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o

OE. A ZWE R WIS E P EA R TS RA IR, Xk
ZH R T RBNLRG A, LZIT AT F F oA me, L&A
B T AR AT R E G T, AR BN AT L R iR A LS A
Vg A RITR: B ARSATA ZHHE AT F RIS B B B R
BB AR R LKA R R LR B LR BT, IR AL 2 Uit
B AR E, ABAEA “ERSDIC 495 LRI ; RG22
REGTRAAILES T A ORI R, S BB HIFEA 23T B4 RegE %,

KR AW, RiE; TR

HESES: B2 XEEREMN: A XEHKS: 2095-0047 (2021 ) 04-0069-84

—. 5l

[l

%' % (Richard Rorty ) 76 4 ZEH7 37 ( Wilfrid Sellars ) f {25 £ L 5.0 R )
(1956) FI5 I3 5 P T — AN E A RN . R BEZER T 2 y 0 I
ST 2 INATEE [ BE A 3 FR SR B, R4 4 221 ( Robert Brandom ) 24 7 &
TR ST RS BB B E B SR AR B O R — AN 3 5 e
Wi, (H2 3 I8 St A ESE— 20 B SR IF . AN SR U 1R L G I e 2405 (1997 ) iR

TEBEN: 0T, B EICET A bR
EETE : EZHP M B A 2205 Al 2 500 1S (0 F 45 . 14BZX063 ) FIE B2 A0
FHAERLA QURTHIBAITE 52 H 35 S5 AR AT B BetERUR .
(D Richard Rorty, “Introduction,” in Wilfrid Sellars, Empiricism and the Philosophy of Mind, Cambridge, MA :
Harvard University Press, 1997, p. 3, p. 8.

-69.



PreFor 2021 4E55 4

RIS, I A IUAETRA ] O 25 BB SRR 5 (0 2 b S A T PR AG A7 22
LR () SRS SR U A 22 L R IO ) (1994 ) v i IR i BE A 2 X0 1)
FE e ) (2002 ) RS 7ok A A BAKFE. 1 2007 4093 s ok ((HAT
2B ) T LR SRS AR SRR AR ST S SR P S RIS T, A 22 W %
S PR A Y, SR i A (93 G ZR 7 AT L AR R 1 WL
" O JHAE, A 2B T E OAE T8 = HE LGS RiA 2 CRs g5 )
A ) S AR AORE ) (2019) — 3. X —SCA L ERRA T I b 2 T 28
6 RTEA 220 R rh (5, 3 R LA I B AN S 1 B M il S T
— A M BT

ASCHIES A=A G, SPHTA 220005 T4 27 DB A s 4 i 0 A R B
BERBIE SN 585 HR, MUBLEEAS R A 22 WA BT AS T3R5, B B
SR FEA R X, LARAES “SERIMZ o sk R UL B, e A 22
(T4 B R VR TEAT DL A F F CIBE IR R, JF ML PR A 7 2 305 SRS SR
1 s

—. REHRXIRERR

FEVC 25884 UR P, 22 5838 /K (John McDowell ) FIAT 2205 ARYS: 1 ST 3 5 hy
BEETLAR” . A TERKE B, SCAEIF A ERE S A B P R IR Z A, S —TTF
AL E LSRR A T o (E P X SR Y B SUAE AR I I B
2 v IEOR F © BRI RETE U IR R 2 A IE L, A I S A1 A el
22 (stipulation ) Y SLRE T AJE T RERY, RIBES A AE— P M Wb A T i 5
XA . WIAEAT 006 R, BLIEA RS SE e AN Se s M i A S A 1Y
KFZ, Me s — R A5G 12 i S (I ) Ay st 22 SCCom oA ) 19
I8 T2 L PK LR AN 1 X R BB R LA N A I8R5, I, AR T 22 v il
IR, A 22 SRR I AN IR AL R R SE I8 UL, T A R Z A 48 2
WAT-HY o
A 22 W7E (2 5 ) OS5 IE TR 48 1 RIS RS P Y =2 —oexd e 1
SIS BURHOXT 57, HUUEIA SIRA AR AL, fRJm 2 A Rk 542 1 i
XFare AEF—HX LA, B S S R AL N A R BORL A 575 255 X 57

(D Robert Brandom, Between Saying and Doing: Towards an Analytic Pragmatism, Oxford, New York: Oxford University
Press, 2008, p. 200.
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o, R A AR B S RO IRAE R 57 5 FE50 =X b, BRI S R Y
XL MRS Z, TEREFEAR R, “HEER) SR 2 E AU P BN TS ER T
()00 RN PR S A P 2R sl Bk HE L 1], 3 A 1 5y vl A — e R Y 7k
IR, & SRR3R T 0 R 2, Sht 5 USR5 2R TARLE PR Sty

A 22 A, AR TN T XA —STie WS WA E e BRTE R4, IR 422 vl
IR 1o e e 32 2 S RO E S SRR A AR BAR R TCIE T Y . i, MR SRR
BARTCEE LA A AR 0 Oy S, (B AT AL — AR AR B Oy . I/ BT
— e T SRS, XRHE S 3 = AR A S BTHELS ( material
inference ), 54 (substitution ) 114§ ( anaphora ), il 1 iX = HISH 4, A =i
3590 RS L) = AN AR A s R S AR e, BRIV o S RIS RS N A
1 I R RS IR AR, e Rl R RURBR Y . R A 22 Y e — e — [l
157(ISA ) X 2% = JRHEE TR Lapieh, 5 — 2 3IXF T A) 5 (sentence ), IKiHK
]33k (subsentential expression ) F1LA BRI I (1) 45 18 FH Sk Y 24 59 AN m =1 42 kY
(‘unrepeatable tokening ). LLiX 4~ 2 AL A 4540 (HETS 24077 2R FRATTOCTHE R e,
TG B A1 DR FATOCE IS ) S eal, A =245 2 79 & e e X fh
BUARETE b ) B O M O ] S — R S A A 1 55 JER I S AR P
YA EIEH R B, EAEAERXAF0, TEEFAOL T, R . S H
M. @

