gejold|2rfs|e) Juta)4ist

1 49

0
rek
*

2
L e Hae 5. A9 a4
2 a4t} uja 6. st} Wy
GEELEE 7 W}

4. 244 44

Mg

% t}o] o)) 2n}5)(Friederich Schleiermacher, 1768-1834)= 1805 =9 &a(Halle)t)gtoln &
TS AN 1839 8 WA FFHOE Mty ZAE ORIl 18099 a2 W)
£9 digte] Agtuss 2T AZINE 8 sjAst] Be 249 Yot ZeE
H97t2A BHAS At a8y gejoldznsie sdste] B & 19 443 e
YIS SWIA Ytk 2 o2 E 27t d71A G 66412 WA BHG AT AHr
7t HRAoU F4 olf2E 27} A7) 71l BEFA] 43k7] wFolchh

1809-10:30]) & [Qyhe)A] sf(Allgemeine Hermeneutik)} HZ ZRHATED 25 48
£ 94 & e [E1Aete vl (Hermeneutik und Kritk)= 27} A £33 Ro] o}

* $AY 75T 24, JISaseeeg

1) Jean Grondin, Einfuehrung in die Philosophische Hermeneutik, 1991, 89

2) F. Schleiermacher, Allgemeine Hermeneutik von 1809/10, hrsg. von W, Virmond, in: Schleiermacher-Arciv
I (1985), S. 1269-1310
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2 RRABH ICE(R28E, 1998)

Uzt 19 Az} 77 Friedrich Luecke)7} 18384 17} ©AIG & 217] 259 79 k$E
Ax B Aol 1959 Z P (Heinz Kimmerle)= &told| 20}l ajXdte] wgh
TUES G ABHAG AEde 19 HYRAA S ZoxE 2AT &
BES WARl A7 2RHA GYE 2719 d1E} dOFE, a1 Feold2
otd Ao & A BE ARES AdVIcoR Wik AEHe AYEeE Ty
ot goldl2ntele] AT N 2719 sMde] A LEZREH F7]9 3
A Z9Z 19 o)27174A] sj4E AP A A AnE + YA HU

gelold2otsle Aty FAAolA Je 1A At 9FE iz wit
0. € o3lE #EA 484 473849 AdelX A3 AR FAZ AN 1A
ot

23 oy Rz QA @3 5% oY 712 FHE YIS ¥ a4t «o)
9 7lgrolgte FeA griE FAAT 2 Tzl . “ojaly slezAY
A4 ol gubdos EASA 3 @A oY 74 S5 ARET] k™
€ A A4etE ez S8EAY A Dalegmg)®] 7188 4T FolA wjA
St dmold shiel $ARHE Hiffieine thetorische Kunstiel Atz = Aolgict 3
Agtold @A) FABto] ohzt Sifi(eine Rede)S EHH 02 A3l olgfdhe Aot

ol &9 22 ity AR getolel 2okt B AAE A A
g AT ANl oRA At 4T AAE Foldo] S At HAtes Hx
=7l diste} d7dke Roln:

1. ¢ d43: 4y 7)e A=

Atz geoldanisle deuUFas it 274 84 (llegorische Interpretation)
< W 278 42 Hfu g S8 3 f30] ARHA g AedAE
B2 22 dr] o LAY r|E woleHnk TA AR FEel ol

3) F. Schleiermacher, Hermeneutik und Kritik, hrsg. von M. Frank, 1977, Frankfurt a. M.

4) F. Schleiermacher, Hermeneutik und Kritik mit besonderer Beziehung auf das Neue Testament, ( aus
Schleiermachers handschriftlichem Nachlasse und nachgeschriebenen Vorlesungen, hrsg. von F. Luecke,
Berlin 1838), in: Hermeneutik und Kritik, hrsg. Manfred Frank, Frankfurt 1977, 75
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2HAA A3tk 4 B2EZRE JAFY Aol UeA HT n9%F YRR &
4 43 I 719590k 27 84 (dogmatische Auslegung)S BlAES] E7 o
o] AR Jok. getold 2ot AN e AS 2T AYold doYE
2RE 43| FA=A e Pl TR s ZAZ T §o] ozt A
Tl 71z sjAgtold 29 o] oz AR #dHA g Ev W)
43 doj} FAR 27} ol3fd TlezA Fdke AL @A B2 Aol o3l

