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Abstract

What I call in this paper “the sociality of subjectivity thesis” lies at the very center of
what is now called “Continental philosophy”. According to this thesis, the subject is
necessarily socially constituted. In other words, it is not the case that there are first
some isolated subjects, who then get into relation with each other; rather, the subjects
from the beginning are formed through their interrelation. The first philosopher who
systematically argued for this thesis is Johann Gottlieb Fichte. In this paper, 1
reconstruct Fichte’s argument, as it appears in his 1796 Foundations of Natural Right.
The central idea of this reconstruction is the following: for Fichte, the subject can
regard herself as the genuine author of her actions, only when she presupposes that
there are other subjects who can ascribe those actions to her. That is, the activity of
self-ascription, which constitutes the subject, is only possible with the presupposition
that there are other subjects.
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(1) The Sociality of Subjectivity Thesis

What I call in this paper “the sociality of subjectivity thesis” lies at the very center of
what is now called “Continental philosophy”. According to this thesis, the subject is
necessarily socially constituted. In other words, it is not the case that there are first
some isolated subjects, who then get into relation with each other; rather, the subjects
from the beginning are formed through their interrelation. The first philosopher who
systematically argued for this thesis is Johann Gottlieb Fichte. In this paper, 1
reconstruct Fichte’s argument, as it appears in his 1796 Foundations of Natural Right
(hereafter, FNR).

(2) The Transcendental Nature of Fichte’s Argument

Fichte’s argument for the sociality of subjectivity is not based on empirical
observations. Following Kant, Fichte believes that inductive generalizations (from
empirical findings, say, in anthropology or developmental psychology) can never
prove “necessity” and “strict universality” of what is under consideration. Thus,
Fichte’s argument, rather than being empirical, is transcendental; namely, it is a
regressive argument that takes a fact (here, subjectivity) that is reasonably immune to
doubt as granted, and then seeks to find out and establish the necessary preconditions
for it. (See Wood: 2014)

(3) The Transcendental Unity of Apperception in Kant

Fichte was immensely influenced by Kant’s doctrine of transcendental unity of
apperception, which is the supreme condition of experience for Kant. (See Pippin
1989: Chapters 2 and 3; Neuhouser 1990: Chapter 3). In the Critigue of Pure Reason,
Kant holds that a manifold of representations that occur to me cannot yield
experience or empirical knowledge, unless I can ascribe them to myself. According to
Kant, this activity of self-ascription, which is constitutive of subjectivity, need not be
explicitly attended to. Rather, Kant only believes in what Henry Allison calls “the
necessity of possibility thesis”. Namely, in order for the subject to have experience, it
must be possible for her to ascribe the occurrent representations to herself, whether or
not this possibility is empirically actualized. (Allison 2004: 163-167)

(4) and (5) Fichte’s Argument

Although Fichte was influenced by Kant’s theory of subjectivity, he was also critical
of it. Especially, and what matters for us in this context, Fichte believes that Kant
never explicates why sociality is necessary for subjectivity. Now, the necessity of
sociality can be construed in two senses: a stronger, ontological sense, and a weaker,
epistemic, sense. According to the former, the “existence” of other subjects is
necessary for the constitution of the subject. According to the latter, the subject must
only “assume” or “take” (annimt) that other subjects exist, without committing herself
to the others’ actual existence. Fichte does not clearly distinguish between these two
senses of necessity, but I take that his argument only proves the epistemic necessity
of sociality.

Fichte develops his argument by focusing on the practical aspect of the self; since
he believes that agency better captures the nature of selthood than mere capacity for
theoretical knowledge does. In this paper, in order to reconstruct Fichte’s argument,
I first borrow from Hegel’s distinction between “deed” (Tat) and ‘“‘action”
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(Handlung). I suggest that Hegel’s distinction, which has not yet been used in the
literature on Fichte, is consistent with Fichte’s argument and indeed greatly illuminates
it. According to Hegel in the Philosophy of Right, while a “deed” is anything that I happen
to do (and so, eye blinking or sneezing in response to certain tactile stimuli counts as
deeds), “actions” are only those deeds which I can genuinely ascribe to myself. (§115)
Taking this cue from Hegel, I argue that for Fichte, absent other individuals, the
distinction between “deed” and “action” disappears; which is to say that in order for
it to be possible for me to ascribe my actions to myself, there must necessarily be
other subjects who validate or recognize my actions as mine.

Fichte’s actual exposition of the argument in the FNR involves him invoking the
notion of “summons” (Aufforderung). The summons, according to Fichte, is a
second-personal address that puts the addressee in a position to act. (See s: 2005)
Thus, when the subject acts in response to the summons, she cannot but ascribe her
actions to herself. That is, through responding to the summons, the subject comes to
regard herself as the genuine author of her actions, and so, constitutes herself as a
proper agent.

After reconstructing Fichte’s argument, I answer to three possible worties about
this argument: First, why cannot be the case that the summons be a natural cause? In
other words, why summons must necessarily be issued by another subject? In order
to answer this worry, I clarify the distinction between natural cause and the summons.
A natural cause automatically induces some change — wetness, given the prerequisite
conditions, automatically makes a piece of iron to rust — but the summons does not
affect the subject in this way. True that the summons puts the agent in a position to
act, but the summons does not determine the specific content of this act. Rather, upon
receiving the summons, it is up to the agent how to act (or refrain to act) in response
to the summons. Since the summons, as opposed to cause, does not fully determine
the addressee, but respects her agency, the one that issues the summons must
necessarily be self-conscious, one who is able to conceive of and take the summons
as summons.

