(B P N EPTPEREPeg) 271 T (2006 7 7)) i 81-134
Ot P T R
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f:'?f"?‘&? (G. W. F. Hegel) | lJ?QTﬁ I JF&I?% ~ T
Eft[dg[ SIS R R SR yl[ﬁ‘wﬁ @T‘:jﬂia'"’jﬁﬁu
SRRl riTI”‘Jﬁﬂ LI E | 53 R s it o grfﬁ@ﬁgﬁu J
%E‘*??df‘: frpIe I uﬁﬂ B R R R R B
Pt - g2 T ﬁ?ﬁﬂﬁﬁd kL (K. Marx) %J;.‘a;;mgfmu
o F‘Jﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁlﬁ‘ (TR AT RO - Tl B
fORL > SRR R TR UL ﬂ,ﬁeg[c I?Jt“"
BERIOE (2 Fihs *i‘éﬁlﬁ@ﬂiﬂ L[ (IR
(Vorlesungen) El@ﬁﬁ%ﬁ' B ?ﬂ'ﬁé’? »»»»» I Qrﬁ%ﬁw 3
[ iﬁﬁ"#”r?aﬁi (0 = CRCHE SRR et i
e (R B T RS 0 Al [ Pfulff%'ffs‘@f iR o 1
= SEEH (HW, 20. 529ff.) YR %{Tﬁ@& ;i AT U3
F*ij' fiRL (K5 1HZH 4428 ) (Phanomenologie des Geistes) 71 ( i
Eﬁé’w (Wissenschaft der Logik)  HE{EL A i1 V" (PT5T 1%
%?;) (Enzyklopadie der philosophischen Wssenschafz‘en) I
SFUE) (Grundlinien der Philosophie des Rechts) » i
PURLA 24 U AUSETE (Kompendium) » % 7 70 (B £
B IR RS R PTEIL S BRI ] CRERHLG )
HI(REEEE) o

! G. W. F. Hegel, Werke, 20 vol., ed. E. Moldenhauer
& K. M. Michel (Frankfurt: Suhrkamp Verlag, 1986) HW
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= A H o (RSt 550 ) ?Wl t@iﬁ'ﬁﬁ'ﬁﬁglﬁﬂﬁil‘pﬁ [id
FW~@ﬂﬁwyﬁwmga‘ﬁpy<*m$%%>ﬁ*%@
frﬁ%’ﬁ%@»'ﬁﬂﬁl@ s CRRMESIE) PURER LB R
@Wﬁyﬂﬁﬁﬁi?ﬁﬁw4%’@H%Pﬁwwﬁﬂ’iﬁ
f\_ﬂi[[a‘ A f U'—ﬁiﬂzu P AU fEE (H-G. Gadamer) FrE If\_'—~
”Flf' (eine Art Vorwegnahme) ; (Gadamer, 1987: 65) - %‘H*‘p f:
jE\.vﬁFIJ Sﬁ IJJ #Iﬁafﬁgeﬁijgﬂ;’ Ol *gl,i <<m@515?>> ,
?J Eersit A TInE ﬁﬂ BV R PR RN T A e R A
W (Hartmann, 1976: 25) < Ji' £L - Ii;:ﬂ,:,[ﬁ‘[@;z E\JW‘LHI’ (R 2 )
- @ fﬁfﬁj\ It pUE (Gadamer, 1987: 65) » fol S 2 A
Tﬁ?“H S E R GREHSE) puiF Tt T PR TR ° F‘J
Wu%%\' PR T [ |F‘itﬂa'ﬁ"§£ﬁ PE =
P ﬁﬂl$ﬁ»w«$ﬁ?fﬂlf
K fﬁg"rﬁﬁ'ﬁ El’?r,?ﬂ'ﬁlfl F{J\%ﬁ‘ 2. (spekulative Philosophie) Z[|'%fl—
o i) 1 5 B L R T 1
| ;bmﬁ_#]ﬁﬁ%m@% °
RO TRII > 7 S R LT

['fﬁﬁlﬁ'ﬁ‘iﬁf B3+ TR AR ALY 7 1 A B T A AL
i/{:ﬁlifﬁﬁ ,%E ’ FLTI'—“EHJEH %2 (Aristotle) »# 1V £} rgf ‘?T“:ﬁ
(prima philosophia) | (Met. E 1, 1025b3ff.) « {f! .i?’yﬁ BLIPY 3R 5 fl 1 o

2 Fulda, 1998  Bubner, 2003
Bubner, 1980; Diising, 1976; Fulda,
1965; 1978; D. Henrich, 1971; 1976; 1978a; 1978b; 1982; Horstmann, 1990
Theunissen, 1978
3 McCumber, 1993; Pinkard, 1994

Pippin, 1989



ﬁwiwwmaﬂ%a&m%w*ﬂjgwwﬁwﬁﬁw% &
P Pt RFARIRR T RAPUITER W S T
e g e e e i (L
W VRIERER D R BRI o ko -
S R ) > POEL VB P DAL &
RS ELRE B [ VRS - BT H%'liﬁﬁr?' CEE
R PANTES SE L Tl ST Gl gm Ty b,
mﬁ@ﬂ%f%@%@@’f%w~@i@@ﬂ%pﬁ@,rw
Yrur=pa gl = GV 4E=2]) (Kritik der reinen Vernunft) [
Mo RHE - 4 ol ﬁ((spj\ﬁ/ffﬁ F’T—;>>(Prolegomenazu
einer jeden kinftigen Metaphysik) EJ;JJ F‘

Fﬂ’waﬁmﬁﬂﬁ$%®’%ﬁWﬁ%ﬁ@,ﬁﬂﬂﬁ
e S TSR > TR S OB 2 - IO
CORIPTR SR IR PSR AR S
RO SRR S EELETS (das Teh) 352 F
(Subjekt) FERLHCE] i ~Ifiogs A L = e B
Eﬁﬁ%fﬂ%ﬂﬁ e #%ﬁwLﬁiﬁﬁwﬁﬁ%liﬁ#ﬂpﬁﬁm%W?T
%E)g; JEI?T J?v §Jtui_7ﬁj IfJI/ I—E:iﬂ,gﬁf;«;;pﬂ['*‘i ’ ﬂlﬂ
o B Ak Y PR Z*‘J:&;HE%T“ Hjﬁ%? (Dialektik) "~ {[il2%
ﬁmf?1m‘ f%wjmﬁ%u—;$mwﬁﬁumﬁﬁT*Wﬁ?’

fi= AR 1 T OSSR R R T

—-E{M

-

_HAHI

(Wie ist Metaphysik als Wissenschaft moglich)
(Kant, 1903: 275-280; 365-371)
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%Py RL ﬁ[*%?ﬁﬂ\ I IR (GRS ). —]au (absoluter

Idealismus) °

le‘gl Vo Tﬁg TR T %Ijﬁ&l& [j:FTEiE s ) ,
RN e R EE S g K I“JBJ?T* %Mﬂ i
PR SRR AR - ) TRy, *"‘“fﬁ‘yﬂgﬁfiﬁ{
I IR P o U R [gw CEEEEVR T T
TR VPR R o R R T ﬁﬁfﬁ'l‘“ﬁtﬁugﬁ%ﬁ PR =g
A~ FEEY SF5 P 5 R AL YRR, RO
¥ o BRIEEBE T2 IFﬁlﬁl[—'FH‘E' Fig# B [JE\HJ‘? &
(post-metaphysical age) | }:lfﬂﬁfpﬁﬁﬁ Mr STENRE e 2V
g e SR SN lF’ﬂff#'ﬁ&;‘ﬁU?*ﬁL ] SRRy
e fﬁg (gt ﬁﬂﬂq«gﬂﬁlﬁlﬁaﬁ[, , Eggvle%ﬁfggb[
RN~ LRI DL o oG < PP 3 i
#o° :—r?tr:m-_%a (R HEL ?T%B)FU TR e

zﬂlﬁﬂff#”ﬁf‘wﬁﬂ H Jﬂﬁ i R e E ﬁ%ﬁu
ffi?@ﬂ'}“ Ao FEHY tf,}:'#‘ﬁ‘fp Jﬁfﬂ%l;]%ﬁ#ﬂ
B“l%&%ri'ﬁﬁggu[mjﬁn/f% , iFﬁ'ﬁ ,if\_;; J Eqﬁr[];ufsa@ﬁ%ﬂﬁu
RN ,‘}BE%?‘@**T%?E@WU?T%{KJHIj——:ﬁ”rf* PRI E RS
R g THE SR TR R LRI TRl AN i %T“'T’**IJ
AR AR SR A %J?‘ %IiW]JFJ’ﬁEJH i T R
I[E{@%F FIJI‘P F%r[lid f:q&‘&g Em‘r l‘l:j a9t fijvlﬁ—ﬂl-ﬂﬁj
\émg{fmrﬁx ) bj»%l[ﬂ:gl J/I‘P”'@(ﬁ% u;ﬁg\ e ﬁ%ﬁ‘gﬁl
g ST ol R f#’#‘%uﬁéﬁv % Pﬁﬂtf fit l*‘HJFJEE
?E’TE*ET M7 ERPOSE P EFOE R > B E S B AL A

) (C. Taylor)
(Taylor, 1975)
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SEJ' £ T’?ﬁ?;g (post-analytic philosophy) | Elfiﬁ«"jﬁHIE'iﬁfig’?U%%

ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬂ/}{ﬁﬁ EL el = Eﬁfﬁﬂi}‘ DY Iﬂ DIl 251 ,FEle[nr %
- B e AEs 5 EVFHERIE R l%ﬁ;}ﬁ%pif[l
SRR azr: ﬁm’ﬁﬂl ) % IFEJ}HT;’W%?,FF R
%Eﬁiéﬁ%lﬁifﬁ G o b SRR 00 21 T e -
P RLE Ry ,[ﬁij FJF F S~ E fﬂ‘u?‘g’ﬁ”ﬁf‘”j’ F[UH[,L,\‘F"I
B—IERLEUR T BRI R A SR
RS PEOL AT © P P e
Rl TR PRI b - o g R A B ST AT (- i
?{@gut,b %#lﬁggﬁ?ﬁ 7;}{!#\ ”ﬁﬂ B ) FIJ&%E‘IEJI%EPJ
B BB TR0 1 o R gy ﬁ?ﬁfuﬂjgl
R -

