EHE
IREIEEIT D) Z B iETRES

L CHEF T2y Z & IXATEED>
— SR BT B

ARl B

1.8A

BEEICHESTD) &) KBNS B, CNRBORTENPEORE BT
. RAZRENZBEEES T7-0I10 2 DWAICHEZ2 =HET BT 7-.
EOIHBICHELTED. HARBI 2EAREL LTk HMADLERTD
STEIEHLA-VKELAED TS JEEERL WS, ZOEAERIZ.
TEFIIZ S I T ol DEh o, HOBEDHKTICN L THHETL LI
7o, FEEIER T D Z LR TREI TRV Lot A T ADTH % B
DB LI RIEHIIEERIER OBV L2 DIV ENT VWS, T
TEEAIZI ) LA THRAZER L 200Ul 6 R0 DEA ) 2, A
RHEEETEI LI, MARN L TRER2525I LR 67E29D% L
DLEPSFRICTES %o THwBE AL T, BLII/ELZMZ 2 Z LIXTH
D, bLTERLTZRLEZNIEIOIES TEE) THEDESLI D,

Z2bZ2bHBABHBHRBIC K> THIEERZI D, faFe#iokd T
BIENTESLDIE, ZOAIEZZDOHREIE U IZRAIICEBWTHEEL
TVRBIEPBRBELINS, Thbt B LHBA (S) BT DORRICHFLE
LTwuidiiud, TREBWTSIZBEVWI EHAVIFELNI ENHE63INS
T ey B &t (THETESME) [Feldman 1993: 307]) 3B%UTH 3
ET2%251F, ATHAARBELTREDL ) REELELRLI LTk
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%, LPLA2s Z0&tr o BEHINHHIE. BRLAOEBICKL TIZ
WIRNTES S D,

WADEROBSITRHEBIC OV TIHLIBNR S Z L ILEIT ERE, LKA
DHELIFEZTRB LI IKBbNS, TRIEHF I L CHEHELIBRERET
B 0ik, ZOBICELRY (BFEELTWS) AIK LTI EEZBRTIZ
BoBwEWI I EEELEKICBWT, Thbb 2B TRRATERA
R L TIIEE R BR TR B s vk o, DT — ERA IR T
WBDEBI I, HBVIE, BEL TV ERADBBEANDEE»S ZD L)
WKEZTOBEDIEAH 5,

L Lo dbAE > RIS T 2 KB EETHLDIE. ZDOA
IZE 5 TEFBARE TH2S » FIIZE interests; DSHFEET EHHTH I, L%
SWAILHoTIEZ S LIHESFEL v (FIEOEEIFEL W) &
b, FERATRETH % &) BRIFBRADT —Rich>TE (e "H#ES
fF) BIEL W ETHR) sk k5, FEECEFEEZITIUL,
BMANDED X ) IR T-o>Th I, EVHI I ELRRBDES I, 2
SIERBFIPROGBADEBIEIEEL 2 LI, twHT Lick?
DIZAH D D% '

RAOHEHBZHET 2702, TATERIFBEDOHEEED S b AEECHIE
EHD 5%, LERTEZZODUEVH DL, —DRBADHNEDSHSHD
BZZDFHLERL. 295 LEHEORREBEHEI NS 2 LIZERMOKRA
ERETHILICRBLEERTBVETHD (J. 774 75— [Feinberg
1984] &), ) —2RMFL VI TETRHRADEREIZFER L v/,
FetEDHRFIC X o THAIR TSEEIREAY real changey Z#5 Z L idZw
B, 7y OB (BRI relational change) | "CTH % 72 513D
HBEVIHIHTH D,

AECTIRIDZoONBEZM EICBE 52 L 2BU T, RAZIEEET A
ETIERY) P TMADEMOBEREEINEIAREY) LvuokRA
(HAAD) OEBIZZYLRLDOTHBEO0, FLBECNTIHBLEIZE
DEIRDBDTHBEREp Lo LEEE OYE) OBEIPLERL.
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R
TTEE ) T &3 TTRED

INZRER 7 LCIEBBEL Vo777 F 2 7V LRHEICN L THIRE R
9 tzd AR5,

2. MADBEPBEINSINEHE

RE DHEICBOTIR, RAOEEEWEINZRETHD, FLHAD
MLz EED 23 LX) BEHRELANETHE L BNIEISNTVRS,
W LIE. MOCH 3 2RO b b LT, MEERHAS I LD
HHEE BTV By TIRZ 5 LB B B > Ds 75 B B I 250
TWBDES I,y KEHTB L, UTFOE-OHEEZETS 3 & Bbh
b

OEOWFHAREEILH>TH, BODBEZEHEL TRLVLOT,
QBBEBEMT DT, BEIET Z2MANOHE I T 2EED 5.
OB EREDEENG, 77 7T 4 v 7 RBEIS,
@RADEELYE L 2V OIRNENIETH 30T,
OMADBEERLEL BV OIRAKLBEEZ L5 5D,

OO IZ. "BITEADZDR5F) LI FBICTEICTLE, KA
DEZFABETEZILE, DHDC>T, BOWELA okt EiLH-TC
b, HEPVEHIOBELBEL C(NETHSIH. £/22) LHEN
Va—0HRENSETHH I EVIFBRZIKILL T3, A BRADESE
EHEBETILW) I LEHANLRER - BELTAILICX>T, Bo0#E
EOBHEINDZILRZFE->TWVS,

Q@EHIX, MAPBADBEZNABICNT ZEETIEAR . MADE
BADEREIZE T THwR I L ZFRL TS, 7o & ZIXUADER O FHI
ZROD L) RIEHEERTH Z Lid. BROBREEZALICEL., BFE2E5R3
ZERBRBEVHEED S, BAWEZ ) LIfTAERTRETREVEER
T3,
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QHEMHIX, MAIZAZOEEIT (BEPESITEICL->C) BEZQ
2H5DTHLLIRFL T B TED, EFLZITREDLDLEHAHDOAY
LLEZTHBILEHEF TS, 29 LARADENOMGEZIEL, %
ET 5Lk, BESOD. AEREEOUEIEZIZRD .. &1
KERTH D ERRIIEIT VS,

@DBHIF, MADBELZEEL LV ik, YARBICE L BoTw3
7 OEBICCOBEENEEIN TV ELEPICE L THS 2 L IETERLD,
ZHTHBELTH, ZNBTFULRD D THBEHIE (o 213, Hamic
BB EERE), 29 LIfTAREBTHE ERAIEFEZTHLBEI LR
LTWw3,