B 22 A 2, AT Ry B e 32 SO SR s IR TE =Y — oIl
WL, AEAES 32 SOBEASE Y DG AS I ) C B R AR eA TR WL B 1 FRAE (PR gk R
IRIFSE ) g T “BRAE-ZER S 81 7( Kantian-Sellars thesis ) 784 2§ AR 9 5¢
B, O M 2, A5 220K SR — U S IR T SR ) B TP R
UL, BR5EE “AmAEAY B 2P "(the primacy of the propositional ). A “£ A Ky, FHEfE
03— WAL S A EEAE R B, MU ATEEEE L PR E4EEY),
MR FI WA T AR, 2N IE T A R R DR AR fal (80 25—, FIRVERY
2 3 ( Verbindlichkeit, bindingness ) >k 45857 4 Wr 19 A7 M ( G ligkeit, validity ),

KRR B 2R HEMER) 51382, TR IR I T
SR

S A R ) B R Y B R AR e TTR F R A L T —ARE L, O

(D Robert Brandom, Making It Explicit, Cambridge, MA : Harvard University Press, 1994, p. 618.
@ 1bid., p. 622.
® ZWINT : (VCREEAAIRTISE ), L AR 2018 4FRR, 5 145—147 BT,
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PR AS B e A By . FEAT WA R, X IERRIE T 5527 M ELIE
o AR TERRTEER K, I AR 4 2 L E B TCRE S —— I A AE Tk
I FHME & AR T AT i e ok A R LR R P A AR AR PR i A — R LSS ) oT
VA R L B O R A . O30, BREES hS RIAA 1 [X 43 A
A FII 7 regularity ) Al “TT4E"( responsibility ) X435 Rl J W& BT vz FH A9 4518,
Ji R N PR 8 B 40T, T R MR B 2 s U] 8 DO 0 I b s A TR T I 7%
10 P PR = P = o3 EN P8 7 N R SR | 55 U K < 9 s 16 S W R S S K]
HGZS BERUR RS BB (OB IEZS BE 2 T X 437 @ PRI, 0 SR AT TAE 8 A/ A 5
B [ B — A S AR IR AR, SCRE R DA ST AS R 8 2 v T8 R ISR e i Je%
SRR A Ak, MR LN B i fE (SEAE ) S anfof i e B Y “TH M~
s S 1Y RN X, B S R B e e — M ST

ATDAE R, A7 2Z 00 FREAR A —A R EH R, 5 S AR AR KA L2y
T A O TR E TR Z0T WL o A == K i ok HE 1 SORE S = 2450k & 1E
FRAEA AL, FF7EI R 3 s — RS AR i AT Rtk . PRAR R IE SR FEIX
PRI REA T A A LR o A 22 WU AL R AR R R R R R B, FRATTRT L
of FRAR IR PR 5 75 > SE BT BRAE RS IE , B AFRME 32 SCHEE R 3R3A 3 L, LA
FAEHRy R B 1 g sk BRI U o AT 43 ket g T el 22 3 0 ) Bl 25 i) — ik
—BRP AL ER AR BT B TEM AR RR B R LR R A
T B R B R

=, BRRHE—TETR: NEEEENIIREEX

Ay 22 A A AR ST IR FLAS B A B B R R 2, A BT B R A SRR S
PRI — R “f# B "( Deutung ) 55— DRI A R o B 23 B9 M0 DU £ 33X Aol 2
G ry i v B AL AR TR T B RILTE , SRR Y knowing-how 2 FH MU AL O
PPERY knowing-that, A7 2= W0RE X FhHE T FR R “F 1A HE J1 " expressive capacity ), Jf:
5 O BRI FR A T A Q] P A TR i <k e @ i e I, IE
XA FRIBLEE AFETE, 165 LRI 2 5 & AU T30 A& R BVEAA TR, iE
2 O T W By 2 A A o A 22 A S R SRR BE ) 2 0 g 5 B A9 52 o

(D Robert Brandom, Making It Explicit, p. 625.
@ 1bid., p. 624.
3  1Ibid., p. 77.
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PEHERE, fdg i, FRATHTE AW BRI XA sk FAm b
F—AWrE, W2 REE ARERRIA TR WRtZ U, IR % il
L0 AT 20 e 18 1 R B A0 R A 2 B EE . O T kR T SORNTE P T AR A T
i (LR EA AT AW IE ), BRI TR M RIA R 5 BB R
T H, FATREBISHEE ARG, 110 SRS QEREXFEHZ N, —4
28 B A RE R T AR A B 2 — R I S0 ), DR T8 552 B 19 3K S8 R ik 22 [1] 1Y
PR

A 2290 B, XA AR 32 SO 3R GK SR HEE 2D BRAE BRAR I L2 & W
BRETT 1o T e KT SBAR KA TAERT 42 . SRAS IR I AR R AEIS A B X 23
( Verstand ) FIEEME: ( Vernunft ), 7ERAS /RIS L, A B 72 20 vk b, g A B S 21
WERPER BT . SRASRTE ORI G2 ) thidiad X 23 “ A 7E"Can sich ) B AR “H
7(fii rsich ) B’ ABIAffE 78 13X — i, MB35, WUk, L AE R A, HIFEA
e N RAVE A R, B4 AN, A 2R A 20y
A O AR IR . A RIS @ 5N s A S A M
FIVE M) BIE T S84 LAT] BRI HEACHT 2.

IRIG R BARIR I I ik o Al 22004 JRAR IR T YR e O “ B Rk 3 7
(logical expressivism ). X— 7L H THZNM. BT, AR S sE s HLfE
Sy AL RE "( Denkbestimmung ). EARFLE , 1E R —FhHLE (bestimmt ), HACEF A
Wik Ry, B R EEINREA I MW, 27— AR R b A B AR M B
)M ASIE) T RRAE, SRS IR Rt — R R i v 2 i g FIk e =, dlad e il
MR AR 23 TR Ak ) A2 iam B BFIEIZ ). 3k A RR Y 1z T 7 SRR A IR B
“BUAFATA( der spekulativeSatz ), HRHEX AR 32 AL, AR CRE LAY &
B EB VER I AL B, 250038 iU LEA A B B 3RA TR R BT
BN I IV N E e e BRI

A = WIAE 2005 41— SCR IR, BARIRIEPRIX 2 T PR 2 iEE
FIZAML S . SRS H W15 TP OS2 A 2
SRR AR BT = B W, X SO RS WY TR ORI 47 ) A2 4

Robert Brandom, Making It Explicit, p. 643.

