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1. 2H9 Hj7|

ALH Sl 7HF TR FESE A FAGAL E4¥(dignity) o] Uche
Aoleh. 28y 309 kol A, $4 2P A9 B AE, 29 49 ¥y olx
TEAY g R vABAH G2, YN ZUH 2239 QR g% 0P 44,
T HE, 3T SA AAY FAuE Gl BE QF QallN P =94
(human dignity)l @ A& oAl st} olo] st HfolM B4 2%
AA DA olF 59U, YE F AT 2RHE IUHA AY9AY HA2gH 259,
THLEE MIRY 2 9t o It Wl AL 2YHE FAHYY Yopz} <l
T E9Y BFE AW 239 FAY FA0) B AN AAfNET AAHUG. 4
Aol 19469 A A% QF(AE), 19489 AA QA WAAIZ), 1966\ A AA
THATIF AE) §2 A EPHE YNHo2 FHHD kD ol wa Qg
TUYE A3 99 71RART ol FA] AAY HA, HRo] gojNE = 3
& mX2 Qo2

B 28e WTRY B ¥Y e EWY ASE ¥4 QU= AFsn A
% 2 AAE 712V QY FW) AKE REAGE Aol T A#9 3
34 2AE oE A FWIM B § AAT BT BAFo| 1 AUAQ S A
At A9 ANRY A5 £& F AL Rl vRE o)A Az A4
F89 AR o9y 942 :s} ¢@YY.

EHE Ao AF9 A7y Nse BeF o] AWE 4+ AL A 289
FAS 29 473 9 AR22AY JsYg YHHEY T A% AsEHe &4
°17] Wl A EPHL AAY AAH S Yvkn FFAY. APe >33 =z
o2 AR AoE 84 2 A3t 2P g A8 23, 44 Tdss Y&
7HRS2R B3 WA M8 e 2. o9 2o Aol HAY & e 28
712 AR 599 d¥o2 oRAE Rojd, WM ALY e EHE& ¥
BUO2N AolU¥E HAY RPdes AL AN 294 2383 vy Ao]

D ARY. "AYHE) (A ®),. $IA 2002, 173~174%,
2) UL DY A M} AAY WL BE B NolM dRr)2 8.

-2.



EHo| XIRet o12F EYY A

o wtd AL Bdel dE Gge AT TIAel Y =AY AU EIH |4
£ 2Q3e Aotk o]¥A 2R EHY AfE 2 7HX AA QAN oE GE 7t
Aol AAME v]3Y & gk AU TAY AfE ABY {U FES 232
ohgABE 2R UL EPAY AWeEA I AN} U AW 22N THNH
RAE AT U Adle} 2AH 248 P Rol7] GETY

Ty 99 Agol SUW E¥Y AR AT P& R UM AT

= =7 AR89 oAl T4 AT YA S F¥ A4 FAAHL PBY 2A
b 9 29gd 3 o] E BT ¥ & Yl ERHE B9 Y
294 9F AW Mol FdY Afole £Y JF& wdHe &W) &
A7) g Bo) o]& 2ARE AE Tl opioh 22y o YA X & Wy
HE P8 BHdA BoE At P4 & EHY A/ SAH B 2A
2 BE AL 4 744 olfolN FHPE ALz BT

HE o] F& U =PAH WY AR 2F VAT ¥R APRY BFANM =
PR 2oig. olF 98 BA FY AFY AFAA FFY TAEE AEHI ol
§9 A YA VAL AP tgos FHY AR AR EAYel 1R
4 Qe GuE 5 7HA WPl AMHRa, ddd AR Y £ e A
4 AP @ 8o QR BACNA AT EQPH BAHe] BAY AR/ B
= Y90 98§ TNE 2QEE ANV wAGe2 Sy AP AT TY
A3 B ARE T 2HFYoz HHE & A PE& ArEn

. B8io| Xipel XMl HEY A

E¥9 AH AZH A dAME Fdol nF dY AT FA2 43 7}
A AR AASe gk 2 F AEAQA Ao Y FTFE(attainment of truth).
ol 22 0] B (democracy). Aot AV E(self-fulfilment) 5& & & XY °l&S 1x-]

3) Thomas 1. Emerson. “Toward a General Theory of the First Amendment.” 72 Yale Law Journal 877
(1963). p879(t84. "EQS Af,. WPAL 2003. 357 ol A AUE).

