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RBORAF LB GRA, TFHL “AEER MAGEEH T, @it
T4, T AL I N LM RiE P e — AN, B “AH 4 (A) mAEBGT,
AL b A 2 S AR 2, oo M D A0y FAE P A mAP R R BA R FAE, XX FA YT

PRANEL A A TR E P AR AR,

KA AR Az STARSBHE AR (PCD); AR T42; J. % N 3 i,
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BEE A=) TR MR 25 HOR B K S, ARG BA8 B B 1) BB AE AN W 34 T X
T B — 51 S R BB A A BT 3 2 Wi R (Preimplantation Genetic Diagnosis,

PEEREN: FHER - CoF gy, FEE L E RN BRI 2 R R
FEHEN IR, BB E B S TRV A
a JFOSCHITF Ethical Perspectives, Vol. 18, No. 2, 2011,
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AR FRA PGD ), B AR AT LIXHAAE P9 A2 9 N SR AG A7 2 DA . FEFE
1990 A AR i CAG PR-AF 25 28 ) CLAR R FR A ESchG ) X A S R A AH 5G9 12 ] st
PET B, YT 1990 4EMA TR A PGD Bl RN FH, Pt ESchG 9% 47 £ %t
PGD W55k @ Mk, TEREMRRAR A T e R AR L PGD AT 3E A ESchG %)
— MR, 2010 4F 6 T, 18 E B E AL BE R P E AR, PGD FEJEI] FIEAR Y
ESchG (L G, (R H AR HRE B R & 0™ F i S R IR 5 R an ki) | ik
o S LR R X IR HEA T L , AN Feilr

M2 T, 7RG = 2y i WA IR & . R, JEETY B 0 i Ar e I
WA BE L, BlantEnl. RS ST, EEAHAY RS - DLl EE (Alan
Handyside ) $&H . ACEERIZ A CORPUE T BIRHIE, JEHSEAREE BRI RRAE, 4]0
BT AR B A LR T 10Uy 2O oA 38 e ok 5 2% ELME DA sk il (ARGl
e FIRE It ), P

X FRORE—Ff A 1 32 SO © IEIE R LA, AR B T A AR T i
Bt e U—Fh 4 AU Iy 20 e 3 AT T 80, IR PR R B T — ANl
R NEA R XA B S B AR Y HE AR B e B RE ST . IEAh, X
AME ST LT BE T AR EE A A F SR RN GE 18 2 (a4 A6 WA X 2 O B2 AR X
Ji T, AEEPT RS0 DS LS B SR R AR5 DR TR &, Al 2 At
TE 2001 4F K R ) C NZEAR T AR K ) ( The Future of Human Nature ) — 3C (1% 3C B £
WHMUAA — AR “FRATIEAEL [ H RO E2EE” ),

—ERIRSRURE

e L IRSCE R I DU ES i Y A T U - SR I L2 RE AR RE N ZE A B 2 B
P27 MBTFIE : “— TG, i RAR . B AR T, AR
HE— PGD HA YL FRAE FIRAS W o B 2 (9 JLRR W6 14 5™ S A e (4R80TI
ZGXAEEE FRIEAL AT LIV 45X 5 2010 4F 6 18 [ B 25 A5 TR B AF
A PRAE R — U . WA DL SRS, 25 X AP R, 45 T ARRLE Sy T i By 5 R
A PR T P AL A, X R T — P T A 2 AR A A 27 Z [ Y

Q

WAB - P BEE A 4T 1990 4F PGD Y B UK S B I R N FH . £ L Alan Handyside, “Pregnancies from
Biopsied Human Preimplantation Embryos Sexed by Y-Specific DNA Amplification”, Nature, Vol. 344, 1990,
pp- 689—796,

b Alan Handyside, “Let Parents Decide”, Nature, Vol. 464, 2010, pp. 978—979.

A 45 NI WS FR R A A 55 820", 2 W, Allen Buchanan, From Chance to Choice, Genetics and
Justice, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2000, p. 12ff,

d  Jiirgen Habermas, The Future of Human Nature, Oxford: Blackwell, 2003, p.18.
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e L —E B L 5t

I LSS L eh A A 2 )

AR R EARZ ST, RAVEL ZHAFA LX) B3 T — 5T
P

Hitt, i DU ST i) CONSEAS BT A oA ok ) (5 ] Bt ol — ok 20k, RV Ay ik P 1 i
AR — BB S, X WRFIE 2R A A e A B0 . ASGAK , 16 DL
Lk X —HAR, AR E 7 H— SRR U5 B2 i A