Second, Fichte does not argue that in any action, there must always be others in
whose presence the action is done; rather, the necessity of sociality is conceptual and
not empirical. According to Fichte, and similar to Kant’s “necessity of possibility”
thesis, there must be always possible for the subject to consider herself under the
second-person perspective, although this possibility may not be actualized in all cases.

Third, the question remains why the summons cannot be issued from oneself; that
is, why the issuer must be somebody else. I take Fichte to be arguing that with the
absolute absence of other individuals, the subject necessarily plunges into a vicious
cycle: for, in order for the subject to know that she is free, she must anzecedently be able
to ascribe her actions to herself as her own; but in order for the subject to be able to
ascribe her actions to herself, she must antecedently know herself as free. According to
Fichte, this vicious cycle breaks only when there is another subject who calls upon the
first subject to act. Now, upon the address of the other subject and with the latter’s
validation, the first subject comes to realize that she is in fact free and the author of
her own actions.
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(6) Conclusion

As argued, for Fichte, subjectivity is a “reciprocal concept” (Wechselbegriff); which is
to say that the subjects co-constitute each other. Fichte’s argument has been influential
in the tradition of Continental philosophy — especially on Hegel, Buber, Husserl,
Sartre, and Levinas — but explicating that influence requires another article.

References

— Arrington, R. and Glock, H. (1991) Wittgenstein's Philosophical Investigations: Text and Context,
London, Routledge.

— Fichte Johann Gottlieb (2000) Foundations of Natural Right, ed. Frederick Neuhouser,
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

— Fichte, Johann Gottliecb (1971) "Grundlage des Naturrechts nach Principien der
Wissenschaftslehre 1796", in Fichtes Werke, Band 111, Berlin: de Gruytet.

—  Kant, Immanuel (1974) Kritik der reinen 1 ernunft, Frankfurt am Main: Suhrkamp.



e The Social Constitution of Self for Fichte
Philosophical Investigations Vol. 15/ Issue: 34/ Spring 2021/ PP. 1-22

g BRI dudd oy yitg i ols dlore
Yoo 4w /Y€ o5lowi /Y0 Jw

g ooz s ol g didd

S2900 o3, T
Ol o ey pd it oK1 oo diuld 09,8 Lkl
arash.abazari@sharif.edu

LRV

5 ol 3lae sel ojgw (g loinl 30 1) o] (g5 o0 a5 Canl (65 g oo 0kilgd € glo)B abuldd 510l ac] 350 1
39 sloalidlls o SO glaojouw b oly3l Il 13 oS G iz 500 Syle 4 b o mo® slain] Cjgo L")9)..o' 05
B8 oo S5 0K L bl b sl leas ) Wnoggu aSly S’ )18, abaly Waojgu ;00 b dlasl)y 3)lg s g anbly 4zl
aniud JYaiwl e Cpl > Conl atiud CuligS g 03)sl JYatul 5 opl (glp dioplles < yguo 4 45 S gl €S ol o
5 b 45 sl o el ) 93 sbeo ol oS oo (55 S el ool gl (WAF) a3 sty S 3 oS WS ol
Wilgi o 45 )03 3929 (65503 (slaofaw LS (1558 &S Wl 395 S (> Wge |y 355 Nl o0 (Fyge 3 S 0jgu ciid
399 o by b s sl oigm poie 45 395 4 dlisl Cllad itid 35 05 Glo e S gl 4 |y 1S ol plox]

] uio.a ,igg Lgl.moj}w

\WRRAY/YY s &6 \WRR/F/YP scél o &,



The Social Constitution of Self for Fichte

Philosophical Investigations Vol. 15/ Issue: 34/ Spring 2021/ PP. 1-22

09w (92 (Sl 35 (Byae tdonie
b2 ol Billae o sl (55 395 0 05 «(gloylB auldr b € gl polas dddd 5950l assl 1S 50 5
el €lg g eloizl 3 1y 55 ol Wlia ol 3 Vnbion s eloiz] Sgo 4 Tijgps 0gm
b olydl G g 2Bl aly g9 oolibllan 5 SO glaofow b ol,8l lanl 45 &S Cand i o pl ollas
H S o5 ol a5 anbioe plod ojou ;503 L alal) 525k jlIl 1 aojgu asly g dlaily 5l S0,
0225 JY ] Gl 0)1)> s ©jg0 ) bogas il |) iy 08 53 slo)B addd sl Siw
4 3k qeale 3 ool lp osits gl Yzl pealsse ST amy o LS 1) ol (slatie) 080 4L
35 ool Glg e oS g2y ALled 9 S 4y (ols Bjgo 4y g oB55 ()5 )3 sloylB auds (lajlel
g elei] 5l JYazal @ly > JSe gy (olid Lot 53 oty g Oyl ST jopdie (A5
) IS 5l Gy o5 pilag o st SVl 50 )3 9 )35 o o 5l el )3 e Lol el o35
b 53 3b > dieplss Sygeo & 1y Vsl ) did Tl 48,8 486 les o ) 55 S g 0l
o2 4 (g5 a el o3lw Sbj a SVl opl b9y 9 35 (gilosb dlie opl )3 pe Ban g sl o34l
oS g8l udd Llod & o 9 03l o0 gl T