4 1 WAE E¥S) AFE D A9 Q8 1A ol&Fo] UF WY ¥AF FHo= A} o
f#c Aud E¥ AH9 FZH AL VY $AH V1 Aoz AYE AR #3e
75 ANA BEozHEY dBE PASE 715, Wl A q@ s e HNER B
E 154 /E AA7 ANSoIf A4S AL Z44 U UG B4, Ze @A} 2007
4979 ol 3},
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Z3 B W15, W2

g AR FFH 4 ¥4 JMNE ojgFos ¥EI] 94 AAHAG o)§ F
AT Q9 71 L #do) Y& AL Aol P&

g #7882 YJohn S. Mil)Y AF & 7123 A2 FHLS A4E 22
BL ARNE JFed 7HE F& S0 ke oo}, g AF & wp=n A}
39 A+ Al (market of ideas) VA& TAH7] A 713 FB3S AAYZO
A3 M2t BEE AASe A FF JQ ¢AS ARG E e
aFHE geod

AUFF 2L vlo]E& E(Alexander Meiklejohn)e] F9 x| 8o 7)xdle] ¥ o
AfE B I A7) EX(self-govern) 7} AWATH= o] &o|t}H o] 0|8 H3
AN BdE 7MY ZESA B3 e U2 Z2ET QD) oI 3
N B0l = F84L WS FYA FM 93 (content neutrality)® s Fd - J&
e 9189 ¥A(clear and present danger test)? o) FM3 = ) AAo} =2
dAe E2xy 49 29 22 HPXNY BFUS AFF 89 FANM BEHT
AT o= #93 TESE UF 549 ¥ A% PR £ 4 U

Aol A¥EL ¢ ad2 B AR+ AU Aold Y] olupAl gl o) Ro|t},
o] c]g2 F= ARFY PYUAY FANGAE ¥ FE=o K} o)go] =
AYAA EY ARE 222 H3A) E8A AU €9 FHE B3A) 2aA
e AL AU Aol2¥ g W Aol ot A7) BR Aol YPEL
Y AF ANE BHoz Eoed olg&3 EPo] Q). viE ojAo] FH A8
YIE BHE AP7] 9% o2 BE g 3R QUFFEIF}9) fo)H
oltt. Ede Af AME BFog By olyd gz e EHY AR}
ol ¥F(balancing)) o) HA st AW, Wb Ao} AWEA waEy)
W EAY AR 44302 o] ¥FY o] B $ gD

9) Eric Barendt. Freedom of Speech(2nd ed.). Oxford University Press. 2005. p.7 o1

6) AMY AL Ibid. p.18 o3

7) HEJQA YF A% dPdY ¥4 N. Y. Times Co. v. Sullivan. 376 U. S. 254 (1964). %3} u]Re)
8@ 195099 “A7AF3 1960. 708 YBAL ]2 Iog Ko BT WY £ A12E A
XNy HYhA P B3 FA2 Q4HA 3= A3 AV HQS

8) niFAM e EWo] e FAE W8 FHW(content-based) S} VI EYA FMZ FEsd AA ¢
FHE YA 71E & LV et YA Ao A4S A 244, 99 M, 5039,

9 39 - dde Y99 QAT §YAH Y5 & TR EUL 0] YAHIAE WEE Yo
e A9 FAE 4 UAcke A§ T o] AN gy AP RS F A "FYY AR 'Y
WA, HEAL 199%. 839 o3},

10) AAdR PF AYREYRL ol BAAA 39 BIE Y 23 P FHo|RL BAHADL

Virginia State Pharmacy Board v. Virginia Citizens Consumer Council. 425 U. S. 748 (1976).
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Eio| KRt 212 Eye oAl

aE} Rt APEe GEGI B T2 2 A&(hate speech) T 2L A
Q%7 BASlE E8AA APHSE AL opinh Aot JWEE FFE GAE
%2 ols Ze FUEL MUY BA, FA, ANY HYAE AVG22A 7AA
Aold@g FHAE & AT Bt oA A oA B Fo AEFH TS EAS
A8 + Ao @g.1