TG, ALEAE OGS, i DL SRR TR (PGD ) BUfE BRI 5 A
JIE ) T T A7 B I A TF AT e BREAT —: — 7T, AT IEAE, i DL T R
F1R 2 AR TR 1A A AR [ 535 S , 3K RS IR ™ S BE I SAR by AT AT A 2
WA EIEYE; 53—, R —BURUIAAIRRE, 1 DA, X AR A (e 3 IR
RO [T 22 A 20U OO B Sz i, RIS AR I BB (HXHIR i E
BRI T AL X — SRR EOR , TRkt 17— SR F AR

M DL AR DA, e e R PPA ) 5 SO IR IR A T 1B, el S At
PR B BCEIRE X AR R tiE =, BaR T A A &, S T HAE S EE
RESI B AATENIRE ST o W DL AR N <R SAEHAE (alien determination ) IS P,

XF e DL ESHTR U, EREAR EAB SO DR S Bk AR PR 1 B 8 FR
ARG o PRI, Atk R ASEA BB TR, Xm0 X IR ) A\ SBT3 2
R o AR DL B 3 B B2 1 Y, R AR B o B ARt AP, HOAR B I AN 02
—AMETEAWT” <, T, X BRI R TIETE F ARSI A T RER . PRI, b
DU T — A g R SO IR TR A2 () R IEFER 2 (H2, &Ik
W EARIERY, A RIS AN R,

=. EEIRS ALFRRBML

BT —T 1958 AR F M 1 4551, Tnd DU B S A28 A rP AR XE A 2R e xo
CNIARTE” AIE AT SCF . @ BIMELEA A CBARE R 2240 ), i

Jirgen Habermas, The Future of Human Nature, p.19.

Ibid., p.86; HeAh, W DL EL I Rs Fa ALy SL[EVER B 03 (alien co-authorship ) 7 SR F B RIFEAYELIE

Jirgen Habermas, The Future of Human Nature, p.73.

T e DU I B U 2 1R b OC T N 28 2 b 6 1Y 38 iR 51 A B i BF, 2 UL Axel Honneth, “Habermas’
Anthropology of Knowledge: The Theory of Knowledge-Constitutive Interests”, in The Critique of Power,
Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 1991, pp. 203—239,
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DUEL 3 FURAEAS W AR (Y M7 $2 3 1 Bl - 2 ( Arnold Gehlen ) FIR/RAEEF - 3
4 (Helmut Plessner ), {HEA FHEI AR ZXA T RUEN—EE T 1972 41
fEHh, AT A 5 SRl 9 35 A ™ A T AR Z I, BT 5 A S A
(A ) shy 2 o) e Z A X E TR S o P, 1 DL S0 il ah iy “ iy
FEAE (excentric positionality ) ™ X MM U IH 5 45 IR, AR . 15D
HHTR NSRBI IASE , B0 2 T 6 5 AOAE AT — Pl A AR O 25 B FLRAA Y
NEEEE . X FEWIRBULE, 30 2 a0 I S A S RREENX A &2 HAYX
AP CAEARBRIARRK ) —SCH I “AEA T BARdE— DA RIE & ?

FERR i SCEE A, 0y DL 34y IR A A B 4y AT AT B8 P9 2 3L, X4 A ATt
SO N B ANBIRIE BN : NJE (A SR ) AR/, Bl nicf Sl 2 1
o DXHLAY “FARY 8 AR ERE A IRARTERY “A 7. e DL B iy AR
A BRI SRR 2517 T XK. BIEFE A EYHORSIE PR, X— A%
Y IR AZE R, X TR AZEMATIT H BAT e — P E AR R AL PR A
SR A ATt S BUM E A e R S

R —F+ oSl e 1m R0k, 12t KAV AT e MM =, € LAk
ERRAFRRARA BT ABATRKX R PIRAMGALFFo L& 504, °

Il XPAZEAMAR) A R” R TP B, SR A A Y F BB L R Atk
M SRR R . Z BT ANL, IR — s, RIBZAMARE A R7 TR T —1
HME MR R IRIK . W DUEIAR 2 Sy “—RIRE I K&l ( patemalism ) 7 P, 1L
IR EE P TR MARAS_EANTR] T HAME AR A UL, PR B A2 K AR L
Mo AR EEING U1 Sl — SRR AR T E2anr g, S LR A T IRl 5
SEFTIE . AR (Allen Buchanan ) 7EHEEAE CMEBSR2ILER: ) g i, WsRAUREIE I
AR BRI SE R UOE SO —REN R, IORAATRER . ©

(& MG A7THy ) IEMF AR, KB FTRFHN LN ZERFHAE
0 A, MR T RARASEIAMAMERE, XTEB M EFHRAZRFH
0, REAA KA E G X F, REERAETHELRG T M La X &, Flde

a Jirgen Habermas, The Future of Human Nature, p.13.

b Ibid., p.64.