2UsS s gi ] (o Maitwl IVl oS idnd JYaiwl cpl Cudle 0)lyd laul clde opl pgd isw 4o
sl pagu 35 S sl 039y IS 36 oo Lgh ofgm bl oyl did a4y ks a8 bl 5l eales
e 1di > cilS &8 1) transcendental unity of apperception « Spbgs oMl Gas g
5> Ol €pgd 4nd® y ofgw (g (sloal 5 0)lyd did SVl oy walsd mudgr w3)5 (ol axe
coindd olpl (B 4y s 93,5 wols (il ) Yl ol Izl ooy i 5 sl ool ael
Jsl b s 0)l)> (s g8 epiloz i 5 9 0 3l Gl el ol w5 sl 055 3l (s sl (o oS
il 3 9 i g 351 e o 450 Vil Bl bl s 5 3L
Db polaidl Ob cpl j5 2l (658 4y qpuid

OBl g QLS e (g2 dgs oo (S0 4 ofgw (g (sloial )by anind JY ol
Ol obply i wod p3 dx ST walss o)Ll dllie Jobo 3 Cliios cul Sl (S 4 ol 485,38
Oldss jl Sogud 2 &S Cuwl auid JYaiwl | s giloil ol dlie daasuin dg plodgy Y le
Cadele 5L platggS €L 5 € S i ol 5655 42 o sy > o ool 155
)8 dwlgd 3361y antd JYarel 093 agias cul 9 oS Ol 509y L) 4 AR

e glacuwlpy (Bl I G)ge 4 i hudd ofgn mrd sl 45T @ 25T b ol
elon] (ol alzue 0)byd ol (gygp gl SIB/ plls crimen o Wissenschaftslehre ,aib ojg0/
ol odal x5l > aiud Yl 0y 5583 g o5 ate wul dlie Cpl gasge 45 0jow ()39
T3S palys 5505 QIS ol By « Sl )lge s cllio 53 cg) (3pen
i J¥ ! W] Codlo =Y

sl 1) plss 0jow 09 slainl 5 (ye axsl jl aid sl )& 1 (S Wl I g

H



0 The Social Constitution of Self for Fichte H

Philosophical Investigations Vol. 15/ Issue: 34/ Spring 2021/ PP. 1-22

3929 il casl )13 ST 2980 Glusl 4 Jse laplasl plis )3 5[] ol
If there are to be human ) ..l acily 3939 oylusl G 51 i b sl awsly
&S s W oyl (than one. beings at all, there must be more
Sl il e (500 ol e p b (8 4o 9wl ol )l ailpdgs
e 40,8 Sl (s o 4 ol poie (oLl ) o (g e o conl (R
028 & S sl G e bl 5l el it oS pobo 1) porie (ol &S
porde (bl porde onlply oud zedgi |y (Jol lots U magd oo 0y pgd (sl So
£5 o pordn 4L sl itga il S5 Sl 8 Ly i (65 25 Ky

F(anind 5l a8t c GNR 39 @8-V 1, el 4> 2Ls) .l (species)

1 W8l5 e AN o NS o s ais o5 o] g 5, 25T e e 5 805
b bl 48" ol T e Loges lolidasels b ololislusl (slo syl Min o 45 Canss 355 ) o
Widud 055 )0 bl ool Ll g sloin] gl S8 4 alid WS o (SW ep b g anels
7S S &S Cusl dline (2l 3l (G 4 dded ) (9000 3] izl (278 Slapress
Gollas g5 oyl aS’ Jbs > S’ el | (strict universality) € jase culS» § € g,00» Al od 55 0
09 =il )95 wlg5 o uadly 03,8 odaliie (Gludl 2,5 3l 2 (18 B @Bl )3 Camgl oy (B
Sl J)8 5 G 0,25 1 o il (051 loel OB )3 b ) cnllly o s ) ol
A3l (e By

et b Bl 40815 35 aladles] el 15 S — 1030 o5 223 by ol Sl o psd
@ owla Sl el Gesite JolS 5k 41 1) porde cnl &S cnl paze 4 g il 4zt 3929 il S5
4200y ol = Ky mdgi ) Jgl s B madion ol pgd gl o )8 4 (o5 il S
(transcendental argument) « oMl JYazwh a5 col s @il 3 Lasuie by 05,8
b w5 s Lol B Ml (o Yol IS camle 0,5 oy alie () 3y duad 395 oo o5lg5
S 5 IVl ol sl (regressive) oxigy . Yl g oMl Yol o35 o)Ll ol Yies!
S o] 8,5 (gshe b g sl (youl CuS IS &) s Jgine )90 4 &5 WS o £, polb S
oslitol ol 3] atigym o3ls sl (3555 56 gan (sl o8 A SNy ol A o (gu
(progressive) ssigpivs Jgere (sla Yol a5 Jbs j5 s L 1y Yatsl <8 » cqa bl o
WS o il o] 51 (consequences) (suls 5 1S o 5le] (grounds) labue (S p 5l im Siius
|y a1 4 s olalie L1 o3 5 diS o £opd (el Lo doms5 Sy 1 09y pms sla Yol
LIS 05 45 i LS S L3l &Sl ] i Ban (ol 3yee ] 3 il e ySes By
Gu;@)a,wulfh?gmayugwd,u@)Jo;wsﬁﬁ;ﬁ s — ol aBTags
11 & iy papd she ol a4 — dmd plol 1) e b LS 365 d oVl b silas Sy e
Tl anily 393,50 (slaojgw



The Social Constitution of Self for Fichte
Philosophical Investigations Vol. 15/ Issue: 34/ Spring 2021/ PP. 1-22

