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On the Difference in Higorical Principle between Marx and
Hegel by the Quegtion of Subjectivity
JIANG Youfu
( Department o Philasophy, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China)

Abstract : Higory as principle or higoricdity asfundamental ontological horizon , means a combination of the
congciousness of ground and the constiousness of higory in philosophy foundation , which is a long period from
Augudine, Vi to Hegd. The crucid difference in hidorical principle between Marx and Hegdl lies in the
ground of worldhigory and its higoricality based on sengble activity. In this pgoer , the crucid difference is
clarified egpeciadly by the quedtion of subjectivity , because , in our opinion , the difference betweerf the spec
ulative subjectivity” and“ the subjectivity of objective essential powers’ isthe internd character of the differ-
ence in higorica principle between Marx and Hegdl .

Key words: higory asprinciple; difference between Marx and Hegel ; geculative subjectivity ; subjectivity of
objective essentid powers

The Influence o Liberalism on the Foreign Pdlicy of U.S. A.
ZHAO Kejin NI Shi-xiong

( Center for American Studies, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China)
Abgract : Liberaliam is derived from Europe , and had developed into the liberalismwith American character-
igics. Influenced by the redism and conservatiam in USforeign ideology , it has been ideologzed as the
caled liberal-democracy grand drategy in foreign policy-process. The main objectives of liberdism, conser-
vatian and realism were the same: they are al dewoted themsdves into pronoting the enterprise of exporting
liberal- denocracy sygem abroad and remaking the world through American nodel. However , their priority ,
means and policy measures are different. When we explore the inplications of liberaiam in the SnoUS relar
tions we ocould come to the concludon: the policy preference set by liberaligs makes three incompatible areas
and a o creates two opportunity areas. S, how to baance the two ddeswill be one of the important tasks of
China s diplomacy to America in the new era.
Key words: liberalian; foreign policy ; US diplomacy ; Sno-US relation [ ]
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