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Bk BT A TEATERAEREME R, UHBEBRMERIRERNLRER, RETEALIRFRLES
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B, TrREBLRIERE S RAFENENL, Ax—RL, ETIRERN “AEER” BE, ¥ 9%
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hESES BS SCERARIRAD A TEHS 0439-8041(2025)09-0025-10

TEXAL AT L B HE b, 3k 22 s IR A BE R AR I~y — RS IR A9 “ INFEHEHA”  (immanent
critique ) o 7EFLAI B RFEAYE T ZAIN T NERHEAIT S o ATRHEADE SR ARG R A S04 PR 5
R HZANT, ETIERSRGEE AR, WEHAFFAEIRTE . NAEHCHIBR T35 2RI 4 B 5 1 briE
PEHIXIGRAL, IR ZE R ERER ) P ERbRERA i A Rtk A, I B AL b T e I,
PEATPE RS B TR, — AR R i T HOTEARE, X R IARERE I X R s R AE R 2 1T P
TEHE B bR i A R o 35— T T A 3 2 R AN MER WSS el PR I 5 B B O RLTEARHE
5 AT AR T 58 O AR R ik A RAGIE R, (7] IS e BH oF B Ak 4 e A2 g sk A 35 mP 8 AR 151 AT 45
B, HmZ, AN RIS Bt rg B i REAE SO A N THE A ESS B A MLE R il o U AUk
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FEVRTET, AN IR RS SO0 N AE RIS S HA S A O B TR ISR, 745 th A B 7 R AN T 2

TEIXLEBILT S rp, — BRI RERR N RS ASEREDT S0 Iz R Biltn, LSRR AR 4s J AX

@ 2. 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,
@ XIS BRI BB T ZAY MRS W, Amy Allen, The End of Progress, Columbia University Press, 2017,
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(D Matthew Silverstein, “The Shmagency Question, ™ Philosophical Studies, 172, no. 5, 2015.

@ X—FMEA S F 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, Kritik der Rechifertigungsverhiiltnisse, Surkamp, 2011, p. 120, pp. 129-130.

G XPXEEHHPREERy, S QEXIESE) BHES 34> (Rainer Forst, Kontexte der Gerechtigkeit, Suhrkamp, 1996) ,
©® Rainer Forst, Das Recht auf Rechifertigung, Surkamp, 2007, p. 32.
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D@B®@ Rainer Forst, Das Recht auf Rechifertigung, Surkamp, 2007, p. 34, p. 90, pp. 90-91, p. 96, p. 98.

@ LAIE CHUEOERL, BT R T A T A O E SR E O, SRS . ERA (FELE S PR ] 3R 2 ] ——
0 - IR RIE SGEIENTY , (Hhre L ESCSBISE) 2021 455 1 4.

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

TEANISIES WL Rainer Forst, Kritik der Rechifertigungsverhiiltnisse, Surkamp, 2011, pp. 104-135,

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

Rahel Jaeggi, Kritik von Lebensformen, Suhrkamp, 2013, pp. 201-206.
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@ Rabhel Jaeggi, Fortschritt und Regression, Suhrkamp, 2023, p. 196.

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

@ Frazer FEATHEF) 1 32 oAy Jg 1 A0 Y08 6 00 5 I A 460 S, T oA S 3 R OAS T kP A9 IR E SIS, S L Rachel Frazer, “The Limits of
Immanent Critique, ” Proceedings of the Aristotelian Society, Vol. 123, Issue 2, 2023, pp. 97-125, S5 S AL, ASCIAHN Frazer f 5 502
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Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2007,

2@ Martin Weilmann, ,,Wie immanent ist die immanente Kritik? Soziologische Einwinde gegen Widerspruchsfreiheit als Ideal der Sozialkritik, “
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Rainer Forst, ,,Moralische Autonomie und Autonomie der Moral, “ in Das Recht auf Rechifertigung, Suhrkamp, 2007, S. 94.

Rachel Frazer, “The Limits of Immanent Critique, ” Proceedings of the Aristotelian Society, Vol. 123, Issue 2,2023, pp. 97-125.
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Elizabeth L. Eisenstein, The Printing Press as an Agent of Change, Cambridge University Press, 1980.
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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

3

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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