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o224 Hl=E n|X53t T2 (premature normativism)ekal A A gk

5 &34 EAFE olEHow njdgt tEIFoAER Wsiu|Hel o] xZFo]A
(Fraser), #$HCowan), °}¥] ok Appiah), AZ2](Scheffler)E & 4 Ut} o]E2] =99
3, W. Kymlicka, “The Essentialist Critique of Multiculturalism: Theories, Policies,
Ethos,” Robert Schuman Centre for Advanced Studies Research Paper No. RSCAS
2014/59, 2014, pp. 6-7.

6) thEstToe ZavHdogmas)ZA #3F4 FAE(cultural holism)oll sl w]#sH=, S.
Benhabib, “The Liberal Imagination and the Four Dogmas of Multiculturalism,” 7he
Yale Journal of Criticism, Vol. 12, No. 2, 1999, pp. 410-413.

7) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture: Equality and Diversity in the Global Era,
Princeton University Press, 2002, pp. viii—ix.

8) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, p. ix.
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volzh WistH| B v #3190 54 52 SFAS AR e &
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3) ko] ®Eolgh= FejAd e AR

olel gk Weto A MistH B 3} HEFete] 2T AFrE T4t
o

WA E3lF o A culturalist) +5°] R EF9 A (conservationist)d] F5 o 2K
B "ojg wint zpxle] vj@H ol AEAQ] A E AGgLE & v @k
thiD) #3ke] HEojgtE Tdde 54 EIF 2 9HE HEE a2 #

A& A AESoF T FYAH AEo] ol WA duta B 4 gtk
AT A Z7 A Al A AA e w37 1A ‘B E (preserve) H 7] &
i Lo REe] Qs §odhe Ay A xS ‘P (expand)’ st
7] A3l o5 87E FE&ste A EAAQ Aolrb QIth1d wisiH|B=
xjx}g}{— v‘i*—”é} AE FHA T WA o R volrteol dreE s

AU BH wAgE A4 BAT A% -
Yst shkA 2 dstielsh Sl WFFeld g T

e a1 tHEs o
o] o4 7|25 AAStaLA &= st vk (Habermas)®] dawsh4 5 2t
B AME st vk shevtaes ke 5k Aol W AT
oje} FEAFe olEA WES wshdaA, 34 AE(survival) & H
ol UF ATl dies dIeA ARetaat okl shujuisof] A
AoAA F(ff)e] BEolghs WE2 AHgongt 7hed AolA 3 49
of 4828 4 A= AE Flo] ofyrhld) WFA WA =TTt A FRHE Sl
cFEdtols £330 ¢de = F e =8, 54T 234 Ao A
A YA 2 fAE A8 5 B3I Ux 544 2XE 279 E 4

10) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, p. X.
) e AL Je) B e 0 $3 waFedel A8 W
N, NE Fw, ool 4F AF S 1xd agd Ao F4Eo FAN AFS
e 3t FH9 s was AN AAZE AFAAN AE T A
At zZlgo] AT ZHolAe] YA sode wa ®F UTHS. Benhabib,
“From Redistribution to Recognition?: The Paradigm Change of Contemporary
Politics,” The Claims of Culture, pp. 49ff).

12) A7 A7te JAd A g e #ES F530, A5A FJoo] 9 AE
s71 98 AL ol AujA vt A F5 % 7wl A WAy el e Ju-akd
7 @z (group-differentiated rights)”} 3@tz F33 w JHW. Kymlicka,
Multicultural Citizenship).

13) S. Benhabib, 7he Claims of Culture, pp. iX—X.

1) AGFos #EATS] WES B spivtae] GREAE Pl i, 3A4, @

Qollmgole} #go] A", THIALS], Al45E, HIALS| o] 83, 2013, 289-292F.
5) J. Habermas, “Struggles for Recognition in Constitutional States,” European Journal of
Philosophy, Vol. 1, No. 2, 1993, p. 142.