—v—v

#E T l—jfﬂba:j-f:lﬁﬁfﬁj L S A s LA
% BRSBTS - TR MRE Y - 2 e
M5 e [ﬂ?'gﬂlilp "5‘ fr'ﬁ‘@&?ﬁﬁﬂ rlfﬁ%gﬁl%mi—ﬁlﬁg&
M RLRIE A5 2R (absolute Wahrheit) > 7P IEREEHY (das

(Lau, 2000; 2002;

2004a; 2004b; forthcoming a; forthcoming b; forthcoming c; forthcoming e)
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Absolute) [ 7+ 415 U SEFHT * BB [E4f% (Endlichkeit
der menschlichen Vernunft) [iZRi# » ]“Jl?i E@ﬁ%ﬂ’?ﬁjﬁm,uﬁﬁﬂ
B ZED o PRE | TR A o A Ep AN T A
RLE R plii ’%'\Tﬁﬁ‘fﬁ\iﬁ;“ I’l\l‘*ﬁ?ﬂi@?ﬁ@? M IERVE U
fe— [ Wi"[‘ifw FI o Y T FEH '—fﬁﬂ/ EEL]EIU@%’!T (God’s eye
view) | 2 BEISLPTEFIOIF 0 < AR SRR © 7 I — e

2 i <l R lﬂ&ﬂﬂ‘rlﬁﬁ‘ﬁpi Eﬂw i@ﬂﬂﬁl’ﬁiw

= ujgwﬁ i[F' F@r[p grrgﬁ;lﬁggﬁj PUFIZ b o
RIS EEE S H TR A A

CEISE AT SER I'FTE?/U¢—’J’%A%E'F‘@I} (i
EEEE) Pl OB - PR Myt Frm (Lehre vom Sein) |
W*ﬁ@o%%ﬁ%’rwdijfwiwﬁwrwﬁ(%mj
(B ok 2 2o g f;:l;ﬁcﬁ';ﬁ" Vi TEAEAYEEH (das
unbestimmte Unm1ttelbare)J(HW 5:82)° |HT[J”5§1H£_|J[ - N
o CREEISE) 1 S I aapefo 5 W fithlg gy - 1

—% J]’# [ 1E— WAL (Sein, reines Sein, - ohne alle
weitere Bestimmung) ; (HW, 5: 82) lﬁ[ﬁr P R g I
BRARTIE > L2 WO s R DT T
'E‘ﬁﬁﬁ%{lgﬁl% (Wieland, 1978) - E—““}F“@’V Bl 'Fii gk HAERRL
%Uj/‘;ﬁﬁ TEE ) SR AT S T AR
T SEREAIIBAIE SRR R AR Y
ﬁtfj‘ IS RUFIpUECRL [ﬂtug et ol f L T T IFJ%H yiN]
— l#ﬁﬁ]i #‘lﬂf“:ﬁ’i‘[ l%ﬁf“/ El!lJJ EJTF o

<<Jﬂ@ﬂéﬁ> %E F[H‘ﬁ}ﬁ/ﬁ_* ] rj IJ/ FI ’ L—I?i[v[llp‘i Fulﬂ’ﬁj F
@F]J'ilﬂl[mmf [Jrj:ﬁ F[]EIJEE‘I{{ I-IJ\ /EFJ. : gg%lq[iﬂ Iﬂjﬁjgg
Mo ford 2Rl T

= LF;; st T RTHT ) poEeTRE 25 ]
2 (Nichts) | lﬁﬁ?ﬁ RS

VA T S
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BT ORI S RTRE T ) (VR AR -
Wb AR T2 2R iﬁ%ﬁﬂ%a'@ () puBy— (Wi
FRSEYEE Y (AR o (6 T o T ) 5] TR SR RIS -
*ﬁ@fﬂ_"jj/ £, (g§§rﬁgéy§uﬂﬂ%m S R (Bewegung des
Begriffs) '%Fn GRLI - TSR TR 1B - B
1A P (Fulda 1978) -

fol 2 T U lﬁﬁﬂﬁi RUIGERI IR A (= (Werden) | ~
M7 (Dasein) ; ~ T3 92 (Etwas) | #[I T P9%7 (Anderes) | %
Ay TS TRLE TR AT iF;*” (it fio = B
e [T pry e v (CREESE )l TP RLET— [ (bestimmt)
OB SV (252K 2 BIOETR) o7 RSO -
(ol 5! PRV o [ PPy AP IR E bfﬁvr'ﬁlro& s,
(Cat. 5,2a12) » [l flA 9] B PG V) s f‘;vg@pﬁgw ,
I NN e S S EJ{ ESRC
BERLT P99, 1 B Rl P TR [ﬁﬁ?ﬂ]ﬂ” FT'“" (einfache
Negation) o {fTRL T f9%77 ; F1Ep 7 9f Rl {i "*' s AR
B PP B ORISR TP fi N T A
fV’f (E‘? T URN DI (ol ﬁ'l?“ﬂ"ﬁ SIS,

TN

A

Pl = ﬁ'ﬁﬂﬁjﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁfﬁ":  RIGESEIRE E TS AT
FRHUl 4 BT e PTHIRL S Rl (Grenze) RN 17 E)
IS (das Endliche) ; (HW, 5: 139) » B ikl e iy » pEG
PP B R L) o pURLE S e RIS > L
P IELY o BT B L e > PR T L

! (HW, 5:

123)



89

RLFRE T A TSP YRR T e (f i TR L
F'Lfg NE Fua"ﬁ"f” IFIE CEPUE ) R BHERURSS P
b et HJH@WU bUp LR g 2 TR PNV P
RS - R L 2 mwwl S IR R
IR VP G S
NG puzplig > - RL{EGER FE‘EHIF?F?H' r (Immanenz) ; == T
(Transzendenz) | lﬁ,l[ﬁ{ 71 RIS ELIRE (Lau, 2002)

) PR LY T (Wirklichkeit)J w IR AR &
FUAsRespl g8 i_%ﬁ N R RIp P FLsr[Ml, (74 e
SMP PR > b EE R e '%Lr@i'##[ﬁﬁ AT ,ijf’\fF’lLl' ;
TR N A ‘@F,E‘?ﬂ YU 0 RS F EJFJ—T—FEFJ"— i
N 7F|1J #'ﬁ@%?t'ﬁiﬂlﬂll T, SR R R
 PISEPHIT A D TR ) RLHE - Fi BlER
fF’[J'r’iri'a:T HEEH: | 12 SO A 7 PRI ¢
KERURHERE I > 27 S D ™ iF;LHBDL F\[.EE "
IRl o F 2 R e o 25 1) S A B T Sl
RLEV R R (Dialektik der Grenze) | (Gadamer,
1990: 348£) 5 ° st I T ZFAAEFE IS Sh s o 1
Pl “UE'I v AL ) 9 frosgdss il‘mjﬁﬁ/ ) S SR IR T
X “’F'T SHRL- [ LR TS S ) s lﬁ
L B«Uﬁif U o B L SR

(L. Wittgenstein)

(Ausdruck der Gedanken) (Wittgenstein , 1989: 2)
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3. i o g{*@pu MR RLF RS > R rill:*{gﬁl s PR
POTRRIESED P o - {75 ] S0 A AT L
RO A < PR AEALS! IR SR
1 (HW, 8: 199f.) -

RO 7 » — RIS T e
PO (S R s e R R e
A9 39 T EpYE % (schlechte Unendlichkeit) ; (HW, 5: 149) » 2!
S TEE [m VP Szl T 2E¢ L (das
Nicht-Endliche) ; (HW, 5: 152) » 5L T 50%0 A1 T (4990 F”Tﬁ”
R [“F [ AR — [ UL

LY AP HFED P - R UL

- FIEY P = B O JI]ELI[—{J PELERETFEGRT ~ PR -
> I PUECRL s TRLERL iy FURL 1 (HW, 8:201) - [
A BRI I S e
B v s py U R SR gy R AT Breras -8
Ly & 2R o Bl pUE FRL- A T L (das
verendlichte Unendliche) ; (HW, 5: 149) -

P B 2R T SR AL T
AL A A T SR T R FEJ“J
(sollen) FHEFEPEE " » 20F Rl TR SR fE

55 R BT A O I - 25 P R bl

Fi

FIR AR %ﬁ?lﬁ‘ljjﬂpwﬁﬁl o HH s CREHE) 1T AEApY
SR, S EEGE T A TR RPN R
N e R e Rl i (Theunissen, 1978: 283) » [T 4 {9

Ut bl [AEER e (Kategorienebene) o

tﬁwr? ] F: r (das wahrhafte Unendliche) |
EIE F“JB;LJ J\)’/fﬁ\,l FF'JI* H“f' , 1 Tl T B il S5 FT“’ F[lpj
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F;ﬁ'[.g (A plpjj I LA EJ[SprJEIIH:ﬂ,g\ 1= lﬁ}%ﬁ (das
Sichautheben dieses Unendlichen wie des Endlichen als ein ProzeB)
(Hw, 5 149) < S 40 BB B3 POt 10 s 1 9735
ol = THRUEN, Fﬁ’]ﬁﬁ,lfgpﬁﬁsjﬂﬂqiiﬂﬁmﬂﬁu FJ.I
Ilﬁ;l%‘ WE LT AT ERE L PO T A PR
FIER A 2SR for A AT g L - 1 —TJ%&WT*‘ FIE R
DIHgERL TR o A R EERLD L W TR o P “'IFJ?#IH
T FURLF B S SRIFIFRRL e B P L 5 st > R R0 S T bl
e m@ RO LT ['m\ WEERI

] TR E IR IS ) ERLEEHT ) T (Ding) ) Uk
! %Pﬁ AR R R IF? e ILEOE P il
S ArEpe n o .