OO, RADHEEERBRET 2 Z i3, BAEHENI., 3 0idH
B BEELEZ 5 LG LBLIIEBITOEILEBT TV,

AREDBIERA ST T 208 DEE (posthumous-harm, postmortem-harm)
CD B CHERRBRER S = LB B, ZHOREE LTOLODELD
B OREREEL T,

3. HEDHE  FHEFMFICELT

TIRIRDHKFIRIANICED X ) L BERE A5 LIk s L BAIEZE
ATOREDES I, ZIUIHAKR TBE, LIt cEEL252930
7259 be ARRETIE 50 DOHRE B posthumous slander) ZHIIC & - TH
ZATETN,

BAVERELTWE EECHEEPELRITZ I k. AVL2FHELEZED
EZLDOWDIHEEREZ, TNQIBRLINT B DIRSEWIHEL S
29 B, Tt A, BRSOV TOHFHETE ((HDOARZEREZ,, THD
ANZEBRATER V) F) &, BRICHT AV LEDSEICHELE5 X 579,
Hx DIEERFIERER. % L CRADEHBIHE L5295, L L5,
29 LSRR O PEICIIY R E s v L) KBbn g, ¥k
ST EE ) 2 ERIFICTEATE Y. BHER VI ELEHLTHI I &
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fElEiL S
DEE T, T LTS

BTERLL, FEEOVKDLBZILIEITELLLLTHE (bHLAAHED
BEEZFOZLLTER), LOLAEMBoHLIF. AR BEEL B
D93 LEZT0REIICEDNSE, LzD>T, IR LDZHD
B - BBOSIZLTwE, TabbL, ORALBEELHD 5 L) EE
&, OWANIZEEIC (BERWREAFFEL LCIE) FEL TRV EWHEHT
Hb, TRIDTODEBOMTED &) REEAFTHHAVE2TNIT L
DIZA D

COMBEEBET AR, 252 BE ham; LEIfITHBDH%H
MBICLTEBABERHBEAH, BROD—MBRNBERIZ. "3 E4ROFE
(interests) APHEINB I EBBETH B, L WIHILDTHB, ZNDAfE
EHEL B0, OHELE L. QEERMBEET 2 2 LB
2o T3 (TFFEEMED. KDLt 5 L, Fd 5 0IIREDOHREDS
BMAREZEZIBEVI I LEDPETHDIDIE, Thad 0 HOHKSE
ko TEINZERDEEL., RIBHRABESFEL. Z0BELHS
BASEET 2BEIRoNS, 42 ((EE7—+, [Luper 2007: 239]),
MANDEEDEZWRITEL % 2D — B TH B L HIi—
ANZBRICHFELRONRTH 570, EPEL BEEIBAICH > TFT
7ENRKVDSTH B,

L 708> THESRFRIEOBFICEL <. Zo0#H2EEL Tw»a5,
OMANRFBDREELZHB I L. HHVIIRERT 2 Z LTERVLR, 29
ThoTHBEBEZHED I 20, QRARBHIEFREL THRLOTHNIL,
HD TR DBEDOER SR DH, HEHTERICEELZBED I 300, TOZDOD
BRI L TR D & ) BRRESTRENT0 2, QRN LTI T. 2—%
WD, BADREBCER LI L TH/ETHD ) 2HBIHEET 2, L)
CEERBRELTBY, QIRILTIEZ 74 v 3= & 5HIEIZERL DI
BOFREL, 29 LEAIBOERMSHEINS 2 LIZEMOBALZRET 3
e B, EWHTLEEFIRL TS,

F—=4 N D [Nagel 1979: ch.1] 2. QORI T 2EIZEZRTHD
LlEo T3, F—FIVIERLDEBEZHE T RD L) RV RIEZ
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LTws, RABRDE)ICEZBIEBTELREAL ) D,

HBEABEANCBYoNTHE I LD, BTHEINTHE)I LD, &
7zEE D> TUITEIE > TSNS AT L ICEEIBEINTHL) &
b, ZORPL L TYUADE LAMATORVLERED, Z20U3vindig
I ES>TDORFELIZRALZNA [Nagel 1979:4 1,

BADEBICHRSTR6IE, YAVHS T, ZODIARBETERNILT
HoTh, TH) L-BRIZETHY., WL >TRETH S ERLITHWT
BDTRBBIED I ZOZHBENHETELOIBEFELTVS TE
) BREEINBEDIE, FIBNODRELREL ) 2FEEIHEL IND
PoTHD, LELRA—F IV, BRLABZVWILTH->THYAILLEST
RETHBI L, THOLYANCBENFET 2FEVFET 5 I L2 RE
LTw3DTH25, TDIEDBELVDTH Bk 5IE, RitOHKRELER
TEROVERATH-TH, BICHTEHENEL B L) LTk, &,

QDR L TIZ 7 74 v 8= 505, MADFEEEKIBEDNR E
79 B LEERL T3 [Feinberg 1984, Pitcher 1993], TH|EDEIRHMHIL
ENBEEMBB/BETHS, L7 74N —IFEBLTED, 2L TIIHL
7-BRRZONEDMEE CH- AL BBRETR LML T3, Hick
g, HIE L ZABOEENMEND X ) ic, 2N e FE S BBEITAL
BolBTOLERTEIDTH S, TEZI LEAERZEDXHICLTHER
Enh, HIEENDENG BDES G D,

ZOBFHEL T, 774 3= REKR THE, Insd L TEH,
INBILIFRLRBZEFRL TS [Peinberg 1984: 84ff], "RRDHEH, &
BRDRRVFET B EHICRBIETHD, b "HekoAR, &I,
FRDBAEDPDORKPEREINZLEBL B & FITFEDLITBWTEL B,
DX RO Z L THD, b LARROMNRMBEHINTLBLELTH, K
ADLOREVBETH 70, BAFENTH2 L) BEEICH> T K
ROFRIZEL V. ZIDZANVEDAEEZEZERTBICY > TEHELRD
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T
TRECHEET D) T EETHED

EZDEFROHTHY . FEOATIER . 7 6 IEEROEER L 1 EEHEC.
FIEPEFAIND I EPHEZINLFEBEEL, 25 L EFHBAR
—ARANZRTOTORVODD Lt oBn—IRNg2 52720, Es2 L
A L9B, L7740 N=FRHMETWHS,

TIREDEI) BRETH B R LIERADFHELERL D DA, #
I L7FIE L LT, hERARIENT Sz FEE 7 7 4 =7 EIFC
2% [Feinberg 1984: 86], 7z & Z1¥ TRLED HRBIEISEHEIN TR LV,
R TFHIRICEE L TR L) 2o ZzfER, B 5 DIEE ORI 5
T3HE (TFAOBMESHELFEING T TRL V) &, BROEEHELHF
LB ZoTHIERLIZODTH B, EITBRT3,