1) st S0 24 =44

ojgl % EHFH T3} oo Az wIH HEFO & RIFoE
T3l AsAS AN TEA 7HA], & F3A (culturality) L A}A|
g dl&Esta vtk ol Wit EE RIS 7 b gl w3 ld e
BERK)E AAG7IEGE £3te] £4& v oR tisFoo ol&3
7127 e 23t ol E AR Hataa ok

Wt B e 317 A A3 B3 E(contested practices) s F3] TAETE

o

e GHHA FAGEA, e =AH FZ(contested creations of
meanings)’©] ©]FojA = Aozt Mafe] FHFTE Ul A oA E3he=
om], Ad, =z, FA BTG #PEolH, o AR FFde D}T—J
U 2] E] B.(narratives)o] 93] Wldoz ZelAd gt thA] Za] Rz RE B

gE A 31 2 AAG s T oglon, BE &3t WA ?L—Lrjﬂr

w3}, 297 BAste] YA gish 2@ Aot

AR EAA AR YEIHLY, TAT OF 0 Y =G TR
e A Bl 4%, W, AT 5P w8 leldn @
oo ARAeR Rt O RHEAd MR AF 9@ 448 3
USAS Al AR B A A 29 T YUsn ARG 2
o] BajH &4 @ W, Bakel AAE FEH 0l L(fuid, HEHE o
Clporous) A2 oI D2} ALk, LEHANHAG AT A B 3
AYe AAE F 0 FEA0lD GFAL Aow HANES i AN W

ole] gt Weto A Sfujul o}l HIEH| B o] AloulFol7} HAw o Q1A Al i

71 vl oz viEtre AP Iy GAAGY] Ao 294 AE8S FTHAUY

= Holgtx & & YW, “ZHE3 AA G s E Z*u‘ofn'” rAE AT, Al
214, AZdista AEsta 4, 2011, 2319).

7 ] Habermas, op. cit.,, p. 142.

18) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, p. iX.
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35 o)L 3l oA o] dAE trist glow, FaHor FHH A
dolghs #de o ol fAE 5 {ivh wekA Hitet AA Q1 WIFALS]
oA 34 AAGL olHd Fed B FAE (uidity) & T8 = A
o2 Al SAel ek g4 AAS Foelot dvh oot HlRa &
ste] tFod TS AT AR Fo] AFxE & A= Aotk

olFgx wIte IEAer AAHolan WHoer A WHEER ofsfs)
= B2 23 FA dstaert AR G Vb de BoFaA sk ol
A ARk & g dnh o]Fk 23k Al =44 (contestability) % U
A Ede doted o, wak dEe) wfEbd (exclusivity) & Hl@EEA
3 ool i@ vsH tigks sk wE e A FARe] A4
2 F Ade Felrh20

3ol WAlels &5 (hybridity) @} ©H4d4d (polyvocality)
= AxstHA, 37 FAA o7 Bk dr%‘x—*;o]i g4 Ao, wdo] &
{ = As Fstaa Aok ol I oA
st B = =y @23 314 g8 7 daAsS AAEHL 9“%1
(Walzer)22) £} #Eo 9] ]
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th24) =yl ol g7 HEA Ito R FHE g BEo A A
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golze A3 BARL, A RolF ST A ¥ AFS e 5

=94 254 9E 2

19) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, p. 184.

20) S. Benhabib, 7he Claims of Culture, p. ix.

21) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, p. 25.

22) M. Walzer, Spheres of Justice: A Defense of Pluralism and Equality, Basic Books,
1983; “Liberalism and the Art of Separation,” Political Theory, Vol. 12, No. 3, 1984,
pp. 315-330.

23) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, p. 40.

24) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, p. 40.
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S50 92 A3t AAe] FoF Aol Aoletn ¢ 4 Atk UF B

27) S. Benhabib, “Sexual Difference and Collective Identities: The New Global
Constellation,” Signs- Journal of Women in Culture and Society, Vol. 24, No.
2, 1999, p. 353.

28) A. Weir, “Global Feminism and Transformative Identity Politics,” Hypatia, Vol. 23, No.
4, 2008, p. 118.

29) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, p. 41.

30) S. Benhabib, 7he Claims of Culture, p. 180.

31) S. Benhabib, “Nous’ et ‘les Autres: The Politics of Complex Cultural Dialogue in a
Global Civilization,” Multicultural Questions(C. Joppke & S. Lukes(eds.)), Oxford, 1999.
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32) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, p. 33.