FA ABFY Ak dolt F49 AxolM NBFeE FM THHOE Yol
A Aot S QA ol L ojaja}y] ozl ARE sHsked B
E4 ANYT: 284 AT Ak oldld N F£HQ 5 Foa Hg
o ol AFFY ML TS SHlE oFE AT BF YFoEAMT KLY
o] AQF olafE AT ZHo =2 7 T getolel2rpsie oHd dAFHY
49 Fao] ozt BEAA AT YU B olFrleS TANTIZA At
olgi7lgold T Al Bolut 2 Sd FARE AMFE BRAHLE AT Aol
a3l e8E WAse Aotk 23E sk Ao) YT Y FAoln. 7)d=
27 ] %) Einfuchlen)o] B2 3kw EH9 S Hol 479 Aoz Yolii

gepoldlaridle  HAAe AT GAANE G5FoeH ARG FIA Ho
olths 278 4 AAZAH 2 4Ae 83k doA4E IS Az
AfAa) 28 o) Age) 7hsdd Agsool d getold2rise 9714 43
£ AR ANE oY ART ARE © 2 oldEol o'n FAT. g0l
nlEle ORRAS Addt ol AN, 281 AAe FEAMT ojais o
F 9ok sNAEe 92E Ao FEset Aol ASHY ¢d7EE I
H2EE A3 g7lele sMRdA dAE s F= AHY 87 (kursorische Lesung)
b At g2EY ofdld 4L #F A% A A9E WEIY e £
2 & ok A Aol sjYo] Aol(Sprache)] AHeE FZ3 =f A K Verfasser)9] 2
22 AZ =V wed

5) ibid, 1977, 94
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4 RRABHE WIE(E28HE, 199)

2. 483} g

saloldlzosle A5 Aol TN HIBA AnE £9T. Tea PAg
A A st RS 4544 ATk A4 olale Hgsolt, WA B9
© Mty P A£AH Fukajo|c}'(die kitische Tactigkeit ist die bestaendige
Beglitrin der hermeneutischen) 9 91319] U}83} W9 a3} 2. Wldold JARY &
g0l o vlgol A A42e WA BN oblele 259 U Mgl o § 3$
o 2Ed 057} e 320] 27 Aok HBAAE oJP 278 s 24
A 9AEE YA BEo] e FAE AV,

49 Al d2E o o Qe dulEaolt olAs) AN PP, o
e B8 ASaE ARG 144 TE T Ale) d2EsY 254N ULt
A QB Af2e WA JEHoT fYY 25l YR, JAHY 25
B A4S deide SEAQ 0FE U2E o guFoz S48 WA
ol 9FEL 1A 9%, B3 JEYE BUEY 058 AASE IxE HEol2 &
Stk 0F5e B84 WA} AviAg 988 ALt Y2 g dsan,

goldzaisie Hge daeds grlolq 2 HAEY) B(Emitimg
cines autentschen Texes)2. o318} 714 $9149 AR} AR} Aoz 2n
2 470 2} o Aol 2AL Wold A4 A Bt A gl
Solke BT Fasg. galdasat RS Led ¥lgdokinale Kitkol2ka
Witk o7l ol ode AAST oS A T Yws) Afee 482 o
Sloliol B, B3} dlge) RolH ol At ShH W Gattngskridk. o2 o}
A A MBE F2 dAEHTexkiti)d 288 Biphilologische Kridkyzhe o]
e

6) Schleiermacher, Hermeneutik und Kritik, 1977, 353
7) Schleiermacher, op. cit, 1977, 244
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gelololzniels] Qb -

3. 9488 29 9u 4y

gRold2rjdle 4TS ojsle] 71¢stoz WANL. Sstold FHTY Roz
A “o]a}9] 7] &8 (Kunstlelre des Verstehens)o|t}. sj4jgfo] T} Alge} @, E3] B4H
08 33 @ BE YAES oFRln At sldoltd 29 odie YA BY
ot It 52 ofeigol olr)Fd olshe FHE Falo Hgslojol det oA
o 4|tk ojsle A9 AL B 71&A o), Al LW YAE §4o] @
B9 FAol 4 metx FEe) Y4eN d2ES ojsshe 4. of 74
2 ol o2 ES Fan JhsPUR &S dElEE s} .