LHPLIDEI AT MATH-THBELZZITH 3, L) EER
F9 700, 22707 Ladds s oiEnss 5, 21Ut S oRs
TIDR/EZRNEZRITEVZEDD, LWIHETH S, ZOEICH
+ 37— VOB RIRETR s . 774 ¥ N — 7 TR DR T
HOoTHZDBENEL 2DIiF TEFIDA A ante-mortem person; TH % &
W) BEZR LT3 [Feinberg 1984 : 89f], T #UIBAED HskHanEFE Iz
HEL529 575 NHRNAR) Tldiewd, LW0IEODEL 35,
T7AYN=FI2 L3 LI DOBREBEZERRHLZDOTIEEL, SHNZLOT
B5, 1A TDBEF L ay c u— A XLEOTTEESEIR L T
LV Lo KRB ZAIE L, BADFA TS Z DERDEED
EELILEDHD, bLZI LIAEBRADFHBERINEVETER5
X, Z0REZE L-RROEBAN ERTOEXA) PEINZDTHD, FE
WTTETHORES FRIZE-> W23, Z20%EH. b L ZDFHEDER
AN BRICAROHERTE k> T L Eok 61X, FROFEDERIZ
FHEINADTH) ., TNOXZD L) LAELEEROF KLEEL
HroThHB, L,
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4. FED T : A, 2 EbdED

TDEIZLTR=FAET 7L v 8= 7E, BMATH>THHBOHE
BIEoTRFLZEDIBILZFRL TS, TR, AN L TREES
HoHLE BEINTOIORYAD i, THEDESH b, BELITFH
BEOREBDIEINE I L THEEERTE 774 v AT WHo>TE, %
NUEIAD TRIE) THB, LELENSHEIZBOTHENEERINSG Z
ERMHEZI NS Z LDBBRADELDOWNRE B> TR BDIE, %9 L7-HEN
2 D THEF] welfare; X [E % RHE well-being) & HEICEb->TWVRENS
CHB, Thih, RXDLPEE, Thbb LA pesons 12550
FENREELEZ, BRICEENGEME ST S TIRRWIES ) H,
b LFIEDEA DLEDORE L —HBENTON—H O TwZR»oT
HuE, BARZESOREPERBEINDZ Z LIS L CELZRL I EIRR
LBbND, THELSIE, bLBMAKBENLZ6INEIEBHB LT
2518 ZOMADLEIZH LTS LOEEPEC TR SV D
TiERWE 59,

L LBARBICEEL TEHT, ABDEL UILRLDT, £HFLT
WARZPEEL WA CIIFEEZIIA I LI, L Lo HKL
BHALBEEZEDIBLEL TS, ZOEBBELL. #HFTRETH
57518, MARBLTREONRLIZ THE, TRkEl. iodbsdboT
H5EFRLRZITINE RSBV, ZRIMASZES I, BMAKNTEEELEL
TR HSEE QI H 5 Dk, HEDOFAEHED KT 5 BEE TR
. BAD T4 life) 2Bl 2 3l N3 2 BELEETIZ RS 5 5 B,

T HICEADLETHD AR BHERLTLESI»D. 20 M) 13K
b%&daC@i&ﬁé%%k\i%#%&i@&@@ﬁ@fd&h'%
D L LTk nammaive lfe) Th B, THDL, ZOAREDE ) HAT
HoT-DDIBD B, ZDADEIET ZEEICOWTOIRA DFH - 3ED
Bvid. MADTEBRLLBHERL ) 5, Z) LIFBE27 74 v =751
AV E DRIBITEBR O FRELFRT 2 LIBRTOB LMBRL 5 2D Tid7%
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B
EHIETO) T LIXERED

WEA S, EBLAEHIE, 774037 Z25 LEAIEE LT,

HIBAWRE 22807 C0w5, ¥ L-HEETREBEDFRT S EEZ
BNBEDEVH E, ZNHIFRADARE (L&) 1B 5 (person-affecting)

METIRRL, ZOEDFMICBEIL 2AEL LS TH B, 774 V7%
=T NVBRD K H TR B,

HBADEIZ DO TORMIREIIHOIERE, HIBEEROZTHU OGN
% Z L1d7ay> [Feinberg 1984: 83 ],

HBANEDEX, BHODOEHEKLEHOBERONTREI 2L DI LE2E
B, FRZONCEIBI LiZ. BODOEDEROATRI B4 (DT
LEERI D, TDXH)BRBERIX, Mrhh, BEINLD, B
SNZDTBELEVIRFILL ST, DRIKBEABL SN T3 [Nagel
1979: 6],

WMADEDOTHEICREN 2 E % 52 2F8BIE THE, TREVETSR

S, AR ZES LERE A LIEXRE $D®f%7#o%ﬁbk$ﬁ
A IZEE "B wrong) LFEATI iblﬁt\z)f"é')?b‘ F=TNRT7 7LV
N—FIREELEEZA—RLTwE, ZOZO0FBRKANZINERET
b, ZFLCZDOEABEEZEHICL TS, 2= ik TBAILE-
TETHD, LHIFRLE, "HAIL L o> TAFE misforrune TH 5, Fid
‘i‘l/\iﬁg‘&fﬂémjurej &:bl“)ﬁ BEICZEZEBRLTVRBEEZLZTHS
[Nagel 1979,4] o

LU, TITHERLXDERZOML AL L, RRIZETHS
HRLAEENFETIHEZRXMNL TOB3DTIRRWES S, 2L 2130
DFUEDFTER B E Z & 2 > TORBADEBL, wbnDkehgic
kot ons L, MABEDL I LHELZETHS, 29 Lizhgs
fronsg 2 L z2Be LT 525, WMADLEICEZENGZ o Lid%
ZIENTHA), VALK DBR—F AR T B LT, BAPREL
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Aotz MY 2ol h LTd B THEIHERIHL. 20
HEBIZMAICE - TIR EE) TRAVDOTH S, EEENR, AAIHE
BRLREELSABVHEL SNAHERIE. MELLIYITIERL, TH
fJend; % THEV wishy EWIHIBERIC Lo TRAAN LD X HEL S 3,
MEE Vo/DE (person) (CEHEE « FlEICEbL 24 —ATI3R{. HR
BAH Lo ZDADEDPEDFBBOFTHIE I D % & — L% V7555, Bk
B HREISRAICKIFTHEIC O W TORL OEE L EEZ2 I 2D T
178 \072 5 5 D,
TRELBELOEVERAITHZDEL ), BEZRRN (BEBRN)
RERZICADIEREZRIET Z kkioffﬁfﬁékwﬁéﬁéﬁ\%km
5 W RIS ICHI S W B MRTH D, LR D, 74l R
%J%f%%&<hfﬁw%&?1awoﬁﬁﬁi\ﬁ%&Lft&x%k
DREEELAVE LTS, BChdLRXIHNTTETHS Y, BELE
iﬂ&émmf%b Hohs EHBE N, & 5ICADI LRI EERY