ColS a5 STyaled oMaiw! sy Y
o Brsly o8 1 gty 4adl) Wlos,S oalital Mol JYttsl ) 48 Wlodgy  Sloguuded cdianld g b, 4z 3]

030 )15 565 15 3510 3 ) o Mail el Yl diopllss &y s 45 S gl Y(alese U o |
L s a5l el & WS o UVl Ol e fie A8 5 enpilpe S pshalan sl clS igilel

b 19 L Bypd 4155 i ongidn sty bl epgo 10l wiallSe 5 il b g o0 m
ol 48 ol ol S ], olS 03 ol s ¥ gio |y Lol olS’ &S 355 o ablos stssiy sasnlio
b S oo e Lolul Jol alag )3 1) 400 aSly et 05 355 5l gliiol LB chasl b awd 53 ol ad
J(constitute) suiso o wuei |y 450 500 olo 4
5 dgeed oo gbl ol o im oagtie 5 00505 e bulpd o IS Qb Tals 5ol
Coanl Lel Lo sl 6 (Boulid (ol g0 am wlodgy S LMl g oS lguld bawg Seunlae
oS 1y doul my o5 el Losphe by VL 4iid gng ol b ol 00d 8 liges — b o)
Lgd b s (transcendental unity of apperception) « Slabes  oMewl Cisgd cols
0395 slp € S1bgd oMaiwl ang> (SIS poghe a5 ol 5lamd o )5 365 ddudd y0 13 900k o
Baggi o ol SO (e fie A ) Mot s o o)) 68 oSl 3l Sl anitd
dlarly dliusg 4 Laid 5 ] e Wadgesd (sloodls dan I iy &S (alST sy ol 9,
5 Swg USgu 9 CELS £ gp unl Sao ol 35053l 455y g L
23055 (2Tl (b Cangy w0l550 585 41 bo 3 09 (4o 55 S s Gasg
V(AL07 s ame oo 1) ool @il (Shbogs o |y e 5 (Lol s

4 2l agaifl A5l (Sas g o 5l (228 Cymo b o oS ] (el A8 ool OIS w08l
39035l 51 (oS 5y 35 030 Sl sl (G (332 & jg0 4 &S sl 2BTgs s wsly gmlﬁ%& S5
&ly 2 85 )i 9% 355 cy0 S Ka 290 25 & yxie Wi Labl 0300 Lo)le (0 48
sl (self-ascription) ses 4 sbul (plpl 9800 po)le o1 3 Lageijl ol &5 Cul (40 395
@75 Chyma b 4100 6o il 4Ll 29y (eolibs b ) ST 5 Cul ojgm poe oS cund
Dy dalezs (San
G D9 Pirhy) Cung (San (Mg Colled gay (275 Chymo LS gn &S o)yl S el
gy 1) 9 3l sloda) &l 0nd (S 1aB cpl 4 & 08 £52) Se plby (658 Lilojl 4
Wojly cnl 51 (e phS 2 a4y g 38 QL) &5 033l93 9 28" QI 0l (9> S Jolid (lalead raiS

S S bl S el ger ol 3 Sl b S G ) Ll e s )
5 s29)S Al el &ly 3 €rel Aalgss s a4 e JS 5 BT S e a8 SE lesly 4 anlgs e
2ly 653 4 dgeisl | Slasgerme b g WS (o Jitie |) oy (oline &5 Wgd a5 (lalen 4 CllS
sl 3¢5 4 1y adgedsb b lodS oyl a5 il anils 3¢9 anly 2BTags 6 a8 canl (ygp0 Nigd s

Vo anlgss e Bime 35, ol 2BTgs Casg s g

H



° The Social Constitution of Self for Fichte H

Philosophical Investigations Vol. 15/ Issue: 34/ Spring 2021/ PP. 1-22

g 2575 Sl 5 ym sl 2BTo5 (5)950 by 4 (ooliwldgs b ol (il i il
o3 Blhiily) canlp oolubg culd ST oS Sle 4 b oge 8 @dlwbss el S
Cllad o e iy oo bl e & 4zl o230 Jpde ol AV ) 38 dr g5 1l 48 30 30
Ol G 31185 e 55V 43 (oolinbss 28 culldb 4 glisl 255 4 & (Olubgs 228
S g 4 b Clb o5 S o sl SOl i) (an 13T Jlg 23k wod LB gl clled
oS Ol (550 S5 4 ]y S5 e ualge )51 090 4Bl b oMl b iy Tl o
(empirical self) o5 6395 <ol <l (transcendental self) oMl 595 45" 00550 (walyi o0
&0 b oamlitio BB 555 (o Maiul 355 5148 12 3yl Siz 4y K9 by o e & e
Calld oS epl 28T L colS a8 San |y (65500900 ol o el 2925 65V 255 b g
5 pd halpg )3 S (oo San |y (ATagS 5 2 jas 36510 4 Cnl ooy g8 g g Sl (olislogs
P g g0 o S

Pl a8 alen 1o sladgeijl den Wilgs :L»"”),‘; LU Cpuin il o oy oS ol
OlFses S8 ol 59y g 4 45 A dalsd 039055l (e 13 (i g cnl
a2 o Sl pScwnd b adl Jbre b dgeiil & Casline ol Canyd opl 9 )8

