zdxet UPF
o] Bkl oJEilx AAEHA HE'Y £ Zkxte] 7|hX)7} 3] vl@Folo|A
2APe] 58 EA] Aol AYAE dA] X8 Folx, videl Adivle] H& F
ALY YA E 25 A7k YRV sejgka QRYE, 1 9 o 3
90° 2 HdErtsdy E== H4H9 (bargaining range) = Hi7t @ Zo|th.

8) o] i ojud AlA ko] HolHt HA BF A&H UPFd &3k Erke B3L ¢l
ok ok 31, AlAIGe R YF GARRPL oluFldlAle] (53] Hobbesd oluz] AeR)
B2E odd P& &A3] MUtk B gl7] dEolth. EE o g9t "R
Agsrle AR 7 AN BEEPIAE Fr)E 4[3) AR
o= Fxe] EdA FAAIE ANA A Yo o Yy o|c).

9) ¥R diF U4 NdL Hirshleifer(1995)9] =84 B 2 ). 1= AEE
Bikol U3 AAolEA HAHE =N 25 A g BARSe] FE JuA
a3 HPH Ao B BRIl BT 2o ojEH ZARREC] ¥ 3E 2l disk
333 HEE 7S 25EE 71599 (conflict settlement possibility region)& 2
o}EA ol BAo] ALE 7HeAde] AxA Hel

10) BirbeFAe] e 5 Algde] 35AANAM 2] mEe] B9 A%, i, 72 o

38T Ee AF Axd €8 A& Aol
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whAo) Zbz7l YA AREe] it Hojde] 7|9t HAge] JIfA] 2jo]r}
ZEA 99 a e A oA HI Paretod $UIH= S4EA ¥
ot} FaHgog g=00] S F9= F PP ge] ¢ Moz FFY
o] 7o) (core) = (¥ 1)dlA YA & oz AZSA Fh'” ol 7f ¢
o] A joll g ZldRs Uold 7t =@7Fsdt 2485 Uitoth.
T3 A9 o Aol dEiNE rlEA =87t LR YHLS b2
Nash? #¥dolzta & ¢ Uth
9o £AHo2RE e e s 22 7 U

(G 1) JANTE Fulle] FAFRAA 48 BARREC] J3Z T o
3 71 2 &S (F, BY S0 955) JAe T A4FC =28
7Fsd& HoAA 9.

old] thdt 1 =H FBHE A 7|7} oS (¥ 1)dlA e
Adde ZHE I3l Yoy =i, weta UPF |9 Hell AxsA 2
t}.
-2 oh}7 e 2HE ASAIG o2 AT E T3 FEES
(egalitarian) 5EEAE7H £27Fs371 AH R 2 3AL. o]RAL AlEA| ks
A% ¥ F5FF 7t ;g = derl B8 e EA ol
ol (¥ 2)7F Bl F31 Ut} &7l EFL SAdFEulEelth o] A
S A AT {(Clol &3 o Folo & ot} &, E € core{C} &
T 4 Aok a2y ohy) ¥ XHo| XHo g o|FdH HA ER
#£4 {CYol &3/ A Bt &, E & {C) ot} XA Xeoge] olF
5 Az} 2he] 5Ee AApE o€ AXA 2& W@t S 9714
the-at 2 AlE A ) HEFed B & FAE o]Fo] d + QU

fo o K

(R 2) W} ohb)® TPV BFEAPRT Bekgoz AN
"o, & 4wzl S8 At FoldA Hd, BSRAEL BYe B
A ke 2 £R7bse.

11) o714 3ol Paretod 7jdel =71 givke HollA &€& FujHold, T ¥F
ZAIRE] 2siAl vl A (block) 1A & AlFrFsdH & ojvddt
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o] HAlE EXo] AT F&= HBulY] Ho] F P BRAA 289
HA7HA QA Azte) APXE 23] WEd EHS & A oAl ul
Horair] @A Hols AL AARI. a8 og viek P53 Buld EV) o}
Wd #3d XEG 929 A5 He5F3 Balle AEA A4 mrd
& giAl "ok

ool i3 Tz FHE (¥ 2)dA HEsIH. o] HAE oH A
AN F Aol HisE (A7 E 8502 ASEREH 588 o
Zo) & 57 A )Y zfoj7t ARGFE FF5FAH THE 7HAHLs
ALBA ok -7 el e JHAe] FITH Bl oA AlEulEde] E
Hoz o]Fdk= Aol wiHE rhsAde) AXA "rke AKdE F53ta o

