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: This report is on a philosophical study of the

consciousness of evil concerning the reflection on the
origin, the essence and the structure of evil phenomenon.
There are three main points in my research: firstly, I
review the various philosophical theories of evil
historically and, on the basis of that, try to classify and
compare the different methodologies, ideas and doctrines
for illustrating the problem of evil. Among which, the
ethical theories of Aristotle, Augustine, Kant, Ricoeur,
and Arendt would be particularly analyzed. Secondly, I
study the theories of free will mentioned by the
philosophers above, and on the basis of that, I analyze the
structure of free will in order to explain the origin of
evil thought. Finally, I phenomenologically contemplate the
relation between the will to evil and the essence of human
being.

: evil, consciousness of evil, free will, radical evil, the

banality of evil, weakness of will
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@mk,@—%ﬂ%kiﬂﬁzﬁ—&a&ﬁﬁwrﬁ{% %U%i%&ﬂ’ailf
*pd REALREDRR o PRI o b E 5% FRETV EERD -
Bo i Ratjt 82 "t’@m\ﬁ # 2 AE T REM BE LA
ﬁéﬂﬁﬁaéﬁwm%néo%@~ m 3 F R E LM F|R T A A
HEF R E G v AR Lk e P F 2 ERA L qu\ig’ﬁ, mpd R
AP FRE A FERNA T B AL LA e A (AR pd ER) - F
oo B o 20T R PR A 2 f»%mwiff“a: LR 2 (agoodwill) rzig feit B g4 end F i
e %‘%fmauma P e 5 (Augustine 1993, 18-20) #p 2 > #i3) " p d R 2 PER > Tdg

[}

)

’ g ’5\
A

..f._t

T

J ‘1\\4\-
Jul
A
¥
>~
e
gh— i)
T‘*—

Li-

C*“f‘? i

—\

7L %3k R &4 % - (Augustine 1993, 29-30)

HESHT AT i%:ﬁ——l} pd FARAIACENWLZ AMA AEUF T ArER
By PR R 203 1 B 32 o (Augustine 1993,57) e d A 2 R AL A miz g A LpFo B
éﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@*?ﬁ%m“ﬂ°$“%”%%’mﬁ&i%w%ﬁéiiﬁaérﬁﬁw@
T4 2 f g (cupiditas) s v i 4 & 4w (ignorance)—— 5 i ¢ $HE LR 0 1R U i 4 R
(lost the power)—ij fi# * £ # & @ coi 4 o (Augustine 1993, 106-107) & f zrenF 4T > % &2
AAp2ERL23m — @EBRIIPI Y LA LRHBIoR o 00 F T TEE | ARY
ROUSAN ARG PRI IWHEL > AL FEEMNEFL T

FRLRNROL AR BTN G AL 3 B S S
BEOAZRIARLIL e v et mE NS r}.g , g;gﬁq,g?k,ﬁ,#&m? LA A
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$opm T EEAHEE L HFAE A V@ L e L SR e RPE 7 E
P Gamy it ——Td BE/HLEF BHRLA 2L f 0 R E TP AiE A D% - B
BLEEY > TR R N hR HE - R P B8PS BRAKR B EEP TR % e H
iﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬂwvfu@r«&“mé’i&%iﬂmvhaﬂ’ﬂﬁﬁiﬁ?%ﬂF—J*“
B gl 5 R CAE S T A ARl I LA T TR T AR B T T

> (Clanton 2015, 419-433)

i
"
FELRA AR AT FHMES LA TG 7V FI T TR B2 F A AR

S ERLEG TN RSN S M BRSNS B
El ’“E' dARAVRAAREY L EEAFHEL 2 R BRSO AT v R E-f
%iﬁm%ﬁ%iamosa’E@iﬁﬁiﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬁ——ﬁﬁ(%ﬁiﬁuw%ﬁ