B 132 ¢ oo fic 1d).ail

Sl lp (2285 Copma b g 455 iy o0 & jobailon 9= o (o0 (10 &5 (oS> (IS a5 Ballae
s 3 (52lldgs oS s oo Luygly 52885 olS5 L — 395 0 ol (judgment) (S JB 45 Log3)
oS i o P 45 a3 ol Jatie (o oS> Kt 1y €850 (] 0 @sSe S By
reflexive ) llrgs wlSail (S Jolis ool (050 pS Canl (Syapd (m Lpimso |y ip0
0 Sl (275 Cdyre g 40y55 435 pa b adl —.dS g 40 - (judgment of self-ascription
Do S
w2l linlyo o o Shal (al8T 35301 1 13 o 265 s g 4 SIS YL S 55 )0 o 1S e
Ul (30 45 592 8l Lo yiilgs jlos Tokeon 038 o STyl |y (80T 550) () 45 s (5o (ol g 53 o
o J) ol LIS cnlplly omd Conid 35 4y 1) 095 (STl 408 ddian ( Bltily) ©yg0 4
b & NS P h SO Al )8 gl (BLSly b bl ©jso 4 F ol ) o
Al o (the necessity of possibility thesis) « Sl & ygps 59 1y ol ¢ ygmad] 6y 6lS dnes
(Allison «.uS" ol yon o (cladgessh dan Slg 1")51@ L Cpuia Sl o yo? &S b (ilS 38 oL )
25L Lo 5o sl oSl ol b B9y ¢ S0l a1 3930l ja p> 05 ol 4 2004: 163-167)
S Gillas b o 3850 Cusly 1.094.9 el opl s 31 e dliwl 365 4 1y S1yol ag 5wl o] wilg o
ol LB (gl o0 b el o8 B ye a8 Sew (s3lwbdgs Culled oyl ST csls
o Aipoj > aldio oy 5l Jlio b aumd ojle] 0gd by, (eoluslags ISl &gy 35 4T (4l
active ) s aVled CanoylS xo 4 W5 (5168 5l (g9 465> &S 1yl g (rule following) ;lss ;I
i (6148 s Cundligh G ye WS gl oS Spdey |y ol 9 oasepd (application of rules
oM 5l 48 0l il (alSTags Linl o o (3L 51 aAlad j2 )3 (9,8 65k Jlogh e )3 &S G yobo]



The Social Constitution of Self for Fichte
Philosophical Investigations Vol. 15/ Issue: 34/ Spring 2021/ PP. 1-22

02 it Jg pleis 4 e il 3k o STl cal b oS o0 9y (Cod b o5 (935 o) (958
sloa s il Glasgommo b &S S0y (Bolas glf)z. | dlasgomme lais 4y ladd 45 g —3g odiegd g
oo 4 Sl uiled 5l T egil il dasd a3 48 wSl (S Bygpi b — ol olyen g8 4 ool
Ly il 9 sdpmoyy Unlyo o 31 (63 51 Alad y 13,5148 Cal Line oy 993 ) g 995 03l Sl
Oy 4y Jgane Laylypd 3 d ST itid d oS o (Sopm oo 5l Aliod ] )0 o ls o &S o sy
(Pippin 1989:21-22) a5 ;3 ;3 bl 1y cyled o)
logiins ALl gl 13 OIS gl e £l s 4503 b S5 |y €olS 1 oty ol IS5 0y 3K,
—odlop 4> 13b (ool 4> — (the transcendental self) Ml 393 <lS (glp 1] o oyloyl8
Sygo 4 485 Cand (B S S gl (oMl 355 L (650950 L sdalie LB &S s (5SS
cld b 31 Byo g by el 38 @Sl 98 Slie gy Slolus] lases b gyl Lases 51 e

el Gl g8 ym (yutly by aSly s (225 55 (U Cllad ppl bl oo magll (olwldgs

g2 3 &S Cus (2linl g cul s STl G55, gl (168 (odliuligs culled pl e
ol 23l (BoBy (eoliwldgd cullad 4y linlyo e STyl 3954

b 55 by Jgl i ans £

ceb baglys o] Ko g cusly <ol 4 awlol sl Ly og cslS gmlf]s?& e jlely a5 ansd
1 Loyl T dlie gl omy o dmolizl oyl 51 Sy amd @1y ilS J) cglize ol oalSTags 4y ks o 0
Sizwom e %03 Gly 4 b ol LIS g2 s ojpm O (sleizl Spps 4 S & il
B Ol 4 ol Canyd Tl 0395 (59 3 vl bl o S dl 1 olfg_m (intersubjectivity)

—u«’«ub.k GeSlo» (490 ‘£M>‘ dlh*’ 2l 5l sdisypo g s d‘ﬁ O aduls 5>
w5 Canle (3,5 gy (Sl 5 25 (en 03 B B |y 50 (claojgm 2925 OIS 0 9n cnl )3 o o
ol (el 300 Cjlie 4 e o0 0p00 S0 (slrojaw Dy 3l ( IME Bllas yol cunlo b AL oLy
ol yob opl g SlS M cdtiind Lol s 09 D929 podo oS gud 50> (Slojgw 3929 Jgl alag )
(53) 9 2258 Sy ol sl b a8l 28,5 (53 (Solo & Bl |y S laefgw 2929 (S0) &S
3929 Ol sl 60978 (b K3 Slrojow d929 AigSe & AS daled jasuie Slay cnix xS b
S g g ML ALSD D939 19y (slofomw &S Cund (yin diidnd oSS Ll Jgl 03w led il
2oo ol b tbie msB 500 slaofgw b 5l o LS plan jlejgw 4l wgd LU S0 (slaojsw
No thou, ) €[5l 3325] 55 (50 92 13,15 3925] (3o o8 ig? SIS BT 5 (S 50 anid o8
(Wood 2014:203 ;I J& 4GWL1: 189) (no I; No I, no thou
Sgrns do 5 3 L) (self-positing) «gs (13,5 gogr Jos ojgw (wdlis (Shy cied Jai )
piY 5 oad aniud 0))> o sagddy | gyl sloe €293 (3,5 @i Slie Canl (€ a0l B39 (g
& Cung Lne Gl 3)l 1) 38 (3,8 @by oLy gy &Sl oS (g, 1, ol oS 1l e cul
SS9 aS Sl ol cpl iS5l gy 4 cdiind Al e o Cond ()] bl KagdP & dniud
Sl ¢ los ag j3 S o sy |y 255 @Bl 1> ot 4y dluwl 534kl 0jgw g Cuwl 295 4 Ll 0fgm ol