Zto} AWES] L] Hl3o] ETE drlNE A&y E¥oY AYY 4FR &
¥Y E¥0) Z22¥ F U AR o)d FUELS Aot B Y% JEH7I
0 2ot} dzich HA FMA, SIE, A BAE E¥o| Q7] AL uE o
714 Aol AWEH AY EPHY W8F FAgo) TAAT T FEdhe s
o) TAW 7FA sHsAolgie #HAA RE FA ol FAE F Ux AelAel
EA @1

N, BRel AR HYM 2HEMY elzte] Eg4e 2|

A7t 2YAE E¥Y A8Y AR B QrldA AL FPLe A& R
Bag gusesd) FHIYoE FAGEE) Y A 2PHE FeTt o AR
o ojuel AANME)Y U EPAE FHEVY wY ARE Bod EEY ARE
AVHE AL A YA E Ve Aomz HEHA & Aotk ¥ FA=
2od Q7 2U4E i) A8 QA% WL FASelor e w2t ¥
¥k, ojo} GHME G&H} B F 7HA AYe] A& F AT

dA QI ZJA§ P2 NG 227 #AY AT TP 2§ *FE
Holth, o} & YWele A EFYBLE RE 4 ATk Ul AN TFPLS BAY
A48 AR BT REEY] 9% 2AZ 758 old BFAM EAY A5
A § 225 AEAQ BAZE TUAIYE(Kent Greenawalt) & & F A% T
MAo2 1k olBE 840 1L EYoHRE olF dYse AL HT H¥EY F
Mol B Y29 Aol W} 2 AR ol HF WY FHNE N A
ol®l a7} ¥ejok & I EYH§ AWE Aolge A& EGW

11) Susan J. Brison. “The Autonomy Defense of Free Speech.” 108 Ethics 312 (1998). p.322 o] &},
12) Ibid. p.338.

13) F22) ol# R}z

14) Kent Greenawalt. “Free Speech Justifications.” 89 Columbia Law Review 119 (1989). p.151 o]
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2 B ISR WA

IRHCYES RAME BAHANAN EH9 A7 FZHL FP8Es A= vz =g
U(Ronald Dworkin)elth, ¥utgeoz =97 ] Wy4 A J)E #34 @
HolM HNE AE FAIUAM o8 AW YANH) EF Agos A 2JAH ¥
€ AAYL 129 H¥ AR BBAY =35 o)d BHNA AxQ FMAeE
de EHY ARG Aold¥ 75 U 5 BHAM FXH FHUE WS 2E F
VE Husojof ckn FAP) o 2 HEY FA AMo] ¥ YNY vz
2018 £ Uk olgA BY =929 EWY A4 IZHEL A 2FgoY uF
FYEN EFHoz dadx ¥ & U S AE $A9 g FH AR
ANE 5Fog ¥y fForhld) ¥ =L AR/} S FTHE S EIUN
olg & EWL FA e AL AUSE AP Ao FAWRY 123 oA
M8 2 HAE ol YA Yoprh ALY Aol xEA ARE Geou B ae
AR 538 E¥E AYse A& 23FY(paternalism) 2 B3R o): ogH B
F 7 Q5 € ZETn @ AA, ATES Aol E g PR g4, AUEY
AR JE@o] ABA) AA BRY 23F e we ANELS YAY FR(AD
0 AT HBF 2E, AR} e BY, 330 S0 gesis Y 5)8
AREA A7) o3l g Relth olF BAHAA =940 FF7b) 53 FHE 3
BAY THE JHN7 gD BEdE Ffd AF EJAL ANEYa B ofg
g 89 A= HEDR FdA A Ae Aol ol BEH A U FA
AT FozH W {9 FEFYY 7|58 FE 6

IFYEY =479 AHE FF U 2PYolY HE BFHNN FH A%
§ 339 A2 # £ U 28U olgY AHA MM G_H e )
Bo] 7Hedtd. AA, AL UL FHY A4 S o2 Ay WA F AR
BeiA= FHE & Uk o]FA BE AP &G4 Ve TE WYY P A
o A71¥ + A& Aok A, BHY A4 HA AW, & TR A7) -
Y- B4R AdSE AL AL YYE BAYoz W= Ro)Fda B oY
O AA, o]§2 F2 HA UL YN 2L UAT e ol A Q
T 290l ZxY oM HAY A 2PMol MY & Uth: AE FFE Ao

15) Ronald Dworkin. Freedom's Law : The Moral Reading of the American Constitution. Oxford University
Press. 1999, p.198 ©)&}.