o] WA oJ3IA Yty oz 5 B z9 7Y glv A ARH AYLS
71h3}l7] o). fuUsid, 58 B AL AlSE PFo2FY 48 F Ue
#Helo] ds] H7) wFEolth!? 711 7k AFEE AHE T Al HIE
E 4 e ##i60) AL oot ohith AEA =Y FAREY EYHol1xe
A QL Fodol] 71xF 2A ARG 7|23, uweps 2ELS ALH FHel
o 9% 7P 9ed Fele] AR Agolztn & & Ut difEe HES
5% AL v 3, YA, A A=, AR A9A Bl FejA]
7] Atk Ao durdl Aol WA 27t Ayske 2738 =7o]
ZZg]ojo} AT ol AUds HYPE 7HeAdo] ARG 28y AEo| £AF
Al gJa|A] o] FolA = Aol = o]7]1F Fr]dl M T A3 H AE S
Fah= dutd A9-eke gel (I¥ 2)dA XTI 2e 2|2AdME Zite
Aleke] Wi AE)A] g1 EFE FF3ke Alde] 488 4 Aot Phelps(1985,
pp. 134-136) & ©] 79l thal o3 o] Agsla Aot 71y WERZED
g onaldte] 9% azehe TR AR ofgElA] e FAVIAETL
A399 A¥E F5 Aok 2y o] AL o71F Frlol AF AkE

12) d7191A el =92 94 AHE g2 ddF oz A & xfAey st 2%
wo] P EE WA A5 3919 nsFAE ARA T YA E %A 4
W F Ye7hE AvEal 4 Az Holol ¥ Al o] o]g9] 71BAAE =
AR ke AlFRAES] ‘SYA | APeE’ Fold) ylzsoRt ¥} wEM A
) Folo) o WYY H AFl A WS A Y Axe EREFHL 5
gith. Rawls7} Al8)H 888 Jdisisieie FeiFele mdA =8 FINE 5 AU
oha W B AT e A Ert AEHQ Feld) ojFhx] @ $FAF Axolr] HEelrt.
EEo] Al o9 2L AAFeA HAIsHA ke Aol
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(a8 2)
U)
N /
E
" {C} ®
\ 45° X X \
0 U'

F3IA | Fol7l o] oz} vhz Algel Pe (principle of love)o] olalA
b Agoltt.

V. ntdblEES HIR

ol H HeelN AlBlAIcke B8l el ko]l AREE ARIE A=
7} #3RE % 2ok Hampton(1993)& Alsizlekel e8] YPsbA = Al
H AxzA 27l 28 AR, Holcombe(1994)¢] Af@e] AAH
28| o AR EE 44A 3 "} £ v ¥EE UE 5
Qtkn mgith ARE BE A 2] B5W Aele} A4Ho] BgEH Ay
& B3 TR Azh7} o] T HMBILE A, 22T EAZ A 7 A%
Ae] By} ER5sn Aevt AEsEe] Y ALYEH A BEa.
QLA WA AlgjA o] Aok Folshe BE PalaiEe] xpHo|: uh

13) Aol fg)7t Ag3ke o] 4L 49 ‘Adde) A9Egn & 5 Qloh o] AL 27
FE[ 57 19] Aot BUlx B78la F AR BE B (FA9) 2L AE9)) 5§
T 28EE FEE Aol bedkll gt 28y o g= e Alete] Yald) olFA
= Al de} Aeoks w2 B Fxe] AHeEe T3 HE AT A4 4 ¢
o} oo diEiME d=e] Edward 92} Simpson #419] 397} vz $& ojolc}. &
el =qJAAME o] B9 (2" 2)dM9] Fo] HEZo] oplet AF T AH|RE
o2 sojo} Frhe FHT )AL slo] FQU)
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BLAHR [ 71xsolt Foid £ WK ERFen AFHY Ax=
233 JERREolEt & 5 Ut o] BHFEH AxE FARE 1 o)
U 9] Azt 433 € o FEAE FAs= ARBlA e 8 FEAAAN
% A3dE g FIANFVIR TR o= due] (58 B A} bE 4ue
AEA kS A8 FAEOEE AXA 1 diFoez 49) Auje} =)=y
WAZ AEE A9t & 5 Ak

dutd o 2 ALBA ok A% 27)9] M7t TR Fute] o) 942 HF
Aei7t frA1sle Rawlsd ohs] Adejol Ay T AU 9180] glod zix}
7t 27130l B 4A% FRE 23 A = Gauthierd AR AA
BARE AlFA o 712HA EREE ABE AlRs AR A2 Jhrke
Aoltt. 22y} /e T3} ] AR s ohdrle] 2r1Eu)deirt 2A
5= Hobbes? A dejollA ALglA eke B8 a1 AFAEr) 238 &
7} At ol A ofH el ARBIAEE Yol = el 7te] o],
3o} kAt 7te) jlef BA 72T FAYH E o A7 YyAatEe) 2
ks BE7Fsd99 27], At A e Jldixe s, a8
el A9 E= A (renegotiation)d] 2j3t ol 2o SAIISA AL
Tl osiA AAHA Ao

AFHE & Holcombed] 2A 2#d) 71234 AlBlA I oJais 2Q3IA
E ABIAIET} 2131 A Rl Aolo ofs|A] oJEA FgutEx] Bzl A H
Ars A2 AE 2A9 245 2 #Bejshe v &S Ao} siu, of2g
xf= FF AN FEEA (disincentive) & ZHA] ez dubz oz by
ol A2 AR LE Bk ATHTE AIEH Aate] Bojd Ao}, w}
A F A =3lllAe] £87P5A 3 (utility possibility set) & H|mapa =xpgt
Holal AR2E FEA AN UPS(UPS) 7t tEola £453Q) ZAA|
Aol UPS(UPSS)RY} ] & Holt}. &, UPSSe& UPSC ojth.!® (19 4)
7} olo} ZE 7FeAE B F1 ). i) 4] diF 71UA} e
712 FOIATH A4H A=A QL 7F HdE Dol = e 7R
7h U o ¥ @54 Alsslre agos s 717 Uielth.

