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Critical Features in Kant Aesthetic Judgment Theory

Dai Maotang Li Ruoyao /075

Abstract: Kant’s Philosophy is real critical and the critical feature is clearly
shown in his aesthetic judgment discussion. Kant uses three “not” s to show the
critical feature of aesthetic judgment theory i. e. aesthetic judgment is not
normative judgment aesthetic judgment is not epistemological judgment and
aesthetic judgment is not private judgment. By arguing the first Kant leads aesthetic
activities into reflection. By emphasizing the second Kant intends to criticize rational
aesthetics and to introduce the issue of free expression of human sentiments. By
highlighting the third Kant intends to criticize empirical aesthetics and to introduce
the issue of free transmission of human sentiments.

Keywords: Kant; Aesthetic Judgment; Normative Judgment; Epistemological
Judgment; Private Judgment

Gadamer’s Hermenuetic and Kant’s Judgment

He Weiping / 085

Abstract: Under judgment in general Kantdistinguishes between the
determinative judgment and reflective judgment. However by Hegel’s influence
Gadamer believes that in the understanding and practice in reality it is difficult to
distinguish the two judgments. Gadamer also advanced to connect the reflective
judgment to the traditional western phronesis. This theory has great significance in
both hermeneutics and philosophy. It can be considered as one of Gadamer’s
important contributions in philosophy.

Keywords: Judgment;  Determinative  Judgment;  Reflectivejudgment;

Philosophy of Practice; Phronesis; Hermeneutics
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