A R

N R PESR I B AR B AL U 57

— A2 A AL AT A

i B AR AT ENIHEY, B2 AR ERMHE SRR BF ARk CWERAT. AERHT
RERBA ARG H IR A, BRERHA G WBAEL AR L L BA R, AR N HREN LR
R, —FAK “WRERR WELT R ERA X B A2 SR A R,
ABAWAIAEL E BB A BT, BT, X—-FEAEEEUMRAN L2 KGR SAAARITE
WP, AR AT LN E A, UAMERRIMERAREN L REL, RETRAAFRLAEL
FERKEFRANER, REMNARATNELT ZRE T AW, LBAF 2 FEHS A, BY
BEFREALREHTEMELETE, REFTEE5HMNEHRAFSZRAT F. AR BT ZRFRA W
HR, THREBLRIERE S HARG A, X —K b, ETITRERN “ARmEE” BR, weaH
W—f “WAREREEFTE AFETRBALTARETS FHL2FAERS, WERS A HARE T WA
TEE, ATAKERT 2 AR 54K A MR,

KW MAEL WAERH WRERR IERER

EEER, BEA¥LREAGRREEZXHRAPC BT FERFFIRR (L 200433)

HESFES BS SCERFRIRED A XEHES 0439-8041(2025)09-0025-10
DOE10.19862f.cnkizesyk.001153

TERPAE A I R e b, 15 22 SO rd 2 YR BLE ARAR I8 S — B ARER B “ AR (immanent
critique) o PATESCHIFRFIRME 2RI TSR o PUERALFDESE R LI R 8 S 0A RAR SR 5
SETG AR, B TAREAR SRR EREAR, WERADEA ORI . WIERAIR T IR FF 2 I 5L B B bRl
PEHIXTGAL, S ARZE SR IAAN N P bR A A Rt T, SR AP TR, R
PEATINEE R S B T, — SR R G b SR UE, FIX R AR UERL N G — AR L JZ T Y
TEHSUE RO R A28 o 58— 07 TR AT 32 2898 B v LS s BRI B 1 B O RV AR,
BB AN D5 TR T 58 WO LSRR v AT RCUE R, R i U BH S B b o 2 T s A 358 Hh g A K U AL R
BRI, BB, MIEN] ST BB R h BB B AU T T S BR AU AL By . R B LR
N VLS8 R IR RN, A RO X AN 7 T Y BEEE R, (HAEw 588 — R X R e
HABUERY, AR LA GO TERLIE SRR A S AR B PR, I I 25 B AT @

TEIXBOBE Ry Gerp, — PRIy eSS PSRy SRl 2 R AT iltn, LR TR RIER 45 AR

@ £ UL Axel Honneth, “Reconstructive Social Criticism with a Genealogical Proviso. On the Idea of Critique in the Frankfurt School, " in Pathologies
of Reason: On the Legacy of Critical Theory, Columbia University Press, 2009,
@ XSSy, BRI IETRE B EE T EANEAS I Amy Allen, The End of Progress, Columbia University Press, 2017,
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RGBS, BARXHHIR LR v O ELR A A B ), (ELH 2 A BE T B A S R A A B BT
BRIEIE MR 52 08 — B B BT 55 o AR SORE 1 55 DA B R A 25 D B A 40 KR~ Mg SR ™
FYORe R X AT S AL A A S AT L A D7 TRk (o] R BB B i ) — R 7 SO
LB A SOHE [ N OGRS AE ORI PR LAY o5k — RO B 2 R i S e =,
Tots NGBS — P BB T AR A—MY e S AU e NAERAR MR R, TG A
BT PSR . ASCRHR I, XTI R AR SR A, B R AR A TR 2R SRS
FFPBEELTT S, T Le 7 R MATRH B FRAR T G . WG, RSO X “HIEREE" B
®, RE AR HARIS TSR LRI AP .