FEARIR: CREMILG 2 ) 1A, MG . EIANGE, Ut WIS EN-I0H 1981 4Fh, 5% 13 B,

SENBERRTRE A, 5 A] DAHLE B AR AU SRS R AL S LR A A R Ry . Lo, FE 0k, Bk
BPURAE T AN i, w FUR SR AN, O R ARACER RS AR SRS e e
SR, NRETE A S M RS SR T REIERE ) 4385 . S U, Klaus Dii sing, Das Problem der Subjektivitdt in
Hegels Logik, Bonn: Bouvier, 1995,

OO
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) B TR O A 2 S 2 M I B 1 P AR AR 1 S PR TR
TF, AR EATTHE2BAS IR AR 35338 1 [A] ) e 38 M1 8.7 expressive role ): “Xif BEA% /K
M, I XA R FRIA A A, e B R a2 RS R A
PP — SRR A AT . S S — Fh TS @ IR TE 53— Il b S
, e OGBS R R B AR & R (IR ™ )5 ThiAE
(i) i, A% KR A R AL & 7 ) SR 25 [R] 7 1] A A
SERRIE RN, ENTRAZPAT KT HY s /" AR, A 2 Wids i, 7E8R
FIRTESE T, SRRV W] DA B M Y, B ORI 2 ) hiEy “4ax)
IR, S (i ) iy “gaxden. ©

IR T SIS R TR S O, BSE Vi T Y 22 R A A
( Sittlichkeit ), VFE R SRS IRAESL I FHE 24— F 245, 2847 ( Charles Taylor ) )
CHBAS R ) (1975) TEARRAREE b sgmi 1 A 220, 2 ALY BB TR A P T
FEAR IR YA FR—— BRI GE—PE” Ve B PR, IR AR KBS T &
FHE XA R, 2R A5 PR RS PR T T AR KA ek SO
18" (expressivist theory ): “— > FARZ I e NG IR FRIAZ S RERH A T {th
AT LB Tl R R ™ Al ARk 32 SO — MR ) I B 248
EXCER ARSI, PO CEAUR AR AT BB, 1o SRR O H, XA
Rk SGEX R B ESI Y L GG A TR0 Re . “ A Fab b iy &I A g
I AL BTS2 LA AP BE R FROA ) EHTTHT T 1 1 L @ e — e, A
PR A A T SO HOR— MR anfaf s~y L A 38, [l ihid & —Fp Rk
RIS XAEWA XM IR T SONMUGE T T R0 2 58 32 S0
B, WM 7oA S TR T O S, TR R o SRR

A 2 3 BT ) 19— > S i X 43 2 B 25 B (normative attitude ) F1HE i B 1y
(‘normative status ): ML By ELEEMRRE T RVEFIERS S2AT A, ARV A5 3 U g e 1

(D Robert Brandom, “Sketch of a Program for a Critical Reading of Hegel: Comparing Empirical and Logical

Concepts”, in Karl Ameriks & Jii rgen Stolzenberg ( eds. ), International Yearbook of German Idealism 3, Berlin:

de Gruyter, 2005, p. 134.

Ibid., p. 134.

Robert Brandom, “Replies”, in Bernd Prien & David Schweikard ( eds. ), Robert Brandom: Analytic Pragmatist,

Frankfurt: Ontos Verlag, 2008, pp. 180—181. 248k, CRiMING 2% ) A1 (GBI 2E ) X P AR IR BETE (AT b 5 X

R, XA RS T — MBS R HERY )

@  Charles Taylor, Hegel, Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1975, pp. 16—17. Ze#l: (247K ), 5K [E
THAFIE, B AR AL, 2002 4F AR, 45 23—25 T, AT SCMIGE—, KeEtem R R R F L7
—RECN “RIKT M CHRR L,

©E
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Ay 2 UEAN PR A R BER: B A SITAG

EREA IR FE N XN By o (2 38 M) 19 3 8 B2 3 i R A
R IR B VLS B AEE By Je MATE TE S e R T Xy, LAl
B, FATAT ATE SR AL A2 1 EAR SRR X O3 B s et [ A s e b i3t o3
M, DL R R i I an e PR R 25— NSRRI A AT 2258 1, X2
JEARENAE (NTE TR RS2 ) 5 AME COME T L RIRRY “F A ) i IX ),
e B & S E W Xy, EMRIR T I2E b, AT D 2Rk 32 U7 &
NG E )V I, 7RSS TR LR R T b, AT AT LU ER S B91C 34T Rk 1) kg
W SR M AR, S —Fhi7 37 T IC AR EAMEVERY iR
(interpretive equilibrium ).

TERAR IR ORI 7 ) b, AR RERfE 1 | J6E | RIPEA F FR R B
O RIFABEIEIR X LB B A A2 R Ok , X Se B G “ IR r 5 el
HiEIRR, BLR R0 ROER A B AMER BT BORE S ORI R I SE B T . XTI,
A 2= (2 W) A — DB PR, OB Mg ) b, MRS E
( phenomenal attitudes ) e Ji & JE 3 5 —FEH G A TR 2 WL 5 ( phenomenological
view ) Hl—0, SBHR/R S NG SRR -0 52 4axd iy " O, A
(2800 ) TEsE b, PRS2 R0 B R 1“4 x 1l gl “ 34117
(We ) LA SRR, A 2 W48 e FH B RN TE M 5 1 22 A5 i [R5
I T S A WA R T, X bR - il At 2 PR A FRE L X RERY L[]
PRACREE “FRAT” 2 B T AR S8 1 3 B el @ ek —Aif
CFATT BT, AR TR AT B A RIS R T2 SR o S B 2 2
AR BB AR N TH A — 2 AR 38 0 T INERTE 23 RIS TR S BRI R 45
RS R T — it Bl Mt SRR A RN R RAT T @

A 2=, T S R AR B S, FRAT X B A A A e
P32 SCRIAI . — 7T, TR Z i, AR 22 0 M W] 3T A O
W, FEX A b, “FRATE A R R IV R T, RATIE R ZE . AFRE
EEAELE” @, B —Ir i, B BN BRI AR AU R RE E R,
=AY, B U TRE A BRI ——IF B 2D RES I TE HL X FRATTR

Robert Brandom, Making It Explicit, p. 716, n. 35.