33) S. Benhabib, 7he Rights of Others. Aliens, Residents, and Citizens, Cambridge University
Press, 2004, p. 177.

34) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, p. 148.

35) S. Benhabib, 7he Claims of Culture, p. 184.

36) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, p. 33.
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Zga AvenA Fue AfE WY FA6 B FHoRE Holze
7 Ealel Fod ogolels AV EAL =W Aolda @ & v %
Hge A stdso mas gawolq Aol AA 4 A4 (private

37) J.-A. Cilliers, The Refigee as Citizen: The Possibility of Political Membership in a
Cosmopolitan World, Stellenbosch University, 2014, p. 104.
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Ao A #Age] A T golAuet 5d] WA dAHFNE TR
Tt =3, ABH Als, it Ja 4, 2012, 333-336.

39) Conseil d’Etat, Nov. 27, 1939, 346 Nov. 893.

40) S. Benhabib, Another Cosmopolitanism, Oxford University Press, 2006, p. 67.
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44) S. Benhabib, “Nous’ et ‘les Autres’,” pp. 44-63.
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=
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45) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, p. 28.

46) EEFZ(Lyotard)2] Ao e LHAEZo], AAAAES YUHEE grih%e] 7t
el gigt =ejellA] HlaETSA, FHEFSA, 1 WgErbeAd AAAHI
o] wo} $t(J.-F. Lyotard, The Postmodern Condition: A Report on Knowledge,
University of Minnesota Press, 1984; The Difierend: Phrases in Dispute, University of
Minnesota Press, 1988).

47) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, p. Xi.

48) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, p. 29.

49) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, p. 30.
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7 ola] H A5 vl (mutual learning)S EHHEE= =
3] 3k (risky)” W3l= FallAwt Aarlsd slo] Fr}s)

2) BREA el waFele] 0%

BohE AbololA, #3 Qo)A cela el

=84 94 A9se Q424 44

Beleta & ek W els glolx B3

olsh PHEE EuA GRA =aAd & Qolof Ak olejd muA gEe
% 7

Aale] olsigAel AL mATY o5t

B EE FHUEE sk Zle] €k

A= g 238l Ao, WS Aulshs s A& FEsks @l
AAA 43 dselslg AFgste &4 dsts AR dtte A&F
o9 WEgs 7heA Fuk mE ojmje] wistt—A A A dd F& A4

(oI} Z2) o]HRle A3t 7h9 |&} Zo] o]dA E3tE AWstE FE
A, diEthe] gde] f2'E A49) F Aok 20F gddnt w22 g Fx
A et AR AHdEs A53) Yol= Ao A oot Wt s
gz pRtel §la, ol Fa FREshet AFEste] AAs dEAAL AYdE A
2 oy AR F3e Aol wstE JtsAds doleth bty FxnA
the} ol ol AAA JleAddl Wal, J. Derrida, Of Hospitality, Stanford University
Press, 2000; 14, “digvte] MAAFe 33 F2A74 Fdo A9H 77, THA
A, AL8H A2z, A shs], 2015, 7-42W.

53) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, pp. 34-35.

54) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, p. Xiv.

55) S. Benhabib, 7he Claims of Culture, p. 36.

56) tHE3lFoe] BEdiollA A2 e84 3} (intercultural dialogue)?] ZLAS =3, A9
S/ARR, RS AL elA st skl sbed” TAItet ", A26d AldE,

(aporia)®] B34 7Fsgolets MR 49E # Yk AW FAFe] FFHE
B
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Hl AAE MEEed A
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Achd FodxE oo disiME o)AV & U Fed AIE 7Aook
FEs) ol¥ % U1t YiggelE &) ol EUE A olft tAdAdS
FEUAE HAFYH 7 E FET F de M @%‘i Eolgta nigh

AR
Bok7] wiEelgta & 5 gk 53] 9 ¥EAl
bl

A=}
gt gAY 9ge WA 5 U o

AgF o &3} gholl AAA = T4 tishe= AR EY] THsxdd F
2 s nyFod dF g eSS £ aFsta ks wishH| B
= olgd FHES ‘BEA EF(universal respect)¥ ‘WHFoZ AT A
(egalitarian reciprocity) &2 7+ 3stA A& sttt 3l Ao ths BH A
=5 ng of meste Ao ¥AHALE Eohe e TR AL oA A
oo EgsteE & A2 A - AE A #egs fs] Hag 4 A &