53 & Woends 48) FlRAcmF 4 P44 B TR IMEATH » R 3t A S
BB H T RHEAZREGT )1 % R E Hr & 3|k % (original sin)—— A - &
31 B g B (intention) o iz 2 E &7 ¢ EATRAG KA 2 A ED - A g fEEe Y
ELOF 2 AT 6 3 CEERM(EHEEYAREPN Pz K)- T ¢ AREP LB
BREMATEATLAALNE »Fis ZL‘ fp et e adr 2 AT e Bt (Hang
zum Bosen) A MY N Tz fa e L R BR (Anlage) 0 Tl A M35 (fragilitas)
A 2o F oo ﬁlﬁ Vi R PE ERgc 33 5 A fen7 H 1 (impuritas) LK E AR 2R g s
# A MR E 4 (perversitas) Lau ¥ E 2 f 2 (Maxime)) g 4 o (Kant 2003, 34-39) #%
a,FAiagJm@%&1ﬂ~um&?bﬁykéﬁ% %’ﬁ@%inﬁlijﬁéjﬁv
PARME (RRIRREDFLE > FIERmAaGha? ) N L F o RERTT L LW
mgakﬁJsz Wi B R A B Ra (FE o ammmm3w4n
WA A 2 B REs A% g q—;}ﬁa\gul AREIEE S, R E > R v A G B
Exﬁ'ﬁ.e, Benfad o LEANFHIE D cn ! A AT HpE R EERZP A EHD L
BB G By AR ER TR B FARBRRAS P RS AR (Willki) - 52 a3 o
1%?.‘@;1 SRR T A BB TR R RN EsRER LY R T A T A 2
REAR & 3R R L AL Bk A RN EER R pd AL ERP R

BlF o pd RERAHEEERZ D fﬁﬁéﬁm%J’ﬁ“%%&ﬂ«—%J:ﬁé % &

=y
#8

C““
e

Ny

Jul

.

M EEET A AR B %mﬁik,mﬁ%%ﬂ I FEPTEEE B0 A
B E 2 R ERREAE R iE R L ﬁ} EE LR 7¢U¥ AL TR A % - (Kant 2003,
49-56)

AT A2 Benlfer ch¥ Z 48 8 7 b a fat e &k > A M2 9p3i i fos i
Bk S EEL 2% (culpa) ERAERENA AT E > B 2% (dulus) o Ra o
RRALPEARFRAFLZORE?EA DT EL AZLET A 2 FZvAF I RIRAZE
T oA e A AR R - v REDIR S AR TRAZE ) — AUNRAKDE L
j&t“n‘vé CREI AR REES T KA RIARFE A OREF R R AF B A
diE R 2P I B¥p A gw 4 o (Broadie; Pybus 1982, 406-412)

BRMURAE mﬁi%ﬁ»m’MM\@yﬁkwm@,émmm@z@ LA Y
%%mﬁﬁ%;aa ww;ﬂw RAPE e XA TF A RS E - BT T al—
AR AT AR o P BEAT AR @anfnﬁimﬁﬁ’a{éﬁigwgﬁ
§g0§5’¢%ﬁmﬁ%ﬂ G A BRMAETRSSRF S o TR EALA
RARMIE 2 - A2 EAMREIFITHETLE F2 0 RAL PR B AR ESE

doom 4 4EA BRI FRE AE R A4E (the philosophy of will) @ #:1 7 zp o
8



B (R pee 2B E o478 & 4 ) (The Hermeneutics of Symbols and Philosophical Reflection,
1974) -~ ¢ > ERERN T HMENGRE 2L A X TR H - dod B~ AT W
A BrR T ET - MR LR LgLﬁ—nwsiﬁr (% % -?1”71“ S I s
A o TEFANLRAOESEEN ) c B o dgd TR RENRE AR T EF L

5 R A NS s £y J°“ﬁﬁﬁﬂu—%Vﬁﬁégﬂﬁﬁw~im**ﬁ’i
225 SRl " ST i ﬂ?ﬁﬁ%x,umkmﬂvﬁl“ianﬁﬂ#fﬂ;ag=:Aﬁﬁm¢ﬁﬂmw
TR RERNEFLTEY v E - B AR NI R B REREL M GO
Z A A d R A2 ma A4 chik % o (Ricoeur 1974, 300-303)