Robert Brandom, Making It Explicit, p. 643.

Ibid., p. 644. CREPHILGE ) X I AR . RSP FERYLE XS AYSHA, BB RN LI Z FE53 69 A
RSz, JRENTE AR 2E S . 45 B ARAE R A B, A BTG — Mifefe : FptE3AT, migkd
ORI AR ORISR 2E ) B4, 4 122 3,

@ 1bid., p. 650.

OO
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PN IR RIS © A3 2R PR, B AU 3 5 9
SRR FIR AW, FANTAOURIE BT 547, b2l o 32 A AT T i 3
RHATIEE Y, IR AR R S BB S AT A B . AR RE—FP [ R
b, BATABFE A CFBRI, 27 A CFRBEET, Mkt e B4 Yri
H AR

M, BERRHE_NET: FRERS “SEXEZ”

TERRTERR L, Seso 7 =i 55 AR M W . Bl e AL R, B R
FRLARTRER S RIR T 2 PRAR RN AL IR - XHATR B RE 6 TN RA B
7 S, RSBTSRBTS X A AW b 6T o ARAE A 22 WA A2, SRAK RO
PX —HEPE) B 7 R AEA T STESE N B 0 . FEAt SiEEE T, 29
M EARBER XS B — MR LY, A — PR B IR AL 25 25 LA R 7R I RE il |
AL S By, A AR (T R EEE ) (2009 ) RS e < BRAS IR Y FE B
TETHR I, T IB GRS A ARAE UL, RERE LG R | SOV BT B i LG R 4
i, BT AT B A5 A SR A B e A At 2 5y @ R T 1848
FEIR T S X —AEX AR AL, AR 2O PRAR R X — s 5 YA A 1 SR B
B, BATAT LR B E BB IS AR 32 SRR 32 30k 22 s AR IR AL 2 e
PGS X SR AR (0 S X AR R 2 . O 221X — B IR 3

TUBRTE T LAKG 40 0% 3 il 220 7 g S Az R i E 25 R

A 2 e A g ) X T R ER A L 2 B (logical rationality ).
T H P E (instrumental rationality ). % 15 B ¥ (translational rationality ), #fE 18 B 14
( referential rationality ) #1752 Bt (historical rationality ). @ BRI 1848 FIM 44
PR R R B N RERE DX 3B B AR MR EIRRIE IR, TR B S BRI
R, BRTACER | WA FIE S AT s R A 5K B R A A AR AR A A

Robert Brandom, Making It Explicit, p. 643.

Robert Brandom, Reason in Philosophy: Animating Ideas, Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 2009,
p. 66.

(3 Cf. Alexandre Kojé ve & Raymond Queneau, Introduction to the Reading of Hegel, New York: Basic Books,
1969; Axel Honneth, The Struggle for Recognition: The Moral Grammar of Social Conflicts, Cambridge, MA :
MIT, 19965 Terry Pinkard, Hegel’s Phenomenology: The Sociality of Reason, Cambridge: Cambridge University

@
@

Press, 1994; Robert Pippin, Hegel’s Practical Philosophy: Rational Agency as Ethical Life, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2008; Dean Moyar, Hegel’s Conscience, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2010.
@ Robert Brandom, Tales of the Mighty Dead, Cambridge, MA : Harvard University Press, 2000, p. 2.
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Ay 2 UEAN PR A R BER: B A SITAG

2, AR A, U REA 5 AR M 12 UL IR AT T RERE S I (5 R A il B
CHIEIL, IS ZEIFXHE . TERIPRIRVEE R, 25 IR AN TR PR i) 32 2 ) e
THEGRHIA N BA TR DUE B SR (5 N A R RIS AR B BT MBI, A
NI IR E A S Z MBI SC R o MRS (AR A 2 i A A
) WA, BEERIELE A A B R A S IR A 558 B B = SR 25
g, DB FOEE M MEFIE Y BRI, N B FLIEJERES) “AT”. e
P FEA ST BN ARSI AE (A2 50T ) P A3 1 Se Ay I B

TE MR BN, Al 2200 S 158 oM MR Dy s R, AR, (il
ZUEMW ) hE S E 1 R VRN, (R — BT (G ) h A 1R 2
WA e, JFAE (L 3 ORI ) (2011) iR BB IE 285 . A 2200 R, AT
PR B 32 SCE—— DA s i b A AR JE 2% o Sl —— O 2 e 3 1 48 3 Ui i
[r) T O ok e ) g PR = SO RN 28 32 SO X3 T . R 3 AL
PANZ 0 e RIS EAR T X (inferential holism ), EITA Ry HAME& 2 [BIHES
FA BRI E FEAMEE IR N 2 s HUOR “PRE ) fE & X rational functionalism ),
HIA K 21T 6 35 SAE T AR b B f (. © T HERRAG SERTE T, At iEI7E
X AR PIMEAETS 3 SO i N AR SR — D RS A o FROTTZEEIE S A Z e ak
B RS EAG NS B, B A REMT IS C, ECE I AT DU IS D, X1t
AR & ) (A 2006, 55 1 MRV AR B, T A WY 4 A T HE 18 20 R 1) )
(intentionality ), X FPRLIEZ M b 095 m) e IR 2 —FPRLIETRIC . A2 iidg i, &
it RGO IMARIEGRIEF &, JFA DGO RAERY R P, T RRAE AR WAR 1A 7E T
YR, RAEME SOFARR BT, M2k A G, Wl 2 v, BT e & m rkr)
FAERIRWE RAE R . WBERIEMAT [V X RERIEY) 61 5 55 T B