16) Ibid. p.234 °1¥.

17) ol 2WYE A= Q383 Yok 22U 2= BE 984 49 3 EWY A8 AvEE
Aol AT P4l 7Y aA YAEhn 238k Kent Greenawalt. op. cit. p.153.

18) Daniel Statman. “Two Concepts of Dignity.” 24 Junai Mishpat 541 (2001). p.576.
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Eio| X2t ozt EiYS) BA

o ol§L ojE ojfolA A &N 2ol AAY HAANA FFojAH} S A
o ) ASUYE ANE AX A R Yok UA, ol FFE AT EWE
2 Ao} APEH} W8 o2 P& FEHA gertly

ggog A ER4 & Y= AMso] HA9 A QPR ohizt YA 2
AT T HHoT o B9 AT Yo FE & Utk YA YT &
QAE e BdY AT TPBANE AT TP WY ARUE BER 7
sAo] HAQT. o]k @A Ao} (Fredrick Schaver)& V3 EFFo) AE %
AM #A EHS ARUE AT 2AZ 7150k seAd AN dE% A
7%t ojd BAoZRE PR AL EAYE TSk Vrke A o AR
o] Q7 2YAol TAHE & A 2YYTH AW A{E o|8Fo2 YA @
s0a 3% F 3AY A FIAE AVOA AT TPYL WY ARE
o 289 FAd o A¥E 247 Brke AT

Apole] AHNZ FAY A FJPAE TBcHY AP /Y EWS =AY
A 2PN § AR BEHY) P Bl HeEoly Fe AT B FYL PH3
BA9) A 2YH§ AR FHolL, o] FHolA o)lF EW& AT TYYL2 B
87l o7l BRolth o)¥A BE B9 AL FPRANM WYY RuHE Y
2 AR QI EQA A I¥§ "NA g FYoE Avdn. 1 HEAL 4
2& 4¢3 T8} 2L A7) BAH(self-regarding) EWE & T A& A2V

S1st o) B9 QAL EPBNM PPHo2 B3¥ & Ye BYLS ¢ AWY
ojtt. 2uv} o)A EUXAE & A A o4 IdvieA 2xd & Ut A
A AEA FHS Aol AWEA JHME R W o2 PP 2NN B
38 FHE A% wt gol9 QI 2PENME B ¥ AU g
27g0 NFFEAMAE FNA EHo) YPHoz vET a3y AT &4
HEAME ANY EHo) ¥i=A] n@n FEHy) o okEd AT TYYE
ANE ded E8T 2L A7) BAA EdE 7HE 944 B¥os BA Hed,
ot ANA E¥S 7 A% WY EHY AF Uil o|@RAE BEo|n2

zog YAME PP AFE AL SYER Aok JUEBY T AL AME

19) oje] dist AN AL F2) ol ¥

20) Frederick Schauer. “Speaking of Dignity.” in Michael J. Meyer / William A. Parent eds.. The
Constitution of Rights: Human Dignity and American Values. Cornell University Press. 1992, p.177
o]},

21) Ibid.. p.189.

22) Eric Barendt. op. cit. p.154 °]3t



AT Bk W15 w2N

ool EAE 2o AAAY =3 2322 FNHoZ ARt Y AR 3
248 AR U EYEL Aol AWEN WEFoz FAH &do] A YR &
AMEE e 22 F 7HE a8 £ U AA, g B8 ARE 9PY B
g ¥V A% Y02 HrETE O ANE BFHoZ o) ojHo) g7}t A
g #7ENY UFFAEH O ol EA, FANME &y FHo|Y A
VA #dd FY0) 7Hg FANED FAY WEH FAH S 58 o} AUEH Y
49 A FPBAAN F=HA o)A HolH P9 A} P& ¥ vBE 2
o HYEBANE EBZeA F2rtehe 9 Fo] Euh. 83 AAY A9 FH AH
N A& REvhe Hido) ah 2y FA4 Y AW AT 2J8H A
19 A8 (autonomy) & Hla, BN RH o)A Hl@o] o} AHENNE EFFHXA
2te A& ¢ + 3.