H



@ The Social Constitution of Self for Fichte H

Philosophical Investigations Vol. 15/ Issue: 34/ Spring 2021/ PP. 1-22

self-identification or self-) > oo yiuils FYES ol 3 Cise 4 Gl ) 38w
Conn (S ju> 059w AL s (B L ygn G 05w «ilS Wil cdtiud 355 .3 )5 o s (appropriation
LS o g 1y 393 lojen o b 5l 45 0o Jos iy 39591 Sl g 4 olul clld b o Se
Clleb ol o ol ojgw o35 olotz) 5 sl anid ooy Lol jeme > panlss 4 655 len
5500 (slaofouw youd D99 (1558 ey ¢ yiamld D45 QT I Jee bwgs 4 cpboliul b wgs 0 Sasg
otz (lp 695 a1id waien U onlS 92 (o (8 Lt & Lasiituns 43S0 (98T s (50 Ll
ol 3 Gl oS Fivdey |y dndid oy (3485 gllae wmd o3l 1 5l 8 Lol S o Yl 059 (092
6505 G Nas 50 1135y 15T alotiles alie ol domino 13 1, ofgm (3391 caelainl 35 51 gl (shios g0

oy cul Bl ol &8 axe S50 loie 4 1) 355 Wlgi ool Jinte 39250
68 oloie 4 m AS @y (Individual) 5,8 leie a1y 395 a5 ] Ko wS
& psbolan Cunyd @N)ls 3929 gl 5l gy M (o0 458 9l & ke 29290 i (e

(GNR: 8 &F : 2b 45 ol 35 o (0,8 39590 |y 295

BB auled 395 &5 |y ofgw (g (elainl 35l e s 93 ol e (9T cdadad () 4 28 L
9P 1y (053 5 €929 ©5pP wiliion |y s gl oD el ol S e Ll 2 L g
OIS Ll andly 352y 03 slaofgu ST g 513,05 3929 0fgu sl ju Bk el «(Byme
oy (takes, annimmt) S o (5,8 ol 45 Jixio 393 g0 L o 13 (63,8 lgic 4P — Y daad 58
oo )3 )3 daad i 5 (00 5l 4ST) €S o (218 390 1y 355 5l 45 ygbolad > i)l 392 ol
G529 Cygpd sn (598 sl ol 4y hd &S sl Sl ot o lie sl 3 1) gl 1 By o8 S
ik )3 e By D9 pS (s gy I (5 hmS S 4 (G A8 Cand gele )03 lofge
585905 51 g 51 oo plgh 05 lyie & ogm 0ip (g (ol 5 3] (hyus Cygyd pous
Sloojgw oS opl 4 Cand aniud s pgd puua cpl Babo 1)1 3929 1505 (slaojaw (takes, annimmt) uis”
auind b {(Cumd CuSTISG (12,87 0y ol Bun (o0 Cjle @ L) cwl 28 G L Gyl dng &ly o Ko
il 5 Conl )13 45 ST 158 ) laojgms 1503 3525 B8 L 0jgus 45 ol (] @0 S5

b (3 0L anid iy 4l Gl 4 )G Al oy ogllae Sl Sledde zudgs ol jl e
Py eleial 5 by g Nsd oo slow b 59y 32 &5 WS (o g9y (@Ml sl SVl Sl lope; L,
e 1y o5 (g (eloinl (gl aid Glay Sipl (lp cnlple cunl 0ad &ly 0055 pl wlis )3 059w
oz ) B e S msd Ll gl (Mol slaJYazal K pe b il & ol Jlglies qorards
1) ol 42d 365 oS sl & ot 4y sl (g o) SE IS S o s LS i gla Yl
il 03,8 4lo (theorem) Llas LB 3 79 4 S cols salgs o o

iyl anad

free ) abll pisusl 5 @ a0l Ko S g |y yidngd Ml oo alie Jixie 34390 1) A
Apd Cows (efficacy



@ The Social Constitution of Self for Fichte M
Philosophical Investigations Vol. 15/ Issue: 34/ Spring 2021/ PP. 1-22