DI r

o TR IR T | O LA -

flat T EEpRR o LR 4?”' DR py TR R R

REF L EFGIPORTR - i AR TR R o T

Bl Elgfpl— T féé%ﬁcﬁ'ﬁé (Metakategorie) | rilﬁl[ﬁ':%h;s-j‘ s [H

ﬁﬁjrﬁﬁrﬁ#l r ”"[HJ iy DI PR P [[al}i[mpd

ESCUNE N G *j‘fa@ v iR TR L (category
mistake) | °
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i BRI ﬁéﬁ”’?if‘ AURL T E AV o AR
RN (<@%E>> U T " SOSRRIR S MIPLEAES,  FRL T2
E'Tﬁ‘ﬁfnﬁﬁ ﬁliﬁn »J?*pa j:_n\ Zr?k Tj‘}ﬁ} ﬁ_[;{&@&ﬁg
T ;{7@« u%;g o PRER I 5 RS - qj&puﬁm\ﬁfi# ] ﬁﬂ’ﬁr‘ﬁu
i_rfri"' F;p[i (Verstand) fURIGE | 5 *° LH*E'FDE\%W-’F?J&%!T’ TR
12E iEIL%TUE e TR > RIAEH AL A ey
3 #P AL (HW, 8: 93) R RE = M5 EEUE
Rl SRV &R (die hartnacklgste Kategorie des
Verstandes) ; (HW, 5: 140) » Wl*ﬁ[ﬁ@%ﬁ%iﬂ Fli= s el e

BEGHY (% > MR for G 7e (A Rl 3 e IRLRIAE T =4
~]J$"Tra°' TZEE (Vernunft) fYRIGE

I g o BRI
G e Pl HESR T | AT N IFTI[E{?J el 20 12 I'E[ﬁﬂ
R S RO 0 2 R R
Byt o TYNRERRE, - r%fﬁrﬂﬁ;lpplféﬁgﬁﬁriﬂ,&?%,[\iﬁg
EF"JH“EJ ko ],%F[FJFE%?FIL[[ : :':D[ﬂ:[ ﬁ\LIJJﬁ[I N [*Fuq‘#ﬁjﬁbf%é
IR RT REOAIEL I*F'JQ*?J?&,T%\U(HW, 8: 121£) - 7 (G

10 (HW,
8:91)
11
(HW, 5: 149)
12 (J. S. Erigena)
intellectus — ratio — sensus Vernunft — Verstand —

Sinnlichkeit (Erigena, 1987: 169ff.)
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PR 3E=2]) By r%ﬁ?‘ e~ Rl ’gi@F R P [

S VAR A RLE IR B RS R L r”@rﬁ«%; o

P P ft s PO T F‘U g0 fﬁ'iﬁﬂiﬁx F| [ R

PRES * Z:F'F”ggﬂ'ﬁfs‘j - B R Al - 34@?#359 (1€ 1 -
PR HI# (konstitutiver Gebrauch) > F[ o H s ﬁ‘/
F?Z%iﬁéﬁ (regulativer Gebrauch) » lﬁ*ﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬁ}ﬁ?iﬂ%{'%&
~ [ I (KrV, A 642/B 670fF) o

?‘ZFP B R Al St VLR (AR P PR S I o R
TR EE G TR A d’ffwﬁ"tu Frli“i
ﬂu%@@ﬁﬁ»%ﬁ%mWT#%QﬁﬁﬁﬁWEﬁUwﬂ’
& L*ET”-J»‘ MR ‘Tﬁ i[l‘[‘i 1A (Verstandeskategorie) ; ﬁ(f = jﬁﬁi
PRy 285 D RUE |~ {62 BIpuIs™] (subjektive Giiltigkeit) -
LT B ﬁf (sollen) RLYPE A F[ i EJ*N%F:‘”’LI»FI SEANE STTE

#@@WW? Tl | U B R AR £ TS
SITRAT P I 2 SRR (HW, 20 10) ©
IR AU E 5 > PR i - (i N S G =4 ﬁ;g, fel

ﬁ%*ﬁaﬁﬁﬁﬁlﬁﬁ“EW%vﬁﬁﬂ*i@%f‘ﬁvwﬂ%ﬂﬂi
MR e BRI T Il ]EUT[IiJﬁ FHFS RS ] (Vermogen) EPRR

A yﬁ%ﬁgmaﬁf_ RIS P, ww#ﬁr¢uﬁﬁﬁwuip
ﬁ>@7 EFOe ] CRIE) ST - SRk $ﬁﬁwwn@ﬁ@
TR @‘F‘f MAE T ORS00 PR H G ]
UF) = B ITE TR T WH#%H%JW%Wﬁ
%w@mmwy%iﬁI@JJﬁfwﬁw R R,

F&Eﬁ*ﬁ@*’*%%%@WﬂﬁﬂﬁwmﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁJ

(A) (B)
KrVv
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(HW, 6: 287) -

SREUFERF - AT AR R (R T [ PR RS T
o= ’T‘"Jii_ AU i) Rl = FHZQLEJ% (Puntel,
1986:230) = o1+ BRIy =5 AR A B B R *;I%’%U
s T BFETIE = F v =

iy P iy 5 (HW, 8: 168) «

fii%ﬁgg %H' » EE P ARL LIRS TR RIS
LRSS ;@f‘rg‘g{_ﬂl?\’ T [yiﬁ[’[a{ PRECEE ) RYETAY T I R
ST Pt CHELSRTE g IR P
R o e R U~ f[ﬁ‘ﬁlﬁ,’]@)ﬁl_ pl e A EIEreIfE ;ﬁgﬁjﬁ
RL DI T 1R g e e EIUF;L,%%‘U?“ T R
TR wﬁm iR 1 i e -

bISUI riiﬁlﬁjﬁ%?:“ FURIREH T el B Y- RiRL - #1= [ R
AR > TR WP PRIl o (NERE - R
Flpl (das Ganze) [iU— Iﬂ b o HEREEAT 4T RIBRVEY -
f— [ﬂ:F{J E?LA,\ [t ﬂ»rﬂx 4E[ Jl:[ "H[ s IE IT IH}E'MEW’ s ‘—*[&”"‘[
fl

ljquj i Ep s R rl;&(éﬁ; s e R A
fi thJJL = lﬁir%;éﬂuw & @Eﬁﬁm: G IRl T B
A 5 T G - W O ol e 2 I’F'EJFF"::]???"% N
fOsEly HAORL- o R TS RO
oo IR W T o PRl TR pr A
o RARESEA YR T TR s R AL

B Tﬁﬁ N ;,;_F_aﬂlﬂ qr (Spekulation) | ©

14

“Das Logische hat der Form nach drei Seiten: a) die abstrakte oder

verstandige, b) die dialektische oder negativ-verninftige, g) die spekulative oder
positiv-vernunftige.”
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Spekulation — 5] inE[[*ﬁﬁ f[‘/ IF[ H )‘HI ) ?I?ﬁ“ R HIF
foffs, > '-J;{ﬁgf’[ R AL J%)ﬁﬂ*ﬂ L =]
fl1H Ewﬁ%iﬁﬁﬁﬁfjﬁl E;\ J LFHS f]ﬁ;%%[%&@;s PR fil e~ st TR
BT E{U%’iﬁjﬁfﬂ*ﬁﬁ“%ﬁ?’{%ﬁﬁgl#E‘g%ﬂ% i rsap‘]\ftﬁsﬂ Y
T':Fl‘ PP TERIGR A RLE Y BT RN B T RUREE
1% (spekulative Vernunft) | El hfl: fY o ’g ‘]ﬁlﬂ il TR
EHUI R R fé@ffﬁ[ﬁ'?‘"’éﬁffﬁ# (AR - T i
Y@H % (Romantik) | [IV35 5 > Fgut M ;*jéﬁt‘?%@q‘[‘ifm [l REFT
SRR - RS A TR e T A

GESICE I A 3 R R -

SIES ?iﬁ?f Pl plT R s T” I‘Jg[ FIfes ‘T'*di/[lé.['ﬂqf\lj J.G.
Fichte) FIZ#+ (F. W. J. v. Schelling) “# ﬁ‘/ Z Y Jﬁf'J £ 70 4l
[iﬁm - DB P el Aol - %

S K [‘Jﬁ:ﬁ?lq‘ REEFIAGE AR S oV 25T Ffl'[‘iglfj
El g;l (intellektuelle Anschauung) ; & 1% T35 | > FlE: | 25y
iF;F i R A (SR I’F—‘ e FJ 7 (produktives
Vermégen) ; > =5 1Y ' & (fva) * HIpveE s - T-pdip
IF= BIAFE = a’ﬂfwﬁ%?irﬁ%jm— IJ%'F i 7 %! (das wahre
Organon der Philosophie) ; (Schelling, 1858: 351) ©

i ’F“ﬁ‘% O ﬁi'_éifﬁ‘ "Rl - ?T?;‘a
(Identltatsphllosophle) 3 P REE Ij I E (Jena) EHJ‘:EF FVE fel
AT iRk ”;FT:,' FE5# 1 3 B ) (Differenz des Fichteschen
und Schellingschen Systems der Philosophie) f|1 #'ﬁﬁ‘ﬁ [y ] 15
n%;smgmﬁ%ﬂ'ﬁg (HW, 2: 7-138) « SRfly - U2 i o LR
7 lﬂﬁﬁ F'JHfo » VIR L 1?'?“]“ fr"f“f?&
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ﬁiP@%ﬁﬁ%FWM@ ST P RS

>FIJ’TFIFJF|LI~F —E ﬁgﬁuvp%‘;,m e e AN 7
(HW, 3: 14ff.) o ffI~ ’ﬁﬁﬂj R Y RIGEA I P,
PELRLE ﬁﬁﬁ%?ﬂi i ETP AH%E[25 (Wissenschaft) o FJ.[E:\[
R TR L (205 2 R
AFTPEN SR ) TR RIS Pt
[ ) RLRISE- [T *ﬁiﬁ”ﬁ’z Pi e DA PR
CACUE SN I AT 2 2l S X Eo el A (i Iﬁ (7 ’lﬁiﬁi_rf
FEpUREE, (HW, 3:25)

rc [W\ ;LNU:

FLSFH—“ Spekulation ?BIT SR (e T P&ﬁ”ﬂpii *ﬁ[l
oo b I R Pﬂ [ H{«;f e i_ﬁdfu{nﬁi’ﬁﬁr”gl
Yt e mUﬂﬁpyﬁw@@w@ﬁ,wﬁﬁ%%ﬁ e
IRy RIGE » AR & (LT RIGERYRLGE (Denken des Denkens) | (HW,
8:68) 1 HIESTI RIREF 1 USRI NS AL > i 3 Y
##; Spekulation £ , ° H ¥ Spekulation fi J‘lﬁl’ﬁ N FIZ5 [l
(selbstreflexiv) iRl » 7+ RF AT £ IVRIF 1 PYEE Spekulation
THNRACEE [y spectare (betrachten/view) > RI i YTRPERL
speculum (Spiegel/mirror) °