A AEYL vF JEFdolN Z2HE Moz PR FHo2RE 79
A8 F¥ olg Zo] APE £33 AR Agoz o)fsy Jgye HFYe
Aol A #AE ZzeA Ao & FHY ARE A4 FAANM B oA 84
MA FRE BEE + A& A7t FojAck Yrhe o) YxAoz B

olel ¥ At TAHLE /Y YUFYAAN ZRIE MFgoz FTEMNFTYo) 7%
& Ageltt. A AR EAHL A2Pun W Ager FHY ARANE B
A9 AfET 2 ARE FZHE £ Ae Aol ot 4T JAFYA 2 9%
# 713 ZE(Immanuel Kant) B8] S28h A Q4 AdoN 898 4 9
O PAROR FEE BE AR OE AR QA EQ4¢ 43Fos 2389
°F 37, qo2 BE AR OE AgolA U 2PHE Y ATE A 9
O SHHN 4714 BR QEI) oY A EYHL £9 BENFYRY. 1
BM EYY A{E AT EFY BHANAH § Bl o2 ARY AT 2IHE 3
Hie BES 238 4 Avhe =7 4Y8.

Hsh 2o At T A2 FU FEHE Mol Ag Fowgw @
T EUEFH Ao} WA AL dLF Zo] WY 5 AL AA, ¥ A
EYEL Ao} PE} WEFo2 TN Y ARE A9 g QAY #
A9 BHY ARl 238 R vBo2 VY 23 AGFA B 4. B
23) Christina E. Wells. “Reinvigorating Autonomy: Freedom and Responsibility in the Supreme Court's

First Amendment Jurisprudence.” 32 Harvard Civil Rights-Civil Liberties Law Review (1997). p.162
o] 8},

24) Immanuel Kant. The Doctrine of Virtue : Part II of the Metaphysic of Morals. University of
Pennsylvania Press. 1971. p.461.
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Efel Aot o2t Epye] A

99 A} EQPEL Aol AHEF g2 gdar YA AT EYYE A
£ %99 A} EPEL FHY Afrche o33 Y FAE FIAe <
of 7Ht). olo] W Aol AUEL P AT Pt A= JWsY. B
A B9 QI EPE) wal FYS ARE ABAHVTEA Ex Aot JWE @
2 XYY FAZ APt AL AT P4} AAQY A& NdR22 24
ARen € 5+ Ao

deFoz Y9 A8 AP 2AZANY AL P °olF FA A4E 94
¥ 4% Mt 25 B4 A0 FARLE FA S48 Aot AWER W
g0z YNUe FoAA ol EAel JAET EE JAY AT YY)
SN HETHE HolA o]8F ABJAE FojEch ¢E WA HH¥E Feole IR
AT EYAE TBETE FolM WYY Bise WY WA/ 2A AL o
£ A &940) 288 Y ARE A A7 Foe A& Téo

V. HOHE AFUAM 2 B XS B8 Hel
: OlZt EM 1} s

golM AT B2 EdS Afet FARA AL PP GER TE F A=
H4% & AT AR, AL 2Q& AR HHHA HAY AT ETJYTE B2
th A7l E WY AR7L B4E0. ¥4, AT 9§ B2 A4S BAY
AP EP4H 3AY 3§ 2F 2P A7 E B89 A%} #4380 A
WAL B2 F¥Y AR AHE JE HY40m F WAL /Y EAS) AR
H A& J7te #Molnh @A PFelMe AL EPPol EWY AR I3
ZAZ ANE 4 AAT FPINE AT Pl BHY FAY F3Y 2A= A
AlE & Atk
a8y uZe] A9ole AT 4% EUY ARt @A B fEe =97t
AR 24 RAGS) vt 2442 WF @49 33 NE A PPN %
25) o e} EPYPL nZe Yol FANAAM 2] A AL ohih oliE A ©lF A
gigde) £73 98 AR AZ ASE A6Z ABE AIZ. AUZS BUY AAAN 33 AP
o 2Y4§ AFNRTHE YAME HAET AU 20039 Chaver BAAA wIZ Adddide A9
A ¢ gaddel 43 WY A5Re) RAL AN ERP§ e FHA $A4 B4E 9A