BHELE xéﬁ*%ﬁ EERRIZBMNITITBDTH B,
TMV&@&%%i&khk@&5&%§%%i%@ﬁ55#o&A@A
2RI T BEA DFHMEAMA IR 2FEOPEPHBIC L >TTr% L
., MARIZ PR ZEFBIEMBEL TREDES ) H, FRICED 3BE
BOHEBI X->THEBEFELZ )., RENLEELEZHELDEFRIINT S
BAZDEE - BRTH D, LeLEds IDHRLDEENEEIC > T
AL HEBEN R EE LT, BLe# s, ZUIBRINAEL. Fr 7Yy
B ThB. TREMAKLEIT DY v 7)) v SELIIRL DT T R 5%
1LTHBDEA9H D,

5. 77 )y RN ELBEBRNEL

INETHL CEFL/EPBLIMRE TEM v ) #lED» 5
fLLCHLY, TCRERAADHRICK > TR SNTWS) &) B
HERDFRIC L > TGRS 2 DR ELE > T EHEETH Y, 1B

(137) 140



sl
IEHICHETD, T LIZTIRED

RNGEETH B, TabbGEREHK L W) ZHOOBHRELH > THIDT
BT 2HEETHS, ZLTI0HA, 8BS, LwHfThALZLTWw3EH
RIZBWTELUTWAELIE TRANERENM TH3, TIE TEontw
%) GRIRBOWTEUTWAEIFED I ) BB THBEDEL I e =D
DEEBH B EEbNE, GRBHEDREYD LWL IHTAEIIKR VTV
D, BERL7ZD LTw3EARE. GRIKBLT—ABMEBL skl holk
D, FIEREELKT L IEHT TSREM A ) »EEFRI SNy
%, LLAEDPSZ) LEHEDITAIZGEPR T TwinE E, GKIZ
BOTELUTWRELER 7Y v P8l THB LA B, B¥k5G
KIZHEDITAIZS I TWARLDT, DPREE (A Kk 3EED
Z1F B Z L), RRAREABGRIZIIRATHRLYLSTH S,
L LABoHED TBYh, LwiffRick-T. TRAIREY STw
%y &) BERNEEE GRIFI-ICEST 2 (b2VLIEIRABCRICRE
IeB) TLitird,

L7235 T, TRADHEIR - TEU SN T3S, GEMHED H 324k
RIRZODRENH 2, GRBPEETHBEA. ObLZOEYHTAER
BL O30 THNIRENLSEMEHESL I Likk), ORBLTVWEVD
THNIT v 7Y v PBEHES Z Lk b, OQDERNZEL EE, BE
AT TORBEETH B, QEFR =T AR 774 v N—=ID TEE, &
BATHBEY —ATHbE, LLLEDSGEDBHED ) 32 D>08{Lokk
g, HICREL L) A TEELTL XODES I b,

fEEZRA DLEICEE - Mg ica0FELREW - YHNICE 2 258,
BB ERAICBOTELIX2HBTH B ERBICERT 54513,
Z) L ER2 52000, BORBRWREZRAICRT2HE, Thbb
7Ny PEMERZICBOCE ZBITHERERIX HE) LERTEILD
HHEICHE T3 EEbNS,

ZLTHAIR, BAXDEEHZEHLD, BBRLDTBIEIZTERY
TOEENENEHEBL Z L3R, LDLENSGROODT —AD L)
2. MARBADEED SHEELRIT)IBDOTHD. 7 v 7)) v P28
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DY %, TROLWMAILH-TIZ, REXDSHIZZDAK (L&) KEES
5.z 2 ds, %@ﬁhomfmﬁAm%MVwééﬁiﬁ6@1%6 Tk
:@;5&£®$ﬁ®*ﬁu&AEW ED& ) e BEE LI 6TDIELH
o TV TNy OBALDET B L) BRI, BMARfIZ LS TDRES)
o%nu&Aui%%%%ﬁ&m%t&%ﬁf%b‘&A;omr@ﬁﬁ
DETH S, CNFEDXI BRI L THBEDRESH D%

& ZIE, MATH S I RICBHT 2EGEIWAEINS Z LTk > T 1 KRS
Benyr v 7))y OEIZ. BOANEZNT 2RL DEZOADELL TwB
DTIER, | ROEOFH & 1k 1 KO (EDXIBRATH7=DD)
EBADRHE (1 KIRDWTED L) BEREZOTVLEDD) »HHERI
nNTw3, $hbb, | KOFEHOZI L I, BAD I KIZDOWTOERD
2 (RENEEOZENL) ¢ 1 KAFICOLTEROEL BERNETEOE
) Kko>THBRINTWE, 2F0, H2BHOEE (1 KOFFEIIE
FEICE-D W TwTz)) BIERMAINB ZLiIck> T, EiTELRE%RET
Hol: | KOFHEAMET T3 L w)FBIZ, I ROERIHTIHADER

DEL (FEWEN) KioT, | KOMBBE— THse 2 2E kS
BLI-ENEEE 0 WK 2EMELZBL DT REEEE —
T3 e, Thabbh [ K ek CiRNRE) 288722t (v
7TV v P HBIERIINTWEDTH D,

29 L7-BRIVRrE 02 ik, XFED . BRNEbDTH D, D
EERMEDRENZLIGEITNICEESIN D 2 5D Tldiyy [Masterton et
al. 2007: 140], Z#Wp 2 1 EKHSHT 72 12 B8 T 2 BERAVRF I 13 JEBER IR
i, THOLRADEXDEMICETNICHEINS Z Lidkv, £727
VIV PEALED S Lo T D OF L) £\ HIiFTlE7RY [Masterton
et al. 2007: 143-6), BRICH= XSz, 77V v PE{LI. ol & Fkk
iy PR oEEE b7 5T, Z2IBRNLRRETH 2 BIEETEH#HD
FEch b, 20Zsd 725 THEIRD OBETIRE (. Mk Er
WMAICEZ 2, MADZ ) LIREERD 2w &, BRNELESS &
WETBERIIE D, MATHoTHH - LRELERL ) 2D TH 2,
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fElEteS
TEHIEEIT2) T LIRTHED

ZLTRADHBWREZCH> TR, ¥ 7)) vy P8 (B) LRED
2t (fBE) L ORICHELRXNEZ DT 5 2 LIZREETH 570, EEIZHK
Az T b5 INTLRRATH-TH, ZRIRMAINTS TR
E) THRERAXBZEATCLEIDTH B,