gRoldanile A5 Frha]) Aaae FRIT e “F e Al larere
Praxis) 3} “& QA% A" (strengere Praxis)o]c}. AR o]sjd 222 opyldln esje
doRdiths 744 B4¢ et ggoldznlde o)A B8 % 7AS %)
7] 93l ARS Axse 1HHY Fas)H SStellenhermencutik) 02 B} o] AL HF3
A8 BHolq. golel2rtsle AFHNE SSaTozy Ba gL Bg
o “Sraqse #4259 Jd Bt den dRoEM PR2AL F3N7)R)
XY WYQ0] ol8)E F7ehe Ad SEE Aol Fela ojal) FHE0] JEde
A #Y0) oA e 10 A7l Jlegle & AR 240] F¢en
oldhe BAHY g olA slgo] §o8 1 AR FA7} 93] g s} 5
| 92 W77, F 2ed $94 q7iA) BE AL wj2A 2 ojsjdn: 4 ge|d o3
7h 8 g W Hzd Padth oazt Ase 2L YAHoln A8, eashe
Ae S8Y 4% TFo] YaNEE o390l

A getoldansle sjgte 0sE 2NN AU olduA Ao
2R 42k 7153 288 WA . oshe Q818 WA dala s1¢F
08 GAHOE doplop g “fAste) Yol szt BsA He RN} oy
2 ERRede)S oJFEILA She AT AN I “F JAF AFo)d &

A

8) F, Schleiermacher, Hermeneutik und Kritik, hrsg. u. eigel. von M. Frank, Frankfurt a. M 1977, 75

9) ibid, 91

10) F. Schleiermacher, Hermeneutik, % ¢}*1 9} Hermeneutics: The Handwritten Manuscripts, Scholar Press,
1977, 95

11) Schleiermacher, Allgemeine Hermeneutik von 1809/10, 1272
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6 RREABE AMICE(R28E, 199)

gold|2ns)7} sj48a tEo] A she Eopolnt o7zt BHs Aol “Q5)=
222 op7j3le ojdle EE Aol oA daiAHoky FFEoop dPE Aok
goll2nde o P4 A o ojgd AUS BAgsA et oja)Y BA
A2 9928 Wl @ ode a4 AME B} shsdith 2y ol
7t BEE RAAE 289 ZAE A fasA Gtk Jejy ofde Hifire £¥
FRA WAl MERA, FuAR, FHAF T ZE E2Y 49 HuFoz A4
Aok ugidk o] 29 Qusjastel Aol

glol 2ol ofs)d] ZEYUE FFTYNachkonstruktion) 0.2 o]ajFct. S}l
A& o] A3t ukA] W7t EREQD AME A4S 2R EE BEEd oA
FETAs o gk olsldl oM FLE RS Wt AR JHALE u7} ohiet 35
4 HojAe AR BN BoAe gujojth. o714 AU S WA Azjgt o] 17
T e AREG o & o)dgiti(die Rede zuerst ebensogut und dann besser zu
verstehen als ihr Urheber)Zhe 8@ 340] Ut o F& 039 Exc 788 3
Aotk o)A =B3}A| R3fe Fkoloh Jukatd ¢ U eI 249 o ¢
871 W &olct.

ggtold2ulsd] MW F7HA a4 o] ok se EHF Aoz e 3
Ue A9y sjdort. RE T “dojdt FEEY 2 Alard AATTD FHF 4
< o] Ao} £07 HHJLE AN glon, AeFI AL To] 29 AluE A
g3tz sk sAE AT AME s Yo F a4 e e may
OE 9ug 7M. F8AQ d2Eq Jojie ARe HARHT AME A3t ofF )
A2 JHAIET d7INE 294 s4o] Fasit o] W) A e AAEE AR
g A7t Fag AXNE AAFA Aok 47K Al M) Fo3ith BAE 4L
U4 A71% AEF A71Y dFHA B3AEE B8 ook At ARH gt
3 EAS /AT O, $Ae F84 Y E4E 7KL o gejold2asE o
FHA A9 A1 B4 dojel] d3te mifgte A AFAA YAt HPHY