#& do] oL ¢ R AFHTL BAISQ L0 (Chavez v. Martinez. 123 S. Ct. 1994, 2000. 2005
(2003)). 2002d Hope BRAME A5 A £8 g2¥d9] 8¢ WAso] ALAAA 5 A&
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A2 BN MISK m2w

€ A7} A ARAN MAslo] i RoIT®) o]YA BE #A vR A=
AT P40l BHY Al vl FFS A9 Tk § F Uk TiRo) mIee
Y o] AN & E¥Y A Welst G24A A2 Z2 97 BB oz

A oFAFY 2 F FEe A FAWY Aso) Y B ol g AR &Q
Aol 3 Adolx o2t #AISAH Hope v. Pelzer. 536 U.S. 730. 737 n6 (2002)). o)s} @
Yo GRAME A £ 9y 2FE0] Y AR Ag BARALHAIR) QA 244
Y A AN ZA7AA F2E FA5 GIAES HA HALKAMER). Ex AT o) 4Y
HY AR BARR Utk A(ASR)L P ATIIQA AV YUY 33 YHE Wgo)
BN ZARE Aok R§ veie Aozt o Martha Minow. “Equality and the Bill of
Rights.” in Michael J. Meyer / William A. Parent eds. The Constitution of Rights: Human Dignity
and American Values. Cornell University Press. 1992. p.145. 22y n] 3] Abg¥7} te) Q4§
Y3oe ¥ddh: £22 S99 233 A2 viasA) ged nFAA ‘AN EFY )@ Aol
B NFL 5UY F¢s A g2 359 Y A4 o)A 18MY. B4 nIUFL 2
27 4R3o) AN AP E 20T ABRAY. BN o) o tFANE Y= @) A
9 UYL olv] I 7HANT FeAM UeE AolA A= AW FPL2RH P Yok
AL opge At} AMYelfin a2 o) Alxned il FA] A&UCIAY A2 (Thomas
Paine) 2 AF32o2 EAR A7|80, A9 PP L o= 1P AFRY ol]2} Qo)A ol
Ay Aok ¥t FPHA. oW FFL vF A $39(American Enlightenment)®) 38
g2 ¢ARAE BY ohig A F8 ANASAGAAE 2 9¢& vHY. 8 vge
(James Madison) & vIR@ U¥ QAHEES A AV Y §& AN A58 AR e 928
AR A 2. HYW(Alexander Hamilton) o)} A% &(Thomas Jefferson) 3 22 AAIGE A 33
& 3oz F{30] AN EPYE BE U] YR¥:= Aoz )M HAD Thomas Paine. Rights
of Man. Dover Publications. 1999. pp.329~30. 222 2 YL wle) BES APPSR Y& 1R
SHAANZ RoAA Hlch 23U 9714 4 HL FAAE A o4 K, & 24w
Sl e W3 o) AR AAThe FAM, 2 WA AN EPPL TN 98
3 gz M WA Rfche Aotk JY u)F AF ojRAE AL EGAHL u Y&
dM 293 & F{§ U] EAL YA7AA o3P 2W¥AE WoHR Al gk 2 998 983
2 A 1A 3994 2§ 4 AT AL 7 943 KUe2 §Y ARYs g2 N2 gye
AL 44 B FAA T3§ FA YA Guhe Aotk 4. N2 A3 YPARABA A%
o] ALY P9 VEA Juio) g ¢ ¥ A= FHAA B vy} fige Hold. v
A tFAPAYAL o AdAA AT EQ4E IA gA QFHNLT UA Y. GEW AFE
Hol U 2449 A =2ldoz 49% Ffe Aen 4Ao ofst AR HFYVAEE
A=A 34 @2 JAch(AEJ22 Hope v. Pelzer. 536 US. 730 (2002): United States v. Balsys.
524 US. 666 (1998): Farmer v. Brennan. 511 U.S. 825 (1994): Campbell v. Wood. 511 U.S. 1119
(1994)). oj2 UM AL TPYPol B F8Y AR o]§2 MY APAYRY BaAE A9 ol
71 AT, v A7lANE $4 HAS FAAY E72 A EY4E WEHT e SY A% ¥
WA BL0te HojPo) RAWL) vAYoR nIAME AL P& FAAY €Y ¥ A9F
¥ 499 gk Aotk & 2EAY YR 18680 ARE £AUY AURE PEL Y
(Equal Protection clause) & %8 “¥ 49 ¥ 8 Y3 932 F382 qled, vz o)L Q
39 Ed40l AN RPHAY FHA kAT G@ VAN 389 AR Fol¥ ¢ U, o)
H¢ #dAA 2gd AL EP40] IR PPAME B F(equality)olZhs §ol2 F¥S glon
Nggeg Ade FAd FFEHIT ke AR A £39Y AU} £48% P59 B3
Hoe AT 2949 BAR Jx8a Yoke AL o] o] GHAA )WY kg Y BF
¢ d9E AP BYoz Yo YAME NLUSIT ok Gerald Gunther / Kathleen M.
Sullivan. Constitutionel Law(13th ed.). Foundation Press. 1997. p.420.