B R T AL 8 R
(Verhiltnis des Spiegelns) | » ™ %' kL tﬂfﬂf" ﬁ e eI R

(Gegensatz zum Dogmatismus der alltdglichen Erfahrung) (Gadamer,

1990: 469%) 3 7™ U+ T RUEES [ g H - 4R

(HW, 3: 22)
ve (R. Bubner) (Spekulation) (Reflexion der
Reflexion) (Bubner, 1998: 50; 1980: 49)
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W IFEHLE S 1) ST 1 i
e A s pry #’VIP ’?[ K12 (A. Kulenkampff) i EL[\F‘IA
Byger URIEE ) P TSPt Fjr%ﬁ Ik Rl (voraussetzungsbezogene
Reflexion) ; » 7 ﬂbi}jﬂﬁ?# Jﬂ&“p = lﬂiﬁi%' felyzH PFTE’E’@
RURLF] = % RUEHH B - 7 3l kL l'tﬂ S P Y RUERY RUEL (als
Denken des Denkens der Welt) ; (Kulenkampft, 1970: 16) -

PR > RUEE i pl— 78 © (metatheoretische
Reflexion) , i Mot | ORI o T RUGRRITE A
PIFIES TR o R R AR IR
:”ﬁig%ﬁlﬁ,l[uj\gwpl JoRUs Pl Bk rp e b g T
~ Jﬂw;@gﬂ (T, — ﬁ,,’»é;ﬁ%‘ﬁfﬂ{/ Rl o ZEHERY FJ%FJ{.%, ] adps
RIRE[RER RO RUBMG 5 Bglas™ o F# L = gt T
Iy poRyib o PRI AR ﬂ'li?‘” EE PR
- %ﬂﬁmﬁ“l . [F@m HIPERL D F v EgY o ) (HW, 2: 551)"7 §Rjf)
FEEAE TP ) pOTEETE R IO R PR I
AR (Standpunkt) 5 & P RLI = [l 3 %@_‘?
BT 8 P (R SERLERE B S
FIEpROBsgl s+ Topgp > RUGERIE T e are o B Al
o SRR O it o TOjAT] (R Bubner) i o UK 5
B LA A B9 (R [T

| (Bubner, 1998: 59) -

FIPLY >~ SRR RUBETEVRR - 15 ¢ A

v “Die Vernunft ohne Verstand ist nichts, der Verstand doch etwas

ohne Vernunft. Der Verstand kann nicht geschenkt werden.”
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%‘[&pffé el ]‘1'. gy TR A » H TR AL Y Ejz,a A
o DAEIE TR §?§§¢J#%fﬁE'fJguqu~
FrHBE IR CPPERROT R - AR | TE
TIH;LHEW&%&;;F e rﬁj%ﬁ&ﬂj (SIS _J'EFJEI:{L Yo H
AL ka’ﬂﬁﬁﬁlﬁwmﬁrmmjﬁﬁiﬁ%
CE P R o RIS r1§—: 1 9”‘7\“’“;%5“‘# s
SN PIAEIEHE | [0  ~ IH TR0 T R
(spekulative Bedeutung) ; - _%Zfﬁ%[ﬁ&;gﬁ?% g rf:J FLI BORHF T o

o= R (2 fﬁml&’ﬁiﬁ%ﬂ%ﬂﬁ?ﬁfﬁ?%ﬁ?* {st
7 =py TEf r;f-ﬂ] pl o Al - & r%’@?%f%‘? (transzendente
Metaphysik) o ffI5 > USRS (Transzendentalphilosophie)
HI) > U R2 Y URETSRRL - (SRR 35482~ 12 ipy
T RUSBESFRMOTTEG - f6 0 BERE R

| PURISE 3 0 PR DR BEES T 0 | R
a":’ﬂl—'frf‘@ ]WJF: » Meta-Physik % £ FLRLE| T‘J%[%Jﬂ] il T St E
B P FORMED > TR 4 e MR L E PO G l] =
YRR Py RUEL, ¢ JIRLS > Meta FLRLE - T &% 0
(ontologisch) | gt » [fijfLE T RIGERY ) R (Lau, 2002) o 0
bUE fﬁ‘ff@ﬁ“é@%ﬂ" 75T fe R e ’ﬁr};[%&b Fjgﬁiﬁ%g@ﬂ'%
2Ry [ﬁk 1% (Identitdt von Logik und Metaphysik)(HW, 8: 81) -

U Fpod AT WRRT S Mg | s PRI, o F
R RUEEY, 58 8 25 (B - PSR PSR- W T

7
@
o

18

(Lau, forthcoming c)

19

Meta-physik
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O RGP » AT B S ORI o RUBEPTE TR
TR S R TR R Tl 9
J oglyf?@;ng@%, PHF[%JEI%%T%%(% HpL (5
BHE) ) R T E S F'JF%EJ (voraussetzungslos) | (HW, 8, 167f,;
Lau, 2000) » (L1F I 1) FHBERGE R 5 HILRLHA :
3R~ (der EntschluB, rein denken zuwollen) | (HW, 8:
168; 5: 68) ; }:'F‘E’fjﬁ 5’:1@ Méplhtﬂiir E’!‘ T BN i RLRL
ES:(E (Wlllkur) J (HW, 5:68) » [RGB RIGED ] 0 25
mﬁr SHREER TR S RERVERE - Fk - i
12F) - IFFFFE'@ZJiﬁﬁ PUSIREE S ISR T E R fﬂi%?fé?,
=4 @iﬁ%’iﬁéﬁ ; I'EE'F‘@%FI%IF?&F? v = B M= S I‘E’FT*
At > PIFG TRl ) RINEEERRE - PRSI » F=9F 20y ﬁ@f
IF= o SERCTRE RIGERVEGE BiERL (RIFE) ]]PTE‘EEJPE* o 2 RL P R
p@;u%
g [ SERCTRE R "ﬁfém\lﬁk” [, - lirﬁ'ﬁ A e fr”rf‘
@ﬁaﬁﬂ Wﬁ“ﬁ#{%" E[WAF'%’T?F' fi [*‘EFEJFM P
'E;F%F“ LR 91 SE H PR SRS TR R P
F N VHEEL S A T fﬁi P’ Fu 1% ?m@ :|J}‘F"[& RUREAUAE S,
AR PR P ?‘”J_J F”TP?FJ' FRGE == TErs PUER 0 T Fy
TRV AP T kL R RGERVASS. - BRETRL T RGE
=D A A ﬁf;;dl’rﬁ‘“ rilea\éﬁlJ?@' YR o TR
S T L Y S R L e Hﬁf}_’g”;f u(J
Gy 1Pl RIERE! ﬁ’ylF“ TRIGE ) TR E L
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FL;[F_ fed iéf'?gl%{lpjfﬁih GREpY T 7 ﬁj%[, » S
[ EE P FlLEL (SRR 1HIIIE‘° ik Fuﬁﬁa[ttw ;
ﬁﬁﬁifr%&@mﬁgﬂﬁj : (Begriff) ; - [N RINETRRLEY EF( a5
Ak e (BRI é’lﬁ”?ﬁéﬁ o TS IFLI Eid Iifr”fé‘ﬁ‘é’fﬁﬁ H[
B PR R A R RIS TS, @ T
e FR R FL%[IFF@" ﬂ*ﬁf"ﬂ Fap TS, *ﬁlrﬁg 17
- HEEVAA IED%)K%P ITi R TR T PR R D
i I A= [ RLFE | (I W%w ¥ F’ﬁ—gﬁ‘/ 5] =
- (System als Ganzes) [ R4 (der Begriff) ; o (!
E'\’fﬁ@ﬁ'& CREERG50) fhipy— s T HCE LGP (das Wahre
ist das Ganze) ; (HW, 3: 24) » I*HI?J BV R UE | H W (RSP S Y

HIH BERE o PRERE — ’[%WU%’A?BF[” Liﬁl[ﬁi?ﬁjﬁg’lﬁ%ﬁ”* (et
pl[ ?ﬁ SIRENAESH 1 (einseitig) o YT 'JEJJNF’T rEL >
T CREEEE) o B AR TS, TR, TR,
TR~ TEIRL o TR R A I RAREE 1Y RApY
iﬁﬁ@ﬁ'ﬁ“%ﬂ? eV F" IR A RS - SR L
[Hﬁfu SR A ot s e E ) T o ]
(e A e E b~ (WS g e -

y;}&afpjfu %ﬁhﬁ FE BB B~ 78 F@g RS (holism)J &S]
1% A PUREEE T RLE R LA EJ”]@ flogt ot e
(Il kg, ~ l[—{lﬂlFIJ’LUHTF”jéka&ﬁI&?ﬂgV?:’\jf/\ﬂ’xijiﬁ[[—[)I%Lmﬁq
ot o ) (R A RO R - S A
P O R # R 5] 1 M9 G - wﬁJﬁ*ﬁiﬁrﬁ
A - ‘ETM? B ’LHIM BB G ] HLRLAR €| RIGEROFLRE
ER ru;gr’?éjp A l/:}ﬂpf?;ﬁg gs_»;rﬁ_ﬂ?‘ EHE P f;[;f&@;gr[?#m
lﬁlmr’z\l?ﬂﬁqu fi S ALY T ’f}ﬁ‘ (Subjekt) | /f%w il
JFFUF”T[*LYTFj B A AR S A 2 B 1
FLAPRAFSE sk~ (Einheit) JERLEMEAY TE5RL (ich denke) ; -

mh Il
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SEIESEGE (SelbstbewuBtsein) fusk— - E[%ﬁ%‘ﬁﬁl?ﬁiﬁ: rr?dn
E[JHE Ay ClERL Y A= iERLT

g BFITS AR - e SRR P v O T A T
FL (HW, 6: 254) -

T, © P TR IR i
o A, > A 2 ?EEIE ﬁljw{ CREEIS) T [BrRlix
ﬁ%ﬁ*ﬁﬁkaﬂllﬁ'ﬁ"?ﬂﬂﬁ A3 I EETRR | fiﬁ‘%?%ﬂ’ﬁj/
AR i iih%ﬁ*ﬁ@wﬂ SEHTIRT H B U 1 ™5
(M= W IR ™ 6 T 1= [ FIRRLE) ‘%JFF” | T AP A
fi J?ﬁg\ PUELYI BRI E TR R B T T L R ?ég&ﬁfﬁfﬁ
R o s H?Fﬁ&ilﬂl (REHER )[R R AR VT S0y o i
ﬁ:ﬁﬁ(Ontologie) PO o I S —Fulﬂiﬁ'ﬁi ’ f;[ﬁ‘@ P puy
T EH"" ”LI% W(JFE‘ (Substanz) | F,Jfﬁjgggcgﬂ S ﬁﬁ[ﬁ g S
HETFF” PER TR ﬁcggﬂ?F T (Vollendung der
Substanz)------ & I ER Frets ikl g FURTT o iRl
| (HW, 6: 249) « 771} » %'F‘ R AR P LR Y
4 Ef;ﬂ%: r. YJF[SJEJ%%‘,}E{\ , @#H'*ﬂ (das Wahre) 1A
AR IR (HW3:226) -

