i 5"%@? 20184

#35

[43

74

. B516.52 A

. " ( Material)

N

»

[43



SUREFEERNXE
— WAL RGBSR

. ( 2004: 71—73) « »
“ ” o “ 7 ( Qualitiit)
) » [ ‘ b ”O ( )

2004: 259—270) . . .

( Wert) (

e e ‘

« »

. . ) ( 2004: 122—126) :
75



G YFAE R a0 3w

“ "
) “ 7 (K« . )) o
. 2004: 48—
49) (G
“ ”( << . >>) “ 7 ( <<
)) o
o ( Person)
( ) “ )
o | 2004: 382—383)
(KL . )) “« 7
( « . ))
: S o X
2010 ¢ )) ;o e . ))
“ o e i ( << ° >>)
(« ))

o )

( ordo amoris) o ( Scheler 1986: 345)
76



SUREFEERNXE
— WAL RGBSR

o ; (K« . )

“« ” 1 ”»

@ ”
N N A A} S N ( ) N A} (

[13 » {3 ”
ecstacy’) 0

“ ” “« 2

( << . >>) “« ”» “ ” «
. "o (« . ))
o ()
(13 ”» ( ) R
(
2004: 484—485) o
( Sidgwick)
Lebensmoment
N ( iiberschau)
‘ Forderung der Stunde ( ) ——
o7 ( 2004: 485)
( Gesinnungswandel) (
) Y
“ 7 “ " ( Kairos) o ( 2014: 368)
” R “« 3 O, ” ( <<
. >>)

o]

— (T 2004 563) « »

77



S

2004:

(B

b 34

(e}

483)

“« »

113

20185 H3M

”

( Lebensgemeinschaft)

78

2014: 431)

«

( Sozialeinheit)
( Gesellschaft)

»

113 ”» 113 ( )
ST e
“« ” 13 ” (
“ " ( Fremdperson) “
) ( Eigenperson)
( 2004: 386)
. ()
( ) (B 5
N o 2014: 222—223)
4 ) ( » 7.3.2

" ( andere Person) (

o

”

)

o ( 2014: 514)
) ¢ )
o ( 2014: 431)
( Masse) .
( Personsgemeinschaft) o
o ( Yo (



SUREFEERNXE
— WAL RGBSR

“ ( Gesamtperson) o
( ) o
e - ( Miteinander-erleben)
- ( Erdeben) —
— > 2004: 510)
“ " ( Solidarit:it) o
7o ( 2004: 518)
‘< . . T 2004 522)
: “ ” 2004: 523)
« " 2004 522)
o 2004 535) “« "
2004: 537) “« ( .
N ) ” [43 ”»
“« ” ( ) R “
7 “ " “ ( Meinerleben)
( Deinerleben) S 2004: 515—516)

2004: 517)
2.

79



&
é:@

s
7 20 20184 H3M

. ( 2004: 382—383)
( ) [13

. “ . " 2014:
223) . /

( 2004: 266) . ( 2004
267)

“ L ?’ 3 | |

e e )@

1 » 13 »

“ ”

« » €« ”»

[13 »

13 »

13 ” 1 ”

80



SUREFEERNXE
— WAL RGBSR

l) 13 » R
. 2004: 562)
( )
o ( 2004: 559)
/ o
5 “ » “Vorbild »” 113 » (13 » R
“bild en 7 ( . . .
) “Nachbild”  “Gegenbild’ “Quellbild” “Umbild’ “Bild” . ( cf. Scheler 1980
561—566) “ " ( Vor-bild . ) “ 7 (Bild)
( transzendentale Einbildungskraft) “ " ( reines Bild) . ( »

( cf. Kant 2003: A94—95 A100—102 Al118 Al123—124

A140—142) ( » o ( cf. Heidegger 1991: 64 80
104 127 161; 2007: 1) “ 7
° ) ( ) — ;
( ) o
( ) 7 2004:
562) R ) ( )
« v« m o« ( )

81



G YFAE R a0 3w

"o 2004: 564)

14 2

( 2004: 564)

€« ”» r) «

- ( Miteinander-erleben) - ( Erdeben) —
"o ( 2004: 510)

«

<< >> _ _ _ 113 » €«

>>) 13 ”»

[13 » 13 ”»

82



SUREFEERNXE
— WAL RGBSR

“ « ’ « " . .