¢ Allen Buchanan, From Chance to Choice, Genetics and Justice, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2000,
55 7] Z UL Bernard G. Prusak, “Rethinking ‘Liberal Eugenics’ 7, Hastings Center Report, 6: 31—42, 2005,
p. 321f,
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I LSS L eh A A 2 )

S X G R A SRR,

B2, i DL EL ST BT 4 e i R 2R B AR BOE ) 27 RS, Al 3 R T
FHABIE AV Z 18] DO AEAR T AR AT sl X887, 5 # e A 1% At
EWEAR . X 5T TCHURA P B R —FE, MO T i T 58E
M EATT " P, IR H BB —iR . it Es W 248, w0 S e T )
B HHARSE—B A NS EE (AT, 59BSE—ARD “7EH5)
SEU P BRARA RS © Z[RE T X%

EAF4R A2, TR FORAIBUE, ia DL Sh 33 BT A B A S B B A 1 1
B “RAIT A ( performative attitude ) 75 19 /2 R 7y 22 (Gl 1215 5 2K i ) BRAR A
Neeeeee, R SE IR YA B FIFFAE L, B2 0 SE BRI A e, & b
0 S B e PR A P R A B AL AR 9, 0 S S A R AR A X 1 R A T 24
H, AN E, WS RE T —RRRAE U AR SE R ©, [RIRHEE (ElRtT
MIZSEE ) 5 —FhRFER IR FAR IS EEAE TG . QRN IX 2L BRAGTE , S0 RESE
ERRE HARRE ST IR T N (BIANGYT ) SEORIYZSEE X731k

KMBAP BTN ETRES, HREFTHARPARAT
BAEHZTHEE, R RANIRAEK, ot eidarhs, |

VER—FhR R TE B AR SE , L TR AT [ 4R 10 &, BIRRF TR
il v

i T AR AR T AR G AP AL, AR MANT AERRRAFTHER T
T IRGTEE; T2, IR AR ok ey IRk T A R 2R = A6 Z 18] 4
EZRWHETFT, XL Z R EAFHRPBEAELXN > BTN AE, 9

WHEIX—IE KL, FENTHURE T PR R AR T 8 —— R T HORS A FIEE T3
BRASEERY , Jr 8 IR A SN SR 5% 1) A B A S B

a  Allen Buchanan, From Chance to Choice, Genetics and Justice, p.160.

b Jiirgen Habermas, The Future of Human Nature, p.44.

¢ Ibid.

d 1Ibid., p.45.

e Hannah Arendt, The Human Condition, Chicago, IL: University of Chicago Press, 1998.
f Jiirgen Habermas, The Future of Human Nature, p.45.

g Ibid., p.46.
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X —HTAT IR ISIE, AT LAITE S — 4045 B EPE, RIS D1 B 3 okt at 2
AL TR 8 AT 55 0 o AR HSCE RS I, M2 1 AR FE 261 A
FIR) S W 1K PR T3 0 ) sz i) — 28 ] LS RS L. FEABE K, A2 fl & —Fb
(FTREATA T DAY ) 3278, (B b T H A B S A HL AR RN, 5308 ) B b
X FOCR” 20 MLZT , RARRM AR T IR E IR 2 —Fh “ LIT s
R il A RSB, P

A DL SRS E, 1R PR T B Z£345 ( Theodor W. Adorno ) FIEE 7e i ER ( Max
Horkheimer ) 1Y € 3 5 (UATIERS ), 254 X5 T AN H AR BT G A 23 R i Je N2k
AR CAKMNTEL R ) BJE R, B0 IS 5 S, A SCRRE ST 5T LGB
W X TATS S AR, LR (A TEh e ) —H 9. Mim =,
i D1 S0 B IE R U A S8k (B2 1R 3 ) AR S IE i sh——an T B AL 3%
B (BARMSE ) —AE T I IFBCE s BT s AR S 280, HATE:
AR, A2, THRALRIG S ik ERE R, 5P AR L AT
A PR A 1 ) T R SEI A H A5G PRI, 5 o 3 ) 58 i A RS

