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Heidegger and Fichte: An Alternative Detour
of History in Philosophy

Sun Guanchen

Abstract: Although Heidegger attempted to interpret Fichte in according to the thinking way of
Being and Time the interpretation of Fichte is less successful than the phenomenological interpreta—
tion of Kant precisely is somehow failure and only as an alternative detour of history in philoso—
phy. Through this detour Heidegger could just stand against to German idealism and constitute a dia—
logue between thses philosophers. In this sense we can say that he got his goal through interpreta—

tion of Fichte.
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