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Abstracts

From Kant’s Faktum to Heidegger’s Faktizitat

Deng Xiaomang

Abstract: The moral law is named by Kant as “das Fuktum der Vernuft” (the fact of reason) and this term raises some
confusion within kantians. Some scholars understand it as the empirical fact, while others confuse it with the theoretical
fact. Actually as the word “Fuktum” has a double meaning of “act” and “fact” in Kant’s context, it should be interprated
as “the fact of activity”. Given this interpretation, the moral law and its validity are identical with each other and are not
restricted by experience. Kant elaborates this point in Critique of Practical Reason and in his essay On the Common Saying
as well. The direct evidence based on this identification constitutes the ground of the phenomenological research toward
the key concept “Faktizitat” by Husserl and Heidegger. The slogan of phenomenology “zur Sache selbst” (back to thing
itself) signifies going back to “Faktizitdat” instead of “experience” and this significance influences both Sartre and Haber-
mas profoundly.

Key Words:Kant; Heidegger; the fact of reason; Faktum; Faktizitit

On Kant’s Influence on Rawls’ Theory of Justice

Yang Yunfei

Abstract: Kant’s ethics has significant influence on John Rawls’ theory of social justice in three aspects. The first, the
procedure of Kant’s Categorical Imperative inspires Rawls to formulate his unique method, namely a pure formal proce-
dure of construction. Secondly, Rawls shares Kant’s concept of man as free and equal rational being and uses this concept
as the ground of his principles of justice. Thirdly, Kant’s argument of the exact correspondence of happiness with morali-
ty serves as the proto type of the argument of the congruence of the right and the good in Rawls” theory of justice.

Key Words:justice as fairness; categorical imperative; free and equal rational being; the priority of the right

On Denial of the Synthetic A Priori

Su Dechao

Abstract: Frege’s attempt to clarify what Kantian analyticity of sense-containment exactly means had severely shaked the
confidence in the Synthetic A Priori truth. Logical empiricists were back to Hume with holding that no distinction be-
tween analysis and synthesis in the domain of apriority. Quine maintained that not any boundaries in general had been
found between analytic and synthetic statements. Meanwhile, a number of naturalists put and end to the existence of apri-
ority. This paper has two tasks as its goals: the first is to restate how Synthetic A Priori truths were attacked by analyti-
cal philosophers; the second is to claim that why Synthetic A Priori truths are still possible against those attacks.

Key Words: Synthesis A Priori; analytical philosiphy; Kant

The Theme of the Critique of Modernity and the Contemporary Interpretation of
Historical Materialism

Liqi

Abstract; What the theme about the critique of modernity Marx executes is a double logic which based on the criticism of
metaphysical and capital. Seeing from this theme, the really connotation of Historical Materialism is revealing the direc-
tion to solve the plight of modern life. So taking into account the practice of China’s modernization road, it is necessary
for us to insist on the guiding principle of Historical Materialism, in order to reflect on the future trend of China’s mod-
ernization road.

Key Words: critique of modernity; Historical Materialism; the China’s Road; the world historic significance