RAIY » ERERELBERFEDLSF > T4l M@J&L@,\,mﬂf}éﬁ%ﬁ*%mmi% e
A Epd RRADERIRPEDFL et - R BRI AZpd - YR Al FRen
AR R ITR AT L i Sl 2 @ - (Ricoeur 1974, 307-308) & kB2 4 fia
éﬁﬂ%i?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?gﬁﬁ*<gf ehd ) - F ¢ A angqEdl e 2 o
kt (Reality) ~ & %1%+ (Negation) fr*34]{+ (Limitation) : % {ehf it} 4p cHE 4%

v (beinginitself) 2. ¥ 2> 2P ¢ 77§ 35 P8 A2 F TR AREA T B
5¢%Pﬁm?@(mw EAEALAFIREF BT 2 EHRERY 0SB F
(being foritself) 5 @ A e A2 R g & A AF 32 2 MY - FFa 35 p &
(being in itself) = "t fe 5 i 33 & (being foritself) 2 5 "t H W ip 3§42 %%wk A
| p ¥ 3 e o (Ricoeur 1965, 135-139) & 'I4 itz ¢ R 5%k 4 > R X gp A “ﬁ
&F;a4r+&§{ﬁ7ﬁhngw@m,véam«—ﬁlﬁwww%”“wﬁﬁﬁ’ zz):

Foak o RALAN DA B G Ad ox RA T A2 AP ETM > TP kT “l';«%i R
ifﬁ?f"‘mpr’%ﬂf e AR e EREFEEAUPMEY Eirnl 2 pd LIeNAHL
P (faillin) 5 @ A enp d ap 4 300t Rl 50 - fEA A2 9633 1 (lafragility) fo+ j° 45
M (la faillibilit) 2% % - (Ricoeur 1965, 141-146)

%‘!T;}J;rﬁﬂﬁ ke EEEER J R R A ek Mg fov jedh i m B 2 ] 2
ﬂ°Wﬁ%w’wiéﬁ&a&r'%amWWMMHw)ﬁBDAﬂAﬁmigfﬂ’
Adey opd @ L RIEDRY o (Simut 2009, 206-215) -t LB B AL Y A B IR 4 4R
Fo RNFT AR I AZ pd FEAN R DA I BEBI PV PHaEMEA TG PR TESDIL
Bz FELIT T AR TR Y o Ra c BELIFL - AL I g v 8
FREFR ARG F Az B AL & adp e (occasion) ® o wiBA T TR
i§'tt (actuality) -

ERE &%T’uwﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁgii‘ﬁﬁﬁ?‘Aﬁﬂﬂ‘**?’ﬂ’waﬁ ' B
%%H‘i*ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ’*mKi& - BE  G W LR e E P Ao 2 e
ﬁ?uﬁi%m\ﬁim_&y%4§(wmm)é@>?ﬁ’ﬁﬁdﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂfimi%

I M4z en (transcendental) 2538 2 24543 A FegF 4 0 FIpt ol KO B A 2
FURISFlepe 0 A F P KT BAR A Z R F A ?%ﬁ°F*@’£ui%4‘@

=,

/

™ =i _‘jl
F"' (m it :vm,h}

2

N

\T )

m%%r’v?ﬁﬂp%ﬁvﬁﬁ Bt en ]mﬁ“ﬂﬁ FTTHz2 & i
¥ % % & > (Arendt 2007, 56) *’xwwqofraa ’ *+ e B2 ACR AT LR FT
BBt aEE 7@»'4;71&“1:’5%@@%%1‘?’%%51&% Hen o TARLELHALE
fhenfg b kg o A TH 2 E g A Hp P2 %E'tt‘,%f, frE a2 25 o P 3
A s - fin P P2 Ea LR SRARE R o TE Y A HehE g
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BT R A E—— (AP PR A2 3 Flaviva - A2 d- K4 ap i
A B BERLE DT ORRAEA
THZ EFA aAamE L hnae ’Tz‘u‘H‘fﬂn‘vZEééﬁtﬁﬁ’f‘%%?,\,_’i% ?Eﬁ_ﬁ%‘u%’\