3 sy oo ozl ol sl Gass 898 @09 cul Gyl 5l Jixie S92 g0 sam F Wy
S R Y e

pgd dpdd

ol S ol Ko sm Cand 58 4y ) (e oz )3 Wbl e ) Wlgi a5 (mlize Jixto 2920 Y
B 5 (plie Jise Sldgzge Jol Bjbo 4 &Sl 1 g 03 Sl o1 ()00 ) (a5 ]
Dl gogske g

g 4l

Ko 3l gogsie 395 5l ey 1) SN0d (alite Jasie Cligage Mlgied (ke Jiste 39290 ¥ AL
relation ) ssis alarl, & 35 ol (glalal Slgrse o b 45 1S pdg csyel sic 4], 295 45 ol
W39 0 0duels (Of right

oS Ol @Ml g0 4 1) LLAS (e )15 iy wrS sl

iJgl anad

OSas (2155 (las o fen) cal (aBT3g oMl by (Ol s gP) as e 1)
(o

(s (a0 o (30 23 o i9) ol o (0 (oMol by (28 lar o Yot

P9> dpdS
OSan os o K03 o slagye (94) el os o (Matal byd S0 as (slagye ¥
(o

ipgu 3

oy (y9) el (oe (o (oMl bpd dmofaw (o (€ B> daslp) gyl ol o9 ¥
e GSon (Jas 0jgu o Soi>

lio cpl Lol ggoge o5 35800 ol ¥ aiy pod 4ndB )3 of5w (g slorl J sl anid oy
7 g 9 Jol 4ndB o)l (o8 Sl 0 oy 0 (3895 sl il e ol Sl 5 S Lol el

6k o b) o5k Jae (oo o b) o Jie 48 e Lt oS sl o i G (gl aad 3
2 €k Jie b (haigy )0 paxe (Jes Jie (555 0)l) (S p0 alld I Gl 55 SO (g
o €090 Ol > Bly > aLded g canl ool (i (ol s @ Cund Llos Jis @ as i 18 OIS
Jol alag > ofgu duasui dag a5 3) sl (lgi o0 A5 el ) )3 Jie p loe Jie g ol B
ojgw (552 dxg g (amd plonil LS g8 daB )l Al 0 05w Sl dm) syl Culale b as 4y
Gilloo 2l 8 Coanl pg> aiye 1o (1o (BT 09 aly ol 32 4 2lodgeiil 41 0fgw &Sl im)
o (55 355 ly 3 255 4 il g o g 395 40 bl Gl ) 2l5Togs o ol J iz s
STl 53 i oS ol ditno (OIS 51 (g &0 ctiid sl lae ol (slins &0 (aBTog wca] el
Shdlipim oo 1y o cpl &8 w0 Z8ly 53 ol il diags 395 4 bh“’l uJL@ &8lg 3 o ylad cpl (s>



@ The Social Constitution of Self for Fichte H

Philosophical Investigations Vol. 15/ Issue: 34/ Spring 2021/ PP. 1-22

Joli Lrygls g 900 aSly s 2y oS oo jl a4 Sl o g adlatio daly G bpo s
&lg 3 a8 355 13,5 msg cullid b Jos a5 Canl ygb ol atiind (b 295 0 15 365 4 39055b o sl
By (gl dasly ol Lol o)l jaan Ldl 3gedjl )3 (gl Cjgo d gl el 293 4y sl clad lon
S g0 4 o (o oS ol 13 Bly )3 s o Syl Ol 0 & orlS d2 5 0 Jos drg 4 Lo
dog > Lol iomd Budad (lod b ()l oo LT 398 (a3 OV 5 39055k L )0 magrdig) olsd &
S 8 S o (sluab o &S Liae (pds Dedb o wosSae (direction Of fit) sulal cqa w0jgw los
dorg BMS S (o0 Bl (o M b (e (S CaBge D90 1) &S Cunl )5 (e (98T g o2 plool
Sl m 208 b oS ol ol 58V e g 53 oS Cillan ol byl ol Spuile o 9 4 (s
Colpo bdgy 4 jow Jos dog 0 25 & .)l.l.wl dix S Ojle 4 b o cillas Glod o p YU
Sboj 5 sy busly 355 4 sl sl 63,8 jui (o bl )5 Gl a5 bel 5l oy
& (dae Jie 3985 b Coglyl ol 4 sl job cpl A oS o STl |y B e o e oS
iatlo ccyo b ofgm Caple Lo e 5 a5 118 o bl By syl ol L ol otiS o 0l (ki Jie
S bl 3l 4S5 cpsen (Jlel e bl 0 o A gy s 93 4 dbl cullsd o (g &S
L dad pl b ol ym oigw (Jas dog @ Cunle dlan Lol cou dyg0 &S pod anad Ll o U cul
Bl g oly cnl wdl )57 (G5lujl ojgw ()l dag 4 Bpo dagi L) ALl pgd 4ndS (dlp oy s
Al 0350 dliud 355 &5 Cang

Ol 65 g 1y 855 gl 2 45 — o lae g 51 oy 4B py> s > €2 bl
&5509° Gk 1) 2B plea &8 Gl BMS 5 S cb ) Z)B e TS e ealiiul — 39y 03,8
ol 2 00 SIS B plan g iy )b 3 @S plea o 20 b wnsd g 00,8 ol (o)l
4 ) S Glgises o 3 &S (e Cudale <8BS0 Glo A Cans (Ko 859w (3Lslrgd g Jlos]
ke 1o colole Sl & 3L andly 3929 )1 Glea Bl & @25 (o0 ol (2l 5 Ay )90
S

g ) ) J 55 e 428 4 IS IS5 ) 408 3 2 (slese b S Ll ) 5
sbojgm 3929 158 05 ol sl M8 (o0 Cul i pee Sl b ol Soml & pgd A0S > atitd
dgabo Sy o b € Boi dalp lgie 4y ol gl & 6,5 8 ols il abay > il igd i
9 o Jio = o By Lt lgis a0 531 Yl ool 3 8l (il plas oy o B ala ) awd
g CoMlis Gl (Shorge plyie 4 aSh Wgd ol 43S a5 )5 — jlawgw g ALl (JLigd o (Jaio
Lot i Sl |y b ez 53 3131 ()58 31 blss g3 &y Miils oo A5 Wigds oo 48,5 i 5 aBTogs
2 S gl = as Jass 15l (el @ly 3 ST o psde loxia oSl (g5l (Fgis dla
LUy wlgn 55 Wl b ass 5b LSos (gl 1y Lad b aiS e dgdme |y 365 (6,55 51 o3game ¢ Slusl 3,8
panass o ol ) oS cul dlabuly o dlaly did 398 (b5 )3 8K 5 @ |y 263 ST 6,18 31
IS o sl @] o o 505 el o Gl nl 5l S oo dgame |y 353 05 [l (ool
VO i b (g2 2Ld) €l S b Jisie Cbigzge (6y908 Al porie Llod 3> porde drg cn