14) ol9} e WAV FYstA e AAHA £ dP3] AEHY mAAEE E + YA
o ol ¥ A=l Tl AEFEL WS AM FFH AIAATL HASE ANA
A e e 585 5718 Aok oJ¥ A9dAME kdA=rt A48 Rolth
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Aol U0< Uiolm T3 A joll M E e =)ol o8 U< Uelm
2 oghd AANT WEH AR E Adshe o] Y A St B
£ ole} e HEo] 7Fsal] AE BATHIA el Ho) 2 Hao))
3, % 7k Wae) AxselAe) JAHAE FHE & AR Fo| FoiA
ke WAL Masith a7l $ele Tt 2e BAE o d % gk,

(SR 3) ¥l AT YA e] hd3] ARFE E il o 23
vl go] 71858 PAE B8 ARA G 93 A= 2o FEH0|1 24
2% @AAE 2= A7t 83E 7ol 3.

Z, (ffE 3)9 2Pe (27 3)d] Ueht Utk PEl % 2oy &
Hoz QAo FAs Zvlep] SW YEAAS UPSE woz shgew,
v 2 v EE83Q oA el o] o] AAREFS T €AY Y
go] AZRA AtAIAe] UPS+ ¢to g 5% Aol7] w ol A 2FdA
U< U9 A3k 0% AXNA 8o} &, U= Uiez soum Ul U
oz ZolETi: AL U@t} T o] WAL (4 2)9 TN gk
=z, Bare] S0 Aarl LSS YL B 2L & U Aol Hbs

& Zrlap] Yo ApiE FEAAI 44 BAE 5 AN, By 5
A7} B4 Fsolele] rPsAo] Hojxmg e A o)F A Awst
283l H9xih

(a8 3) (38 4)




olu}s), BArEEYy 1212 HE 345

the-o2 7] (status quo)e] W] ARRIAIES] Wald] WA= Jeke
B} Qo Aol ol ohir1d Aol Holut Alzte] AYsiw
M ABITEE O 2553 BGAAE O sl ABIREE A wds)
A g @ VYIlN BAAEo] JE Axel Uy AW
(renegotiation) 8] AIE7} 91 W TRo] Azt eld] o= Rapi| 5w
th] olus|H A2 Bol Al S, o] B¢ o s g AllAoke
Sg W o) 27] AAPHET N Y5 ohp|H ez D) 4
o},
(29 )= AAEs} O wRskn ARe] Aol ZUE o ARA
W& Aol A= Aol HASA S oA HE Xol ALl oh}
5 el Xuch o 2542 A48 Bej 20 $alE G oo Be I
g olZol @ % itk

(& 4) A31E AP AA7L He ol AA4el 71 €l 74
ALE A A ke APato] AR A (AF olaA Z&A HYE) o 45%
ol}7] Al EREE AREY Fx7F BEHFo] AsEe 4y FxE ¥YH
7] 4t}

olo thgt FEL (28 4)dA XA B Foh. X =3l A i
o] ag5FEo] age] "oy U= U}l Add Avkx szl X Fei2 39
A =FR Uie U2 3718 Uie U7og ZasHl He2g2 7l is &
P Axrvhs BEHTE A Axg M5 & Aold.

the-o 2 Rawlsd H3Aeld] 7123 Al3]AI i 28T FAE it
A7 Ak AUBA HFF AEi7 fA1E AJ7E B F8E Ao
Holcombe(1980)& o]2i# BAlol tisi AT AjelMe) sty et
(classical liberalism)e] 412r& ARAFH 1 QoA o Ut ez
& ABAIek JZR ARlgAEiE ARle) E3t A4S ARAEYD
o oA AlFAH Yool Bl 18dA #e¥ R (bias) & WA HE=E
AEA ko] Z1EAQAS HEEY ABAH T2 QA a5d0A Kl gAd)
A dd.
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VI. RSB SRR DEE

ol Holx ARRAIFFld 7|23l =3E F U BYAe Bd 34
el £4¢ Ad F Uevke HES B 97]ME Rawlse] Aed3s
Gauthiere] Jth3 HAHo)gre] A& 42 o] BYr|= J.