) LFBEL b33 L5, BA L L OBRIFBAITL o
7l LTHROBDLITTIRR, BAIGMADTHERLHEICEELHoTH
D, AN LT ERADHEEL2 5252 LOSARETH B, 2 5I5HMAIKL
THAEE LASORBEZRL 1 ThETIERS BV TIER LS G D,
BN (HBVITEE) TH205 L »oTEIZBRTH, £43M@M2 LT
RO EZERoi0nwnThsb,

6.77F a7 NVEMENOBEH A INEELELTOMA LEA

BR CMERBEL H-oTOBEFEL LTHAR. EHEbEE. #RI10%
EE., RENLGEETHRZ LERRERZL T3, L) bIEEERER
MY DBEL o ANIBAL Tid, BARZOX I FELE L THESZERERL
T3, NIFEAEDS Lo TRAD—E, #ED—BTH3ILz1kd
BhIT TRV,

TR LBRLTOAADBTL BB I EICE > TRADH B HE - ZhiZ.
BEMCERBT RIS TH S ERLZAR LTS, & AE, REEN
T RBIEIE>TEPOREARENLT S I LR, WD THOTFHEITEL
%52 LIk o Tl D S TUMiE (ex-parents) ~ZLT 5 T &id—3ki
TNy PEETHBB—RLIZESTEDRDANEZELAT HEKRE
EbTh 3,

) L7t clig LA L OBRE R 2% 518, 72 & 21X MEED» S
DIESRBHED X ) BRER ED X HIE A7 5 X WDES ) b, MADIEGE
RZDEBBED &) bt s hid, MAD ALK T 254 OFFHE, &
KUBABHICKE(HET 2 LRbNS,

HATIRINE T, BERBEDO7DICIE FF—FAADRMERO AL 5T,
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KEDFERBRODHBEINTE, BMEIZBEL T, AANDEEDOAL & FTHRE
DRBDLECHS LELLNTBDIE. MADIROEN (Fv 7y
CEAL) FEBEICOEERE52 9 3056 TH B, ITUIRISERDOREDM
BTy (bbAAZ) LIRBEL2EETRETHED), 29 LIEE
~DOFENL, WA & DR RBRMEDL S, &5 TITIRAI DT OIEERK)
RHBOBRE LT, %5 ENT03, MADE I RN BPIC k> Tl
BB ZH 5, 2 L T2, b LRELSORBEE2BTIC (FFh—
BADOREEEOAT) BHROMBH LBESTOLNTL ) 2 oiE, B~
DREELRZEENENTHREVZAS, Thbb, Bif (BXUfvyrx
VER) A BRI ZEERCTELZS L, BREHBETAEM (BX
V@2 RITMB LY BV ) OfFTAREENELTHD. 21Ut k-7
BAEr Y 7TV PBERITE, ZLTHRADIDOY 7)) v PELEN
LC. BAf (ot ey ¥y b)) OfFEIC > CRESHRAIIH L TEH

LCoRE (TRADBEOH—M (integrity) 28EZb iV TH Ly
%) PHIEINS 51, BESEIZEMIIBEL L IZRENELER 2D
TH5.

SE. BtEz—fRIADE L, FEOFEBESOHNIIBEBETE2 LT
BIEHEE TR N, LoLads, b L. REORES ol
fFbhsd 2 Lichiud, NEERAE L BEHICH2 2 LIk aBnsd
%, KIEOHEBIC L > THT LHIEIN B WFEH . BHEL CUdied ok
ISR E PRI IC O L Cun7zB4a, OSBRI U 7R TohT &
HWiEND LItk o T— ATHREZOF 2 Eic LTBIHE. Bk
IREEDSZE L. kST 2 HEEED D 5721 b b 57 [V 2004: 115]
— ZOANZEEZREL (BENENL). BCoEPTFHIcKL T #o
BOWBICKL ) DOBSEVEIRINEZ Lick>T, ZOANIZEEH 2
DTHD (rr 7Yy B,
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WMATH> THIBRDOHRFIC L > TRELHD H 3 L4 OEBIZHI
T30, ZOBEBEBEENCONT 2% 513, BADVBBANDBELEZT
VB DIMADEDTHIEICN T 2EHOMETH D, ZHUIEL LA L DB
RZHEL T, MART Y 7Y vy OBLEGISRIT, HELTEBINISE
Bchd, EESEBMCBEL . BESRADENLIC X > THEEEZY
Rl Dz, BROFEISHETH Y., F—BIKIESADIE & HE S N,
B2 BN % Z L1, MIEHICBELEZ Lo TRNEH S I L2ARM
TIFRL 72 BR EWMABHERRELH T, BEWLEELYE5Z D
)T EDTREE RO TV 5, WAKBET 250D HKREFIZOBTORL DE
Bz, BEW - BENRLO0RLE ST, REN - BENLZEENEINT
WRZLEARBTCRRTIENTELLEDONS,

mE

1 R 2304 2 ICB W T, FHEICEL CHAEREFESERNIND 2 2 RSN
TE) (EFOLELRBLILDEF, BROFEEHRTEI LK L>TLEY
ATRFIUEL, Bl JOESOREEREIE. BHCh-o Tk, FEEHED
HE) THBREEZONTR S, HHEDIINAEE, b bLIEDILEHFFE (A
DM, BT, 4. BRSO ABHHEIEIC D THED 621 2 EHNEHE) 218
TH2VRBETEILICE>TIDRIIRIT 2,

2 B RATH LEBOIREZNAEETREL . DERASNRENOMETH 3
L9 H B, Cf [Callahan 1987], [Partridge 1981].

3 WEIHNT 3 AEBREROMRBERLM»IZOWTER, O MTEEHEOLE, & T
ZEHofic, @ NEEROAE, LT, @ TRIRITEEICRHIRERE, LT3
i DFEE I T BHANEHI & L COAENESE L T35, REPFRSh TS,
L LED5, @B &2 LIEHICHEEI R WG Z DIRISHILT 2 &M% < &
BEHORYTHD, @QFICL L IORBHEERLINTVBILLFET B0,
WIEN S BT, FESEERBEONRE LT FEDLE, 2BRLTVS
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ekl AESEENFEEE L LTZNHEROBERZEHL 0 LBTRETH
205, FROBEROPKELTODIZ TEEAGOLE THHLEEILNTVS,
ARIFEFFICE L TOAHRNEAEICN LT, 2 OMEINRE L JERICETRIEL
TbDEMIRETHEEIND, TOLHITRLTH, FHIXRVICIZOEB X U@FDS
ERTBHEERD B I LTk B [KA 2002, KK 2005],