=R | =
oFgt  ome] MAAA Fdolth. adE ol ‘oFd A3 F|(weak
transcendentalism)’ & ‘GAH o2 AlE®  REF9(historically enlightened
universalism) @t A As}71 T s} £33 71 st QoA HEH 7o o
waly =UA Hwst nAde 2A0RA AE gt Fauolor A A
2 on] A3 H - ALY FAS T THE =94 3 (moral experiences)
o]g}= A o]t} 60)

S gl e AT B8 oleF & AES dow AFH

Yy
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ot

Tl SAGA T3], 2015, 161-1779.
S. Benhabib, 7he Claims of Culture, pp. 36-37.
S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, p. 147.
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50) WS HE RAFE Thew ol B b4 wHom TR H ki) Axe] By
8 2] S g Ao W i) AW o4 FUA N B9y 3 4us 2
4 i) BE Qlzte] BEA £35S 0 47 Ut BEW £AUS AWse £y 9%;
i) RE agel RAY AUelE Polwolor gk WAASl nAH T R AN

Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, pp. 26-27).
60) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, pp. 37-39.
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°of ofym], @3y 5t Ar|-ojvjiert AU ddd e AT F
UA FE6 wWlsH| Bz rpole] 93] A& (Situating the Self), M= =Y
A AAH BEFort AdE sdeEud Afelo] dA, &5, 2 WU
Fdol stal B7bsskAl vka F=FE vk QUvk6) A Ay Apele] wiztst
i FEAQ BAF Y sbeAS getua Pk, o] F Albet s B
A2 e drel A B sk ddelA FA Aol HFsto] r1E]
il duEA BA Ut Zojtal s

Lol WlshH| Bi= Aol o] wilel A mH Aook 8t Ao F=
Aol el =gk B dds Z3kA QA ko] deebd g Ba

61) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, p. 36.

62) ol HAFU AdFel WAl e old&=27% £45 Wil ‘tFEeld F
v BEAY A EES Slske AR E ARE F vk tRold F e W
A gl disll ARAIS =, o] =, AW, AIEETAL 2005, 58-60.

63) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, p. X.

64) S. Benhabib, Situating the Self Gender, Community, and Postmodernism in Contemporary
Ethics, Routledge, 1992.

65) S. Benhabib, 7he Claims of Culture, p. Xi.

=7



292 Fgh=1 A|833 (2023. 10)

Zolsl griFele] 22S oj¥A HAUAY EA puse] gon] %o
WEd v FAsd oSe noF .

A H31o] 27] EE (self-expression)ol] tieh A7 Meld 2AFAd =3
g H

o]
&

q
SRR AAEe Bohd FEN 1 GAA 4o AYH BHe wolFrhe)
MstnnE 8 g % olgel Aol FEste] el FaA FE BA

AN

)
)
ol
o
Ach

X
o
__}I_l‘l
oX,
Lo
fz

N
[o
o o
rx

e & =
=

u
o qlo
4 ™ : N

o Mo
2 =

4y o e do X omY 2 K1 oME

e
X
o
S
&

3

ol
S
>
rlj

)

ol
S
=
=
=2,

e

A

B
i
£
30,
rlr ¥
Py
o
o
i
I _l
ey
il
o
N
. > o
>
lt
o -

UG}
il
il
u
By
e d
M
Lot
N
o
2,
=
z

r r_g
&
)

B
jur]
=
)
fz
o
N
o
in
N
N
¥

Ko
=
=
%
jus)
=

q ol

= AV > > e U
|
Jo
ox
o
g
5
e
2
(@]
5
@)
107]
o
lo

N
f
I
o
v
rl
e
N
)
S
oot
L =)
o,
of
lo,
Z, o
ox
o

I e
o
o
of
i &
)
o
ax
rJ
Og(;,“

66) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, p. X.