e DL B3O IR BB AMNE i AS 8 T T RA T3, X SBARRIE . 18
UG DL i, BRI TSR MR A i, HEA M EHAesE 2R

AR e 3 ALK AR S 52 5658 9T BOA, PRI AT AR RS 1X — T AREG 2 R 7 K5 24
TRt R B gy XA —HReg, ©

N T R AT AT — b DR T R ) BEPE (JEHJRARLE TR H AR ), i D15
Wi B T — R R, — IR R A, — T RARRE AT AR

XA R R &, AR A T CHATHR T ETH,
R ARG LY, ARTHEAEALR TE A ARG EHHIH Y, F4
BEHRZLFTWHAAR, MFIANBAFLTHRH LY, |

P, JE TR A" XABEEAYBAR , AT — 5552, B

a Jurgen Habermas, The Future of Human Nature, p.62.

b Ibid.

¢ Max Horkheimer and Theodor W. Adorno, Dialectic of Enlightenment, Philosophical Fragments, Stanford, CA:
Stanford University Press, 2002.

d  Jiirgen Habermas, The Theory of Communicative Action, Vol. 1, Cambridge: Polity, 2006, p. 84{f.

e Jirgen Habermas, The Future of Human Nature, p.50.

f 1Ibid., p.52.
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FUERELT T — BB RR, JEm g TSR A4 T, W01
Fr B BERAS Y “ NA ™ B AT LUE SCANR  “AZRA B Je 48 IMA R X b — L8
R, RV SERRE 58 42 i H A O R I A2 Y T I A 475 7 FIORL ) 58 A9 25
T

SR FA TR RS DL Sk, A — A B0 IR LA Rk XA AA
Jt b (e ) B9 -F TG, XIS B NS BE 3 B B R 15 2™ A AR M S PRy
M7 W52, RIMERE ] TR S ERE AL i, nl o fh AFA TR IE R
W B T X — Rl T T4 T 7

I LSS L eh A A 2 )

M. AEKRREALRIEBRIEBAIZHELG?

WERAEAT S BRI A T, “NZRAS ™ w] W3R A o AR AE 2 A 32
A, MBARIXAS “AT” B R T T RSP A TE PR O] ) i S ~
AFTHE: B, AR BB O —A 4 SRR AT ——H
S AR 3 iR 80, SCHEEER T (83 J5 21

TECANEATTRY AR ), 16 D BHHER G —F 5 . MmO E0Ah,
B CARRR A 75— D AW ALIE , XA 1R TETERE S # 1 A, RN B
FHIEIR (consciousness of autonomy ), FLIEFMBEMN 7, Z A& = T “ Ao Hp
PER SRR LTS A, B X A C AT 2 IR R —
e, AEA BT DIAE T H FRAIGHAFTIZ . X LT 508 01— BT Ry
RGP EEAMR BT TG 1Y

TERTIRAG B rp, ey D1 B 4t oy 0 7 o ) 1 325 ot A A% P 1) A, i ik Vi o
W —H E X, BVRAET “FiR (discourse ) ” 3XMEAS S ML 2 L, H
MFIRRE TR BT ) B REES 1A BARRE T A2 i s, A AT —
RSN S 5&, MIDAUEEZR . RATERTTI & ( performative
contradiction ) 1, X EE A AT L gl 220, P

M DU SRR 10, “RTER” JFAS AR BRIR ) X (conversation ), PRIMRTIR
AL 1 —DEREAY | AR B SR, (T DATEAR R 47 Jr R S fb =22 8] 5
AR I 3. X — RS 5 &5 TE A BRSSPt B iy [, ar Lo
PRV SO AL, SR RTRTERS DL S B R rh B A% O AL E B A

a Jirgen Habermas, The Future of Human Nature, p.82.
b X DUE R, X ST HA S — FA PR, ARHEZ T, BRI P i & 1 A AR PR N A
RS EEWMAI A
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Bt B AT A SRk, N — AR AR R Al b R R A LR A BN
P, XARA A BERN ., BARERET —FRAT AREZTHR0G, L4
I3 6y AR X, e P AE 45 -1 45 A8 69 4T 3h o TR S o b ke vhik
FHERALT

R “RRT XA R RS E AT EIIRAT &, R 55 58
FRAGE SR, XT38 RS R fE d B A R R L, AR H
b, AR RE YIS H E A TR K, IR R TR R A . PRI IR T
RIS TE L B A A2 . AR F 5K (validity claims ) DL i 210 2 IR X 4
FikME D,

FERXFEMTIR T, J R At A 48 e BT ELAT (%)™ Ei AR L A 48 i 1 3k e —1 1]
AL, AIERRATHY AR 5 (MRS SR IR ) 58 1E Z [ & A AR Gk, @ 4R,
W D EL BRI SP- 2 B A g O — i