1. Rawlsy X}=2&|

Rawlse ARBAI RS 91§ Hdo Foddhs 2E 7o) 2E 219 A1EF
A 98 223 JiQE A3l M EamE 42 ohr] AdeelA Fel
7 JiQle] EESHA He= gty FHles 1 F 938 &3 vt RawlsH
olo] % 71A] LF o AMA = ATte] FFI FEof & 71EH 2H
o A7 Yo, T WAE ojn F U AAF YFoz AT Uy
(difference principle)o]t}. 18d] o] F ¥FL £x}13 (lexicograpic or-
dering) Y olojA AAH FLE A& 71 AR{E JAE 7 vk Aol
t}.

o] Rawls?] FAL Strasnick(1975), Hammond(1976) o 23t 58y
(axiomatic) 2¥d) 3] ¢ZA3}A =25}t Strasnick YA B7ix
2H, & EAM (anonymity), itk (binariness), #iZt# (neutrality), i#
B—Ectk (unanimity) & U153 it@FEE K= Rawlse] Y3& o] &9
Wt Hammond+ Arrowfy ARBEA 3= 89 7890 7+ v]R(inter-
personal comparison)& =931 Senifie] A (equity axiom)E vt
F3ke YT M ARBIFR = NEKEY (lexicographic) Rawlsifiel 2
%5701 (difference principle)iolgl= H& B FUt}. o] |59 8=
T 2ok ARE AE X Y7 AL 4, j7F o &) (a) X, >
Y, 281 BE j=d &y X, >Y, 2 Y, >Y, 7t A8 V. = I
(X, YV)olA HA= vl A (minimal dominated element) o]t} &, Y. e
MinDom(X, Y). (b) 2t¢f Y, & MinDom(X, Y)old 74 i= A13A o)
¢ X Yol i3] K vEEolth (c)Y,EMinDom(X, V)7t 4dst= 7A
¢ 7 EAE 9 it X7t il YEY Paretod oz $4%UA, & xPy



oh7), A% el S8 347

g, old FesRiFiEM= Rawlstty A2A 3 #40)t}.

2 ¥ Arrow(1973), Musgrave(1974), Harsarnyi(1975) Sl ¢Js}d
o] H A oF AU o] vghtA i} 718 Arrow(1973)
9} Mueller « Tollison « Willett(1976) & Rawls® A A 3348 Yuky
Fe Ty ARIFAATe HEE A =28 5 UeE ¥y F3 Yo
£3] Arrows 7} 7iQ1e] 1ol dijt Bl =0 5343) ffgobidolad o] o
Fe|Fo 3 A= Rawlsd 3o #1314 € 3834 53
3t &, Rawlse] 593 ksl FelFoAAe] 3 Yo a3}
k= Aolth'® Harsanyi= Rawlsty il ZaAge] F4AAd H&317) o
@3] oY= A ¥ (counter example) & Hoj F31 Qc}!o

Rawls(1974)= 2 93& &3 o] S8t $4 9x3 Ay
9] el MU 71EA B (primary goods) 2] HAFFEe] #nyl A
A o] o] & ool HHd M= A WYL A 2 Aozl A
ot} & A2 ElF /JES BE Aol THERT AFA oh gl M=
Vickrey(1960), Harsanyi(1974)¢} & FraelFealso] Fash= AXNY
K60 (expected utility) & HEAfLEIEIE Aol Weld BFo] ohjein
2o} vt ad, Fx]9 A HollM= A S-S A W] 3 e
F28 7 A& 7127t 7] dEelt). w2ty Fx|] Futo] i) F=
Tl 2l gAEe] 98 & U= HAdo A=k vz HUPrdeg
(maximin strategy)o] E AHo|},

ol thall k= ol {t =A il ok e Hl=M Rawlse] 4%
15) % Yaari(1981)= Rawls® #87} 2A A=A AYdA LAl FA5 B4

& Zethe AE A3 Rawlse] Ae9o] FelFold P2l (average
utility maximization)<] 933} JYE 5= vk FEMER (Equivalence Theorem)
€ 930 o] Zeldl o3 Rawls3d - Uizl ZEl52l3 #(generalized
utilitarian solutions) 9] 3loin] 3§ Fe|Feje] AR Kdo] Tref mE—F 3 E
Zr=oh 1 8= vi=A] Rawls? &9} dxjafof ok Holr).

16) 19] A <5 HlF2 M) upe} BFsPH New Yorkel L2 Zg1& 713 A}
#ol] Chicagodll F& 2Qdo] AA= 2 4= glA drhs RAolth. sk 319, vigdy) Aln
7t ¢ 88 P4 050 27 diol o] 48 BFe T3 ojRdr)a Eo}.

17) Rawls®] 7|29-HAE A, 713, Fifg, B, BB (self-respect) Folt}. Rawlse] &
olo] ¥ o)) thdt Narveson(1982) <] #l 4| oJsia o]§ A7 e) i}iﬂ Hx:
o =28 g7x & olEe T RIS Bk T = glen], o] £ o)Al EH