12) Hermeneutik und Kritik, hrsg. von M. Frank, 92

13) F. Schleiermacher, Ueber den Begriff der Hermeneutik, in: Hermeneutik und Kritik, hrsg. von M. Frank,
328

14) Hermeneutik und Kritik, hrsg. von M. Frank, 94, 104
15) ibid, 77 :
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gelolol|2n}s] 9] Yutel4st 7

AriERe) §4¢ g stk a8y 19 AR dARYeIN AeF sjio) #
WA 4R o Fase Yoz Yot

4. THH 94

THA 4L a4t “BRA AU (die grammatische Seite)o]t}. AL HolE ThE
B0 Qole FEA7E AHEe doje] FAQNA Yer ddold. 13 doje

il
A Fold FEEH AHge] g 1822 ot AAYE Ptk BHE gL
EHE 92Ed) Qe doje] A4 AdlA BT oJRE Aol Fulely @
3 g olgfske Aol

gflold2nksle #94 d4S A3t 409 FHS SANIY O FHA o)
7V F8dta Tl gk AR FEL oy 2g: “FolR ERAA o| Roj o)
o 2o A8 24 AR O B XA TE5HY doje) Sl s)xsle] 23
Hojop g1 &4 FAL Ty 24 : “Fojd TANAN 7 goje 1 Fue] 3
AR ofo} 1”18 AR FEE FFU| BF Rojy, EA FIL o] wete) B
Aotk gtolel2nte “of F71A] FAo] B A9 AAE FAT T B3t

AA L FFHA Aol Fofolth EHRede)d] FEL Azl AojgHoAut F
A 4 Aoe Rl “BAF doj2rE A4 YulE ojajshe Aol (Die Aufgabe
ist, aus der Sprache den Sinn einer Rede zu verstehen).l9) o|3= ¢olE YAt o2 Fir}. Ao
€ o139 Fdolm Aln9 wisfEoltt Ao} glole And 4 gink

‘W4 JolN HAHE BE R 222 Aojo|t)(Alles Vorauszusetzende in der
Hemeneutik it mur Sprche’)) 4739} s14o) SALE TRAAL ASASAA o R
AT 2 vi2e et A% A 379 FFAQ AolAE FoaT 94
< TFHY ojole] Fefol7] miolch

16) Allgemeine Hermeneutik von 1809/10, S. 1276

17) Schleiermacher, Hermeneutics, 117

18) ibid., 127

19) E. Schleiermacher, Allgemeine Hermeneutik von 1809/10, 1276

20) Schleiermacher, Hermeneutik, hrsg. von H. Kimmerle, Heidelberg 1959, S. 38
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8 BRABE mICR(CR28E, 1998)

4 FEL Aoy Ao gotojnt. dold Jre Ao@FelN FAH= dFHlA
Aot d7)xE ofd AhdM dUFEY F2F 7RV ERET:

“GAgoN FAHE RE R 224 dojoltt. g ARHo|n FuHY 2dsL
A7l &akeut BAHE BE AL AojolA B oof . 2

gejolo|zriele S48 T dolA dojel tha) 2RHQ v Foidn. 44
ofF Atxe] FHolth 2R Akxe 94 Aotk Aot AHS FejA WA=
o] Aela FejgE RE AHE dojg AAYG doje BE AU AlnE AU
. gejololnldle] JaE Sele dojd] Yehke AZs sordt 4 3. doje ¢
R3], EHRede) Sl EATT Aol AYSAY Aol &P IdHx o
AL I3 A Fxvto) ozt ) grilnk

gelolo|2rElo] gt dole oW HEAY RS Y] AAA A T84
A R, FYF RS AR WEsE AFd od FFHY Ro] vYehd o gojz} A7)
ek AEHA (el oAF A Ao] vehd W =4 (Schema)o] o7 @k AR
A FA & 79 Avlel7] WEold IR FHY T4 E(Schemata)> 25 ©
o] o)A gus)ch dojatAle od =42 Aletwas Schemenhafies) & Hf-3ht 1 9
Ho] e AFFHoldk AdH A4 A9 L M2 d¥A AL AAE
o)F1 3oz FAdY #PY AN duisiets 3k Bl (comparative
method) S AH-gHct.