—. ETHREIEHEET R

FESUVTEERE R MR IR, MR R ey s Y R SR, ML R el
R A OB T E A A RN . XSRS I D3 TE T 2 IR BRI 8 W — 2B R BE. ST XMEfTHL
2, AMHERATLOB RN A Z8 e, AMEL B e R LBy, AT 98 T LIk SE08 1] XA B oy
I EAZHT, ERERERRAT SEOCS R . SR, AR LIE R MIETEA T3 A B e 1R 3R T Ry
A2 B IR LA I S B, SETCRe RBD A SRS Ry, A 18 s AL B S A T Sl A B iy R A
] i) LA XA P A B SR R O AR B R L I RE R AR — D RERSHRAR R LT 3 BT,
HBA bz BARA B KPR A R 1 AN T SEsk R PR v . 7R g R, BRI R D B A& Bk,
ToEER A BT EOR o i 2R AR B3 R R AL XA AR, AR AU I hm o 8t I S PP . T
XPRCRERIRET, S TT I I I 0 750 R B — PR 5 @

HE RGP M 2 T L RETHE ARSI B L AR DU B 2R, T2 T ESLE TR BLPERAE . X2t
FHERERZE SCT A “BATA”, Wigilh T W4 “BHZER". WIAXEME, ME T HEN G I3 R
fiic H—Xg (AF8hERIE) B2 T B ORI ALHERHER,, SEEME REEX RS, phiLEsy 5 X s
AEARDCAC R REE H A o PR BOA 1 R 00 R B SV 2R, AT AT 126 0 6 L At 1 5 B P At
Ko B HEAN B AL AR B E SR B %, AASHUAI R AR v AN AR R ), R R
SMERIBUEL, T ELEAERTA RS0 8 BAEHE A 2k

HRAAIBLE AR B HEAR R BT AAAIR , (E 2B TR 10 5 s 2 At B ML VAR
HEBLHRL . RUENTECA DIRGTS A O p SRR LA T B TR 2 rh iy M AR SR s, (L AT TE A
S R Z BRI SRR R, AT A AR AT TSR I SR AS B AR A PR RS, R SORE LA
AN RN SRR RIHE 5 GOR TR

IR A I DEA T B R SRS B AT — A A R b, A A2 A5
B SCEA RRR I 2s Ao fERL SR ARTE, BUEIREAE WS Bl R ssE] T AR, B RO IREORAE
PO LA, BARREHOUL, Flnts . FE, BHHEMBOAFS, EXLGERT, SarAE
ATRBEF A 2 SERR LA B S A R S S B P SRR AR o, X SRER, AaRA
SMESC S IR TCR bR, Nl FIAREEAR B 4 35 1 (A7 TE 2 A Iy 2K P A" @, ke AT LA L Pl
FARIT, —Tr R E SR 730, AR A AT, Bl n] DUH SRS SRR AL S (%)
AT G OHE RS CPESCHR) A, 73— J7 ] DU 5 S D RE AN A 4t . ©

TRACHUABRER R b, AR bR AR R B A SR B R R SR, AR B
RBAF 2, ERFR NGBS BAT R AR B, 7E5E ZRHP IR A e R A

(D Matthew Silverstein, “The Shmagency Question,” Philosophical Studies, 172, no. 5, 2015.

@ X—FEEH SR FE AW E Christine M. Korsgaard (The Sources of Normativity, Cambridge University Press, 1996) ,

@ Christine M. Korsgaard, The Constitution of Agency, Oxford University Press, 2008, p. 8.

@@ Rainer Forst, Kritth der Rechifertigungsverhiilinisse, Surkamp, 2011, p. 120, pp. 129-130.

® IOXSEHPNENRS, B0 (EXANERE) SR ESE S (Rainer Forst, Kontexte der Gerechtigheit, Suhrkamp, 1996) .
© Rainer Forst, Das Recht auf Rechifersigung, Surkamp, 2007, p. 32.
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MR MR B AR £

PR S, B HA T AR SRR A . (BTSN, o TETE S AR B R E R, MR
AR S T RO X 8 S 55, R T B8 R A 1 S5 B o T L2 S, B o A B8P R A 45 1
IHEM R, R E RIS A R A ER R R, AMERP T LR R ERERAS 0
BRI (reziprok-allgemeine Geltung) o M IHRYA BERAMHT, MU IETERED BT 22 ST Y 0 AS B gt
Je CHEMT CRREAPIS, LIBARRIBIASRI A CH2EERR) 1 Emdk”  CRRBAFBRAHICE 1
B o BRI EA I ZER B AKBE B AR S SS o RS VH R A I IE S, ISeH AR IE
SCHIHLFN LR FISEREP AU I T, X A S R BOAHEH 2 I SCSREP R T B A 7ER Rk
P, AR ARSI R TR TSRS 58 AR, BafBEtaBaiuEtEs
BEPPEIU, ORIE R EAR BB A 18 e B — R B SR AR, TARSE R BHAS R SC A By, )
TR NIE"?,