M (o] FF0] HA ol Fxolojo} sherhe BEEAIT) TAEEC] :‘2531 goj
Az ¥ 4 Uk (Narveson(1982), p. 139).
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& §33i2|1 . ARH o] FAH ko] F FFHI A siAk 2
i AFF o2 Y2H AHdMe UFel FX]9 wide] AR F Y7} o
AL A 84 Ravn AL EJ oy F1o] € 3L 4 2FdA
F3o] 1/20]}aL 314 o] of FHANAQ] Aol 7|2 A oA wo} L AL
7HARE 7 JAET sk FEE B3 Ao ARTAILe] EEH 2E¥)
AF 4ol Ao i Els k47l @ 8 Y 1/20]28 dd £x9
Zeto] Z2¥ Foll Wt = 9Ee 3 dvid 44 ko2 3A ") o] A
Sl 5 e Ag o] 7[gas-g Sddske d5L uds ¥ &
Ath. Harsanyie] ¥rsspzesdol] o)std £x)o] ut ool 1/29] &8
2 ABY AE8E U= A8 vlA gAY vk ko2 Yoix] dAle we F
oz A ufe] 9ot T o AL = Holth'® miel ]9} o
& A 7 UAvE Jdase Susshe ol Ao MY Aot a3y
YA FH FAol, ok FASe EAlEE 3 EY ARl dAe
% Aol

2= Rawlse] 9ol ¥ v Fx)9] Aulof] 7]Ash=s TS o
PA oldit=ubrt #io] €t &, BEFAY] w2 ffFe oFA wolE
ol=7il gy AsHl, olAL ¥ ME gl AT AR x]4o] FoixE
7kl BAlo)7IE dich. YRt oz BEAAY we 3o $EEX B A
BIt FolR e AT FrEaFAREY FEAYE 7 ELY SRS &
24d 4 AUk 2 e FEEFY EiA As) £x)schH Rawls
o] HriHA Mo Meo] FeljHoln RN HEHo] qoix A

18) Harsanyi®] F5¥E2HE 93} Primal FeardiAe] FAFAMYE v}l (multiple
personality) o] Af-zlol Ay 2]g ¥iile} Sloj= A Y Welle Y vz, ol &
ol HZ A= 7ol FESIAl 89 Aol

19) o] EAlv B X9 Auhe] #kel 2o ivin 2. B oE ¥y F834
X A A& 7H F Advke AKE 29 Y 27} ol Ao ‘T’
AURL Yok & oujdict. v f1Ye] 883 Fxo dsiA A & 5 gk
3 v B vlx] A& Fold s FEE yro g ks Ro| alggch= A
ojt}. 27 9ouoiA YxA AejolA Rawlsty MY ‘T7¢(thick)’ #utelelm &
4 911, ¥hHe)] Harsanyio} 2 AFeFolalge] vlde ‘gFe(thin)’ Fotolatn &
& AAh



ohd7l, MM 1l HE 349

2. Gauthier 2| 8848 B/ \BOGRES2| BRI

)3 dAMS 9 =714 (Initial Bargaining Position) & olwsjo} 3}
=719 thsiA] Gauthier(1986, 7% )+ Buchanano] 7]%3}3L )+ Hobbes
3 ol W}y #B Y= ARBIAI RS A% P AAZHPoBEA ] 2T FH A
£ Bagsitn 249, U, Hobbesd NS S8z A9 7]
z3la Q7] W&Eolgke Aot Buchananl Al3]A|wE-L v IHA
ofga} Hol@Eo] FATH R &= (AT o Blfc#EtE: (subop-
timality of natural distribution)d] 7]x3}3 glc}. webs A A ste) 7)
¢1& Leviathan®} 2& Atiz7ie] &8 3l == ASIA ol g3
2= iz B}, Gauthiere 72471 9o A-F1 FA T (impartial) FAto)
B2E MAA o]ede] @iy Eut. whehx 1ol &J3E JHUE] o]7]Adl 712
3 AT FHESS FHE ¢ Y (Justice and reason coincide,
Ganthier(1986), p. 150).

94 Gauthier7t 2713l 2% #2]13 FYAR & B3l =238 @ 19
Fuld e dEs BHal a7t AU ABE Jojo] Huljd A7 AL B
TEE e EYL viE 8N Bokdbel B)MUFRRI(principle of rel-
ative minimax concession)o]t}h.? A}3]A <lojo] Hufd] gt FAMY AHdt
{X C}& 2o F= (28 1)& ] B o] v Zzte] Yoo et Ho
o] Zixl= ZAe] Hleg UPF gl $jA1gic). ety el gdaeEe
o A% Frr} BrlYsiche e Ak T Yy T (U'-UT 2
2 FAE. o] uf o] ¥xe HdigtEvles I AdE F=rt ¥y EulE
913 YATAANAM o Z83lc}. o] 488 B (relative concession)R, &
o2 o] gAJEH.

