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stellung zur theoretisch

From intuition form to experiential nexus:
The different foundations of Kant's and Dilthey’s views on history

LIU Fengjuan

(Department of Literature, Jinan University, Guangzhou 510632, China)

Abstract: Kant defines time as the pure intuition form of the innate cognitive ability of the subject, which is his

transcendence in the modern objective concept of time. But he also retains the passivity of time and the compatibility

between time and space. In this horizon, universal history can only be established through the overall grasp of all human

empirical actions by pure reason. But the history hence deduced is divorced from individual life. Dilthey regards time as

the structural nexus about life stream and primitive experience. The abstract knowledge of human sciences and natural

sciences starts with individual life experiences. History based on this view of time is the description of human's real life.

Dilthey extends Kant’s critical philosophy to historical epistemology by sublating Kant's concept of time. The subject

and object of historical knowledge are both life with primitive experience and in the course of time flow.
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