S RACHHPRN R ISR |, SRR IR e RN AL E H AR IR T A S
ARG, AR RN AR S ETEAAAE R B B M RC R . 5 AT R SR R A C.
BHURE RTINS i U A UBUE T B B H BT 52 B S ReE S0 i
BEJ1”, EAETEBLT “SMA——F s R IWERE ) A TEE ——Z [ i —Fhak B 0K, 1H 78
S RO AT AL BAE ok, “MhE BT ZER RGBT sk mARE, Bl WERI B3R
B0t KA BN RS IR, A RN A N R ERZRIAAE; MR, HIRXEE AR AT RN,
FIHAC S PR AN M AR, Sl 2w . W H 5 2 5 1 47
1E7©, B g A TR B HASARIN R R A AR — A iR, SR AR AR IS R
J” (praktisch Einsicht zweiter Ordnung) , B8 I 5N B IR SE (R 6 . ©

5 9 TR AP R T A BRI S BT WL <1 SRS ], HIS 45 e 2 S By R S N 4 5 2%
B2 NS S SO R I, X A At 0 S5 B A ) BRI RRAIE LA B PP S B AL i O Y AR, 845 9
iR AL, MRS B S PAT SAR R ek b, S IR O e

HAG, TEALSAHREE, IBAFRA SR BRI EHES . SRR ARRE, BAIA
DB TEREP S BRI S B B FEAN Y, AT I P R B AR S U D R AT AR T Y, iR VR P R
THRARREIATE 2, AR R R T R IE TS bR . ol TIETE N T AR T PR HLIRG Tk
afE, MG HEEAREREZ AR (BOREW, X b45) Tz, WLUEERARE, “E
TER TR AL 2 th ™ A W B R R BEA TR I o, B WA 5 T BB AR A5 AR ey s Ok i 227 @ S
EXHMAE, HOEEFT A 2 S B B AR T AR, A AT RRAR A s AR TR R, A AT RE
BELAS AMTXIAH LR AR AR . B2 980, AL SC BT IS AR AL, BARIFARHR AT Bt &
[y, (B AP TERIRCRMRE it (B BHLASRR) AHRLAAE 2eRIRE,  [RITTAT LM AR 2 1R) ALY
PP 252

HR, MRt g, JEREE R AGFRR A AL 2 T R 1) BE A 52 i I H J5 i e e . 7R, K
IR FUERL R, HRAIA Y, AL R RUEARLE A 2 R BOCI SRR TR R, B TR
NRFEH “—BrET mE . #ln, AEACHTER BARFMILE, st —HE, ZREA R Tt
IR, (HYE 2 B R R BRI R sk, IR G AN TR R TR 7 ST A IR B i 4S
I S ol i e g 3 e 1 SN 1) W s e RO E S

SAEAT LR R IR A B N TR SCBR O R R 2R, (HEX IR ATRE, HaiE

D@E@®@ Rainer Forst, Das Recht auf Rechifertigung, Surkamp, 2007, p. 34, p. 90, pp. 90-91, p. 96, p. 98.

VUGTE SCHLEO 2, B8R R R TR I T S AT IESCRBHP IE XL, SAE = ERA: (TEE LR PIRE S 2 H—
g - FRHTRRRE SOE TR . (IR FESBIEE) 2021 458 1 5,

Rainer Forst, Kritik der Rechifertigungsverhiilinisse, Surkamp, 2011, pp. 132-133.

FEASIE S I Rainer Forst, Kritik der Rechtfertigungsverhiiltnisse, Surkamp, 2011, pp. 104-135,

Rahel Jaeggi, Forischritt und Regression, Suhrkamp, 2023, p. 117.

Rahel Jaeggi, Kritik von Lebensformen, Suhrkamp, 2013, pp. 201-206.