20) Gauthier(1986) 4%, 53] pp. 141-145. Gauthiere] HAaHd Jh3 gxel A Fd)
gHAM T o] ZxdlA vige] A7 e, 71 Weikard(1994) = F 71X H &
AAs Yok 4 qelH Ao AA=A 58 (reciprocity) o] 2H& W7t FR3}
A o] s JRIchs Kantd &ejdd] 712, 22y dr3ee o=y
I Axe 4] Y44E (bargaining power)oll €2 A €k 2 olHE s
Atk Rojch. EF Azt HFY Ev 7R 3TN d&y Y5 13
3 dies] gAY ¢ Avke Hold
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[U'-U"
R=
[U;‘U ]21)

ol Wi #ulF ARES A JH dre 37 F, R7H e @
Az (A7IME 7)Y RET IA =& 93] &8 Aot} T3 AU A
7vs@ £ {Ch & {c, c» cavoe , €x} 7HEHIIA ofE Alefo] FhxT}
FE AdE 42 R AGEE <9 dE Y R F9 WA RGURE 2
W 22 1 A% 9718 Aotk &, R <minimax(R,)e} EAE + A,
o|RL i BFAA HLEA Bt A= o] 2UE WS FF BAR
B2RqA o] JiiA 58F7REe] #HEELE el glot Ta2la (3" 1)
A XY A& e £8F7R0] #& Pareto /HHHES] Hjoltt. o
71914 E&Ho|HA FAld A Fre] 777} oA e HE Y Boltt.

o7]elA] Gauthier®] o] 43 5# o] R 7|2 FujUH& AEsIi
sy, wEtA Gauthierdls 1ERT A3y {T8IC2FE Ut o]
Gauthiero] #8932 ZFr|EA L Rawlse] AU M + Utk
Btk I =gd ZFAE v Zr) weF AAke] ojfo] ¢hA msol
opi Fufe] loiA EZEF(side payment)AFo] E7Fs3itd o] HAH
i JhE e RS HhFERte] HiE 5857 e & A
x)9] 913 (lexicographic maximin %3+ leximin principle)3 < X314 €
ot &, o8 7Fed AEA ] M A ARt} Ay 589 F7t
o] SsiEl= AlEA o) FFE oo Fivk= ojnjolnt. F, Y A &5V}
£ G,z BN G 2 maximin(G,) g1 & 4 Utk 2222 Gauthier
o] HHA A gre] XL FFY Y97t 7HEHoA] X We AR
A Rawlse] Z%FHAI7 L2514 94

Gauthier o]&¢] AL §2F FAFYAME A o] AlslE je
€ &3k d ojuE 9= ¥ F flvke AHoln. e A A AEol
A 7128 27134 AR kS AZECHE I o|Fd RI=A] AR
o] o]FojF uld] glx, 22T AL MEE 7|&EY A AAA &

21) Ao YREe ZE JYYRAENA E2ol 0<R<1 9 & M sz Jiy vng
A% 8% #R0t "o
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© 271N addci B aE o] T e e B Nt
€9 FUF = 7] el B Al dYA=E X Qi) o] dF4
ZoA olF|H Al 2] AL} e FRIY AL kg FoE o]T
o] d & giox Bt ki, oh|2e] A F AR BRA 8%
¢ EAFEE 7MY Fe2 ol § 3]HE RFOAl JEaFE0)] w Fol ).

Gauthiere $53 02 ol7| 29 3|H7t FUASNA o & ¥]&-& xH%
g B Xslvh. quksid, 8538 A o Jode] AdE F3UHE 218
of slm2. Jut op 7|2 FAZRE o Fo] YFH o2 v Ly} P
H A2A Hevke =89 X7t Aok e Ao gAo] mdFo] o] ag
H F9 AAJ 2] EANHELS P ol BN F8d ATl=EA -4
314 € Aol

(28 5)& ol 22 Gauthiere] F5&fy 7] dee] 298 & B &
t}. X, & 73A|7} &2 3= Buchanan? Z7]Ae|o]|t}. o] ©f Gauthier® 3
AL Y, o] E Holth. Tz AEA ] 93 FA} o 7) o] FEjl =
23] =W o]de] kdEo] (NF BHASY) L8 o)ge] FRE o)A F
ASdA sla ok =714 "o} &, 252 2EA JREENRQ] oAy
22 AFE& £l ¥ Aotk 2R 0] YA Y, 0lM Y.29] o]Folt}. 1
Al o] He AK Z71dE7 Xl Z]xs|A HaFHoie YA <gre] 913
& H43 A FH Y. F, o] W MEL 7| 2X e U E A9} A3
o] gl FHmFERYO)7)= Bt JEEYR] Locked A7t 3Fse 7H34 %
717882 & & Ah® o] W Gauthierdl] 931 XF KT o]H k=
A Eo] FAL} ZL ko Mujxe] AFE AR, F V.44 V.o o]
& FAE 9 FA FUSo] FEFolHAE X, 229 FAA= &
£ Holzta £},

Y J7IM = dole A& 5 Utk 718 Locked ©Ajd] of3iA Aok

22) Gauthierv= Buchanan®<l $]§ (threat)e] &3l AT e 2] P4 vy
Aol vl Foleta ¥}, Gauthier(1986, p.196) = thg-a} o] LFirl. “But a
return to the natural distribution benefits no one. What motivates compliance
is the absence of coercion rather than the fear of its renewal.” (o]|€Exl= =
A7t Az A% AY)

23) wEh Gauthiere] 2HoA = HelA PAAEL Ao 7128 A7 271338 E
Wolgolx] @Al =1, vhA] 27]/44EH Locked QA& Hilkotoz Falsh= Ax 2
}.
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(38 5) (38 6)