WA G AR AR AR BAIAE 69 BB, HAR T IRAE T 69 ) FF 1822
(ethics of the species ) &5 £ X H R eGAR LR LA GG EH P, 4R
BRER G R AR5, A B LRI, e R e H R AT,
AR A1 T H R EEH X, BPAEA SRR 0 B A0 2 WA AT
F, M R AN EL A K D7 P

R 1R DL S S fBise . BEPR T K O i J ik i iR B X (B TE AR A
HUX AR B EE, X b2 i b Rz

ASAEE W — DBy, A EER” XKL (AL AT E IS TEAS
B ) RAEIEW . —J7 T, W DL er e PR AR MO 138 5 IR i U A B
AR, RIS SO S At e e TR B TR G — A Se 3 B 2 ( quasi-
transcendental ) E/‘J ﬁ EE s }a%% ( ﬁ?@ )lﬁg{ﬁ?xkE@*@ﬁE%B/\o ¢ %*7‘5@ s “ El EiEiE'n
W7 RPHE YW TERESh & AR BRRES R SCRYBIRIE R & ).

L, B Ao E e i i 2, AT DA SRS PN RRAS o S RRASHE “ B R
P XA FEEERRA A TETERE SR O BB AR, X, M DL SR ie U AR
A5 FE TR _E SO B TR e UE . A FEBe i P A ek AR ] X HOB TE D4 T

a Daniel C Henrich, Zwischen Bewusstseinsphilosophie und Naturalismus, Zu den metaphysischen Implikationen der
Diskursethik von Jiirgen Habermas, Bielefeld: Transcript, 2007.

b Jirgen Habermas, The Future of Human Nature, p.67.

¢ Jirgen Habermas, “The Language Game of Responsible Agency and the Problem of Free Will: How can
Epistemic Dualism Be Reconciled with Ontological Monism?”, Philosophical Explorations, Vol. 1, 2007,
pp. 13—50.

<110 -



NI A E

PRAVREE . SRR, XHE ARSI, RO TR A MR O HDIR S .
RS HEATIENT , S0 AR SEE DA A 5 14 > PR ) B P AT BEKS 1) A BRIE 347
ZYGHETE. IR, KT A EHTIER R A SR A, FEASX AR o

ARG SR ARAS B 32, 1 DU EB T ATE RS Hh T TR MR A e 1 A, )
A ZERYIEFERAE AR A2 3 T Pk

W DL 3T BB IR, DX A SRR B L T AT AR (EE DL Sh 0T B O s Y TAR
BEAJE— R A BB, AR B A AR 3 S, R —SE S A IR R AT A i
1%, (HAEAL BRI S (R RIUZ i, SRR K 75— Ml 24

I LSS L eh A A 2 )

A, FRZE. FEEMERBOIEBIR

MARFRMFEA, W DL S S AL B RE BB U O T — s, B A 2
AL A F B R B 2 P T (R BUER ). (HE, IR SR IAHAE BT
AT ARATE R FENRE TS o IR IEN E T BRER AR, 12X Fh
TR T ASHA SR

91 2 5 R IL T b B 2 A R AE | P AR, Bk A RA
AT A F TR S, fRi, BRAXEE LB FHRALS LA 4
WA R GESRSHAGEG LR, 2

T UL A AT, AT T B BT AEPE (natality ) 7 853, JF4E 2R A
R HRFE, FEMES DS TR A AR RER 0 TR i 20k ™ P 46
b, JA A BT IR A R 1. N, A7l A n] ABRAR O R
P — NZ A NI S <o

A ELMARR LR —AFIT, BleR, BFAEXLTHLAR, A
HP LR AR BRI TR T Bk AT AR AR 2 AR T, d

W 51X —3r3, W VUSRS A B F RSO Z T i 57 €, it

Jirgen Habermas, The Future of Human Nature, p.53.
Hannah Arendt, The Human Condition, p.9.

Ibid., p.178.

Ibid., p.247.