®
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58 RENS RN B AR DL SCER AT IR R . AR, A R ML — R U R, In7EdEst [
T XEMRA, SLFAT-AEA] BRI A R AR AT 2 R R O T TR SRR, BRAASR I, AL R (L
PRUERR, AR UL L PECLERI I AEEEL, PR AT G SRS SRT, R T R AL R T
EMORIEA R, BT ERRRZIE EREA BTy, BNAHITREZ TR A5 . LIRS H48
RO BLAAS R B o 1), RAE AT AR RIS £ BE 0 A AR AR R BE , DA R BE R AR B ol Sk A1 4G
Z ANy ARy 58, IR ELAT AKE TR B L JE B by 25 23 B R ) AU A 32 SO 2 IS AR, fH
BXRHHEFIS T AE 32 LR R T LR T

e, BB R —F R A BRI RO W LT AR ME A T B X B .t SR DL —Fh H Y
IR SRR B, AR R (R sl A S A 25 0 PR A S R 25 AL R R T e
XU RN A AT SRS, MR R RN TR AL, ek sl R b, S LU Bkt
B R SEHLBOER . NATE IR, MO R B AU A PR M 2 2
ARG R R ERXAD A IR ER I A T L, SRR PR R AR T I R 15 BEAE 1y s 3k
BEHAWHR R AE I HR R, WIS LARAD BB S a0 SRR, OF 050 e 26 ae
— P BRSO PR s lE] . RA R S A i £ RE RS R AR R, T ELAEARRATH 5 H 3
BUBTRIRLOHT BRI RE, B A PR LR — P AT TR

=, HRUER IR E R T R AR N E B

M ESCHI TR B8, A LR B R SRR MR A S A B p R A EEE . 5
— MR RS A G, BRSO S B R 2 1 SR NZX S LA, DL BrRe RTR 2 S 1R
B AAEHIEIS ST, I AL S BT A 8 M R RRAIE P 5 FR A S 2 o it B g M 2 8 1 50
ATRAALEE D DAvAR P BREE . LAV R BTBE R AR TR AR SR I T U RESE B LT B . bR i, T
PRSI R R A PR, ISR SRS 5 E A ER T 2 550, A B VS T0 0k Hk fe fit
KSR o B, RATES RN, ROTA ST IRG MR SRR PG L4 s A RATAT
WZATHR, ARETHREM L E R A A3, FUMTRE TR AR AR B A TR o I 4 Py e 3ty @

I HRE-5 HIO A AR PR SR I ARG A 20 1] 7 A B B, i AL T AT TP R At 5 it A JR R T A 2B
TERFEESCER, TR Z AR A AL 2 S0 S TS AT TOE B B 2 TS A, H A Tk )y
TR T At feid B, A 2 SCBRIL R 26 &5 B R ALV A TR LR 21 ) o XA IR
(EFAR AN TR R AR, AL S B TR IE R RIF, MAR A ROA R B R B TIE A BOE LY 2R, B
fEaNE, SRS S 2 SERH B S Ut b 2e ], RIS TG R B AL S AR 2 T A B 245K
J1 75 TR o

(—) ARLARB TR AP,

S 9 TR 5 IS XA 2 S A v Y AR AT A 20 B, (BT TR At 2o 2 T B R M st e ]
M —EetE 2R TR, JFLAMOMR R, AR SR A — B R . T, fEALBAAISRILERE B, W
BRI T — B S AAERAS, RS REAE 1T LU 250 B IR i AR T — P B 58 e 4
ARFHPALFL S IEARGE R, FEFRIX A RS REAR TE O S B, AR LZ R, AR A AR T —FhH% 7803

O ERE CURIATIRE) PRUEASENAERITSAN, SUMAx “TER0HE” Witd, MRS IEW. (—FERNG
RAE . BARERRRAENSIRE) . (E23) 2018 4£5 11 5,

@ Rahel Jaeggi, Fortschriit und Regression, Suhrkamp, 2023, p. 196.

® £ 0 David Enoch, “Agency, Shmagency: Why Normativity Won’t Come from What Is Constitutive of Action,” Philosophical Review, 115(2), 2006,
pp- 169-198 ,

@  Frazer BEATHEA] T 3 Fp A o LS8 78 B0 07 T A0 BRI, A A a3 b R AT 0k 3 i A 18 E R R 57, £ L Rachel Frazer, “The Limits of
Immanent Critique, ” Proceedings of the Aristotelian Society, Vol. 123, Issue 2, 2023, pp. 97-125, Sitf W ASABSL, A3 Frazer f) U5 2
TRH), BIE B EREN MRS TTREBCY I SRS . WINA R, RIZE, (AR BAUR T b8 R — g i R E X
PIEHIAETE, B iArett Al B o A, SRR R DA B A AL, AR B AR RN E A B R
HESHEHIRIN S
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MR MR B AR £