FRETE —FE, MBRAR KW IR B 7 A g R 2 B, (B A AR A ],
& IR N N A S 5 44 % ( transcendental constitution ) &P 42 — Fl 23 % 4 ( social
institutionalization ), PRI, A& PRI AN Z A6 R MY, T2 BB 7R Z 10T A # Brrh
A IS DL g , AR S B, BVE By RO 3RAS — € Je — Tkt 2 PR st A
G Y, RAR R — B “FE2sDEE 32 L (social functionalism ) Kb 78 HEFE 1Y)
LI B " normative rationalism )o@ 7EC 5 SCE 11 5150 R SR 2
S (statutory law ), AR 4 MEAK /R 1 BB 2 2T 472 ( common law ). ® (AU =80ESS

(D Robert Brandom, Tales of the Mighty Dead,, p. 29.
@ 1bid., p. 31.
3 Ibid., p. 13.
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AT TR FEAR X FRETE AL I AR D8y 2 DR R UR AN At I, 2 DRCIRT ] “ = ke
PEFRIRGE R “XUZ R, B2l B 3, AR5 R TS B, i
WTE R [ B B S B SO RN T AR TR, JRAS R Uil R < HR )2 %
R AR FRIE R “XUZMRRE”, BN Jere e B0 i s h lsr I, AR5 PR T 28
B, MRV, 2 RN E TS SRR o A 2R Y X A PeE S
S A LI fE E C7( pragmatist functionalism ) 2 BEAREBEAS IR 1 “HE S
( conceptual idealism ) FY S @

ARG X TP B2 AR, FRATTARE eI 25 e LS, T A 2500 i ] ) — L e i 2
H— 5 FR I MR S fE o A 22 AN PRAS R T Y 2280 7( Erfahrung )
B da R TS TSR DR R . e (R AERORE R ) rhas th,  BRAS ZORE e A
WA R R . AN E 0 N 2 B TR 2 IR SR R
I, 2803 AR R TR DI AL e A 2 ] T U R R 1 VAT R A A, [ Pl
SEWTRRE S A AR I, B A R R B @ A LA
N T BRI AR, FRAT T U A A ST M A 2 S B SR VM Y
HA, LSRRI UL, B ATTEXT A B 9 SO b 314 B B iR R s
PRI, B R0 P B B 1 — il 32 SO UL, IS FEAR K gk — 2 e ] o
P sl 3 R A R, Xk, AR E RIS C 2845 Hh ) D4R —— e
O AU B ——Z S SRS 15 = AR D s e

CIEEAORE IO TEAR KRR B b2 Bl 5845 3 Py e 4B B T, B0y 2 R L
VEJRAE PRAS ZK BT vp B A N7 AN HTRLE Y Dy st bR . A 2207 Th 8 ke R R
SEPAERY BT ZEgAEEE"( 2019 ) et AR IR 4 I s B FR Ry MM ERE"( recollective
rationality ). @[] 24 i VI 3 ) 28 4% AR A5 CRS M BLG %% ) (05 d by 7 Il 92
( Erinnerung, recollection ), B8 & 842 19 JJ7 52 (die begriffene Geschichte ), HE4%
JREIE : “HAs . 3R, 8IE H R RS, 08 0 25 SRR S
LURIMZAGIE R, BIHZEAT A SR BRI A B RS e T 100 E 8. @ 1k
YU <M i H SRR 7 BASRA HE R AR A
TEA N, X H T JF Bt e b o —A4 B 1E A OS A R ERIMAA7ER s X

Robert Brandom, Tales of the Mighty Dead, p. 53.

Robert Brandom, A Spirit of Trust: A Reading of Hegel’s Phenomenology, Cambridge, MA: The Belknap Press of
Harvard University Press, 2019, p. 7.

Robert Brandom, Heroism and Magnanimity: The Post-Modern Form of Self-Conscious Agency, Milwaukee: Marquette
University Press, 2019, p. 20. 3X/MPFEEEE T T (IEIERE ) BOA% ORI SCHES 18

SRR ORI :) T4, 56 275 Tt

® @ ©6
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SR, T AAEE FUR TR0y A" O T ke, SR AR T 32 AR SR -
A7 RAIAA AR Z I C R . K B, A 3R SR AR S P B
XES7 B B s s BES IMMEMTAMNE T BB ARVE, 2 il F7KIA ( Anerkennung,
recognition ) K SLH F & .

IR B S A0 s ST AR A F AN Rl B, CRFMIERG 7 ) iy <32
WOARIEYE” S FRNT BRI — s AR SCAS A 220G 32 2R R A AT SR TR
S ERCRRIED: , B IR 0 WCRRIEE R 52 R BB B S AR P D LB AT Z
IR AT R @, AFE CEFr PR ) i o T BRI S 5 s < R A
M TAA THERE, FEAA A THE ;. A S AR RIS , e AA T AU
BE N8 3 17 57 BT A AUBOR I SR AB AN . AR R, e A AR,
T NBESS N A AT DA SR IMBAI A R Ty T ARG IR By, HE ALt A
RN TERRNE SO L, WAt AT (Ht A SR BRI, A
REAT OO AR~ @ A 225, b 28 AU AN BT A R o e g 3 2
o, BE O T IR AR A L 0 R B SOMBRPE AR BURA AR SR AT ), FRAT ]
e MRS A LA B PR AU AN DT AR XA A MRS o BREAE T BRI 1 Bl ok
ZEEHIENER MR B TR AR N Gt e — R R, SRR IR T ix— R, 7RI
(IS5 A MR AN 1 B AN TR LRI IR @ MR | A
[ KR Geist) MBI T “TEARINBL B 5 B8R ikt sk ©,

BAG 22 WOZ T IR S, FOGEE” hX 3 (R S AR R AR T B
TN BRAE KBNSy T ek — a5, AAE (IR AR BORTH ) vh AR L T JR A% K
TEARVIETER B PIAS “EH 7. XMADE F AR RS TE 2 TR
IR 5ERE DL

AR IR IS — AN SRR N EIRUL, R MR P IEE R s (HIX IR
PRUR R NI i 5 AR AN AN 2, Tt 2 DR BRASF S TE AR S AR AR AT, e
[t B R34 M SCE B, Al AR D — RS MR AR o — A Bz e, 2E0EK | %
AR, BN 2, SEMELE AL A A7 TR I 2 B0 R A8 T 2 Al A A7 SR AL
NERZRAIE . [FIRE, RN IRE R, TR T A EAREM R AR

ROR CHMILG ) T, 5 122 T,
Robert Brandom, Tales of the Mighty Dead, p. 55.
Robert Brandom, Reason in Philosophy, p. 70.
Ibid., p. 66.