113 ”

° S ~ o” ( << . >>) I3
7 ( Gesamtheil) ( 2004: 535) «

83



%
8
N

7 20 20184 H3M

( i )
- ( ( . Y 10: 36;
) 3 3135 ( . ) 14: 26)
( » B
?
“ 7 ( Gegenbild) (
" ( Tduschung) “
2014: 390) ®
( )
“ ” o ( 2004: 48—49)
522)

13 ”O (

“ ”» (13 ”» 7

. “ ” << >>
’ "o ( 2014: 419) « » “
( 2004: 573) “
" 2004: 575)
? ( )
; Oy
; ( )
B ( Do

84

19: 29 (

2004: 562)

9
o (

2004: 228)

113

2004:



13 ”» [

’ (

113

2014: 438);

13

113

»

SUREFEERNXE
— WAL RGBSR

2017)

. )

[13

[13

NE

113

85



U YEAEE 2018 gom

”»
N
N
13
Al o
.
”
o
1
o
o
I3
o

86

14

“« 2”

””
o (

2014:

512)

»

»



SUREFEERNXE
— WAL RGBSR

{ »
“ 7 2004: 719) “ .
e "o | 2004: 719—
720) “ 7
“ ” “ 7 2004: 719)
¢ Y 1999 [ ) () .
( Yy 1999 [ ) () .
€ Yy 1999 [ ) () . .
( Yy 2011 () () .
M. 2004 { : ) (
“X )") . . .
2010 ( ) ) o
( Y 2009 [ ) () .
¢ ) 1981 .
2014 ( . ) ( “
") -
2007 ¢ ) o
2017 ( “ 7 “ Y — 7 - hs
( ( ) ) 2017 4

Heidegger M. 1991 Kant und das Problem der Metaphysik Klosterman.
Kant E. 2003 Kritik der reinen Vernunft Felix Meiner Verlag.
Scheler M. 1980 Der Formalismus in der Ethik und die materiale Wertethik. Neuer Versuch der Grundlegung einer

ethischen Personalismus I Frank Verlag.

Scheler M. 1986 Schrifien aus dem Nachlass Bd. 1 Gesammelte Werke Bd. 10 Bouvier.

87



G YFAE R a0 3w

» Abstracts of Main Essays *

Three Circles of Plato’s Philosophy: Listening Reality of Philosophy and Knowledge
Michel Foucault

Plato’s philosophy devoted to construction and encountered three following circles: circle of
listening circle of reality of philosophy and circle of knowledge. The circle of listening implicates that
the philosophy will be a discourse and be real only if it is listened to. The circle of reality of philosophy
signifies that the philosophical discourse will be real only if it is accompanied sustained and exercised
as work of self and practice on self and through a set of practices through which the subject has a
relationship to itself elaborates itself and works on self. The circle of knowledge is the philosophical
knowledge ( the fifth form of knowledge of Plato) which enables us to know the thing itself in its own
being and its essence. In a word the philosophy is not just the discourse ( logos) but also the action

(ergon) and the reality of philosophy is found on the relationship of self to self.

Descartes Eternal Truths and Divine Omnipotence
Amos Funkenstein

Descartes claimed that God created and therefore could invalidate eternal truths such as 2 +1 =3. As
a notitia intuitiva which severing from existential judgment Descartes” doctrine of eternal truths is the
deeper sense of the Cartesian €707} . But the difficulty still lies in that mathematical truths can be both
eternal and contingent. In other words Descartes did not discuss the possibility whether God could have
created another mathematical world. Descartes changed the connotation of “Natural law” they became
blueprints for the construction and reconstruction of nature more geometrico out of a homogeneous
substrate. God constructed it; Descartes tries to reconstruct it; and only by so doing will he have

understood creation.

The Relationship between Scheler’s Ethics and Confucianism

Feeling of Value Order of Love and Ranking of Community
Zhang Xianglong

For Scheler valuefeeling is prior to objectperception. He therefore establishes ethics on the base of
the apriority of emotional materials. Confucian ethics of “From family love ( gin gin) to humanity ( ren) ”
shares something in common with it. Scheler’s thoughts of “value aprioriness of emotion’  “non-present—
at-hand of good/evil’  “love order’  “person becoming” and “model following” can help Confucianism
form the new expressions that enables herself truly understandable to the contemporary minds. However
the two sides are remarkably disagreed with each other at the view of community reflecting the profound
differences between them in respect to their perspectives of origin of love way of ranking values and the
self-personality in family.
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