—.E

B Y RS H BT PO IT0E  FR  isshiy fo
PTIIEE > PO AR I TRV 2 g

2t (D. Henrich) (Grundsatz von

Hegels System) (Henrich, 1978b: 204)
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i+ 25 PHAFAR 22 o 7 R A 4 oy - )
F BT iJfaﬁaﬁ”W - W ””f@“'t
- rﬁfﬁ | E'}'H'iﬁ'ﬁﬁ W fﬁ#ﬁfm LY ﬁ:ﬂﬁlfﬁ@%ﬂiﬁfr’?ﬁ
SFORIET « BRSO T ) AT
BT R I AR, » 05 PR | AR
AL S E?%ﬂ‘gﬂﬁfﬁﬂﬁié ’ F"Jﬁﬁiﬁ”ﬁiﬁw?‘f{ﬁéﬁ?fﬁl* ﬁ%ﬂ%
FOSHFS BANGR 3 808 STl
TR o L2 (MU £ 2 RIROR PSR PR £ B 2
AT O &*%ﬁ*“;ﬁf’?ﬁ%%%’ﬁfiﬂl - B AR
‘%‘E‘—Fﬁ - PR Fy’T HEE F 1 ﬁ‘f“%ﬂjﬁ—%ﬂ i F&Hﬂﬁﬁ
ﬁéﬁﬁj r @E[WWH‘J Iﬁ[j\ EE ’[LJJE‘\_ 55 ﬁﬁ_‘%}ﬂ E[[Qf;’lﬁﬁlﬁrlﬂﬁﬁ
zﬁlﬁ'ﬂ %)}F[fj Fle =2 A1~ 'd»[ ﬁaﬁyu S ch[p J%E&;ﬁ@’]ﬁ[@[ S
FHo - ng[ﬁ?é’fﬁﬂ ¥ (Hegel Renaissance) | ;,HH%T[%JT H
ﬁJ%T%Wﬁ@ﬁﬁ??f?ﬁi ]E"U?F([‘JJ*DF'HEWF‘I‘? e N (Y *’?ﬁ”—%
‘Lﬁrx‘xj (it ﬁ%’? [E18 e | H [ﬁj Y [F[j (Bubner, 2003; Rorty,
1997) «

R T TTEJEJFH.& fﬁ Mg “Elfﬁﬁ‘jﬁ%yﬁ%
g?jJT’?ﬁ ﬁﬁw’%m;ﬁﬁuﬁll < [“%F&l—i Mfﬁi'ﬁ%;rq 5
5}ﬁﬁ$?FIJF]'“Fu[E[ Pji&wﬁf%"\ A S o ILE‘,“@[”[—— =
Mgy = ”’]‘FE‘F%I”J? JHEE  PHALGR %ﬁ?ﬁﬁml 15
%ﬁ* o FES AT B ST ] R X A S R
i rﬁ%[’f&@ﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁﬂ FIJFT,J [T fim'%%’ﬁlﬂw‘FﬁJﬁf}fQ?U?_i
o I B R TR (Welsch, 2000) A1 B9 o e 2
(Rockmore, 2001; 2002) F,“JTEJITI/ ﬁéjﬁjr%’ﬁrr«wgﬁi“ﬂ%ﬁj}ﬁﬁﬁ o
2 ;ﬁ? Pl TJFIJJJ—FU @““ﬁ@‘m[i o % r;mﬁgﬁzjﬁ%w
SR HEL %ﬁ*ﬁ“ﬂ’l"? ﬁﬁf@' q 5 = A LY = 8L
4 W%IF“&‘; H/J‘T’Tﬁﬂ ?Z[ﬁ%lﬁljf%@}ﬁll : %JJT’??T%E?JEF

]EI,U (reductlomsm) %l:[ (foundatlonahsm) E JF i

—_E
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r%f:iﬂ ERN (holism) I'] ¥ (neo-pragmatism)
RE R "‘F‘“?ﬁﬁl |5 TS AR 1?; o I )
B 55 ﬁﬁﬂ I[EI?J1,§§IFIJ31@~ ENuE T’J o F' J;El?f:lirfﬁ@;g ok
[AVSE S - B Y5 (R, Rorty) E’?F D TR (Kantian
stage) | % r%{ﬁ&ﬁﬁ’é‘?& (Hegelian stage) ; [V (Rorty, 1997:
8f) -

[HER ﬁ:l;{ﬁgﬁﬂlj}ﬁﬁ%’?{[ff&rﬁ’?%lﬁqﬂg T 5 IR
SEREA  SSATITEFIRL T R R R PO - F Ry
f\f_ g43 (B. Russell) A8y (G. E. Moore) [E£}7) T’T?T*ﬁ TR
I FTRRLE U B 2 B R R R PIRERAL T RRAVEL
=AY (full-fledged Hegalian) ; - i}~ EJ‘F“'HL@'%['E%&@%E'EJZ‘I'
TR ﬁﬁﬂfﬁiﬁ?[’fs‘@ﬂﬁ“ 1 (Russell, 1959a: 42) o [ AEZ]
W= e o Mgy IR A R i A T”F[Jj #  (Russell,
1959a: 54) > 2 ZEFEAE R A AT A j[ﬁu%@?f:”r?%*é AHIT
% % (F. H. Bradley) > sf P W@’rwﬁ*‘b[m [ i A
FIpAEss T (analytic) ﬁ HAEy 2y J/f;%l?%”r*‘gﬁ
py r (dialectic) | B[V pr a8t o

AU ST ORI L RUL S R R 1S L

22 (P. Hylton)
(Hegel and Analytic
Philosophy)
(Hylton, 1993)
The Cambridge

Companion to Hegel (Beiser, 1993)
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LR AL E AR ) A

eI J?EIIJL-[":1Er F’?EJT;T} FI‘J (5 F‘L:Jpﬂ-m E'T[;!%;}ﬂ, AR ?TE L
IR 115/\ill$?r%ﬂjpl 73 T’?;]E’Tﬂ H L x5V - I?Jtr

SRR »&JHHEj Fun%‘/f G ’fwﬁf@[&ﬁ;ﬁ L‘FIIE[[EEFIJ
IHIJJF'I o AT R E IR R W‘Eiu e

JES ﬂﬂ’}f’iﬁa%&#‘i* ST ﬂl@ip ORLRE - e ;;,fr[ﬁlg)}?g
F' VRS P (holism) HERLSS ’f’?ﬁ’a"* TR s 0y (820 5)
PRSPl 4 R RLAIE s A I (RS R 7
FEFE T Sk p R — (ARG RIS  SIERLT | T
B F L TR A T

(FVEV (e kLA 5 IR g LA e S 2 iU%EI‘JﬁLWWf\_
[t pepd 2 Fist > ) %ﬁ%ﬁﬂ [ R O BERL ) T
(proposition) ; (% " f/~" (sentence) ; - " (statement) | -
" H[Er Gudgment) ;) [EEEEELE PTG < SR for
L E’U%ﬂ‘?‘, (G. Frege) Arfjl=h Auzhl (2= Sl 25 > i7" [
AR~ i 5L S o FrnEl S 288y (T Zgi) (Organon)
F‘aﬂtiﬁ s [EH R A g B @[i'ﬁﬂj— L = TR - A 2
ﬁrﬁl#éﬁ#u » BYBE X R ?" |t The Port-Royal Logic®® ThRLiF e
BE 2 S ol A o i%#lf%j‘; THES, (PVFE) (B pUsEE )
I 5T WA « Ty PR
(. e PR & e sy - IV ERF (copula) ¢ iy T
i FILRLFE AIRTE P ARG - JCE R - ooy
i zals-Ciale [JF %E:FJ pINAR TR 7 1 2 ]gufﬁfgg PR BT, b R L
glztguﬁﬁﬁmmi = o /2 i v fi A-_fzr%_ﬁ[ BCEINRE %[%WU .
prob= 25 [P p P e i R e iﬂﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁ ?’J E'U?J ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬂ@ﬁ% THES

*?LaLogique ou I’ Art de penser, 1662 A. Arnauld/P. Nicole, 1996
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F”ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁg IR = AR ApIE - W2 %lﬁlﬂgiﬁﬁr%@t
KL F;‘%’I‘E?ﬁ AN ITuT[J"Bi" J2F TS G (innate idea) ;
BRLATE ’Fgﬁﬁri’ts‘ﬁi?mwiﬁkﬁl r BT (sensation) ; B T ] 4

(impression) | ©

i RO R T AR (D50 BTERH
FRE [P 492 i T B RLE L ok
BRI O > TG RO R /birﬁt“ CHERIE]
7 (Pradikat) | LLEJ%{L;& A IERUECE |‘Pt“f'ﬁjﬁuﬁj oA Rl
il Fﬂ Ealie N U S N ﬁxj [F {f FF’ (ungesattigt und
erganzungsbediirftig) F”uf[ﬁ Frpt F* #1 (Subjekt) j’iﬂ‘%‘f%*
|[4§IL$Z;‘DE E IEIEEJFIJ4 ° fJ‘EI]JEl*F(F f rﬁ‘ | % Fﬂfh
W PR OB (Funktion) — £ 7 <P~ BISERIS - 1UE |
R WIS IS (Frege, 1994a) iy 7
SRIEEERN TR ﬂ"ff‘%?f; B (IS 1
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ﬁ—LEth‘%J I PR po e f ) ﬂiﬁlf ZiF"Fl (singular term) -