Robert Brandom, Tales of the Mighty Dead, p. 49.
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ST T A5 AT B i A AR 7, R RELLE SR N R B 1547 R . ©
A 22 Y, BEAR K AR AL 2 1 SRS AU PR 2, X TR TR
HATEIL, ATE RS, R 2 E S0 A 200y, BB gesm i M
I B 40y MR T R 9 25 B ( status-dependence of normative attitudes ), 11 DA B AR
WA ST G0 G R HE A AR T LS B 03 " attitude-dependence of normative
statuses )o SEMEF N A RYE F1EFRATATRR], ML RO T RS B0 19 JE 5207
FoEn BUEE Ry, AN, A EIX —T7 5N BB T 3 Y 9k 3 7 (heroism )
A EBERIAGIZ . AFE T XIS, BAR IR IR I RO TR 7 SR R B A
MEYEE AR o 7ERME R IR BRA I oy, MRS B AL B 03 JE AR B AR 1
—J7 T, B By th ML BE ST, 50— J7 T, RS By SOR A BTS2
A IERRPESR B T hRifE.

AR IR IS AV SRR B R RO BB AR R R . A R
PEFIWT IR PN R, (HE A B T A A X R
IFEIN”, T “4E4E A M e SX A ESE”, TR R UURE Y
sty FE8 ISR P S1E225 {5 R DR AN ST il ) TIPS 7 1 60 O SRR TE 35 A B0 A B3 A
G O (EE T R R PR ST MUY R, S R A, PN R
Rl o A 2RI 5 AR B TR AR R FEACTE ST (semantic attitudes )
Y FE A TE I 1 15 ( Gestd ndnis, confession ), i 2 ( Verzeihung, forgiveness ) 115
% (Vertrauen, trust ), 1E/ELEXR X b, D s B 0 (0142 3 B A A == PR A < v
KIF4Z.7( magnanimous recollection ), HA% /R 198 5 321k £ AL ZTE I FH T 00K
Mo TESRAS IR, A5 AR T HOA AR TS 5209 “SORERIL” (9 55—l “IRIL” .
COUFRAFAE A, FFTAF AR 1A A [ a5 Sonfe i, st IRk A
C AR Bif 2 1 N E B FINRBIFR AR AAAE, FAARE], fbRAF ) 3
FAAEIE B AT LA H B RIA B RO E 0, RO EM e SR
{8 A B BEIRBE ERIXTZR A, Nt EE]: &5 ERXRESTTN—M, &
BRAE T I G2 7 @ B JR () AR R Bt 2t BT ) R AL
TR 7 3 2 [B] i b4t ™, A =2 0 B 5 3 X — S5 M FE R b R AR iz Y, AR
B L, (R BRI (R 1 S AR, S R A 54 @,

AR ORI G ) T, 55 172 1L,
I 45, 55 173 5L

] 45, 45 87—88 Ui,

Robert Brandom, A Spirit of Trust, p. 621.
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Ay 2 UEAN PR A R BER: B A SITAG

A 22 Y, U D P B 7 A TR R R —— P 25 B R
AR AR, LA BB P | S R Sf 7R 8 7 A g FE M 99 7 s —— 25 45t
S, REALAEF “ BB A B T 2 SRR 1 TR, SRR B T S
B B A AR ERNTTEE . © e (SRR ) 2 Bt Rk —
Tl LA TR 2 JE 1V L, MR RN SRR <52 32 i 2 pragmatist
semantics ), @ A7 2 Y, ol —Fh A BAL R I0IE X, Wb R, B
N ASTETRAT B 15 S P FRAT VR LA R 24 o, B ok S AR P 258 ) 2
A AR TR A B G ZERE I HE A il b, DU AR AT T A 3
FREFETERSER I, SRR R IS 2 L b e— T il SO RATE 2, o]
FEFAR (7 LI A L FIR N S B R T A4, BB S Ze TR 35 47 P A S 8
E NI S

£ N l%\gﬁll‘ii$1ﬁ

P2 SOl A ) o, A 22 el R E o — 2% 95 T S5 X (linguistic
pragmatism ) % HE (A SE B of [] Iy L2 22 B0 Sk 32 ORI o8 2 SO ERE . g
Y, SRHRTE SCRITE FIA P4 R 2 S — 2R HGR T IR IR S 2 3, BIDRE R 3C
HMIE | AR ECH A T SRR ST ORI AR R, T F A T R B9 A
W), DT IR M. 26 — 2R RO IE SO 3250, B BERB i #2571
PSR, AT TAn e sz AR, SR AT B R B SCH . A 220 X P 2% S Y
DX 73S e WA T 5 BB T A Do), EATTRE & S RPN T A . 5k
W 3 SCE R 5 2B AR N A (T 3 LRl PR i S e (ST 2
S5 TSI ORI 3 4 2k S B S e 5 e A 7 @ 3k
T LA DL E PR e R 2, S A X — B AR A R A BEAR B T
AIBE IR . FAT T T LA 2, A 25X SRS R A 1 S B A £ S I -0
TSR B R TR T B B BISAEAS , TR EA I B S BE B HLALR
TR0 BUAEFRATTEE AT 22 W00 S ZR A S — D RS PR PAL

(1) Robert Brandom, A Spirit of Trust, p. 31.

@ EAEAPRS IO IR A R BRAEUE X BAS K CREMIILG ) 19—~ S2 1 32 SR SRS, IS A R 0k
X AR IR CREM LG ) B— MR, (E%F 00 B iR AT LA & A

(3 Robert Brandom, A Spirit of Trust, p. 32.