Jirgen Habermas, The Future of Human Nature, p.59.
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VAR AR RO — 550, BRAE T AR DB A CAE N B OATah & RE . st

M5, W LS e A 52 PR AMUIR TR E TS, AR, G HL %) 3 2 fa] il
Xt HE R X — S &M, 2

XAFRERLER S PR A B EERRRAG, il 7T A THEREY
WA AT AP FARSF I, X TR T 5 Sh— A AR, ARLEEAA
B B BB P, 2F B Te H KR R ARG RAGIAR, B ER e T
R ke, P

Rl , XA UERE 7S s RSP AT RO Stk g e ik (TR A 24 ) 19
PR EERRA S IES R . BiE, WRBCEDCRAEN LA, IR AZENBEOF A2
R FEUE I— D THERESIE 1Y A RIGRAHEA, ROATH X — 1 L5 2 4l
eSS UNITIEZHR

RIVE 2O, Xt T3 DR A8 A0 SR U TR R A e B2 R PR - 2 (A T AR AN AT E
(ARIEAATRE ) MRAS LR E A sl it AT s A 6, FHXTIXAE B0, A3 (John
Dupré ) AN A AT HAR B 2 BN A 5 B0 7T LA (LA ) Be ke WA
FRAE L OISR, FEpE AR « 3 P D BE L8 BLRIRAE 1Y e 245 A
AL, 7ERFE FAR AN IERTY .

A RRREE T IR, wBRFAE. FH. F&5. BRE
X, EMEXAFGUEIENFFFR, KRBT, EARG R LFLRE
SRULE 2 Ik R ek B (952 H P ey 4 R BLEE 2pin B XA IR B Ay e B, 9T
fEXE+oER, ©

DU BEEERT AL DR 11X — P05 A HIFE B A 7 U -

PGD # K#g A R ARy, B R TR RS AR IEAIB &t
BOU” B, 2R AR MR | Sk R SRR & S S aE ey IRAE X SN A R A4
AE, VISR AT IR BAT R, XERK B LiF SR EMH Y., Gk, 5EA
PRAEAR K 69 KB L IRB A TR —F KT RN, LR, — R GERIN AT
TG, REEFAEANKR S, THERMNKR ERGIERE, XLIEfE P, &

a  XAVEARTNERS DL | BTEAR A A rE” e 2 R IR .
b Jirgen Habermas, The Future of Human Nature, p.53.
¢ John Dupré, Darwin’s Legacy, What Evolution Means Today, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2003, p.84.
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AR { F——8 DU 0 [ i LA 24 (E)

HEAT 5 TR AFAEAR A 0 J B 4809 FEJG 49 JL R ARAR, VA E TR RAAAE 2k sk
ALK, R BB PRE LA AT RAG XA T, LIULREH —H 58
FERE T VRN, W F et )6, BB R WA XA 69 L e e
AE A RIRA A BRAR KM, 12 K $ Hbed B 24390 AR — AN A ok
PEAE 8 RERE TU-F 2 R 7T Ay, @

X B TG DSBS UL R AT, FEDE PEAE AR R R BE R, G2 nT
DAEE R MR [ ERSE R (GEPHESOYRAE A EREBIZ40), LUk A S iRE A S
AT B RTREPERY , IR B OCT A ERERA L

N A A (N) RREER AEKFRER

i DU SR A= A S BRI R 50, DA — A SCBEPEREE R TT A, BB A
WE PR, A MR R FEMA . 20, AT IR A T I 0
AR B BRI BT PR sz b KA ISR , XA AR L R 8 ik
POA—FRRFR R PE T2, X IR & NSRBI M 25 . BRI B A
AR —A AR, RVA CRMAEERFRE T, 0N 1Oy E 75T
TERIRESh# RO FE IR RITE .

BXAMEURRFRATHEETERE ) & T — D AR piEs T, LB I a8 T
SR RTRESRAF . PR EL” X ISR R IE SR, RO EAE A SR &
M, WEEIR BN ZSEFS ] LU s —Fh Py RE ", DI e R AT R AR e AR Z T g
o [FE, XABESWZE S T — Wi, S DS — BT 5 A R R A B P A9 %
ORI, 5 SRR RS R St . R, TERTEIR
HUIFBA 200 N ST BA X, (B flid 2 e 1 s - Afe B
(A R e AR T2 ERATRE, P

S USRI, AR A, PR IR R AL AbE SRR AN
CEPER” TFZMAE TSR X e AR EEE” S KUE Cethos ) 7 HYTRE X I
R BRAE, KECH ST 807 M L@ nl” <A S IE ok, AR R
ST AN D SRR BT T, N EOR IR I A, BEAR B A 2 B A i XU B

a Alan Handyside, “Let Parents Decide”, Nature, Vol. 464 2010, pp.978—979.

b Jeffrey Edwards, “Self-Love, Anthropology and Universal Benevolence in Kant’s Metaphysics of Morals”, The
Review of Metaphysics, Vol. 53, 2000, pp. 887—914.