RN, XA, 2 RS LIS A WIS T £ A IS 2R BB SO X SE AR
W, SRR T o2 i BRI AT, (AR S 53, RIE I HTRR UL, W RESIRZ B AN A IE
WgEih: Mk IR A, 2 R SECREIE Sh PRI X PRI B T e | et 2xh s O

R A AAMIZ I PP T, RS BRI B AL 5 S Bz 8] ] A e T, (HX P&
A—ET R IREEALESE, A AT BEC AL 2 D BEIE 3 B 1F A ol Bk Y 25 . IR0 T ik ke
R L e ol AL ATAE AR I PR T S 2, AN SFe B AN ) BRI AT 6 7 JE IR 7@ LR
), HEEAUARETE THEPERIAAIN . SR, “AAREIMA QLA T I, Bl MR AR G
RALG A, . RAEPARF BB A R TR R KA Tk, HERE, AERNGRESE
R SEARERECH 0 Y, B —dRIRZ 2R R 2, BN SR R DR L
SME, VIRARRIEGS . ST % KRR PEARRA ST S WEAPRIER. EAtai T RR,
AL A IX SO S SRR RIRE, o 26 ) R HA AT e SR FLIR R DA LA o RPRESSE 2 R A5 Y 23
HeT7 A0S B BRI AR e JE , ISP BT SRR B E. D, AR E
HECB—ER, TR UAURREABiR, X8 ERZ RS TFERKEZHh . BRI, S8,
HaP ETEAER, HReEh—Mhats bR AR BAAE,  HATEARR RAFRE AR, Aot ik
AT RE M XA BERE S A RO JE TP SE A% B AR B, AL b R ST R ) B — D RE R R
A RIS G Z©

(=) ML R A ah Bk,

IS TR OB AT SR 2 BRI, R8T R i “IE TR DL UL, T2 sRIE R A SR RAE T X
FHETEARIN . MIAy, Tofe MIRBERI A IR “ AT A2 LGETER 7 A 87, RORTERBER AT T 20
WE BRI A B — R R R IR s JERERAAAEX T A SR PR AR M.® ST, - HHIRE 2 Fr L
Bttt IERPFUATESS P AR B I AETER L 2ok, Bl ReILE) B etk e AR sE
BRI, M, ANTIRMRIR AR AT LA SR IROGAE R, I E Z m T IER 5 8 R ) W
TEXANEW b, HrE A MR TIEE A B AR A, BE TIRsEE ek, EfIFEA Bl RSt
HNTXEFERIRRE. HIETEEZ BRI URE SO AR BB . AR AR Z A
HIRIEEL T, CULR AR B SRS AR —RE, A X e 4y H Iz AT S i 0 R L, fEfe
RBAASRTIE, BNl BPEFAE X, TRERGA TR X Ao iy, XIFARME “Fonfh 427
— IR X7, 0 I R A B — L R L ©

SRR SN, AR IRE N G s R R R O R R AR . AR A5 T s R R
T 22 fid e, JFRUPE R HEAIROT R, SRT, DXAERY B PP AT BRI Bkl BRI SC A s
A J— BERE AR RS E A 27 ) B A . TCIRTE R 102 MR RAEMVEZ T, X — MR ME L B4 78 20 f 5t
Weyo A DUNSGE BARIGBE ML (A= I EeTt) kA, B I B M R S R S A R T TR Y
AT A, EKULFRIEER “UEP7 . (BAESCI SIEMEGR, Fr st 8oA R 2R L T RO B4R
PR, B b, AOATURRAERAEZ AT, WSO RTOEEZ W G “ 87 . WEKk
. BOFREUARSESAR T A B RS R A (B BRI B K WS B i 0L i A% 2 [ SR
709, (BRSSPI AL ™ ) KRR OC R AR RE , A IS P A s M ST R B oo 2 S 431
B, WOWHIES i AT MRS R O RIE S IR RO B S0 A BB,

O B ENY, PO E A LRI AR (Geltungsiiberhang) HYSEF, £ UL Axel Honneth, “Recognition
as Ideology, ” in Recognition and Power: Axel Honneth and the Tradition of Critical Social Theory, Van den Brink, B., & Owen, D. (eds. ),
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2007,

@@® Martin WeiBmann, ,Wie immanent ist die immanente Kritik? Soziologische Einwinde gegen Widerspruchsfreiheit als Ideal der Sozialkritik,
Zetschrift fiir Soziologie, 46(6),2017,S.393,S.397.