® Robert Brandom, Perspectives on Pragmatism: Classical , Recent, and Contemporary, Cambridge, MA: Harvard
University Press, 2011, pp. 62—63.
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HAE R ERZ A S . — 7T, A 22 W (A SRS K B RN TS
R 3 A% e R B EE A ) (2000 ) H A X 43 T MR E_E ( bottom-up ) £l
M EFT Cop-down ) TR SRS, i AR B8 7, ERES 2
N E AR R ATRE T AR R —— R E B E &8 Biay 1 B
R ——RG M BCLE B 2 RB 07, M W MAL&S I 4R, —A> A
RSP , Sk e T HAIWATZh ", A 22 00ids 1, 3 Rh i SO R AR 52
PRl o S 32 SO SCRE AR T S, B 2 S8 50— BRI Y - 32 UK
O R SRR IR — DR (HLAnL 4 ) WIS TR SRR o3 L 23 AR AT
HABZER (USRS 24 ) Mgl BRAR T “HEWS 32 SO SO R R E i R iR 1R
(7. O MKAIPART , 75 210 B HELE TN 20 tHAT 50 4RARTT8R 8 A 1 X
B o MAMBEI R SRS IR 7 R BRI i B ARLER , A LG T2 PRI ZEh i
FRIVE SO A LB S R A 55 PR R T R k. @

B85S —J5 T, A 2 WA R A0 R R 2 SCRAR 14 [ g S 26 1 BEAR 7K 10 248 X6F
Fe S . ZREIX A T RS IR B AR B BEIE Y (ontological dialectics ) 17 52 BEE
% Chistorical dialectics ) g i, “ASARIEAYRFIEL A — 153 2R B 1) 5lbr i
THifR . HHIBESTETRY], 2T REARARIE T —A> B A AA P w R,
7 7 SRR TN IR, BRR A D s R e IT 2 Jir, FRAT = B e I A AR ITAE T
AT EH A7 ST, Z8E s IRATC o RN 7 ik s ™ M8 A BF IR A “fi
BEPER s B2 I . @ BoAT 1 FLARIE 22 B 3 — X 437 BB AR AR B 8 2
WAL, ZRAT 2 WA, A BRI 0 2 Rk T SCRII s B = SOV IZ AT 2
TE “fift REPE R B R B RRIERS” AORLA T RIF Ry T —Fh B R (5, Al
2GR REAS (U 2 T I Y AR P — o S 20 B A, OF B8 — A TR
FEAYZ MRS s AHAR IR T AR K, A 22 WO AR IXANTE “FRA]” T h 528
(R TA  hAAEA  SCRY A X

HRBEARIBIZT RS FNTNOZE 2, S 2B 1R R A Py
WA X, (A O FH Z AR a7 28 3 L (pan-logicism ), RIFE
RO R SSAE R A AU I, K2 B RIS VRN SEA B 1 B SR TT o JRARIRIIESE
I —DEHEE, MEE I L R X PR M r Uit 22 iy . JATES], A 22 Wik

(D Robert Brandom, Articulating Reasons, Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 2000, pp. 12—15.

@ A (AR s T 2 4 IS T S0 RIVESE A ORDCIE = k1 30), VTR, B AR
JiAL: 2019 4R, £ 49 BT

(3  Charles Taylor, Hegel, p.218. Z&#): (BAH5IR ), 4 332—333 WL,
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Ay 2 UEAN PR A R BER: B A SITAG

VAT W5 o BB AR 2 SRS M 0, B4 X I 5 R B VW T 2 T B
ik LSS SR B BRI 3 R N R 1 — 4, (ELR S Sl T
SRR AAGEAERE . BTSSP L S, IE A LA TR Y, A
VA 2 BRG JR I A AT AR BE , A Al ) FERE A 75 58 HE3 S 4 1 ) B i
ZJ5, BVl RREEE SR I ARG RUB T 2%, © Hk, 7EA 2200k,
A T ARSI 2 J5 10 SBAS R IR R IR B, T EFFRCY . AT BARR, 1
EF AR “— LR B A, FEX AN L, ik [ 2R “Adkip
BT S, MR AT — RIS FAb L A R, @

{2, IEATE T (Paul Redding) FF4g 1, 76 FIA-HF0T 2 (0B, BB A% /K
BT T b2 T 10T WA 7 6 M T R A, TS 8 2 B JR A B A2, T
R E SR R AR R 2 R S 2, B AR RS AR -
TEGEWERT ) T BT IRRE A E T AEAE (B o o 1 S22 14 R
T LB FPEHE ) ) f) < SEB BT RS H I A TS R A T T S0 53 4 B 35 11 8
CERTPHRE YRR WAL AR, AR INZERITETRATTX IR A WRIE
ORI B, XL B A T RAT YIS T B (O RRAE , SRR AE A
TIEAEZ MIMHES R, FERCAEE L, SRR e B alis Y2 L T A
(97, T S AR 2 AR 1 e B AR Y, RSB RIS HL, “JEmE I BT s T
EHIB L2 MR TR L2 LR R ORI 2, e ORI 257526 20 i
SRR BT F IR AR B T IR @

Q0 SR FRATT l A3X A A R LSRR AR TR T2, b 7 B A 22 T4
) T A 3R 46 SRS AR TR T L 2%, T S ik FRDAS SRS 2 B AR R i — 2
(ontotheologie ) FIHE SR MR L2 TAEBIBSFF ok, S8 I, BRI Ry
Bl RS P DA R A 14 A7) B S AR R BT T2, Sk B T
SRR 2 WA [~ R 5k . O 1 SUZ T P I L2 T 2 o 2 s 4
AR I () FEL B , 30 2% SEL B O A TR A3 B S IE 3 S BT 17 L 2 S AT e B

Bernd Prien & David Schweikard ( eds. ), Robert Brandom: Analytic Pragmatist, p. 179.

Ibid., p. 182.

Paul Redding, Analytic Philosophy and the Return of Hegelian Thought, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
2007, p.232.