e
¥ X ehE £ 3 (unconsciousness) ﬂ}% MU B A2 pd RAMERE >R EM REPEE
% 4 (Sartre, 1905-1980) z. T F Loz 2tk #ehp A F s (preflecxive non-positional
self-consciousness) #£4 3 & 47 > 7RA-A A LT F eGP EF 2R G E L (self) g AR g
B EA4o ) FdrD s R aEireY e ’ﬁ ' r B\i g W;UI P J(the reflectlve and the reflected-on) =»
p A& (mirror) B (o 7R A ¥ £, N A it ] zrﬂ.}m Vo R
2R PR RA o FRFETE LY
aZREEp K AL TEATIREZET Az g ¢
€AV ERLZNAELFE A o %?, 27 cRELS A RLE iﬁtﬁ‘té k- mﬁﬁi_
ROk R4 ?

UF&ﬁrmﬁéﬁ‘i'%ﬂ\&G\Eﬁﬁ~w%% EmZihawry b RFRGE
EZAVANE— TR AT E2 L 2 Sff——&F > B9 A R s A v p d AR TR o
RO ALEME > LR BEL AP T - AR GF OfEE B 5 DL Y

g bk § Fe- HRF -

5. F 4 #3

AVRERIFFUZEFEFIRG > §AHELE F I AHEZR I SHEFSoTES 2 6
s w3 e e AFRIEREY & FE (Husserl, 1859-1938) IR G F D E fofe s
((Max Scheler, 1874-1928) G By 4 2 27 R d > — 3 6 @33t F 8 U g & - & (7]
HEBEFT I FUER) FIEF IR F- 236 AR EFEM FRTHELR
VR LSRR & HIMHF EZE 23 HE2Z RETHH IR 2 S AR R A
B EA LA L G PHBATE G MEPRGOE T S
MIEAETNFL V- 20 o R RN ARBREI A IR I T ERE LB BE

R T MR AR EZ FAESREEF Y 0 03 A A FFE Y A B el Y S

raa o

BTG BT YRR R mEF AR ML AL e ki
##P”’%%ﬂ”—@ﬁﬁ?, O o N H - B TR RELERE (7 0 et Uk 1 60

EfrP s eI 2 B~ Bo 7 oy @At 57 MR AWB o7 B 877 2 B4R p
ﬂ&wiﬁ‘i’ﬁ%%ﬁﬂﬁﬁgﬂiﬁiqz@@ﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ%gémW$wﬁ:pi°
Flt AR A EF T R P D RATE S« Fie- BB AL

10



;f»l:};ti'!#a“%%{{p"-ﬂ-gﬁ f;iﬁ‘*p @#}34

=21
" MOST 105-2410-H-004 -
. OST 105-2410-H-004 -134
21
P Bl #HELFLAPEF T LARETF N
r'7f]¢-
R A - PRI HE . Y S
)i =3 x| = DR 7 % ’ 1%
"R 106 %= 6 ¥ 26
E;'F'“‘ p I 106# 8| W B | 1t K : Bergische Universitat Wuppertal
o ¥ 29 p
R :
. ~ (’]‘ Pa 2 s,
TR h R A
W
1. %v‘,{.\ﬁ:%;ﬂ Q};qurﬁ Fo AF % v’\%,g,‘ﬂ}aﬁ“ 7R }rpﬁp,g:r o ¥ AN
106&6926BA1064£8929B HiT= ’,.“:““F‘?T*Jf""f’

2. Mﬂ’“f%ﬁpﬁu W FLE RN ERE L ik ok f 2% hd
Pz i TEL LRI, DRI A g F\ R
Bexa Ry U2 EDPURETE > FEALLRERGEF A £ 0 RBY
PRIPAEL - EPRED T Ra o AEL e hERSES R
é%—ﬁiﬂ%$lﬁ’5ﬂ’ﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁpf’ﬁdﬁﬁﬂv%ﬁﬁ

