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.

RS f BB, LA TE R R R R ARG
BB TR R SH o A T 3 G A B S B B A AR
BARTSY, RITERAE S AR, B R BIR R B 2 R
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BU% S04 SN IEMER R R AR I 1 7 [ R — T 4T 2
B, EEEE—EERY PR E, WAEEE
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B—FE, BHNDSEMELEET e WEY B
Bk, HEERMNEE FAEREANABRRAY, WES
5 ) —FE % Bt (presentness) AR BT % 45 ) AR BE. *° BLA A 4
B, FERETE LY. (EEHR Y (ephemeral) FIE 45
# (influx); BIWEE (GLEEES) PERI, BRATeR
KBRZAR, TR - — I ERER TS -, — 5
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e (another modernity). B M& {1 #5372k B AR (Jean-Jacques
Rousseau). EA%HF (Georg W. F. Hegel). & 3 8 (Karl Marx) 55 A,
WM. BB SIEHT 2 = BB 328 (high modernism) A 7],
R EE R (5~ & — KB B 3238 (low modernism) ; EREEJE
% (Friedrich Nietzsche). {45 %€# (Charles P. Baudelaire). 7 X #
(Georg Simmel) E2#E 7K B (Walter Benjamin) HAE— R AR AR ) Bk
¥, BEMREEHANERERS. EHRSOAARE. ¥ B
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presentness). * #F 2, AU AREBREBEENREN—RE H |
MR MAEE HEERER -ERABENERE
ABHEEH.

A TR R T 3L B B ) 0 B R
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ERESSRPURES. REWEMTE bREDE
B OBRH . R R CEN SEARELORASE,
M EEFRUABHEZ B BAMENER ETRGEHE
MIS TSRO EE. AZEE, LA (Thomas S. Kuhn) 7 B
MawZ MK “Rul LB (incommensurability) 35 —FEHEZ, * #2
B EHRBEGHRNEEY ABRMEBHEESHEE%.

&% (Richard Rorty) ¥ 5% “F[ 3L E#” (commensurability) T T E |
—{HE2, il “TT3E” (commensurable) 35 a2

& \m e lWE

|

T

(AT 2w £ A 8 26 FRRE B BN —MAZ T, ML il
MEFRMOAMTEREBTROS B E, 2ARIHFHE
Ptk ELR A BRI —EEAHNE S —UR TS
BPARR “JERBHAIE” (noncognitive), EH_EaRERRE (A9 R),
] B8 b 4R A 5% ) T B B 40

HE L, WABYEERBE LN, EXMBEET R
£” (incommensurable) 458N : " AMEA ISR, ©R
EMFIBE L, RBALEILE %, (EHEMEREELMES
LS R BEER A, BT T AU A7 AP R A 4. A
Mg ER, EARHOREINEHEKFHELNER S
Al BREWIHBAERESEER 2 RARE, AMERRE
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GURIERTRBNE; MR MERMTHAR Bk
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EEEEETIA AR B0 7 08 A 35 5 5218
Pesm T, EARERFAABRMEPAY (closure); MK, IE
MR BN B HATIRA, AW A HEWR M5 B4R
Mz EBENELE, HE DA ER L o7 09 BB (open-
ness). 2 IEANVEE TESCEPAH P& 45 18 — 4%, AHER 5] AL
WMFEE AR SR, AEEER T HAOES A BIER T #H
B R B . PR B BRI R L2 (genealogical) #it ¥,
YE T M I8 2K (the Frankfurt School) 4 7% [ i, H4% 77 B
IR RTEEE N “HE3” BE&. © e J8 (William Connolly) % — &t
S,  “BusiEs Ry (interrogation) Z FIEE, Bl R BB BUSE
BEIRIR 5 “ RARMEE NI GBS T SRR TS
—IGYE W “BE” (argumentation), BR P —HYE iy ¥
%" (conversation), it ZH 45 T AR AR AR LA AT —#£.

R
" BEHR g o W AR ORI,

VORI e 7 SR 2 N A L R B AR
A{EE"‘IEE B B IS AL A, B FHE RS AN R EEE,
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Urgen Habermas The genealogical writing of history: on some aporias in Foucault’s
theory of power,” Canadian Journal of Political and Social Theory 10 (1986), 1-9;
Yirgen Haberm35 The Philosophical Discourse of Modernity (Cambridge, Mass.: MIT
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Ichy
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315 : The Foucault Reader, ed. Paul Rabinow (New York: Pantheon Books, 1984),
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David Couzens Hoy and Thomas McCarthy, Critical Theory (Oxford: Blackwell, 1994).
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Autonomy and Solidarity, ed. Peter Dews (London: Verso, 1986), 1-34.

19 R Foucault, “Politics and ethics,” 379.

20 Hoy, Critical Theory, 158-164.

21 FlL#E 263.

22 [FLE 103

23 Richard].Bemstein¥f “| A A~ Mitd, ERRXRTEEERER #A
Beyond Objectivism and Relativism, 139-144,

24 Hoy, Critical Theory, 191-194.

25 Michel Foucault, “Whatis Enlightenment?” in The Foucault Reader, ed. Paul Rabinow,
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26 Hoy, Critical Theory, 200.

27 Foucault, “What is Enlightenment?” 45.

28 Hoy, Critical Theory, 263.
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