67) 2583t AW TAA 4ol AgH Huw A4LGH Boe 25 % FES 023
oz FAGelE AERA Wetune HonFd tEaFE ndse, A, T
spFolsh o gFols A5 B MoMFEFA P S, Wa|n 4 o}

H . =}

w3t AXS FAeR”, "Auet Agh, A0 A%, A TAdATE,
439-4714.

S. Benhabib, 7he Claims of Culture, pp. 149-150. ©]&{3t wW2to A Wislu] B = F3}4 -
&84 - T JALE VTR ot vlddaAe dAS Fdue oEdd g
(multicultural jurisdiction)< 713 - 34 z2A-&4de] 42& &5t DA A =9
W)t T3 49 7Hesitta F33HS. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, p. xii).
69) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, p. X.
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A w2 ols flEl U olEu £ wFFe olF A= nd
(double-track modeD)< AlQtgtth. o]F H=ET A|HIALS] ] &2 4H, A A,
AP A o] QlFERE ol gl HlFA A ARIEA] g, ALSRse] 9
= Azxst7] 9% Adelgal & # JYuB =, olF Are FAA TEE
Thoolyet ARIALS|e] AR RE B A ShFelA #3124 A A(cultural

contestation)= = thslet=E b= ] Wilo] Uoh™

ol WistH| B = BRyFoF i A—oly gt e WFA o] o] F
oA =—wFA Aae] Fsadgds FxstdA, tiskA B9 (dialogical
universalism) ¢t B F7F H Ve Aow AT ojujo] B9
A dH ol Fw3HA thstrt o] FoA 7] AT V2 2US ould= Aol
g 4 gz, AR E o2 FAFstE 1 Y F(normative principles)&
AlRkgtet, ojefgh t AL BAFoA o FHLolop T 734 O3}
712AQ 21E F o FAFRE dAga e Aolgal & 5 k. 1Y
7F AAsEAL = W 9F S v5 3 2ol Al VMR AFednh i) HeFe
% 334 (egalitarian reciprocity); i) AFEA<l  Ap7]-on| ¥ (voluntary

self-ascription), iii) ¥ 2 ZA}] A}f-(freedom of exit and association).”0

W

70) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, p. 185.

71) of7]elA wEkE dAWHA - HA HATFoR sl fo]F wEtH A w e
(constitutional patriotism), °©1& & U FojA AWdctd w34 AHAA dist Al
o] & Zolt} o] ojs] J. Habermas, “Constitutional Democracy,” Political Theory,
Vol. 29, No. 6, 2001; A, “@A o=} #&2] TA", 284W o]}

72) S. Benhabib, The Claims of Culture, p. ix.
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[Abstract]

A Legal-Philosophical Study of Multiculturalism and Identity

Politics: Focusing on Benhabib’s Model of Deliberative Democracy

JUNG, Chea Yun"

The increasing depth of cultural diversity and hybridity, coupled with
heightened tensions and conflicts between individual identities based on nationality,
religion, race, and language, necessitates a rigorous legal theoretical examination
of multicultural societies. This paper seeks to perform a legal-philosophical
study on Seyla Benhabib’s cultural theory of multiculturalism and identity
politics under the premise that it not only remains relevant but also serves
as a crucial theoretical foundation in bridging the gap between the theories
and practices of multiculturalism that have unfolded since the 21st century,
and in presenting desirable policy directions.

Benhabib begins by criticizing the prevailing perspective shared by many
multicultural theorists, which perceives culture as a clearly delineated and
bounded entity, asserting that a correct understanding of the inherent nature
of culture must be established. She presents a non-essentialist cultural concept
and a narrative model of identity, offering a dialectical cultural understanding
that continues to shape, reconstruct, and renegotiate boundaries between ‘us’
and ‘them.” Additionally, Benhabib aims to devise a deliberative democratic
model where the maximum level of cultural competition takes place in formal
public discourse and through civil society movements and institutions,
analyzing a series of cultural and political claims that emerge within Western
societies such as Europe and North America. Through this, she intends to
provide avenues for resolving multicultural conflicts and clashes within political
communities while concurring with the liberal stance that constitutional and

legal universalism must be maintained.

* Collegiate Associate Professor at Pohang University of Science and Technology
(POSTECH), Ph.D. in Law, Attorney at Law(New York State).
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