PPl 2018 & 4 1 30 p ok o T EAEIE R o

— \%)"{4,][;3 -@%E.
(=) P74

106 & 6 * 26 p M@ w 24K ;6 * 27 p s Frankfurt; 6 * 28 p i
Wuppertal -

106 # 6 * 29 p-8 7 27 p : >t Bergische Universitdt Wuppertal ~ 5 @] 3 4
PR fow F oy n ik o f‘%?‘i‘i o #J ¥ % =t #23» Prof. Dr. Klaus
Held # 3% P~F HAp b L 3 o B £ 4p > T2 7% o W



b %¥s Wuppertal ~ 8z 478 x>t T 478 243 3% | (Philosophische
Colloquium) #r8 ek 70 (%82 7 ¢ a3=) o

106 # 8 * 29 p ##w » 587 30 p #E o
(=) =g >

PEROREL RS TR RPN LT e e P X H R

TELEZRWRFLOFTH - {72248 06

L e~ 8MEq 18 L8007 A0 & GEEHT TR £4
TSR ESTR d Ey B ERe R (B L) £ 4R
ERER. SRR Qmm'aaﬂ%mﬁ”ﬁé’m*évﬂﬁﬁéﬁﬁ*
PR U TRERTRE I TG EE R R L R F
E oo

2. P~18 Prof. Dr. Klaus Held #* ¥+ & 2 37 7 £ 45> &2 g2 (6 > &2

AR EI

Sy e

(=) X FWF gren ey

T e@af g o TR At s Laghe T 2wk
BT ABBD A WHIIL A D SR AR TR G 0

’ﬁ':‘iﬁ;’iﬁ'g‘ﬁ}’ Fﬁgl\;‘m;‘ﬂ;ﬁn7 ‘7]~ , 71."11 ri k'? FEIDJ P%ﬁ mﬁég ’P‘z‘k |
ﬁgﬁ{j/ﬁi‘%%i& QI{JTF‘ ’}"‘ “) 74 }F‘?ﬂ (3%‘3—p%ﬂ}31| ?>’/,;\L;~F'-£1r"'? .(rv
FET AL EL“ﬁ],_)

L sk (125k)

2. BRI (¢ iHHLIMATREEIEH)BR)

3. & &2 @4 (¢ 7 Aristotle, Augustine, Kant ~ Arendt 2 H s 47 &
TR B I )(23 &)

= ** Wuppertal < é‘fﬁ%‘lééﬁm?“ﬂﬁ%‘ FUEROHREERAFEZNE

FFTY LT AR S - o FHA ’@'X«’Fé‘f
K FHITAPRFABRTE S g

é?w'qfﬁ,uﬁﬂ?%fﬁ(?l“% LR R
HEZRPEFREAEE 2 PRI
i%i#%ﬁ&ﬁ,iﬂiﬁgﬂ(pd)

RAEHEZRPREAFTT 0 &
FlzgmEa KD § A AF
VAR AR B NILE AR 0 o T4
it e B WEFRSHE
TE—’_?;%iJ ;b ek ﬂ?ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ,‘#
4*\‘)"}#"\ léL_L E F#E?“mm B (7% %15,§rﬂg14g_3d E‘f?ﬂ;};) 3 % ’E"F e §‘g;-
e dz EPRF VAL *aﬁ?&%§%%@%_—ﬁi,£«ﬁﬁﬁ-



P % 4 (Hanna Arendt) #% ' T # 2. & | (banality of evil) spgrz (s » & R 4
Ez A3 w P AR K A E S +o‘?¢*’i#ﬂ CERBA R RS EREE
e - %ﬁﬁn?#ﬁ:‘ CRETNMYERESRAHELRESS G Y

Grefes koo KA o 2V Y r’ﬂa’ =N ﬂ\*lé:xzﬂ’“ A AT M e e L
e AT ERI L 5 - 2 L F AETEL PR REL DR E L TE