gl 2upsle EAQ duigd dRste] BlugozH WY FIE JAT ¢
Jokn Bgtk Az At ANE olafd ARG o & IF o8] & A= 27} A
83 dols FA3F siotsjop ot 2ol AR} ALGF dojol P AhHY £
g A% & Yok sdtoldartsle BHA A4S 54 9 A9 223 TS AN
ok 22 N FE9 A8 A oA oFrd o) gloke AKE dAEH
i) azle geoleande qe 4% A5 2440z AFA sk A4
iy WS ANRT AL AEE 2R HRdA Rt eTold 2 2
oz Je A4 #4< ANk RS /|0

21) Schleiermacher, Hermeneutik und Kritik, hrsg. u. eigel. von M. Frank, Frankfurt a. M. 1977, 185
22) ibid, 1977, 76

23) Hermeneutik und Kritik, 81, 360

24) Jean Grondin, op. cit., 94
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Feolol2u}ele] Qukaas 9

A A 2 AL goldEriezt Aoy HE g4Fer WANAA
IRE P4z Fof Sfivke Aotk 23AM AP LS HolMe T Y
A4S Gloe Roltkd a2t e BiF sj4d BuA geh 19604 g
¢ 725 (Smkturalismus)= " 24 FH'(ur Grmmatik)o] Tt B3tk 1ejdie]

#40) AU G AEH AL PR A4 BYoZ AaTA Jed

5. R0 o

H2ES oj3g a4 42)d AHdelNE Az vpEog oqlst a7} wakuA
dhe A& gohle Aol olRE “71€F 4 (technische Interpretation)& oJv|3c}. o
71N 71gol@d ARt 19 BAEAN FHELA dhe SEF Hifibesondere Kunst)S 2
ok AL AR o, o ojzolnt. 71€F ofsfe Toly 29 Yehd 0T A
2 AYH A4S ofalske Aol 71ed 4L AR dol74e) AT EAE o]
ke Roltk 714 ERA sj40] AFthe Aol £rERTHA FUL Aok
A Agdta ke AR Jest =2 Yojzint.

ol At AAe] i HAFF s, A L, FAd THH okt B
< OFA B4 2y 9714 AR g F2A0 Tt ARdAE IR A%
AN HREE Ao}, EQF AEA, A AR i oF Ro] Ao gk Az
9 FAEE 29 P9 129 F2EA deidtt A7e FEE AR vkgogRE =
Azt sk A9 ofd(Verstehen des Geistes)7} At gefolo2njsle o] 3
A A2597 34 (Psychologische Auslegung)]2h $T}26

gelold2aisie F71d QoA ARl & 248 otsl7] At e NS
71eAq 43 daFdd sHee ARst SR d2Fdd e Az &
AAZFE AME] ofFA Uerke =edle W 238 o 22 AeF94 84
< ZFo] Az FxEo2  AEd 4AE YoM 442 AU ok AKS ¥
AA 2 o A g $AHo] AFE Blud A 2o ANA P99t A% ES

25) Hans Ineichen, Philosophische Hermeneutik, 1991, 126

26) H. Birus, Schleiermachers Begriff der “Technischen Interpretation”, in: Schleiermacher-Archiv I (1985),
591-600
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10 RRASH WLR(CEBE, 199%)

EsdMe gk AT e AR 2RANE =HEo} 7lad o sl 2
Fo| 239 AT Ao RE ABHEE Aot 7)o KEDivination)o] 283k,
ojztold AAQN Gzhe LA B 339 H4(ein Vorgang des Ematens)o]c}. A7} 23}
27 g oz g F4S e AR AR YA B A72RY 2
F2 olsetaat gt sAAE Az g AF Ex U AR AEET HuieEHy
A4S i o714 ez 7K §4(@Bildung von Auslegungshypothesen)®] ¢ H3tS
i

gejojdzridle DeAAY 267 T ujFelE A 2AQ gxE 4= A
Aol Aotn ARG 2y o] AMFE dof LoAg ¢t 27 @] HaME
33402 E FAH0ok k. 2RE gejold2utsle 4 A oM A7
o|8(das divinatorische Verstehen)ol] T & 7HE Foifich sj4i3te] Al lojx 4
#5797 84, & d2E9 ojs)g 239 FEHA T §2E F3A ol Al
£ 53 Fas "o

a3 Azl doje] FHS FUD 2719 Aut HAEe Frlele AR FAH
o 224¢ Fe A3 4ges Agdd. azdle] F719 fAge Ei9 )
dolA Eustel Az £l (originale Intention)®] AL AT AEigto] A
o o3 A3y A4 FHF A4S FAsE Rol opet 237 2R J1x 9
od BGAE 7T 53] oS HA7H FAY FaoE FEe 2 | JdFF
e 1 gFS Atk o A oY HAe EE AL RAA &9
Fdol 7 Alghe Rlg 353 49 248 AU ke Aol o &9 A
o ¥4 2A%A Az AR By &< 47 5 Ao

