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ABSTRACT

1. The basic concerns of this book.

This book is a critical reflection to an influential dogmatism, which
can be called “The Dogmatism of Emancipation of Human Being”. This
dogmatism is the core of “Modernity Project”, but its deep theoretical
foundation is the thinking-mode of metaphysics and its “Meta-Con-
sciousness” that is more profound and lasting than “Modernity Pro-
ject”, In the philosophical history, philosophers not only pursue truth
sincerely, but also wish to change the world according to the truth that
they find, which means that philosophers consciously regard emancipa-
tion of human being as the most important mission of philosophy. For
this reason, the philosophers in history have been trying to discover an
“Ultimate Vocabulary” to describe the blueprint, design the route,
prove the legitimacy and provide ultimate goals for the emancipation of
human being. This “Ultimate Vocabulary” can cover all the aspects of
human life and unify inherently Individual and Society, which makes the
emancipation of human being become a comprehensive, total process.
In this process, “the Freedom of Individual” and “the Justice of Socie-
ty” are unified and become the same one thing. They obey the same
“Game Rule” and can not be separated from each other.

If we look at the history of human being, especially the modern
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history, we will easily find that it is full of such stories. Guided by vari-
ous “Emancipation Myth”, People have been carrying on innumerable
“Emancipation Experiment” that tries to liberate human being from
“Slavery” and “Misfortune”. But, just as Popper argued: in the begin-
ning, people wish to build a paradise with his hands, but in the end,
people build a hell for himself. The original aim is to pursue emancipa-
tion, but the result is new slavery; the original motivation is to do away
with spell, but the consequences are new disasters. This paradox
repeats again and again through the history of human being, which has
become an important phenomenoﬁ in modern human history.

Therefore, the fundamental problem is: how to understand and re-
flect the “Logic of Emancipation” and its paradox? If we think of this
paradox as a proof of “the childish state of human being”, then, how
can we break away with this “childish state of human being” and this
“childish philosophical consciousness” and in the meantime establish a
“mature” theoretical consciousness so that we can defend and resist the
dogmatic “Logic of emancipation” and its paradox?

I think that the topic above is one of the central topic that contem-
porary philosophy and contemporary social reality must be faced with.
The main mission of this book is to reflect it and make effort to estab-
lish a new philosophical consciousness to replace the dogmatic meta-

physical thinking-mode and meta-consciousness.

2. To illuminate the problem above clearly, in the first chapter, I take
the “modernity project” as a typical case to reflect the “Logic of

Emancipation” and its paradox.

Emancipation is the central goal of Modernity Project and it is

based on a Meta-Narrative that provides the legitimacy for the cause of
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emancipation. This Meta-narrative has 3 characteristics. (1) It proves
the legitimacy of emancipation through a total, universal “Ultimate
Language”, which provides a solid foundation for the emancipation of
human being. (2)It proves the legitimacy of emancipation in a rational-
istic and teleological way, which replaces the “God” of middle ages and
becomes the matrix of value of modern human being. (3)It proves the
legitimacy of emancipation through establishing a two-counter stratified
structure, which provides a basis for the emancipation of modernity
project.

But, In the contemporary philosophy, the Logic of Emancipation of
Modern Project has become an object that is criticized radically and
comprehensively. In this chapter, I select three very important cases
from contemporary philosophy to illuminate the paradox embedded in
the Logic of Emancipation of Modern Project. Firstly, I focus on Max
Weber and Adorno and discuss their reflection on the Logic of Emanci-
pation, whose central concern is : this Logic is the one of Emancipation
or the one of Death? Secondly, I illuminate the nihilistic threat that hide
inside the Logic of Emancipation through the discussion on Nietzsche
and Heidegger. Finally, I focus on Marx and discuss his great contribu-
tion to expose the nihilistic nature of capital, which is one of the basic
elements of modern society.

Through the discussion above, I conclude that the Logic of Eman-
cipation of Modernity Project embodies a deep paradox, which is the
typical representation and symbol of metaphysical thinking-mode and

meta-consciousness.

3. In order to bring to light the deep root of the Logic of Emancipation,
in the second chapter, I reflect the metaphysical thinking-mode and its
meta-consciousness, and I hope to illustrate that this thinking-mode
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and consciousness is childish and it represents the childish state of hu-

man being.

The original goal is to pursue happiness and liberation of human
being, but the outcome is nihilism. The deep root of this paradox is
metaphysical thinking-mode and its meta-consciousness.

Metaphysics is the core of philosophy for a long time in the histo-
ry. I think we should understand metaphysics from the Life point of

.
view, which means metaphysics is not only a theoretical form but also
represents the intention and willingness to purse a mature state and ide-
al life of human being. However, when it do this, it embodies three
characteristics: (1)absolutism; (2)totalism; (3)ahistorism, which are
the deep root of paradox of logic of emancipation.

Through the analysis and reflection to these three characteristics,
we find that metaphysical thinking-mode and its meta-consciousness
contains the nature that leads to the nihilization of human life. Free spir-
it, critical spirit and utopian spirit that originally belong to metaphysics
eventually deny themselves and become the enemy of freedom and self-criti-
cism,

Based on above analysis, I further discuss the nihilistic nature of
metaphysical thinking-mode and meta-consciousness.