3”3-?]5‘/1‘%? IRLE]FA (general term) - [JJ‘F:‘ a3k = Ry
?ﬂpJHH DFIRLS R TSR Ag 5 T RIRL - (R

Hegadigl & s 5 ~h) o E‘&ﬁ@’?ﬂﬁe' rlpo= J0GT - S R
ORI P FSETHR S LA B A
SRR o < ST T R LS R O
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g T HURGR R REARRIRV LA - P E
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69/B 94) - JE[ ’iﬂi’ VERT %ﬁ%{[i~ HHAGERE }yﬁF)IF T
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RECH - O IR0 [ SR A 2 (R
BLE) HEr o I EA ﬁﬁ/ LA [T TG B
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ense-dus) |+ B SUERALS ST PO I
THIAIPUHIES (knowledge by acquamtance) g Al RS (A
AATRIRERY TR L AT o [ S ORL T Y A
(knowledge by description) [ﬂt FZ,I}*”[LJ'_# ]JTI » 25 R
MRS T A ERRTIL — AT Y (Russell, 1959b: 46fF) 5 i
F=s F‘,l_guip%aﬂ TRLE AR L U > R 4&‘5{[%@9
B R AL wmﬁm\ﬁ:w@w%@s;mwzw i
= SRR Y SLRED (T RL S T ORI > S R R
HE o &ELE"EJLE, JF%%?F%"EJ%FFIJ (theory of reference) » 5&
ii?iﬁ Ea [J.EFJI f (proper name) f[‘/?ﬁ'?ﬁ?ﬁjfﬁifﬁ,iﬁ,‘# [CENRE
E'@%u‘%'s' (Efel =041 BL RGO T > 550 S PRI B
TR D S HPE AR S “REE P S FEYR
Hl%i@f%mlmw ywamuwrmwmmuﬁi
Ey L”]E”?Jf;g il -l [“E PUE ) = = I'F’TF:?,@\PJ?‘,' (Russell,
1986: 179) - Egiﬁéﬁtﬁ,}lf?ﬂ el ﬁlﬁ’}ﬁﬂxﬁiiﬁi frﬂftﬁﬁﬁ 14
E’E Foh— ﬁ:ﬁ —Lﬁﬂ%u:p ﬁﬁgm{; gJiﬂFﬁ'W gﬁirgalpjr@
Q» ]L:lj (atomic sentence) ; ; [ ;ﬂ[ﬁﬁ‘j ﬁ‘/ip%w ;}—%r Eéi%?ﬁ

£ r@ﬁ?@ﬁ‘% (logical atomism) ; (Russell, 1986) -

iﬁﬁ@gﬂﬁﬁﬁfﬂﬁlﬁ@ B kB 7>7F[ Ehy T gt -
R SR ﬁi“?”ﬂﬁﬁ?ﬁ%@%ﬁﬁ
(logical positivism) fvEL % Jv | F] o B I 5 MR B F{IJ,%?
(common sense) Y& (Moore, 1959)> = oI iﬁ*, AN e T
B kB T B A - ) IR (L
Wittgenstein) [ (5 ?(‘Tﬁ —Fu>> (Tractatus Loglco Philosophicus)
REHRB LR A jg%ﬁ%44mw@<WWFf@>
“»ﬁ#ijrﬁlﬁj”' "l B RLEE (Tatsachen) [UFEAL > [ ZEF1
(Dinge)fiUaH1 | (Wittgenstein, 1989: 11) ; ﬁﬁﬂ—“r e (PJJ[Er4
) AL B R W1 R TR T
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(Elementarsatz) | ﬁlﬁ'ﬁbﬁ THIPYEIfiE (Sachverhalt) - ;,F%fri » R
PELIE! FR o JL I oA PR ) AR QI T AT TR
(e B &Fﬁ%%# TP F LU A e = ?sf"?* » fl—
B PR S % o f;qrr?:ﬁmjf[ B PR ﬁg x|
i (R. Carnap) RIFLEETRUHIE 5~ 2 FUIREI S SLEEE G -
PRI R PV A L 5] - 0 MRS R B AR Fﬁcl%gﬂj
(Protokollsatz) | (Carnap, 1928; 1931/32) > I'] T {£%F q % EJTJ:EFX Y;
zt [ R pOfpil 0 PIRER AR R E ﬁ%‘F‘FJ
FYATE LA AVEA ﬂiww[%@ FUEUR AR Y - 5
@%ﬁg?ﬁ@ﬂwﬁjﬂﬁé% FI5 AT A R
BT 3'%%4 EH oo

qwgﬁﬁ%+$i%”@¢~@%wwwﬁéﬁ
3% tﬂ[F’ ‘FA QRS AREAES F'JFﬁZﬁE‘~ Fufll[ppd 2 Ip A SRS
%ﬁ@ﬂﬁlhﬁﬂmqmuw%ﬂ HALE IL APU- [WAEW R
%(P*¢ﬁﬁwﬁg)ﬁtﬁﬂ¢”ﬂﬁﬁﬁ i RLEUAf 22
o R a3 TR SRR TRET, - PR UF Rl 2 Ak (PJ
‘JIEWHIJE‘J%A SHY AR D Y RLECEIdR B A T 2R - U
s pEl2 £ (> BUSEE pg e U B pomnd - r?\%f/[‘
i g, Wﬁ”%ﬁ ARV Ty AR S
(P eELRLs i) AR 5 5720 28RS FIpY
BRI R LI o (HW, 8: 98F) 7 5 % T lfiv (1
RS R T DR AR O Tk S R

(Welsch, 2000)
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FH5i5) F”F’JF[H' (Jhy CREHSR 5e52) py f;fr"f“ﬁ*fﬁ el
|[4?T AR AT EAUE rJ =)0 TEﬂI,F’?—F?H r (der spekulatlve
Satz) | F’[fj}ﬁlﬁﬁ o ’%ﬁﬁ'ﬁ , g‘j{ifﬁ@pejg ERLR A A 5 > 1]
FERIR AR L FORbi 3 o 2 TR e > T
K El f‘l’ﬂ“ﬁ'ﬂg%f%&“ﬂ”&@sz%ﬁ’dﬁfr , KIFF'Jﬁj' Fle lpf@zﬁgﬁ%ﬁﬁ[ o
%{ﬁ?@%?ﬁ%@ﬂ%ﬁ\ﬁ: = R EIU?&?DEW@ s KIS T’?ﬁ?
= BT TR Vﬁi‘ﬁﬁﬂiﬁl’ﬁ E% 91 R o S fk BT
A m |2 S ER LRSS A+ 4 2 ﬂ RIS S S
FLREIZEL i F“k FSp Ik E TRy, A UREEY ) B
PAVEEE > 0 B gk AR IR R A P
%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ@%@ﬁ?iﬁoﬁﬁﬂ“ﬂﬁrP%Jﬁﬁ?*%
I—ﬂﬁlﬁi%‘?i? i CRERERGSE) At GREEESR) pust— Fipirsak
AR L M
(Unmittelbarkeit) ; 37 SPVEAE (HW, 3: 82ff.; 5: 65ff.) - (kg
HGE) pUTih T RIEEENE (sinnliche GewiBheit) | I—F&lﬁzﬁ%‘iﬁ

_”llﬂ

GRS BN TR 195! BT 0+ 0TS
]'%JJE'\L_ FIUHI%S , ﬂ%ﬂ_ ;gm I‘;{f‘fé—, ]EUQ:D%; ...... [l—~7}l RN

I 5akL AT o PR SR SR E | PSS ([
I RS G 8 S SR (HW, 3:82) o

|£‘i€,‘“&lf"1# I 0= 8Py RIGE @Aﬂlur, iy TR

(HW, 3: 56ft.) (Vorbegriff)
(HW, 8: 94ff.)
(Einheit des Seins und Nichts) (HW, 5: 93ff.)
(HW, 6: 301ff.)

Lau, 2004a; forthcoming a
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RO PUAERR R IS TR A TREE ) P
2 #'ﬁ‘l‘xﬁ?ﬁxﬁ*ﬁ’p”eilfk“r?ﬂ 4 UF’?E'iD%SP‘f T IRLE
RV PEE o IREE S Aﬂ[uﬂ P ‘9 (PR T o R A A Rl
K= [PV (Lau, 2004b) -9 I%ﬁm’f gﬁc@ﬂ i‘?l” FE
FUHIE L PIE=T) Dagl (this) ) f rﬂﬂlﬁ (that) ; =5 '%fﬁ“ "
S [EFHCF (indexical term) | . f’iiﬁﬁ‘i‘ﬂlﬁﬁﬁ\[f‘[ Al f RERL r“gf[ﬁu
RS IRRLE (WP 2 At Digii ) @ THIR T‘““Juﬂiﬁ
B AR AR S5 T B R P R
W= R EpVE G R W ‘QJ*D% SRl ks
B8 I sg IR ien "TM“*EWJ[H PR AIEL 4 py f%;} “Fit VAEL
lﬁﬂ*’ﬁ AR P = T B - s I s
R L (TR liﬁ o Ffrlﬁi%ﬂiﬁliﬁfw} 0 7
IRk e Tag i, Hrp kLt e - [4*”Er d’%FF” FRAREEW
Pro fers SHFTA BRI R - FTRCN [URIR RO £
BRI R AR B ‘“W‘EJFJ%T'%F‘U A

f:hf?@;? ”FF”F'@i W fgﬁﬁlgﬁﬂﬁ ) t’p’rﬁ_ﬂﬁ rﬁ,gp’:@%%
s B A F’?}",E TR F“'ﬁr@_ Elizpfﬁ?ﬁf@fﬂiﬂ%&pﬂ ? HTE B
LA qu FOFT T USRS - e e T R
i[ﬁi s R J»IFEJM“MMMF‘EJ "2 ARG

SFRLTT i@ DRI - SR T B R © e

28 (W. V. 0. Quine) Word and Object Gavagai
Gavagai

(Quine,

1960)
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I IR B MR o RSB B ST RL T W g
I;f][[f;—':[f?@;gf)}é =75 R poe ey _Pf::ﬁ;cg GIHE & F'?