Walter Kaufmann, Hegel: Reinterpretation, Texts, and Commentary, Garden City: Doubleday, 1965, p. 196.
Cf. Klaus Dii sing, Das Problem der Subjektiviicit in Hegels Logik, Bonn: Bouvier, 1995; Anton F. Koch, Die
Evolution des logischen Raumes, Ti bingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2014; James Kreines, Reason in the World: Hegel’s

©O® OEOO

Metaphysics and lis Philosophical Appeal, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015; Robert Pippin, Hegel’s Realm
of Shadows: Logic as Metaphysics in The Science of Logic, Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 2018.
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Zs PR o B v 2 N BRI 7 3R T, FRATTTD ARG B R b A3 SUZ T B “fardy
FEAE” WIS, BRAE , X A% U AE A 22 T ARSI 2 R i 0k Oh 798 T i
— R R, AIRATEEE A ) B0, i T 2% R 8 iR R R b e RE RS
TE 2 RFEJE PR IE— A TFHRTT A 8, A TR T 7 2 S A5 A 2 A b 11
A2 24 9% L (UL Hlobil ) 1K3% 2% ( Dan Kaplan ) &5 19 (5 248 ) ( Logics of
Consequences ) 1 JRU5 A REVE i IFAL

BRI, TSR AE T LR 2 R SR AE AR R 10, A7 2 WA AR 7R A T 32
BOTHIEE BT . AEXFP BT T, RAEAEARAT ISR RS RIGRSR, WA R
SRR IR AR PR RAER P8l BE 2R AE A R T B T B A B, A
2GR Y FRATAT L “FEAE AR R AT S 0 00T SR AR A% R A R i S D, I
HHH B3 SR ) L35 R ZR AR B Rk R4k @,

D 25 BR~A IR SRAS IR A MR SE RV S8 BRAR EL B T E N T AN AR BUALEF , 1
XL AR AT T AR R E— A BT A RITTE , PR —A 1 R T 1 JE AR o
Folfo o, LR BASIRIETTE I FHES (Jean-Frang ois Kervé gan ) FEAL I E1E
o iy, Pegg R IR IYPT A5 I T A IR 270l QSR DL —FhlE s B iy 7=,
5 2 RIC A% G5 1495 2 1 52 2 SR 5 AR R ), e 28 i T A R4 b R T R
Red  BEMIZAR Y, RO WA e, H R 76 50 0 R Rl A B 2z v fili— 2853
1 Je AEAPAR ST R, 5 28 PRI TR)d, slop 5 ) 3 SO L ok . BHAENIR TR
1 B A P R A SRS ZR I SRR P DX TR B9 AR DS A BRI AR VYT, AR AT
I 3 o I (8 A R £ FE AR P — BB 2 — R TR0 2 017 @ AR g, Mft
H SIS ESE &, A 22 W0ACH A CHVHE T A A SEAR R AR Y — 28 TR AR
VU7, MAEA RIS EE A AL # B R, IR VYR Al BRSO 1Y, EE 22
— R, (AP B B e AR I T B E L EIE A ), R T i
g FPTET ], BELEFRATTAE B T Al A X PP 2= AL e T et .

(FALh4R . 445de)

(D Karl Ameriks & Jii rgen Stolzenberg ( eds. ), International Yearbook of German Idealism 3, p. 133.
@ B (TSR : BARR G EUR B ), SRR TR, Jbat: BT 2018 4R, 45 4—S5 TT.
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Abstracts and Key Words

e From Historical Study to Theoretical Creation: On Feng Qi’s Creative Interpretation
of the Later Mohist Doctrine of San Wu JIN Rongdong
Abstract: Unlike those researchers who view dominantly the later Mohist “Doctrine of San Wu” as the
characterization of inferential form or the illumination of logical law, Feng Qi, basing on his long-term study
of logical category, not only argues that the later Mohists sees San Wu, namely lei, gu and i, as the categories
of class, cause and principle that are indispensable for logical thinking, but also elucidates the logic of the
Mohist Canon through a discussion of each of the three categories. Feng Qi’s creative interpretation on the later
Mohist “Doctrine of San Wu” finally leads to a system of logical categories with strong Chinese characteristics.
As an important theoretical achievement of his “Doctrine of Wisdom”, the system arranges the categories in
accordance with the order from “lei” (categories under “class”, i.e., categories employed in the stage of “knowing
the hows” ) through “gu” (categories under “cause/reason”, i.e., categories employed in the stage of “seeking
the whys” ) to “li” (categories under “reason/principle”, i.e., categories employed in the stage of “understanding
necessary laws and prescriptive norms” ). The mutual generation between the creative interpretation on the later
Mohist “Doctrine of San Wu” and the construction of system of logical categories demonstrates fully the organic
integration of his studying the history of philosophy and creating philosophical theory.

Key words: Feng Qi; later Mohist; doctrine of San Wu; system of logical categories

e The Hegelian Sources in Brandom’s Thought: Examination and Evaluation SUN Ning

Abstract: Robert Brandom reinterprets Hegel in a very original way. His project shows not only the vitality
of German idealism, but also the nuance of analytic philosophy, as well as the possible fusion of two traditions.
This paper aims to examine and evaluate the Hegelian sources in Brandom’s thought. First, I will analyze the
motive and strategy of Brandom’s contribution to analytic philosophy, namely to advance it from a Kantian
phrase to a Hegelian phrase. Then I will elucidate the two key insights Brandom gets from Hegel, that is, from
rationalism to expressivism, and the historical rationality manifested as the magnanimous recollection. Finally, |
will locate the Hegelian sources in Brandom’s own context, and evaluate his use of Hegel.

Key words: Robert Brandom; Kant; Hegel

* The Idea of Reduction: Husserl’s Reductions and Their Common Methodical Sense
Dieter Lohmar
Abstract: Reduction is a method widely used in Husserl’s phenomenology, which runs through Husserl’s
whole phenomenological career. From Logical Investigations to Experience and Judgment, Husserl put forward
at least six kinds of reduction, which are: (1) “the reduction to the real components” proposed in Logical
Investigations; (2) the transcendental reduction proposed in Ideas I; (3) the reduction to the evidence of the
individual object proposed in Formal and Transcendental Logic; (4) the primordial reduction proposed in
Cartesian meditations; (5) the reduction to the prescientific life-world proposed in The Crisis of European
Science and Transcendental Phenomenology; and (6) the reduction to the pre-predicative experience proposed in
Experience and Judgment. Among these six kinds of reduction, although Husserl didn’t call the three of them,
namely (3) (5) (6), “reduction”, but call them “Rii ckgang” or “Rii ckfii hrung”, they share the same methodical
sense with the other three, namely (1) (2) (4), which is: If you want to prove a claim, you should not use it either

explicitly or implicitly in the process of proving it, otherwise you will be caught in a circular argument. Reduction
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