Ui.,_
|

7P 221987887 (39 6)dlXet 2ol X7t SAXsHA Bod xFe
A AL o Eo] aEe (TSAAIT vANAY) Mu|2e FFE
FTEHe A 2HEHE ML A V.2 olF3H dohd, ol F
EEME olA® AAGE R LolEolA W& Folnt. Austd, A7 &
Ak 27 FAA HEGE o FP5eEol 43| dIEelt. wetA o
Bte (V.19 ol A2 A eke] d/d3do] ARt o|h e 2 24
2] 93l ARFe] o] FlAA € Aol

224 Gauthier?] o|2d|AM FHoz dol e EAle orie 271 |4
ol M o] 73AIo} ] Qo] 22 Ao BY] wEd Arle Aolztn F
= AR &, FATHFAAMY 73AE (coercion) & A AT A AL
A el 52 Fof AR A& 7 A= A (threat) viA = wh=A] AAE
The 532 g7l dioltt. (¥ 6)dA BEXo] 22A19] HA3ldlA Fle]
FARFE| ABAIF Mol 27| YHET BT 8 ABAGS AHE &
flg w3t oz} (¥ 5)dl M= ALBIAoF o] Fo o] el Eo] APLE &
TR FRAELS ARIA o]d ez FHve A3 THede B
T 7 UE Aotk EAls A¥Y Aol i dFel ARz 2 2
A € Aot Jjn I A A A=E A oA FH =z HAHUYE
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o Qo= Fo 1] & &89 Z4Ut ZAEHET) aga o= Fo] dFF
e 2UE A £ 4g AUV g2 UL Aol ekl o &
SAg xoZFo] ZAdA Euhd oluie Gauthiere] FHZ A Y] 7
HozXe JdfEE 2 AL dojux] A 2 Rold. Huvsid,
1A ARsiA efol] o8l A=A ol A Al=3A =l AgAAE 271
Al ze] ANl ¥FEE 7H 4 W] WEo]H.

o] Aeo] 283 gl A= Gauthiertd Rawls B5 7i¢le] #aAld] 7)1x
T A% g 53] P2 AFE AU AEH HAEE FHE 7

&g Bl F2 Yk

VI. ¥ =%

ASINA] AEAN e ALSA el BHAA ohtle] §AE A3} o]
oA 93 Ful g AlEH A =g £ 53] AwE oh1H a4
HE ABiAeke] AL AE WHo=R UFd=rE Hobbes, Locke,
Rawlse} 22 il ¥ FEgite] WA 33, AlH tgold
(Darwinism)©] HA3) &= ZxEFY A7t 83k 423 44

& ABJAlIeke] 722 Hi= Hobbes?® Wlx] Buchanan® A}3]|A efo]&o]
A, tgog A o= Fxel A YA ATWFA, 71
Locke?® ©@XE Rl J3AFEE EF3hs HHlEA Y AIJHE AHE
Aleke] adog 4]8k= Nozicko]y Gauthiere] o|2¢] 3ot Izjx
Rawlse} Zo] 923 FEtgol 44 Aol st A deol Al
S8zjold] ol BPFL AAEA & BE /AL o] el 7t SUA
1 92 FFAE 7 AEA e a3 HY olzd P& T3l 4
A H= A1EE Alegrte] Bt 2.

T2 o g oh|d AARZ Y 2HE AlFA % 2& AT FYAEE 2
ARZ3lHe] ABY FE47FsFAE o83l AT AArIA sel=
2 7IA] HREE =28t 71 58 Ao|rl & ARYTE BEFY ALY
7} FEE7] oHE F$E B Fon 3 AL s rledez A
B35E AR APl Axs Bl not o] Fiite] B3 A
H A=z A ke A& Bo FUo.
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a3 ARAG] 7128 EeleEo2A Rawlsd Z%FRIZ Gauthier
o] A HAHWIES] FRIE =23 A 850 =93, ae
3 TR 9] e AR B2A el 3l A ABIAl ek A7 ANle] 438 A9
9] 712224 A Rawls® HofH i (Maximin) BEgS ©E A7}, ol
FrofEERd dZRid HHPSHe SdsizElE 9E ZA7) did =39
WA= AFAE 2R AT THERIETANAY ffgasd i Zrst
ARA o g Fo 7 B Al =9 3 AEF Az Mee] 3kl UM
o g el HErlz}, ofd Edd 22 wiEFH]l Adgd & vl 2
A& Aolzke F4& Mok 223 Gauthiere] A 2¢ {F AiE Jre)
AAE =3P T o] o [ FAAE, 71 Eeld e AA=AQ
Z71390 9] JE&MIE (non-coercion) 28]l AP HuiFEAe oA
(arbitrariness) & Aw B¢t}

2 =28 AEA e IdEA ol AAAEHE oARA EHE A
A7FE AR AN s MUEC] ARA A& A ALE|A e
FHIA = FFHA AEAAZ oAl Herlg dett 2A ¥ 5
3ld EA3I%TE o9} ALl A ekl B¥ =2 Hobbes olg] %2 Al
3l oA o]FolH gkan, HZo FHASIAIFF e HiE ol AA|sA}
SAAE ZhEE AA 9 gl Ho girt. a8l HIo= ool A diterH
E2] M7l & =97t ARIA G2 A EEeE Aee HE
o] kel BT ErERHY AU E A7ER o FlEd giE ol §
() FARF ] WAL AEA ol 3 A oldFlolA ARBIAIEZY] o)y
of & A A oldfell o] E £He] E& AFs & Ao 7dE.