S N — 8 —FF—F N DI % AHEFE E K (indefinitism) & £ 517 Cv>3 [Luper 2007:
249f]. FREEERE 13, FEHROMKBICL > TAXIE, HEHERLRBRICBLTT
1372 <. BRPBERRBHOLEL ) OhC, BHEEZHE-> TR ETEUETH B,
M| (welfare) %035 X IRAE (well-being) IZDV>TDEEL W#aMZ [Glannon 2001] , [Luper
2007]) . [Portmore 2007] ZZBEN7-vy,

Z D T AR persony DFEFIF W. 75 /> [Glannon 2001] &> TV 3%, 75/ ¥
ikduE, Ak TAM persons) & T4 lives) IZHE&R BT 5 2 ECE. ZLTAMK
LIIBEEAR TBE) L. BHchbz > TRESIN T 3.LIREOESD SRR
Eniz Ty LOBEBTHS LW HIBLEBNLBREZRL T35,
ABLEAEDKFNEZZ T/~ [Glannon 2001] (k> Tws 308, By R 3 BIRTHRE
TRAVLTWS,

BAIZZ ) L2 onEfas THEYEEM biological 46y & 555 913 biographical
VDL, EERLTWS (K - fHR 2005].

FENICLRBELE TERMELEABEEZIEI L), HBVIE Th- Bl
B X)) BfRnl L) LEBINTVS, MAHAER THhanwI e, N8 - Bk
EIEKTBI &, FHEME - BB L), Tk BwIE, RE-RREEDLS
ZERNE. MEICRT 2178% ED & ) HEENEORI, 1ER - B - BRICR
T3I e EBBINT WD, EREFICH>TUE, ham id DEFEIZEF I &E
E¥ND, APEYCNT ZHEE (njury)s LEBE N, B wrong 1 BEMHICE
(bad) THYH. RIFANDT WV EEZ SN TV B EHPITREZHERT 220
N3, LERINT 3 (Collins Cobuild)y RFHTIXEEL LTRHEICH B DI, EEE
Twriong £ ERINBHEETH 353, wrong & evil i ER—DEETHZDDIcDWT
I, WERDTHRL 72\,

TEE D IR T EBRAERRIT 0, BYSNE I EBBLE»STH
D, ZRREIZERBAEZARFICTE05, BYDPELRZOTRER) LX—
FUBHU T %23 [Nagel 1979: 5], CHEERERWLREBE THBLVE B, T
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DZODERIFELSHIEL L, FIHEVBYD L WIHfTh%t THE) LRZABT
Hh, BED BE LEXZRMTHE, LrLA—FNVRBEDORBEAHIC
BIELCLEL>TBD, Z2n0A, ETH2BBRIABETLH L LWEIEXI TS
(LI M 749 ¥vy—bR—F N EAR BELEZRE—HL T3 (cf. [Fischer
19971).) L LABoHRXICHoTid, IO 2ORBIIMEICRBEL TR, &
LoP—HIGRILTERDDOTIIEVEELNS,

Tid "Egood) IKHIL THMBMICHIBIcE 2L 0) &, FEIRERETHZ, LW
DG, A DS DEHEMBIDEBFEA, A ¥3—F [Gibbard 1990] 237307 % &
512, N-Z51E ("N- 251k forbiddeny & IWHHOBR NIk o THIEEN TV B LV

3
HTEERBIRLCEBD., MlOFAETHS) - N- fEE (optional) » N- ZEK (required) & V>
IZODATF TN =R k> TREMTONTWBE ETE L5, N-ZEREEnTw
BIFBETIZE, E-N-BEREINTL3TRZTbEVLI LR THy, LR
FHCHBiL 9 3, LaLads, BEahTwaiThiifTbinl i, BREIn T
BITAZITIZE, ZLT, LELINTVAITEZITI 2 &28 T8w, LHRTAMWIC
HEiE N2 LI 2RBBESLTROLSTH D, TORIC, FABBETATHEDH
ZHWT 352, MHBEOTRTHLO0EZHAN T L) bEHTHZ (HEiO—
BEONRY) EVIHIERLDOBEEROFESH S LEbNS, ZoREI>V» TR
BE®DTHRU 2\,

BEREOAL ST (—H0) BEIERES ZOMBZRAD) 2. b LAFERED
TEEH RETIEARVLY, FRELTL DS OB (well-being) BRI H 25 &
NBHHIE WELIREY, LHIT3LE. COFE—D TRE) RudiksHEE
KD TRE) THBEDESId, RM. ~70 TTEMH, [Hare 1981] 12k
BLUTHETZ L, Z0FE D TRE) FRLOEBLRLVD RE, THH, 0D
EHIRA] (B ERINEEZE CHREE) 2179 2 L0 BERE KL <L)
i, BENBI LIRS, ZNOIRBERETH-TH, BBV LV (HENE
EL L) T TERHC 2 LIREY) LEZT0EY, BLBORBERNLEE
LAAT MEERHC ZEDE BT, BEICL>TEES) EEABILIIRS, N7
ZHoTE, BEIE NREEHC 2 & By LML TRy (ZHHMIL SR
DEADEL A B) DI, N—F « ¥ =R H > TIHLHMIcER L, Ex <
ZEDEFEIIEIT X o THII L T ol EUFERFRBETRE, &
BIATOLBEICEDONSE, ZNRAI~NTTH->TH, MEEMAC I &) & (—IED
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% prima facie wrong) TH D, Z DUDZBRDBEFEEL ROBEICH - Tid. BRI
BLHBINE LEZTHE L) IcBbhs,
WADFERRIZHED I BB E Ty 70 v PB ELTBRL) 32 L2 RICRE
LT N DIE G AAH — AV DEE [Scarre 2007) TH 5, Lo LADSHIIAFETH
BT 5 &) BEE LEL2XAIL Trouay,

7Yy PELEIEP. ¥ —F 2B, 5 v R IVD The Principles of Mathematics [Russell
1937), BXUG]. M. E. 2 2 & H— b D The Nature of Existence [McTaggart 1988] (iz
Ty Ty SREOEEE) [CBI B TE{G change; DEBREE TR T
Hb, 7vENDEREICH>TIE, THENRYH BRHCH B 5ER% M7z L CQuorrzbs,
BORHTIEZ DR Z R L TRV ARSIE, ZONRIIEMHLL TS JEitk5,
LaLads, EZIE b LAOEMAL D DENES 2226, ik Bk
LEHE &) FLiBE & BRI LTV 7, BIORHCIZ Z Dl & TR
LTwnl ticsdkd, 7 7)) y PHRECH> TR, ARELLEI LIRS,
72h3, EEROERIEA—THD., v s EBENLEELOHE > Tdvin, REW
BEEZHE T DRERPHOBOSTHY, HEOBHRICE L TRORE (D5
) PEML7DTH D, TRTOEEWLENIZ IO X ) RERNEL % /BN
EETIY. ZOMRBETERY, 29 LIBERVENEEEANLELEXAIL., &
BT 270, F=F& 770y %l EARIT T3, [Geach 1969: 66f,
70-73, 98f; 1972: 318-323] 2%, AETOY v 7V v PECOEMRII RH. L —~ >
DF [Ruben 1988] 2% < 2B ->TW 3,
i3EE DRI L CRBEICHET 2 20w LR T 202880 218l% . T2
BE BT 2BEOEAICRD 203 EEPH 2 LEHIBRTwS, BHizin
X, BEOREDOHBEZFBET245. AOOAERZEGLELIE>TELEVL)
BANEFIR E DEALBERICED W, RADSEBANEBFEINEREEZ 52
ETEL [ 1998,