6. |4ty W

getolo|znise H4RE Alnd tgy A9E =T 19 A4S ui ot
7] gaiAde 29 sAste] e WFPY AR F33oF Aok |71A WS (Dialektik)
o|& th3}AQl A% (dialogischer Horizonty& L3} W3Hold gejojol2ueld] lojA o]

27) Jack Forstman, A Romantic Triangle (Missola: Scholar Press, 1977), 101
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fololzsisi) byt 11

81259 71$&(eine Kunstlehre des Sichverstaendigens)o]th. W59 BAYL AZolA &
A3 olals} sj4o] Brbsdithe AMAA Ut A Alzele AA oty =49
A5} F38A FAW) Bol F5Holn, =44 ol Jeje] =2d}y] Hate] ¢
ge A5zt e Rt

34 dgdoz 0F Lo HalA AL BAske] tiste Bze] mae] AT
2 A4% Y5 + ok olslY 71 M olE tigAd A4FTA FAdn

BAEES ofssly] siA d2ES dalsiA BAES dolgo] AP sk
R WiEZ golet Ik SM3te thaty s)de] 2AYT HAES M= AL
B2E9 o] So7ke Aol E2Ed tigle ARk Rojr, GAERTEH AES
e Aotk agse HAe ¢43] 247 A oM 249 AlE fojoltt I
ol 71&L e} vissith BE 267 ol I AA9 oM BAES} g BA
3 Fg3iaa s g3ty ATt 2z goldartse "B A4AA o 9
mIQE theke) 84 (die Auslegung des bedeutsameren Gespracchs )& S}=5" &-7E0H0

gt And w2 A AN dFY 4 zaA S FRET:
“EEAQ 43 AR A4 F AEEL A HdA ZRH] Ao 22y
FAL bR b QoA o] e A7) 2 A9 SEE 24E 7D Q7] HEdl ¢
gslojo} A3 glolo|2risie ARAHA olsF FPAY A4} HeFAF sj4o)
Ao N o) zojActx Btk oo Aol A WFPH Fxo|o L] ¥H
Aoz 457 st AZHoz 48 &, Ao ANHA ded FY4
o2 48 & ot

477 BA NS SRS AF TS FxsE 1 ML $dEH] 5
o Wtk A7} Qo) deteks Fxdtn AR Aol FHS TR L3S
P73,

geloldl2opsle w49 FAHA Ao ojH A FERIAY 24
“A5AQ Y (dynamic process)$ AEFTE olAo] AT} Alae] WMo YA=

28) F. Schleiermacher, Dialektik, hrsg. von R. Odebrecht, Leipzig 1942, # 1.5. ( Vgl. den Auszug in:
Hermeneutik und Kritik, hrsg. von M. Frank, 419

29) Ueber den Begriff der Hermeneutik, in: Hermeneutik und Kritik, hrsg. von M. Frank, 315-6
30) Ueber den Begriff der Hermeneutik, in: Hermeneutik und Kritik, hrsg. von M. Frank, 316

31) Schleiermacher, Hermeneutics, 69
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12 BRASE WIE(ELE, 1998)

AERFAQ A4S FAA olalE AEAT TR HHTY Alzd] lojA ofd
M2 A3 vz A4S cf7zolth of 4 crxe oY £
&0l BE ofgfafld) A4t gejolel2nise 19 NI cETEE T
w3tAQ BFe ol AN AN cErzE AAG FEY <8, F AA
T HRoRNE, FEE FAZVE ode Aot IAL 4 HdY T &
WA ARG FHFolx ARHA FHd 2@ A Ro] AARFEH HAPEn.
olsjd AAZRE FEOoZ 13 FRo2RY AARY HEHY £HT2E T
ok oMY REF AAr WFUAHY 438 Jaoq Mz uig Fodn.
o] FAE HEHA Aol BA Yee ¥ F2(die literarische Gattung)o|th. 42|52} o]
T F3FQ 2dd) B2y A AFHY, FPE AR F92M HAAD Az} &
o AAzRE AR Gl 4L A cHTEE AUAY
o FA4oz AFAN aedte] AoHd AS WF AV FE2H FEY dAL
T AE2A o33tk