FHEZREEDATEG LY pé"fIMUf?F S A TR P Sy
,e.pémx% PEP o &8 - BT L BB M Y o S8R ST RO
e GRLIE) LIEHFENER{EFFEL AP REDTHIFY
v #c 29 e 7 @ Billicsich #1955 41 4x = < p % i | Das Problem des
Ubels in der Philosophie des Abendlandes, Bd. 1: Von Platon bis Thomas von Aquino;
Bd. 2: Von Eckehart bis Hegel; Bd. 3: Von Schopaucher bis Gegenwart* (#]# & 4
Bt kA E R AL N AEREIETESFS-P o2 AP 4 o) Bicking
2] ,,Phllosophle des Bewultseins in Bezug auf das Bose und das Ubel* (15>
1873 3¢ 1 R H{FIE2 w7 F %2 Hig) Jourdan #7332 ,,Die Wurzel
allen Ubels: Vorstellungen iiber die Herkunft des Bosen und Schlechten in der Philo-
sophie und Religion des 1. - 4. Jahrhunderts* (! 5<3+2014 & » p 3 8478 ~ 7 % »
< /*Je%;‘ 2 oo 28 5o 4 KR) ~ Kremer/Latzer #7% 3 2. ,, The Problem of evil
in early modern philosophy” (2001) * % 4 4 - @ 4pfz > & % - B~ 7 £ 8
THAINELRFORGEF L M S L &L 7R Pal
las-Weinbrecht =13 i® ,The phenomenology of evil: Excessivity, intention, and ma-
lignancy in human action** (2007) {= Fleischer =% i® ,,Menschliche Freiheit - ein
vielfaltiges Phanomen: Perspektiven von Aristoteles, Augustin, Kant, Fichte, Sartre
und Jonas* (2016) -

be P APt A AR D AP 2 éﬁ%?%‘ifv’mr—i—iﬁ R R A S 0 2t
AR engk  fedp A G esatd { i2- H 7 f2 Aristoteles, Augustin, Kant 32
Wo B R Ao E ARG R TEZRW e TR B8 - RUEF LM%
e R AP R 2 /F*Jr v 43 0, Willensschwache: Eine handlungstheoretische und
moralphilosophische Untersuchung* (Hofmann, 2015) ~ ,,Practical reason, Aristotle,
and the weakness of will“ (Norman, 1984) - ,,Akrasia and Ordinary Weakness of
Will“ (Radoilska, 2012) §= ,,Willensschwache® (Spitzley (ed.)/Schulte (trans.), 2013)

LA AA

FF oo

(=) Prof. Klaus Held ==+ 45 3 42

Prof. Held " E 3L e 8475 £ % 7 B 2308 > v *‘$ TR E 2 s S
KATEY 2 BB R R R fE{ol Bk 47 0 8 £ Sommerakademie Leck
chigra T4 g & —% 2 pg | (,Gut und Bose — Schuld und Sthne®) 3 4 REiE {7 %
i T AE Y BRFMF I B AT C BRESE R B
SRAT o G H M S Py feAeT



1. Grundschrift der philosophischen Tradition zum Bdsen (Sommerakademie
Leck 10.-16. 8. 2000 ,,Gut und Bdse — Schuld und Stihne*)

2. Der klassische Begriff des Bdsen (Thomas von Aquin) (1. Vortrag) (Sommer-
akademie Leck 10.-16. 8. 2000 ,,Gut und Bose — Schuld und Stihne*)

3. Das Bose bei Augustinus (2. Vortrag)(Sommerakademie Leck 10.-16. 8. 2000
,Gut und Bose — Schuld und Siihne*)

4. Das radikale Bose in Kants Religionsschrift (3. Vortrag, in 2 Tei-
len)(Sommerakademie Leck 10.-16. 8. 2000 ,,Gut und Bose — Schuld und
Sihne*)

5. Das neue ,radikal Bose* nach Hannah Arendt (6ffentlicher Vortrag) (Som-
merakademie Leck 10.-16. 8. 2000 ,,Gut und Bése — Schuld und Suhne*)

6. Das Problem des Bdsen bei Thomas von Aquin (Proseminar Wintersemester
1993/94)

7. Zur philosophischen Entdeckung des Willens: Augustinus, De libero arbitrio
Protokollsammlung (Seminar Sommersemester 1994)

8. Kant: Uber das radikale Bése in der menschlichen Natur
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