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The Precondition of Efficient Communication:

A Limit of Habermas’ Communication Action Theory
Xie Lizhong
( Department of Sociology Peking University Beijing 100871 China)

Abstract: Habermas believes that we can reach a consensus among ourselves in the “ideal speech situation”
if all of us are able to meet such basic requirements of efficient communication as follows: our statements about
facts should be true; our wishes of communication should be sincere; and the rules we follow in an utterance
should be correct. But an analysis shows that in addition to the “ideal speech situation” at least it also
relies on an important premise to reach a consensus that is the same people involved in the communication
must be put in the same discourse system. Only when people involved in the communication are envisaged in
Habermas”ideal speech situation and also put under the same discourse system simultaneously it will be
probable to get an unanimous judgment between the concerning parties on whether they can meet these basic
requirements of effective communication put forward by Habermas and thus it will be possible to reach a
consensus on a substantive topic through further communication process.

Key words: Habermas effective communication consensus discourse system