Ry o SRS AT B AR ;b p R
RS i S et R e U
RERREEAEI ) (HW3: 82F) » T | SERITE T 5

TEUT R EE > & R AP Y ROt PERL TR
AEpY (remes Sein) | - @['%JIMF'?T%FCI o f (GREEHE) pusi
Fro TROREAUE T (ERET- (WERA PR TRTREAUE. 925
iR ¢ﬁﬁi S Ll s
HIFIIERLE, - RLK 2 A > I

rin?f“’?ﬁéﬁ%'?/ = f:'ﬁ‘@“'ﬁ rﬁ[}%lf ”IE;F%IL':LH?J
TP Mﬂﬂﬂjﬂ%ﬂ P L e e AT e B
’ENF’JHFJF[L”}T’?ﬁ% ° R ff"f? 4 Jﬁﬂﬁ [N % = s
ﬁﬂ ﬁlqﬁ_l BARVYES 5 T 1H7J7F’??T_, A T Eiﬁ%llsc ’ jﬁﬁ
i 3 2 Ei*'fﬁ?iiﬁ] ERUHEES %H'xﬁg’!‘ﬂjf IR = LR A
fi J}\jEL i (K. Popper) tﬂi"‘gﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁﬂquJﬁ (Popper, 1935) ; 3%
P?n»ﬁ PR RS R P PR S
R VAR R ﬂ*}"[uﬁﬁ b2 i R (I
AL B BTSSR (induction) KL 71 Ptoge
ﬁpﬁ’ SR pIpVEEE S PR - W TJF'lZFﬁ»J ] A
lélfJ%j[%E Egtﬁj—ﬁ“e’rl Tl Qzﬁjﬁ[,ﬁg@iﬂ CERHE: [ﬂEiﬁyﬂﬂEj
o g 1+ T LS IR A U £
% (hypothesis) s RZERIZ 7 1L~ %1518 (1Ao7

(F. H. Jacobi) Falke, 1996
(R. C. Solomon)
(Solomon, 1983)



112

AR SE 1587 PI'J/\[EHJ; = F]EEJ (falsify) FY‘}*I lﬁﬁﬁi
f@%[%ﬂf U_”[aa%r-,]m (theory of falsification) e
T jﬁz?} SRR ijﬁrﬁp J;ﬁ—F ELETEAL > [ER P

ELRLFT I s s PT B PRI T
=p| FFILJ FOR[ I o RNy - Bl - o2 2 %22 2 F )
b ’T]EIJ”'ﬁﬁj (O. Neurath) =I5 F' qu'%\HJ%WuTﬁ—H'{
R B TR I}'ﬂ?ﬁﬂlfﬁlﬁ¢i PR NIE Cliiane EI'UFTE‘
%F[J (gesicherte, saubere Protokollsitze) | (Neurath 1932/33: 206)
]‘ptbip%:pjgimk R IR ﬁfﬁﬁ?@%—%ﬁmﬁliﬁﬁﬁjﬂfﬁl
FJ ’?ﬁ’g%' = ﬁ—LFlJE @ﬂlPﬁ%ﬂuﬂﬂi ,_’ E’?TE[E' E[fj?jé
%TF cF=E %#—? ﬁl%ilgu I - PLSFIP %[Eﬁip%;iﬂztj F“@
B BRI RO - RIS S A N I R L
Ftlgﬁﬂu [EET I AR FYELRE » IHF[iﬁﬁW SEURLE B

T BRI -

[EELAE AT [ SVER— ()= Fﬁﬁfﬁfi’l%z’ﬁﬁﬁlrﬁ“ Ay
H e PRI "I Y R - B P T N
iEE R “ﬂﬁw ’ ﬁ'JTTF’J‘:[ﬂ'?Uﬁ‘Hﬁfﬁ‘JH'Tg[ﬂ“’ﬁﬁJ R
A A f;[ f¥ o | (Neurath, 1932/1933: 206) ° é’ﬂ%ﬁ%&% TRl
%&Elfiﬁjﬁ% TEETRIIZE > P RETY fF’EH;ﬁf"I*]EUFt'%’KHJ[ﬁﬁ SEapy
ST T IR S 4 S ILJ"?”Fﬁ » HIEES - A [T RL
T ;;dﬂﬁg%ﬁ“uﬁiﬁ'ﬂﬁ%p”“ﬁg FI IR R
Bt ‘E‘ﬁ'%ﬁ%ﬁ’?ﬁﬁi ]%fmrﬁ i = :Ji WA POV T s 1
(Korrespondenz) » F[V|ZY M4 A T {e— FH— Podma < I'F"ﬂi'_?\l !
T R Tl | T Sﬁ lJﬁiElEHfh (Kohiirenz) [E£hfL \]}%T’
A S R TR
E ?Jyw, ﬁﬁtéﬂt Bt — i 1% g
SRE| 2 J %ﬂlﬂrg%[@ﬂpﬁp%& e RS~ PRI
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Eﬁ*ﬁﬁ?%%%ﬁm%%o
dnﬁﬁp;‘%ﬁgwurmwk B AL [
(W. V. O. Quine) 7t~ Jui— FFEApY AT Supupy (7%
(Two Dogmas of Empiricism) ; — < > FJ FIT ndﬂ',f"rjf”p URLER R
= ORI ST Ak ﬁ fYl 55 (analytic-synthetic distinction) ;= &
FLZ & (reductionism) | F‘wj*f&iﬁ% (Quine, 1980) - ?Wiﬁ%ﬁﬁ%iﬁ
I FURBRT R F il ok £ BT USRS O AR
= AHERS B fi'g’?lz?ﬂ'j Ry Fﬁ FILJ%‘?F% ’ ﬁf}%%‘f’?' EES PR RaEs
ﬁElLJEhi} i e | EEHEJW“:LQ‘ WS ‘Eﬁiﬁjﬁ"‘?%ﬁfﬁ‘

E i | el U SP T L ?TFIF{E@ (B

F[ [JET 5o T[J"Lfgiylf"ﬂ/[llﬂ H I ;ﬁr@}ﬁ F[j_; E ﬁrpﬁi ‘? tF'Ff fgg_r?jt!, 77
P (analyticity) RLI B 2 2 (3 AR - D
£ & (definition) - fl‘ T p 1t (1nterchangeab111ty) [fil & 1%
(synonymy) ~ Jf A [fil (identical extension)‘?ﬁ[ﬁliﬁﬁﬂ (semantical
mmﬁ%«W%wamﬁ£WWﬂFm
TEFRAH - ﬁ PR RS HEA G S P T’?Eﬁlﬂﬁr@
LRFED > NPT OIS - °°

425 [ 2 E[;[ﬁfpm WRLESIEE - PRV - 1
R SIS 5 (2% B iR A
KRR ¢$F®HW’N%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬂE@ﬂ@ﬂ
2 P R [ T AR R ¢ IR R R e
%%%T‘%Wﬂm@WWm% *Wmﬁwﬁéﬁwﬁuﬁ
V] RS IS ARL ) o 2 R SRl L
HA{EEI EdaRiE T SRR R R e TG L (TE 28
ELFA“EEEJE;, (g7 2 JERH 1 A (R R B i o P

ﬁ‘t Hﬁ ?*1

80 Grice/Strawson, 1956
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Isfr'ﬁqwlp,@_ﬂwwx%ﬁ“ﬁ% (g i Rl BRI

| AL AT - I s -
iﬂmwwwﬁﬂ B TR LR A
%émmﬁ@ﬁm:ﬁﬁwﬁﬁ%~%@ﬁ%ﬁ%@%W3@@
T FRIEED Lo S ] A A RS R 5

WP Fo vk (WA AR R R Iﬁp[ JELRL T B
fEelspy r@ %F'ﬂﬁ“i@ﬂ f/% P PR e 'IM‘ﬂJtiﬂ% A
ﬁ@gréj 14 > ﬁ?ﬂ—‘f@ﬁﬁ,qpfjﬁﬂ Gy > f';fa’rpﬁl’x%}gl”ﬁy« il Jﬂw&r %'
pal 55 fr’?ﬁhﬂﬁgJT Gh kL EAFEFRA AT | RO A o AT
%‘WI?’JE%??J?U% * HTE| FE'EZ fdet I]E SRS RIS E | Fp_
TP L = RS Al Eﬁ{iﬂ%‘ fﬁ%’?lﬁwﬁﬁﬁij@?ﬁ BT
LIRS A (A E }v[%‘ﬁd-ﬁ?ﬁ TR I'F?Fj‘%jff\f/ﬁiﬁi
FHOBR T RLE - RL(=HS - B (corporate body) IS
WS ERAYEE 2= | (Quine, 1980: 41) Lﬁﬁi 73 ff’?ﬁ%@»@?’iﬁﬁﬁﬁl ’
8 e ATV OB L 0 — PR o T
%‘P‘IFWT??I* TH T RNERA ST NEL I’[E'HUHAH%EUE\' [N

PGS o o [N RLT IO I I “éﬁ‘vjéiglfﬂ (P. Duhem)
Pl T = Juggh Brgg Ay <#’J£’E‘“%Wuﬁu 'EUATRS ) (La théorie
physique. Son objet et sastructure) - [E‘EIE,I@IE’![‘ Bl ] i e
LF}“J‘FH«?E% r;Elff FF”F' (Duhem-Quine thesis) | ©

S ERT RS A i]%n d {55 Jﬁ—“ﬁﬂ Ay ?‘zﬁgwﬂ -
L > kL™ ST i D ) £ l‘pt ﬁﬁimu%@w o B
SRS T GO A Fﬂiw@%ﬁwwlawﬁﬂ%m
f' m_@iﬂﬂuﬂwu IR~ ,glﬁmﬁp L% 5 *pqr%gvg
(5 2 B 1 7 R [~ 4\?‘5" UgJiU?ﬂﬂ?ﬂ ‘@F,E‘?wﬁ EN
HIRy (BB deéuﬂ-ﬁd ad. Locke) AIfF L (D. Hume) [

o
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e PR A IR G RO RS R S S (term—by—term
empiricism) > '] ‘\ify'ﬂlﬁfﬁ[ e @ﬂiﬁgjgﬁgﬂ_ ([ o
3% (J. Bentham) FHIdf; > * MIRBE] - 1 EP Rk ;ﬂ:ﬁd—
AV P RLEA F‘Jfﬂcﬁﬁik N EETET rﬂi‘[] 3= JRASRL © WEETT)
s £ 3 A ’foFﬁiﬁﬂF‘Tﬁi'%ifﬁ* A SUE ARGV A s
RLBHE] S (Quine, 1980: 42)