T T o I 11 B € e ANE e s U R SR N S VR i ) P T T = P (T 68 L1 32 S g 16
P, FR0 LA AL 43 BT R, A8 B35 48 102 “IE AR e AR b 245 R S 1 i B
iff, AR TR R AET 2] LR AH B[R] L],
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PR INFSERAE T SOy e BRI, AL T, “TEAERY . SR RTR R 5 T
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1991, pp. 203—239,

<114 -



NI A E

P FSCRSE IR T OREER) A AR 32 SCRIARE IR T30k, B T AR A e
FEXFER IR AR BOREAY AR, TorE s, A = —Jr i, X W g Il
3 A RS i R AR, X B BEAN AZEZE RIS S5 —T7 i, W DL S I i
T E A T HAM A Z I 09 L 2 i, RTERT LB AR i e — 32 K
b DL ES B AR A T 5 BE AR A T AR RO SERE . TR, AT iE DL B i AR
AR PR 55 R AR T A B4R

KABZ AN, 0 DL A ik vl LUR B — A TSR AR B ANt R
AN MR — LB, X —BARAE AR RE TS FITE 5 BERE , BRAR A 1E5C
A B X A SRR PRV A AMEE . BTN, EALIE RSBV N R A A 2.
R T R AR B 58 1 R R AN AT 3, i Mg s 1 SO A2 (A A7 T
() e RAGERENE FEAI LR o

I LSS L eh A A 2 )

KACA KOG IE4T H PR AR A AR R0 BT, APt 2 UM R T
RS HOARGRBN, A2 mGEOALXA SEAGEEE, P

XA IR T AR (HEAZEAE A SR IE AR ) Y [l SR AR 045
o et B %) A o PR SR RS T 25 A N LR AR 58 TR Hh A AMEMEA T . SRR e A
], 0 DL 17 AN A N 258 o I ok ORRr LSOk T W AR AE 5 AH R, Al AE
CAE T EE ) thR ], XEAJEMF, M0y “HE=s |7 B9 5 A R A s %
ATRA BT, BN = A — DR R ARG 0 N . R, %) iy D1 3R
Ui, WEIET L2 s R, IS DA ETEI R 0 S5 N AR T 2
MR . XM ER AL B — A H BT TR TR A AR KT, e DL B T A
BERSRIRIE: RV R R s iy b Y B E R B R B R A
A e (BB RIAT 3250 ), #3522, HUA 25 “4l [ 48 (pure nature ) ” B 48 RME T
%Tﬂ:‘fﬁﬂﬁkﬁiﬁﬂ(space of reason ) ” MR LT, IEFEA WM. (HIREUE, 05 DL gt
AT XF A SR MR ] A 15 R A 0 BT A8 Dl —— iR R AR BRI, iR fE N3y
A SC b (HR A DL S 3 A A al UR BRI 42, ik 2 B 12 e
SRABIUE A C A E R 0 A IR BE B2 I F A S8 A I e T R BE
B

B2, g DU EL SR AR W EOR RO PR T REISOARFRAT A TE R, A s 1T X
SIS ERAL, TR A T Ot a () BUZETERY” XA R

a Jiirgen Habermas, “Individuation through Socialization: On George Herbert Mead’s Theory of Subjectivity”, in
Postmetaphysical Thinking, Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 1996, pp. 149—204.
b Jirgen Habermas, The Future of Human Nature, p.33.

+ 115 -



PreEore 2020 4E5S 1 1)

t. 4 it

I DU B 3 A 98 SO AT LB AR =AM B (1) ARA R S \ZRIE PRI T
— D EAYR T S, 0 DL ETERZ O YRR 5 (2) Xk — A BT RE A B A
PR — TR A R AL, AR R S AR B R R W SRS 2, R AL
s (3 HENEA BB BYZOR, Al LA (2) F 305

TE R RAC B v, 0 DU ES 3T 17 A2 A 32 DAE SR 30 A M 7 5 -5 Bl il 7K
(Karl-Otto Apel ) AT, fliA N BAT L EAE X F A TCRIE" . © BNy, AF—
FLLRER RS AEAL 20 L WRATE R IR R, R 5 I8 7 2 B R _EXT IS
VR PEAN o SR1, SRR A EOR AR EOR , FO0 A A T B0 s i DL B A A T s
YR E BRI R, SRR UL C 4 IR T .