BIERE LT, ORiZEE —BICADITEE L, RROAE»HIUIEBRMECE 2 AR,
OREEEHEZSO T15SHM E) 226 M2 E) K5 &FI1F 2% BE, QLD
ZHITEL DRCERT 2 CR. BLUODBE 15 BB L E %4> T B IESREDT]
BEAFEROGIRZRHEET 2— 4T, KEOREL2B TRIEZITIHERD KL
TADFEy LERTZDEBIFINT,
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#1 BUTORSTMELSIER ( [F580H 2009] B> E/ER)

BFEORE Bk ARG
. N N ARADEFOBRRRERED

s | WEREROs A0 | 15mel | A2t

A | BEESHAORE  [ombs | AACEMORENETIER
BORE

BE | BTHERAL EMLE | BREEAL

CE | mEmit BT AL | BUTEERAL
AAOENORART £ KO

DE | BiFKEAL 0mps | WEDKE, 15 BRBIERED
I LB 2

16 BEREEZEERNICHEE T 2B 0PI, AHOE» SEHRZEINRLCHED
LI BRBEDFELZVDED S, BROREBICH 5 APZ ORROIERRFHEI%
&H, FIFTEELIESRZ T & LT (routinely), & 2\ i35RHIIC (mandatorily),
HEDVEIT 5 EBELTAETH B, EFEERT 2EH b3 [Dukeminier and
Sander 1968, Harris 2003], L LR SRR RTE X9 iz, #&A (i) ThH->C
LRI I BDTHD . D LBADERORBICK L THERESEINENTL
EH)L0IE, MARBRELEREL I LIcR %, £ FBEEDPS LvoT, BB
ZOMEEZENL TRV EERTZH/ECTH-TH. ZOHA - RILE BN 5 HHE
BHBEEZTOBRICBOT, WAZTEED — B 29 L TOETIEA2L
—HEDO—BEROTLEILERAL T3 LEbN S,

TREAPESRZREL LV LRBBHEREICEEELZEA5ILILREDES)
% [Glannon 2003], Z UL WTETH 525, 2 O EHORAME S EH
FRTHEEOIE, FEEOZ—F X URGEEIE L TE Y, FE b — MG
TrEEZONTVS THE) OBRNOAPEEINE I LICE 3, IOBE, BE
R4t TEB LB Z 72 b D supererogationy & 5785, BiRERE LR E HHHE
FIBELGAB LI Ro v, LHLd URABESERAGRERTH 2513
IR OREUINAHBICE TR L L LT FLINETCOAEILBLTHE» SR
TEAREZRE (give TIiF# { give back) THRTALRAREINZ X IHB2LED
N5, Tibb, AEO—EMH, HEOBPIFCRRAEREZRS ZLHTE, ¥
TBAR DBER EO = — X3 FEN) % &0 ) IEMRIFERLIUERT 5 Z LT
Bl H5iE, EHOTVE (OEREEO=—XERLENI B) L) IEYE
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WIS 2T A2 T2 BB E L TERENZ ZLILESETHS I, ZDLH
LA, BRE2REL ZWTARBFBED D — A2\l TRELWIREEZBET LR
W2 EiThbD, FRECAEESASI LI LEDNS, ZOMEIZOVT
DFEL WREIITEZ WO TR LU 72\,
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Ein Aspekt von der christlichen ars moriendi :
Die ars moriendi von Luther bis heute

Hiroshi Ishize

Der Mensch ist das Sein zum Tede. Wie er lebt und stirbt ist das wichtigste
Problem zu ihm. In der spatmittelalterlichen christlichen Gesellschaft hatte die ars
moriendi viel Popularitit genossen. In solcher Zeit, indem Martin Luther (1483-
1546) die Furcht vor dem Tode bekdmpfte, bestrebte er sich lebenslang, den Tod
zu tiberwinden und das ewige Leben zu gewinnen.

Diese Abhandlung umreiB3t die ars moriendi von Luther und vergleicht sie mit
den ars moriendi von seinen ZeitgenoBen, Johann von Staupitz (um 1468-1524)
und Desiderius Erasmus (um 1466-1536). AuBerdem sagt sie die ars moriendi von
heute in Deutschland.

Hier soll folgendes getan werden.

I Erstens soll der Umrif3 von dem theologischen Gedanke von Luther — der
Rechtfertigungslehre durch den Glauben und der Kreuzestheologie — durch sein
Werk, ,Vorlesung iiber den Romerbrief“etc. gesagt werden; dabei ist zu zeigen,
wie er den ewigen Tod flirchtete und das ewige Leben wiinschte.

Dann soll der UmriB von der ars moriendi von Luther durch seine Werke,
~Ein Sermon von der Bereitung zum Sterben®, , Auslegung von 90. Psalms” etc.
gesagt werden; dabei ist zu zeigen, daB die Wichtigkeit der #uBerlichen Eucharistie
und des innerliche Gebetes zu Gott betont wird.

II  Zweitens soll die ars moriendi von Luther mit den ars moriendi von
Staupitz und Erasmus verglichen werden; dabei ist zu zeigen, daf Staupitz

durch sein Werk, ,Das Biichlein von der Nachfolge des willigen Sterbens
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Christi“, die Nachfolge des Lebens, des Leidens und des Sterbens Christi und
die Selbstgelassenheit empfiehlt, und daBl Erasmus durch sein Werk, ,Von der
Vorbereitung zum Tode", den Empfang der Sakramente von der Beichte und der
Olung neben der Eucharistie und die Fithrung des guten Lebens vor dem guten
Tode empfiehlt. AuBlerdem ist zu zeigen, daB Staupirz und Erasmus die Kunst von
der Sterbebegleitung, die Luther nicht abhandelte, sagen.