@ Rainer Forst, ,,Moralische Autonomie und Autonomie der Moral, “ in Das Recht auf Rechifertigung, Suhrkamp, 2007, S. 94.

5 Rachel Frazer, “The Limits of Immanent Critique, ” Proceedings of the Aristotelian Society, Vol. 123, Issue 2, 2023, pp. 97-125.

© Elizabeth L. Eisenstein, The Printing Press as an Agent of Change, Cambridge University Press, 1980.
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B2 F 2 ) S AR R b L) S T W] RESE SR, AR I AERL

Zi bR, EORTIRHREMMRET LSBT M R R T R A B T 5, BT < RE AT
AT HMERE: RIS TE R A BNy, IR TR RN 507 SRR LA U IR s HR4 Y
TN “#0dR” SRUCETTIIE, ARBETES SRS b BB R AHMERE R 52, AMT7EH
WALSSE I A AL ) R R P T SR R 2 M I S AR v, XS P it
P B E LU E 2 B T MR 2 T AR AS 2 A AR T

=, IFRELEETRNAHSXEETRE

T R RO AR T e R BT T A B (A R, M — SR [ LA S A 2 2l i G R R B R
SRAEP B AR . ASSCREIHERX S MR PR, R L BURGAR A1
Foo MK, MAEISFERAIM:, WO AR FBEE TR, B O A S B e I S R B
FHRREAN]. BRI BT TR A RABEE, (A — BB AR T E A E R A i e, B
XFOOET FrEAMHBREEEY ., B ERELIPTUROARE. 5EFARRE, XEWEGEEE T ZIFEEET
XFOOET WESEFIN, mEET MY 5 AU FEAMRIE LM EECR . BT IRE MU g Z A
BB ARG “AXIr YT, MR Y AU Z PRI TR, I A A S ok i A
i,

(—) MEMEHERPH GG ZZF

e (fFARIESPAAEIE) o, FB RIS F R RS I BIE R T B R, IR ET
TRE RIS A A IR R EARB T A TR L, — 5T, BE3E Ty G Xt o ST i AR SRR AR
SIS R SRR AL SRR A P G s A—5 T, SRR ATEE ¥, ATES ¥
SRS Z B o BT— N0 T R 2R IR TR IR TE (RIS SAAELE) Tt A s ek,
J& —ANT7 T R B RIE T B i B 2 PO AT IR iR A

RTINS A A RIS SHEA IS AT, EEREHEIRA RS E B R DIZHIARE
B Bk a I ok, fEEFIRRE K, BREISH— N E R RIS 2 W0k 5 B HA N F X —
S R DA S U R ) B R DR e S S B R AR R S WA ) R U 7 S
()2 AL 2SR FIE PR TR h 2 Sk, i L Ao iR R Ak 2 S et S AR X S AR T AL I SR . TR
HEAEE 35K, I ERAEEREENE T LZH, LB Z M RS B, iR AR
SE R R SUIERINIX — 325K, P LA DU AN EE RS A AR R MBI Iy Stk TR T I sk 2 A 2
M, AR SEER A T L A B

FEBT i R T A, AR T — R R A B T I R, VORI B A B R —
TR, JCRF IR — 5 R, AT 4 B A 5 IR I B, AT 25 B TR R DS TR T
A, A hE R EAIGE FUFEZ O, BRI T A A AR, X B AR T HEE P
HEZHE, ERAEMANE, MAMREA TTREAREN, RSN SRR BN TENEEZE,

TE RS TR SO SRR 0, Ip AR 25K, MHIBLE ROZE oA & . AT, fbAE EAA
FAHECH B RSB, FRRA A X LEEE S ER R, B FERBIEIESAA TR, 8%
FIAR PEAE A IR R T S 2 st B B R L0 3, Al 2 T 5 LA, (E L iy IR A8 R X 5 o
FOEIAYE, NULES A WE R BN MRS FUE WL R 2 B —— T FR T 1B 7S s B[R] 7 O, FEh, il
LS B AET £ 0 BRI R AR E R E A B ERE, Mife TRE—FMARAIEIE S R, X Py gL
BRI S SR AT LR 3,

