“

”»

1979



050 (2018

tephysique du propre)

’

“Fort-Da”

(

”»

i

(

113

»

1999

(la me—

35~36
2011 19



)’®

( )

s

€«

@® § )
@ { )
® § )

< »
”@
”»
1982 76
2013 41
2013 16

051



052

(2018

(

SEONGECNTNCNGC)

§
{
{
§
§
{
§

”o®
’70@

(13

»

“

«

2013
2013
2013
2013
2013
2013
2013

17
16
18
37 .
41 ~42
42



o”@
- “©
o”®
(
)
(13
”o@
» << >>
. § »
©) { p) . 1982 29
@ § ) . 1982 36 .
® { » N 1982 37 ~38
@ { p) . 1982 38

13

053



054 (2018 )

”» [43 » ®

» R @
©) § » 2002 9
@ { ) 1996
3@ « ) 1 2009 12
@ « ) 1 2009 203



43

“

(
(
(

(
(

ONSNCNCNCNGC)

«

R ”@
?

» o1

y o1

y o1

( )
> o1
y o1

2009
2009
2009

2009
2009

204
204
98

206
12

055



056

“«

(2018

» @)

(

CECRC)

”®

)

i

»

2014

107

2] “«
” I3
“«
77@
2015 388
1976 36 ~37
2013 7
2013 9



[43

©@eeee

. »(3)
I
» .
» .

”»

)7@

[43

2013
2013
2013

2011
2011

20

20
4~5
23
29 ~30

057



058

®eee

’7@

2011
2013 74
2013 75
2013 76



) 059

43 ”@

“
”»
43
”» @
N ’ b
o ’
b ’
o ’ b
o ’ Al
o ’ ’
« ’”
, o
( subpolitisch, “ 7 )
’ b ] b
@ HIK¢ » 2013 78

@ A ) 2013 81



060 (2018

I3
” o@

”@

ONSNCNCNCNGC)

“

(

[

R ”@ “

”@

i

(

2013
2013
2013
2013
2013
2013

8
104
124
124 ~ 125
120
145



) 061

“©

(espiritde finesse)

»

13

€«

”@

® ( » . . 2011 2
@ . HEE ) 2010 8
() . I ) 2010 27



062

(2018

”@

(

€

“©

2007
2010

11

i

”@

63

”»



| 063



244 |

(2018 )

Three Types of Philosophical Grammar:
From Hegel Marx to Habermas

Wang Zhen / 049

Abstract: Hegel’s philosophical grammar can be regarded as the representation of
the the movement of mind in writing: mind become the object of his own which keep
suffering aufhaben and back to itself and keep creating the mental contend through
object. Marx s philosophical grammar is an anti-grammatical because the grammar it—
self is a withdrawal interpretation and abstract; he put forward a practical discourse
which is the fundamental dismantling of philosophy ; economic problems play a decis—
ive role to thinking. Habermas criticizes Hegel’s semantic and pragmatic pursuit do not
match the reality and historical development of the facts; and Marx lacks of a clear
expression to his philosophy and the norms of its social theory. Habermas seeks the
construction of a new social identity which does not manifest itself as a world view or
a philosophical grammar but a basic norms based on the rational conversation pursu—
ing mutual understanding through mutual study ; this can be regarded as the embodi-
ment of Marx’s historical materialism  but if we can disclose the aesthetic dimension of
the micro-communication we can get a new communication model which is not limit—
ed to norms but more considerate and it will be closer to the dignity and happiness of
human beings.

Keywords: Philosophical Grammar; Hegel; Marx; Habermas

Some QQuestions Concerning
Husserls Critique of the Epistemology of Kant

Can Xue / 067

Abstract: The argumentation of this paper pivots around Immanuel Kant’s