A} e FAlel Jlojd getolol2vts] sj4gte) Wk te 24

A, AeFdH 49 otk o AHE T3 dEAY AT AFHA
3] S goland Ak gdtolel2oisle 49 A AdS WGSdlE 27
3 Fulylo) Sojobd AT sAd o $A4E FARD 182930 B3 29 oj7}
He] AAe Be3] 9A dole AR YA ALz HFoltozH ofajslolAl
dtz 2ad 4L FES AR AFHY PA2AN 3PS Rold 2
“sJagte) AAY Az TSk B4 A A AE 71 SRS FETAEE |
ok getololnEe Y Aok WA Alne] FHOE Polgoln Pt o2
g AgFdd 49 gz reEd ALY A2 FBFYE A= go9 e

32) Ueber den Begriff der Hermeneutik, in: Hermeneutik und Kritik, hrsg. von M. Frank, 335

33) M. Potepa, Hermeneutik und Dialektik bei Schleierrmacher, in :Schleiermacher-archiv 1 (1985), 494, 12) 2
Grondin, op. cit. 95

34) Ueber den Begriff der Hermeneutik, in: Hermeneutik und Kritik, hrsg. von M. Frank, 321
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eololzlels) baparet 13

2 Sophat sk Yl

4, doIg Ao FAZ O Aol AMe) B o)gs} AHozA A
ojst 14g WAE 7HAx Atk o3 Fejolol2nls|e L soee (A9 W
H](Wahrheit und Methode)oll A $H13] Uehgth. 7tole sj4gte dojzAgos As)st
Ak e “AMde) o)a)(Verstaendnis der Sachen)$} ") AES] o]3)"(Verstaendnis des
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Abstract

Schleiermacher’s general hermeneutics

Kim, Yung Han

As a founder of modem hermeneutics Schleiermacher not only developed the hermeneutics as
a technique of understanding, but also it as a science of understanding, His general hermeneutics
is to be divided into two dimensions: the grammatical and psychological interpretation. The
former observes the languages from the totality of language use, the latter does it as an
expression of the inward The hermeneutics is not a rethorical technique, but to experience the
psychological, mental process of author. Therefore, the purpose of the hermeneutics is to
approach and reconstruct the mental life of the author who has described the text through the
Nacherleben.

The hermeneutics which is a technique of understanding participates in the exploring the
dialogical knowledges. In oder to understand the text, one should come behind what the words
of text describe directly in the dialogue with the text. Herein consists the dialectical character of
hermeneutics. The dialectics is a theory of technique of communication. Schleiermacher lets in
his hermeneutical thinking the hermeneutics and criticism belong to each other.

The evaluation of his hermeneutics is as follows: Firstly, he tried to go beyond the limits of
the grammar-oriented traditional hermeneutics

Secondly, he dealed with the language as a theme of hermeneutics. His idea appeared
completely in the [Wahrheit und Methode] of Gadamer. Gadamer developed the hermeneutics as
an ontology of language. ‘

Thirdly, he developed the hermeneutics as general hermeneutics to suggest the rules of
interpretation to all texts. He initiated the general hermeneutics by abolishing the distinction
between the hermeneutica sacra and hermenutica profana. As a theologian he dealed mainly with
the problems of biblical interpretation, however, this theory of understanding and interpretation
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handled all the text, whatever their contents may be.

Fourth, he denied the theological interpretative method of biblical hermeneutics. He secularized
the theological hermeneutics into the philosophical one, by abolishing the regional differences of
the theological and philosophical hermeneutics. His view is strongly supported by Rudolf
Bultmann. Today, Paul Ricoeur is revising the thought of Schleiermacher by rehabilitating the
hermeneutics of the sacred, critising that the thinking of Bultmann is too much rational,
neglecting the myths and symbols.
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