?Wﬂﬁﬁﬁ%wmﬁﬂﬁm»%@%}%mﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁm
RS PR L - = S0t
e lﬂﬁi ""*IH—‘{‘ (En Q\E[FUE@F& 7] T’?ﬁﬂ ﬂxiﬁjxﬁmfﬁgmﬁﬂg o
"@'l@%“rﬂﬁfﬁg 5 iﬁf IR SO 8 o 2 AR R
S-EJ?JT“ A H ( ‘phﬂm[*%i ST bL}LE'ﬁ(ﬂ Bt ) 50
PR f =t Flit;ﬂg',-m:«wglz e Dl P A QY S
LJILE“?’F‘*D g% M) anﬁ\}ﬂfgwﬁ@%@@@gpq%ﬂj o i
Yo W\Iﬁg F BRI AT H o

Ln+ H,

T B A B T

~ RS VIRE] SRR SO AR > T Ly

= ? FUBgRsL o 2 U ETe TRE-PU IRk 5) = fREEASL - leﬂﬂ”’*-’rjf’g,purﬁ‘f

— |f§€5'§‘1°§kﬂ’—ﬁtﬂj ép}}" ;I;F?&gﬂ [JF ;giﬁ/ R RS AT

%]ﬁgfﬁjmﬁu‘t Fp TEIER ]2 A (neo-pragmatism) | Hefi
o R -

B o RO P 5 o [0 P PR AL
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e BERITER f;[;f&agévﬁ g‘é Fa < ﬁ’[/(hlmu
2l [ﬂja\lp[ > 4l [ingL;;m Bt 1T§>hf%\4?ﬂ F oSS J
2 PRI 2 PR AR 5 QR @%%W?wiﬁ
@%wm#mmaﬁﬁﬁaimw"ﬁ%wﬁ%MW$¢ L

R F,Jvz;lﬂf[w » e LRLY IEEP SRR B (Quine, 1980:
42) - Fﬁ;’ffp@ﬁ ,%Ei%ﬁ”ip%& AR AR Y[R T R SRR Y
F&ﬁ[}iﬁgu}%m&,}%{‘ P ﬂ*ﬁfﬁm RES 2Rt pﬂ%«ip;:ﬁi% i
Fi + PILRLHPR A ERL f IR ST as - sk uﬁ%
:ﬂqﬁgagﬁnw&r AR (T TR S
FEEH l[ﬁb;\w?ﬁy;ﬁﬁnﬁ@fiﬁ@,ﬁ » B E RS
PUHAEL LT AT » RT3
Edihl] F‘ > B ISR R RS BRI A o T
L PURLE SRR B T s, B %gnﬁ VHI e P[P ﬁbﬁ
WTFuF,[@:]VF%VEJNT’T T iR Rl IS R
i ip%&ﬁﬁ’ﬁ FIRL— o3 it - G a3]% (normative) FUSFE[ -

iﬂg[[ai;“:ﬁ%[gepk ;ﬁ (7 o plir=p L 2 pAS TR (™ {I%@&F i
(eplstemology naturalized) ; i [HJ (Quine, 1969) -

SR AL #'#U@f;;@ﬂ JTU%{ ST RLT RO T RIGE A
"Hipr, (2 fa‘ﬂﬂ'éﬁlﬁ‘% *l/n > AP JERISE o T RL SRS
%T%J ° f:[ﬁ(@‘{ 73 (ﬂa/\_lﬁ [n ST BB Flf\_l%f’[ xlﬁﬁ |—7JEI3 ] ENE J/
qﬁi[_ﬁl.’;&ﬁfj@fm s F;}ﬁhj *I/Eq—[‘} % ngqu jﬁifu‘;ﬁéﬁ[\]ﬁ’\g:l%\[ ;
ril]‘q:‘fmacyj\ s FRFE :Jsf}"J?[{i,i CRIGE ) V[P o Bl o j;’féjé [l
SEPUREERTY (UM RS AORLRE - [y b U D2 98 PO R > )
Rl MO o 3E1/ fi'l R [ﬁmrﬁggqﬂm\g}%‘g bRl I
HANE AR Z o A b lﬂif MRl FIPFTQE"I e |
LIRS AR & E"]ﬂ@ﬁﬁ*"”-’r}%y ) |£171T’Tﬁﬂ T AT
F' (18- ;lﬁﬁgf?ﬁlf FUkl— FE R #R uwz]@m = iﬂ;ﬁ:jﬁfﬁru [iog
e S RSN tﬁﬁyﬂuifg%go
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?JE‘%%‘ PR f@?@%ﬁfiﬂﬁﬁgﬁﬁi =0 T’?ﬁ%’ﬁ'@ ijﬁﬂiﬂ %
‘»JVEJ P 'J)FlfJFEI]‘ﬁ:ﬁﬁ o E¥i# 2% (D. Davidson) ?J'H',i‘ Wﬂ%f‘]ﬁ?ﬁ]ﬁéﬁ'ﬁﬁ
%j%ﬁﬁ*%ﬁ’@ﬁ%%ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁﬁl*@%i%%—

— A T A #{;ﬁ—g A FLFIJ mﬁf'ﬁ (dualism of conceptual
scheme and empirical content) | > EFEAA 1 8 T FEER = FKpUST 2
5% | (Davidson, 2001b: 189) o Xl » iﬁ[[ﬁ‘i@&?} FHPYI SIE
T RL YRS R Y A —Fu o VRRS ROl ST O E — B

(Verstand-Sinnlichkeit) , ® " = @ % — §F o (&
(Spontaneitdt—Rezeptivitat) ; 1 75 > éﬁ 5~ i%liﬂﬁ%ﬁ_ﬂl RIGEE
iﬁ"ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ J’?‘/ S p%tuﬁm s DR Fbi}“
i[ﬁ] i W E'[Ji_%, Fle | (KrV, A 51/B 75) ?“SFIP’ HIFpY

TEWY PP ITR »  FIFRACESH y poeeree

7{6[ lﬁ[ﬁ%r@?ﬁm uii i e Py B RERR S A Py R RUEE -
Ao E‘Z%@f9$*’§%@i§: ﬁﬁx%ﬂ PRERR = RpUST W%, FJ'[
IRIPERLE S ,“m[r;d“—fm P ;ﬁﬁ%é@dwﬁﬁgn C FAERE S Rk
TS - Jnﬁw RREIOE > I h ek SRR
HVAT RS & [J§L¢ﬁ’ﬁ (Davidson, 2001b: 189) -

SREATET R FEEABA 7 (endogenous) | Al
917 (exogenous) | PYTFRFRITAC 5 » I S HIEE] (91 iy
THIREE > TS 197 ok o RAEL BT — 2[Ry 78 5~ %% o By RE A
HE R BRI AL T R TR O BLRER I > PR
r’?‘f[ﬂ (cause) | A[I T 557 (justification) | : r’?‘/[ﬂJ i TJ SR
iR U PP TJI’ TR F[ TJ ',u
A B b st F[J%IE[] o uy;ri;'%fﬁw Fhs [f' P 3% sz
PIPN ?ﬁzﬁjﬁfl}fﬁ4 T |ﬁv JVZEEN ) (Davidson, 2001a: 141) »
RCREER™ T (19 fT- (W ITIAORS RIS » — (F R
E?Elfjfﬁ,u\ﬁfjﬁéplﬁlf;é\ﬁlfjw HEEI Ll m%ﬂﬁ,—ygggq‘ drt ﬁl‘j’%‘ﬂj
%J%%I'%E ’ iﬁyjj‘lfx%ﬁflr, WFJ@@F[% o [REE TS [ﬁf%ﬁ“
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PN RS (causal explanation) ™ fEHi=- Bf— AP BRI kL
FI%EJ (justified) ; (Davidson, 2001a: 143) - Ey7& éut F"I_‘Lﬁt
rr[ @ SR EGE RO (reasons) - W”J’**“F'

E'V‘Zﬁ/[ C T l@%E - lﬁ'ii['—%l—[ I RO RS e
Mgl =P fFas [/ij\ﬁ'ifllpk g ”J‘U{ﬁﬁ SR Al
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ﬂ—ruFIJﬂE%‘ﬁ‘j\ ) ‘N?j: |Gk gREEaETdN

ARG W TR ﬁ:ﬁﬁ SAS R RUBEAIH pd 0
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32

(A Coherence Theory
of Truth and Knowledge) (Davidson, 2001a)

(Afterthoughts)

(Davidson, 2001a: 154ff.)
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i/[lgfzﬁﬂﬁr? RN ’lfJFf'YE]& (causal story) ; A1 G fi Jfﬂi
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%'EI%@' 2T hﬁf i f' lﬁﬂkﬁf\_mﬁ'ﬁlqiﬂ'ﬁ (fact) F[HH S (norm)

GO T R (R SRR AL
83 (phenomena) (noumena)

(factual) (normative)
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DA A B R IR R O
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£ (McDowell, 1994) 5P IERITIERT UG RIBR 2 00 33

—g

(Lau, forthcoming d)
o Sedgwick, 1997
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(Brandom, 1994) « J[if=> 55 ﬁﬁ%ﬁ“i%@ﬂ: 4 Al puA o FH
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(McDowell, 1994: 44; Wittgenstein,
1984: 294)
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Abstract

Hegel’s philosophy is commonly regarded as a closed and
outdated metaphysical system. This, however, is based on a
fundamental misunderstanding. In the first part of this paper, the
central ideas of Hegel’s philosophy are reconstructed by analyzing
such key concepts as “infinity” and “speculative reason.” Instead of
trying to establish a system of transcendent metaphysics
dogmatically, Hegel follows the spirit of Kant’s critical philosophy,
aiming at a thorough examination and reflection of reason itself. In
the second part, the relation between Hegel and the development of
analytic philosophy is discussed, showing the increasing influence of
Hegel on the philosophical tradition that is widely recognized as
anti-Hegelian. By considering Hegel’s philosophy from these two
different perspectives, the goal of this paper is to demonstrate the
openness and vitality of Hegel’s philosophical system.

Keywords: Hegel, Speculative Philosophy, Reason,
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