RIS RN ) A i (PR ) RETC I H S 55 1B RO AR R (112, IR A8 A7 3 1Y
PHAS [T AT i he—— A BRSO , LSO A MARAS B a0 B 5 34T T3
OB BE A F R o

XFI, e DL S 35 RRAS B WL B T AT A . AT SE AR A B BB ik
WG, 2B 0 BsE, (B3 —28 NIA]RESRAT IX O A R, 44K, e Trix
A S5 RS BRI R TG M 3 9 T S b O R T TR WL BRI, B AL R
B2 T OB ORI OCHIR T IT 58 . RAER BV F AR — DR Z AR, H
Uy DL BB UE A AR R 72 AN S UAR S, OIS ARt 2R N TR MR B XS HE e
R NEIE RS LR Uy o BE—2 0 DB ST A AR B P AR ) T 5K AT
SEANTEMTAY, 32 2 R A B AT R A A 4 SRR A TR, LA AL
REZE . T IR, AUSCRBY T “ A ERER BB H; AR
RO RZOR AT, Wy D1 S5 7 2 S I — 36 A % 19 B sl — OS2
RAE NS, AREIE XA EAE T L5 — 4 () BiE
e

(WS FHERK)

a Jirgen Habermas, The Future of Human Nature, p.67.
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of will (Ought), and bases the unity of the two on the “ethical community” within the framework of his transcendental
philosophy. With the concept “ethical life” Hegel brings the moral subject back to this world from the other world,
understanding her in the process of Buildung of her life-history. In modern ethical life Hegel saw more coherence than
conflict between the Objective Spirit as the crystallization of reasons and the Subjective Spirit that obeys the force
of reasons, but Marx, though his critique of ideology, discloses the societal power and the political violence behind
various “reasons” . In order to resist the oppression of these forces, economic basis should be created first of all for a
true integration of the political community, and the same kind of economic crisis that will lead to the final collapse of
the capitalist society will also release forces that will lead to a new form of societal integration. Marx, however, did not
realize that even in a society freed from exploitation and oppression the private autonomy and the public autonomy
must presuppose each other. This review of the complicated discussion from Kant through Hegel to Marx, in short, tells
us that for a crisis-avoiding state-politics aimed to provide fully functioning condition for the capital, both the demand
for legitimation under the condition of the post-metaphysical morality and the demand for societal integration under
the condition of multi-culturalism should be met; and in our world, especially in today’s Europe, a political culture
that meets both demands must be based on the historical experiences of the democratic struggle of the citizens in their
creative efforts of addressing the problems that they all face.

Key words: morality; the ethical life; Kant; Hegel; Marx; economic globalization; the political culture; the
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e Human Nature and Autonomy: Jurgen Habermas’ Critique of Liberal Eugenics Daniel C. Henrich
Abstract: This essay examines whether Habermas’ approach to bioethics implies that the ethical challenges
of eugenics cannot be answered within the scope of a deontological account, but only with reference to a concept of
the good life or a normative anthropology. First, Habermas’ “argument against alien determination” is elaborated,
based on an action-theoretical concept of “human nature” which is analyzed in part three. Habermas’ main
objection against genetic engineering, namely that it entails a reification of human nature by undermining the
consciousness of autonomy of the genetically manipulated person, is also discussed. Subsequently, his concept of
human nature as a condition of possibility of our ethics self-understanding, which is expressed in the phrase “ethics
of the species” , is introduced. It is argued that this term clearly indicates Habermas’ departure from the path of
deontological ethics. Moreover, this essay asserts that two readings of the argument against alien determination are
possible (a weak and a quasi-transcendental one) and that the expression “consciousness of autonomy” therefore
remains ambiguous. The fourth part of the paper deals with the question whether or not the argument against
alien determination is conditional on the assumption of genetic determinism. In part five, the author claims that
in contrast to earlier conceptions, Habermas now implicitly raises the question “Why be moral?” and at the same
time refuses to address it. The essay concludes with two different anthropological accounts that can be found in
Habermas’ work and that might be helpful to correct the anthropological deficiency of his bioethical account.

Key words: anthropology; bioethics; PGD, genetic engineering Jiirgen Habermas; discourse ethics

* How Is the Technical Justice Possible: A Investigation Based on Marx’s
Critique of Capital Logic WANG Zhidong MA Chao
Abstract: The development of artificial intelligence has brought about a new round of questioning on
technical justice issues. However, the research on technical justice lags behind the development of technology,
and the understanding of technical justice is not consistent. It can be said that technical justice contains
elements of general justice, but technical justice has characteristics different from general justice due to the
particularity of technology. Marx’s research on the context of critical logic of capitalist private ownership or the

critical context of capital logic is a positive construction of technical justice. In particular, although the issue
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