WA LR R R T A B, BT T A4 We? 358 A MR IR B [ 25 5 Fh 8 7R 1
WIFTAEFGE AT 4, HIER XA RIEE “AFRRE . BB (BlnEs R g YA BRI . 7E

(I Fabian Freyenhagen, ,Was ist orthodoxe Kritische Theorie?* Deutsche Zeitschrift fiir Philosophie, 65(3),2017, S. 456-469.
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HAERE R, XL RE BB T W 5k, B —Jy A AL S S R T B AR B HAAR, 4
R EPIESEE RS EARRIR, TSR AR BB B, 75— J5 1 ST & XEG r i E
WIBRSERE . L, A BT SRS, JTUCA TR He (0] B R TR TE PR B Y SR B, I T Y AR B
A T s A [0 A S S 2 B AR AT R IR 35

(=) MAAREEBHLIE R B R

LR R A —AEAY LD T - BER, MUREM Rk 2 s e R a3 2 U 4K
#. O M TR R IR R BN LERA], M3RE TA TR RE . TR — R k2t iz
WIETXI Gz, M-S i R — RSO AMERUA), (B3 — i SOA e, LI AN 4 5
Pl i IR RV HESE AN AT RERY , AN AT REFRATIXPE N FERR HEHEAT AU O RO UE R, R e 5400
BORAHEASEY, HOAHTHE . BRRIFAR LI AR X 32 SCERE A AR B SO, TR i A A
BB FIARAT TR A AR, FR T — A TS BB L

HEL TR B AR R AR O SRS R AE R R IR, BRI AU SR AE T A Y
frhkzs, RERZEMA. B HH—FPA, SR A SRR AR R EEEAE A
ARG, XSV T AR 3, 2 SR TAI R R M, 1 HE S T 2k A
B, AT AR T R SR BRAS B iy A 56 R R T A

Hitt, WIEACAROR RS — P TEN G b S R A A AR E R 7 ik . B i, BRI
R R R 2 PSS ] A B A S B . X A T A B ACAIE BET . b TR
WA B ARSI AR R R Z B, B ARSI IH IR 8 S5 ZEARIE AR e, dn
BEILOUE —Fi it . 2 SE RIS . BB AT, A 00 5 S A e, EATIEA
X—BOIEA, FEAARRBRE” . BATET b, BOBRIHRIR” A AL ) 5 28 775 T A A 0
ENWE? B TRIFAETT 2R R . e SURp AR E R LU AR 8 B B R RS, XU R
W EZEX = NZUURIT, Itk Aasi S 1A 53X =R BRI R - Hr o 5 = RS
110, BREGIER R, RAUR AL

WL, TERZREIATERCAT, B ZR AR TSR R i P AE AR T B g S b v B 1 B
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From ““‘Constitutive Strategy” to

“A New Ontological Grounding Program”

—— Lay Foundation Again of Normative Criteria for Social Critique

ZHOU Aimin
Abstract: In discussions of social critique methodologies, the Frankfurt School’s critical theory continues to adhere to a
distinctive form of “immanent critique. ” Immanent critique not only demands that criticism be conducted according to
the object’s own standards but also emphasizes that the internal criteria of critique must possess universal validity. In

4

justifying the universal validity of these internal standards, the “constitutive strategy” has been widely adopted. This
strategy attempts to establish a universally valid normative foundation for critical standards by reconstructing the
constitutive principles of social practices. However, this approach faces unresolved challenges in social ontology and
normative binding force. Confronting the difficulty of ultimately grounding normative standards, contemporary scholars
such as Freyenhagen and Saar have proposed maintaining critique by abandoning the ultimate grounding project. While
offering cogent critiques of prevailing grounding strategies, their solutions remain problematic, as they ultimately rely on
certain grounding frameworks that contradict their theoretical claims about critique. To preserve the critical dimension,
critical theory cannot evade the problem of universally justifying its own normative criteria. On this point, building upon
Menke’s conception of the “paradox of norms,” a “new ontological grounding program” can be outlined. This

approach not only avoids presupposing a contradiction-free social existence but also provides robust normative

justification for critique, thereby eftectively addressing the challenges of social ontology and normative binding force.

Key words: critical theory, immanent critique, constitutive strategy, paradox of norms
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