B S

L &, “ohdrle] KUBE,” THEEMIR ST, 1997, pp. 409
-430.

2. Arrow, K.J., “Some Ordinalist-Utilitarian Notes on Rawls’ Theory
of Justice,” Journal of Philosophy 70, May 1973, pp. 245-263.

3. Buchanan, J. M., The Limits of Liberty. Between Anarch and Levia-
than, Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1975.



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

o}y, i@l 12ln 4R 355

and G. Tullock, The Calulus of Consent, Ann Arbor:. Uni-

versity of Michigan Press, 1962.
. Bush, W.C., “Individual Welfare in Anarch,” Tullock, Exploitation

in the Theory of Anarch, Blacksburg: Center for the Study of
Public Choice, 1972, pp.5-18 in G.

. Gauthier, D.P., Moral by Agreements, London: Oxford University

Press, 1986.
Gordon, S., “The New Contractarians,” Journal of Political Econo-
my, Vol. 84, No. 3, 1976, pp. 573-590.

. Hammond, P.J., “Equity, Arrow’s Conditions and Rawls’ Differ-

ence Principle,” Econometrica, July 1976, pp. 793-809.

. Hampton, J., “The Contractarian Explanation of the State,” in W.

Booth ed., Politics and Rationality, London: Cambridge University
Press, 1993, pp. 33-60.
Harsanyi, J.C., “Cardinal Welfare, Individual Ethics, and Inter-
personal Comparisons of Utility,” Journal of Political Economy,
63, 1955, pp. 435-455.

, “Can Maximin Principle Serve as a Basis for Morality?
A Critique of John Rawls’ Theory,” American Political Science
Review, 69, 1975, pp. 594-606.

, “Morality and the Theory of Rational Behaviour,” in
A. Sen and B. Williams ed., Utilitarianism and Beyond, London:
Cambridge University Press, 1984, pp. 39-62.
Hirshleifer, J., “The Economic Approach to Conflict,” in G.
Radnitzky, and P. Bernholz ed., Economic Imperialism. The Eco-
nomic Method Applied Outside the Field of Economics, New York:
Paragon House, 1986, pp. 335-364.

, “Anarchy and Its Breakdown,” Journal of Political
Economy, February 1995, pp. 26-52.
Holcombe, R.G., The Economic Foundations of Government, New
York: New York University Press, 1994.



356 FEPFERTR Al46 A2s

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

, “A Contractarian Model of thr Decline in Classical Lib-

eralism,” Public Choice 35, No. 3, 1980, pp. 260-274.

Mueller, D., R. Tollison, and T. Willett, “The Utilitarian Con-
tract: A Generalization of Rawls’ Theory of Justice,” in R.
Amacher, R. Tollison, and T. Willett ed., The Economic Approach
to Public Policy, Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1976, pp. 313-
333.

Musgrave, R., “Maximin, Uncertainty and the Leisure Trade-
off,” Quarterly Journal of Economics 88, 1974, pp. 625-632.
Narveson, J., “Rawls and Utilitarianism,” in Miller, H. B. and W.
H. Williams ed., The Limits of Utilitarianism, Minneapolis: Uni-
versity of Minnesota Press, 1982.

Nozick, R., Anarchy, State and Utopia, New York. Basic Books,
1974.

Phelps, E.S., Political Economy, New York: W.W. Norton &
Company, 1985.

Rawls, J., A Theory of Justice, Cambridge: Harvard University
Press, 1971.

, “Some Reasons for the Maximin Criterion,” American

Economic Review, May 1974, pp. 141-146.

Schmidt-Trenz, H.J., “The State of Nature in the Shadow of
Contract Formation: Adding a Missing Link to J. M. Buchanan’s
Social Contract Theory, Public Theory,” Vol. 62, No. 3, 1989, pp.
237-251.

Skogh, G. and C. Stuart, “A Contractarian Theory of Property
Rights and Crime,” Scandinavian Journal of Economics, 84(1),
1982, pp. 27-40.

Strasnick, S., “Social Choice and the Derivation of Rawls’s Dif-
ference Principle,” Unpublished Ph.D. Dissertation, Harvard Uni-
versity, 1975.

Varoufakis, Y., Rational Conflict, London: Cambridge University



o}y, MK 22ln HE 357

Press, 1991.

28. Vickrey, W.S., “Utility, Strategy and Social Decision Rules,”
Quarterly Journal of Economics, 74, 1960, pp. 507-535.

29. Weikard, H., “Fairness As Mutual Advantage,” Economics and
Philosophy 10, April 1994, pp. 59-72.

30. Yaari, M.E., “Rawls, Edgeworth, Shapley, Nash: Theories of
Distributive Justice Re-examined,” Journal of Economic Theory
24, 1981, pp. 109-129.