In the final part of this chapter, I take advantage of the conclu-
sions above and focus on a central mistake of metaphysical thinking-
mode and its meta-consciousness. According to meta-physical thinking-
mode and meta-consciousness, the Good of Individual and the Good of
Soctal Public Life are unified and realized in the same process. It insists
that the good of individual and the good of social whole share the same
fundamental basis and belong to each other; the Nationalism and Lib-

eralism are the cases in point. I think, the rub of this orientation is
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overstepping the boundary of thinking, which makes both individual
and social whole become nihilistic and finally make human life become

nihilistic,

4. In the third chapter, I explore philosophical history and illuminate a
very important theoretical orientation in contemporary philosophy,
namely the rise of Boundary Consciousness which replaces the meta-

physical thinking-mode and its meta-consciousness.

From the exploration of philosophical history, I generalize that
there are three important achievements in the contemporary philoso-
phy, which are the deconstruction of Ultimate Reality dogmatism, the
elimination of Abhistorical Ultimate State and the denial of Historical
Scenario.

After the exploration above, I further discuss a new philosophical
wisdom that transcends “Metaphysical Terror” and “ Metaphysical
End”, which we call the Philosophical Wisdom of Harmony but not
Uniformity. It means the self-consciousness of boundary conscious-
ness.

In the following part of this chapter, I demonstrate the meanings
and connotations of “Boundary Consciousness” in detail and make a
comparison with the Metaphysical thinking-mode and its meta-con-
sciousness.,

In the final part I look back to the philosophical history and explore
the embodiments of Boundary Consciousness in ancient, modern and
contemporary philosophy. Through this exploration, I hope to demon-
strate that Boundary Consciousness has grown for a very long history
and is becoming a very important trend of contemporary philosophical

development.
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5. Based on the discussion of the last chapters, in the fourth chapter, 1
use the thinking of the Boundary Consciousness to demonstrate the
“Game Rule” of individual life,

According to the metaphysical thinking-mode and its meta-con-
sciousness, individual freedom is unified with the freedom of social
whole, but according to the boundary consciousness, they are not the
unified whole, and each of them has its own “Game Rule”, which can
not be replaced by the other.

In the first part of this chapter, I discuss the metaphysical attitude
to the life of individual, which means the universalization of individual
life. In this way, individual life loses its independent existence and be-
comes the note of metaphysical being.

Then, I demonstrate the independence of individual life that can
not be distilled by universal metaphysical being. Through the explora-
tion of contemporary philosophy, 1 prove that it is a great achievement
and important trend of contemporary philosophy. To deconstruct the
spell that hangs around the individual life has become a central subject
and an important task of contemporary philosophy.

After above discussions, 1 specialize to demonstrate the “Game
Rule” of individual life. I point out that “Poetic” but not “Scientific” is
the Game Rule of individual life, which includes 3 basic aspects: firstly,
freedom from force. secondly, the creativity under the premise of con-
tingency. thirdly, the understanding of value without dogmatic
principle,

Finally, I demonstrate the proper position of metaphysics. 1 think,
metaphysics is like a two-edged sword. It has its positive values and
functions, but it also has its negative functions. The only way to save

the positive value and get rid of the negative value is to use boundary
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consciousness and put metaphysics in a limited position. I think this po-
sition is personal private life, which means metaphysics stands for the
pursuit for eminence; this is the mission of each individual rather than

that of social whole,

6. In the final chapter of the book, I use the thinking of the Boundary

Consciousness to demonstrate the “Game Rule” of public life,

According to the metaphysical thinking-mode and its meta-con-
sciousness, public life and individual life obey the same “Game Rule”,
because they share the same metaphysical basis. But, according to the
boundary consciousness, public life has its own independent “Game
Rule” that is different from that of individual life,

In the beginning of this chapter, I criticize the way that metaphysi-
cal thinking understands the principle of public life, which believes that
the unification of public life is based on metaphysical foundation, I think
that this thinking will lead to the colonization of public life and make it
lose its independence.

I think, in order to establish the “Game Rule” of public life, we
must realize the turn of understanding about truth. In the traditional
philosophy, the dominant understanding about truth is that of Discovery
Truth, which is typically metaphysical. Under the control of this kind
of understanding about truth, the public life of human being will be-
come abstract and lose the real unity and publicity. To change this situ-
ation, I point out that we should turn from the Discover Truth to Crea-
tivity Truth.

After that, I demonstrate how we should understand truth from a
totally different horizon form traditional understanding in traditional

philosophy. For this goal, in this part, I introduce two important con-



Boundary Consciousness and Emancipation of Human Being

cepts, one is “Irony”, and the other is Intersubjectivity. Through the
introduction of these two concepts, the Discovery Truth loses its credi-
bility, and a new understanding about truth emerges.

I argue in the next part of this chapter that the End of Legislator is
the important premise to establish the “Game Rule” of public life. With
the end of Legislator, the regulation basis of public life will have a solid
foundation.

Finally, I demonstrate that inter-recognition and human solidarity
are the core of the Game Rule for public life. I prove that deconstruc-
tion of subject substance is one of the greatest achievement in contem-
porary philosophy, and in the inter-subjectivity point of view, the inter-
recognition and human solidarity are established as the basic value of

Game Rule for public life.
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