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Persistence with Withdrawing

to observe Hart s acade mic style from postscript to
The Concept of Law (2th edition)

ZHENG Lei
(School of Law, Zhejiang University , Hangzhou, 310028)

Abstract : Most conclusions of H.L.A. Hart have experienced a number of arguments , of which the repudi-
ations from Ronald Dworkin are the most profound and comprehensive. Therefore, Hart s responses to
him are abundant in quantity and deliberative in quality, which is obviously shown from Postscript to The
Concept o f Law (2th edition) . In the bouts of the controversy between Hart and Dworkin, Hart withdrew
in some not all standpoints, while persisting in some claims, especially in the fundaments . In this essay,
the author tries to analyze Hart s acade mic style and the position where truth may exist.

Key words : The Conce pt of Law; H.L.A Hart; Ronaldd Dworkin ; legal principle ; rule ; legal positivism ;
acade mic style
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