I Drittens soll die zeitgemiBe ars moriendi von heute in Deutschland um
die Sterbeerzihung und die Sterbebegleitung gesagt werden; dabei ist zu zeigen,
daB} um die Sterbeerziehung sie von Grundschulen bis Gymnasien institutionell
vorbereitet worden ist und dort die Verbindung der ars moriendi mit der ars
viviedi betont wird, und da} um die Sterbebegleitung der Sterbende nicht nur
medizinisch, sondern auch spirituell in der gliicklicher Weise gepflegt wird und die

Hoffnung um das ewige Heil haben kann.
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Flower in “Tadanori” : Life and Death in the
Warrior Play of the Noh Drama II

Kyo Tamamura

In the Noh play “Tadanori,” the play about a warrior Taira no Tadanori,
“flower” is the key word. This word is used many times in important scenes, and
symbolizes various things in each case. This paper pays attention to this, and
investigates what “flower” symbolizes in each scene and what this symbolization
means. By doing so, we can see how this work’s author, purportedly Zeami,
interprets Tadanori’s life and death.

Tadanori’s ghost appears to a monk, who discarded his “flower” (courtly
activities such as waka poetry) because of its vanity, and recommends him to stay
a night under the “flower” (Tadanori’s grave). There Tadanori tells him that his
mind’s “flower” (adherence to waka poetry) tortures him even after his death, and
that he wishes to sit on the “altar of flower” (the seat beside Buddha). Yet even so,
he claims at the end of the play that “flower” is the lord of the stay that night and
the lord of his life.

“Flower” symbolizes, on the one hand, what people should avoid and discard;
deep attachment to the courtly activities such as waka poetry, and, on the other,
what people should wish and seek; Buddhist salvation. In addition, the fact that
“flower” has two sides, positive and negative, is also symbolized by “flower”; the
cherry tree in the Suma shore, that stands between the mountain and the sea and so
is seen to belong to them both. “Flower,” as it is, and whatever it is, goes back to its

root — this is Tadanori’s assertion, and it also symbolizes his life as a whole.
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An Inquiry into the Life of the Human and of the
Animal from the Viewpoint of Phenomenology

Akira Yoshida

Whar life is seems to be obvious. We can state that we live, of course, when
we act or recognize something. In the case of animals, we can also state that they
live when we observe certain behaviors in them. However, what Jiving itself means
is obscure. In this paper I would like ro clarify the meaning of /iving itself by
considering the way in which we comprehend living beings. It is not my purpose
in this paper to find whar kinds of biological features living beings generally have.
When we consider such a problem, we already presuppose what /iving is. Rather, 1
hope to make clear how we understand /ving itself.

For this purpose it is instructive to refer to the phenomenological analysis of
Husser! and Heidegger. I examine their arguments about the way we comprehend
living beings. In particular, I examine Husserl’s view on comprehending the animal
in Cartesian Meditazions: An Introduction to Phenomenology and Heidegger’s argument
in The Fundamental Concepts of Metaphysics: World, Finitude, Solitude. According
to Husserl, we comprehend the animal as “an anomalous modification” of the
human. In his view, the way we comprehend animals is analogous to the way we
comprehend humans. However, we can also find an essential difference between
the meaning of @nimal and the meaning of human if we distinguish them. Unlike
Husserl, Heidegger draws attention to this difference. We grasp buman and animal

as that which is clearly distinguished from mere inanimate things like stones.
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Human and animal have this in common. However, Heidegger claims that animals
are always carried away by something, and that they cannot grasp a thing s a
thing. He emphasizes that the circumstances that surround the animal are not the
same as the world that surrounds the human. According to this argument, animals
do not have the world and the selfness that we have. This is what Heidegger finds
to be the essential difference between the animal and the human.

Based on comparing Husserl’s and Heidegger’s arguments, we can understand
the following. On the one hand, animal is comprehended as a modification of
bhuman, which seems to have a world and selfness. On the other hand, animal is
comprehended as that which does not have a world and selfness. I disclose this
double characteristic of our way of comprehending the animal, and clarify the
characteristic of selfness that the human has. Through the above arguments, I try to

clarify our way of comprehending the life of the human and of the animal.
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Can We Whip the Dead?: A Philosophical
Examination of Posthumous Harm

Satoshi Fukuma

There is a Japanese expression “whipping the dead.” This derives from a
historical event in China. Wu Zixu, whose father and brothers had been killed
by King Ping of Chu, exhumed the dead body of the King from his tomb and
whipped it three hundred times as a kind of revenge. In Japan, this expression
became an idiom that refers to when we blame and attack the antemortem words
and deeds of the deceased. We use this idiom to teach that we have to refrain from
blaming the deceased if it diminishes his or her memory; for example, “Because the
professor has already died, you should not blame his remarks in his later years. This
is because you whip the dead if you blame him.” Why should we care about the
deceased in this way? Do we harm the dead by blaming them now? Can we harm a
person who has already died? If we can, what harm is it?

To begin with, in order that a person can receive profit or injury from an
event, he or she must exist when it happens. That is, if “the Existence Condition” —
nothing bad can happen to a person unless he or she exists at that time — is valid, no
harm will be caused to the dead. However, does not this conclusion contradict our
intuition that even the dead can be subjected to the negative effects of our actions?

It seems that we generally think that we should avoid condemning the
deceased’s antemortem words, deeds, and achievements. Then, does the precept that
we should not blame the dead imply that we should not blame a person (though
he or she is living) who is presently absent? That is, do we think of it as proper

etiquette that we should not blame a person who cannot argue against us? Or, do
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we think that we should not out of consideration for the bereaved family?

However, the reason that it is important for the absent living to argue against
condemning him or her is that there are real interests that he or she wants to
protect. But there are no such interests for the deceased because he or she now is not
a subject who can have them. So the reason that it is impossible to rebut blame is
begging the question in the case of the deceased if the Existence Condition is valid.
Moreover, if the bereaved family and related parties are now non-existent, can we be
permitted to deliver any blame on the deceased? If so, do we need not respect the
wishes of the deceased who has no relatives at all?

In order to defend our intuition, there are two ways in which we can insist that
people can receive harm and profit from events that happen posthumously. One way
is that we can argue that some interests of the deceased can survive his or her death,
and their fulfillment being obstructed harms the antemortem person. The other is
that we can argue that, because the will of the deceased does not continue to exist
in the mode of interests, he or she cannot undergo “real change” by posthumous
events—but can undergo a “Cambridge change (relational change).”

In this article, through examining these two standpoints, I consider whether
our (Japanese) intuition that we should not condemn the deceased and that we
should respect the living will of the deceased is valid from the perspective of the
philosophy of death. Then, in light of these considerations, I make a proposal on
some of the issues surrounding organ transplantation in Japanese society. I insist

that we cannot harm the deceased, but can wrong him or her.
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