26 1 qEHY A2 g AFP =HNUE § 4 A} Ronald Dworkin. op. cit.. p.3 ©l#h
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HEHO AR 212t EHY A

QA E2PAo) EYY AR BABA =98 FeL HYY AR BAY)

v §YolME QI E940] Add H4F FEolA Byl AFsE IFA 7}
A2 7153e 97 B Sdo] 1 dEAQ Aotk §¥S EHY AR FE
n)2uc oky] BEd a7ldME AT E2I4FH R¥S AR oY ¥FY A
o] H7) 4tk T $I L gwrF oz FFNFAR AXNE FAU o] fE) £
AME BH9 Afpte Y A7 22HL 2¥Y AFE FFH FAR
A3 PR A FAI%E FPol ZHAW ol B9 A FPYE =3
A AROIE Bt o)F Aol FYANAM AL EAYTH EW A/ BALE =9
¥ 49 nFEg aga g £ Yo

B3Q Az U VPAANE AL EPAol A AFE vIRY ZE AU
AU ojYrTt A9 AN A2 AFEGY AR 59 4% 9Y Aex

97) 1 dlof BAbe] QAP 2PN § B2 Yoo AL EQHEL FHho) vl F Agig ol AR
WY AF A A A dNEch o) FoME ulFME 2o] AT Pl ¥
A4 334 2AZ A Y 2avt g

98) Edward J. Eberle. Dignity and Liberty : Constitutional Visions in Germany and the Uhited States.
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[Abstract]

The Relationship Between Freedom of Speech and Human
Dignity

Kang, Seung-Sik
Assistant Professor, Wonkwang University Law School

Human dignity is the central value of many Western democracies. This
determination reflects the conscious intention to elevate modern Germany beyond the
inhumanity of Nazism, signaling a new constitutional order. Human dignity means
more than the specific catalog of constitutional rights. Dignity is not merely a focus
on individuality. As the central value of the constitution, dignity infuses throughout
the whole constitutional order. obligating the state both to protect and realize it.

Written constitutions and bills of rights invariably protect freedom of speech as one
of the fundamental liberties guaranteed against state suppression or regulation. By
freedom of speech, human beings speak their minds. communicating their beliefs,
opinions, ideas, or ideologies. Also freedom of speech is so essential to democracy that
governments should not punish persons for what they say. In this way, freedom of
speech should rarely if ever be limited.

In this Article. I demonstrate that human dignity is not compatible to justify
freedom of speech. Human dignity cannot be suggested as a constitutional basis for
free speech protection since it does not properly comprise numerous kinds of
constitutional protected speech, such as political speech. Besides, it can play much of
a role in restricting speech because it tends to emphasize the rights of listener rather
than speaker.

Key words : Freedom of Speech. Human dignity, Speech Restriction, Constitutional
Rights, Public Interests
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