(

(

)

bi

”»

n@

2006

2



(
(

b

)
)

”»

2007

2006
2006

14

23
23

”»

149



150 (2016 )

o 19
?
? )
« ”O®
“ ” 113
[3 )
o”@
O”@
o ) ( ( ) ) 1993 927
@ () ( ( ) ) 1993 927 .
® () ¢ ) 2007

210

”»



Laird 4 )
“ ‘ (
R ” ®
o <<
o <<
>> ‘“
R ” @
) ( y « ) 2002 5 9
©) ¢ ) ¢
) 1964 59

)

”»

151



152

(2016 )
” ®
o Y?@
. “ (
. ” @
R ” @
! ......
R ” @
©) ) ( p) 4
) 1964 59 .
©) ) ( ) ¢
) 1964 59
® ) He ¢ ) 1986 57
@ ) ( ) 4
) 1964 63 .
® ) ¢ ) ¢
Y 1964 64



”»

b

(

” 17
RO

(

1964
(

” (D)
@

)

2011

)

2013

25

188

153



154

(2016 )
(13 ”» 113 ”» 113
”»
R ” @
T )
) . . .
R ” @
13 ”
® () € ) ( )
2004 102
@ ( — N )
2010 57



( )H- K«
(

@ ®

n@

b

b

113 »
”
“
“ ( wert)
( giiter)
R ” @
R ” @
[13
1986 20
p,
) 2007
1986 21 .
) 2007

155



156 (2016 )

» “ ”
[13 »” “
. o
“ »
5 ” ®
@« ”
o ®
; '@
“ ”» .
[ ‘ b
o ” @
o () . o« b 2007
234
@ ( ) H- ¢ ) 1986 21
® () H- ¢ ), 1986 78
@ () H I ) 1986 51
® () « K« ), . 2013 34~



O’Y@
@«
¢ ’On®
o”@
» @« »
“ ” o . «
O”@
O,’@
@ ) . ( )
141 .
® () . ( )
152 &
® ( )H- ¢ ),
@ () -« ) N
® () L ) .

1986
2013
2013

13

2007
2007
118
37
175

157



158 (2016
20
[ ”»
. ” ®
o” @
[ ” [ ”»
) H- ¢ ), 1986 33
@ H- ( ) 1986 119



<< >> “
( Tatsachen)
. ” @
. ” @
( bi
@ GRS ) > X

2015 3 78

( Wert)

@ L« ) ) 2007 764

159



160

(2016 )
111 ”o® @ ”
o 1929
o “( »
OH@
20 30
Oys@
o ) § ) 2013 121
©) ( ) >« ) )
2015 3 80
©) { — )
2010 24 ~25



)

n@

(

(

(

6«

)

o << AY
{ »
“ ”» @
o ” @
) 2005
) 2006 40

)
)

161



162 (2016 )

”@ [
” “ ” “ ” “ » O@ <<
“@ ”» . “«
O”@ R
(
) o e ( )
OH@
. “ »
113 ”»
? “
[3 ’
13 b ( 13
‘ ) ) R '] ’\ [3 ,\ ‘
, J®
“@ ”
o ) . ( )
2005 145
@ () . ¢ by 2006 40
® () . K4 ) 2008
125 .
@ () . -« s 2006 20
® () . 4 . » .

2005 157



Fact and Value

From Neo-Kantianism to W ittgenstein

Li W enqian

Abstract: T he relationship between fact and value is a core issue in the his—
tory of Western thought. This paper argues that in this particular issue “fact
and value” W ittgensteinism especially early W ittgenstein and Neo-Kantianism
such as Wilhelm W indelband and Heinrich Rickert have a connection of
thought. Therefore the main work of this paper is to give a concise outline of
the possible ideological link to this problem in order to deepen our understand—
ing of Wittgenstein’ s philosophy.

Keywords: Facts Value W ilhelm W indelband Heinrich

Rickert W ittgenstein
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