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Abstract

Recognition has been raised as a philosophical topic in ancient
Greece. After that, it was fatherly elaborated in the modern theory of
natural rights. To the German classical philosophy period, the problem
of recognition was firstly promoted to one of the themes of philosophy,
and Kant, Fichte and Hegel developed their theories of recognition, and
so formed the classical theory of recognition. The classical theory of rec-
ognition promoted by Kant, Fichte and Hegel is the source of modern
theory of recognition. During the process of transformation from the clas-
sical theory of recognition to modern theory of recognition, Marx’ s theo-
ry of recognition was appeared as a bridge. So strictly speaking, in the
history of the development of western philosophy since Kant, in fact
there are three kinds of theories of recognition: the classical theory of
recognition, Marx’ s the theory of recognition and the modern theory of
recognition.

At present, there are two problems in discussing on the classical
theory of recognition. One is the absence of Kant’s philosophy. In the
process of development of the classical theory of recognition, Kant’ s
philosophy is the source of the theory, and Fichte’s philosophy is inter-
mediary, finally Hegel’ s philosophy is comprehensive person. It makes
people can’t realize the origin of the classical theory of recognition be-
cause of the absence of the studying on Kant’ s philosophy. The other
* problem is the misunderstanding to Marx. Marx is the bridge of the tran-
sition from classical theory of recognition to modern theory of recogni-

tion. Lacking the studying on Marx’ s theory of recognition led to the
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fragmentation between the modern theory of recognition and the classical
theory of recognition, and eventually led to the disruption of the tradi-
tions of classical theory of recognition.

Therefore, we need to promote two works in a new study on the
classical theory of recognition: one is to return to Kant, and do not so,
we will can’t found the source of the theory of recognition; the other is
to return to Marx, and do not so, we will can’t find the way to dissolve

the problem of recognition in German classical philosophy.

Key words: the classical theory of recognition; Kant; Fichte;
Hegel; Marx
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