The Social Constitution of Self for Fichte
Philosophical Investigations Vol. 15/ Issue: 34/ Spring 2021/ PP. 1-22

o
0o oS phle (i (o 209 103 e 38 S L AT 338 plgis |y st e
5 S b ol 1) R0 & w8 Cud p38 @ g il el ]y o>
oty L] @S oo )b ol 1) pogs 45 omd i 5505 41 ) loj> 45 pble
55 L) ol ool3l el @ by ol g g 9l Hlgn 50 (oiS oo @iy 3T 1) pog3
090 dmid 3D 0j59m 409 Sloial 35 4l Aind JY !l -0

Colpo ay los g 53 053 4 sl pien 5 Conl (ABT355 (43900 (Shg 05> 4 Sl & map Ll b
S99 U S o oolail os dng 0 95 sliwl godge yed | Alind pgd dudd (D Cwl Hludy (g yuin
5o 4 (2SS 558 s ojlel iy gl |y dtiid con oS 51 Lol S el ) S0s (slaogu
dozpdeed 4 1y o Sl 53 48 Tt (S5 it Joo Cilises g5 93 e gl los & (IS 5 03y
aex g action & |y ol wdSl oS Handlung am adS sbly dxe 4 (iS5 (6,500 9 48 o
adl ples ! V38 der 5 € ESY 9 € & S5 4 oly e |y Handlung ¢ Tat w6 )5 08 e
gy bl ol b ol o on Mol o) aild b g ol 00 (o 5usli ©yge 4 dind LS 33 3
ol 0 45T ple cpl 4 colus g

Uy €5 o o) 53 S ol 3 € o5 5 o 4515 3 4l e VN0 1 5 S
l, (abstract predicate “mine”) «e o B elil Jgeoe? Glon a5 Cusl Jab 5| o5 « 2SN
i 51 8l 3 € Ll 035 o 3§ S oy 1 5 ol o € 53 e g5l ol
A3 dll b s go 41 1) ] (normatively) sielouin &)jg0 4 Gl &S ol

Sl sl () 5 a2 Wil clalie cnl & 095 gy (S 5 Job o il Sl el
ol 03]y gl 5l o ©yg0 4 (nas S a2 ST 0j10l 0 VL) 353 ls Lo o 3680 ey (oae
s G151 Yl s (S5 el s e o013 plol | s of B o 315 s o1 41, 0l (yism U
Ly oS (ligy 1y Elp S 4 39)5 <89 el 35S )55 (V) gl € GBS» &5 5 Canl yased (pl « Jud>
g o2 gy Jita cpl 3 wmd (6l il 5,5 oS dS 4dgS 3 oS 1y (5055 SaTL IS )
pll (intentionally) wliesas g aliele 1) o] oo a8 Ly wunl o € 2S» 5B 09,8 oy, slp
b bads 1) o) Gle oo bl ol 033 &5 0 Jos u.l; 236 by ax ST fuiley &8 (Syg0 )3 cplodls
Slo o Bl e € Jad» lS).,o ol plo @50 uley ol Cund (po 4y (g)lxin Cjgo

St 42 ooy oly )3 3ige puin 45 plag 550 & s |y Lo (5 5 Jub ot s
2,5 gl 985l plgoe |y @igw (39 (sloil Bl dm epgd 40

g 92 (Fleia] 35 gl Add playr aods

2L w3 ploals plosl 1)l pags Liis &7 87 gt Cunl 035y o 5l &Sy (e &) (ol
oo Job ool egly 1 b) > Cus pog5 4y pl s SRS plie a1y Jab ] 45T Bl (6,500 slwojgus
(1casl e 03503 s983 3 By m G55 i &0 0 395 &

H



@ The Social Constitution of Self for Fichte H

Philosophical Investigations Vol. 15/ Issue: 34/ Spring 2021/ PP. 1-22

ﬂ,‘..f JL;J I) L‘)La:ﬁ chm‘ )JOL»] O?S‘ ‘L}:bS I Oha).g a5 Oi‘ u,w:bb

GHS 0 4 b pod olST a8 s (S e & sl 03]y 0 1487 e & s S gl (1)
Lpguis oxlgsl 3»

3 dg3ge Slsdd ST s ) 0,5 s (inner sense) ;o S5) e I Sl €olgd 9 (V)
(3l 4l 2929 (2B (Js3ld o ol g paie il 0% Sl pl gy e

Al ol o (6,500 Jasie 39390 5l Wb Al s b cde S «lgs ]9y ()

el 035y yo 5 a5y b aBly 5 «(6,500 Jante 3990 lgSlE o > g3 S by bl L (Y)
dSu o plgd (> lojgw plgie 4]y 29 (T (pdy B30 Cand 353 4 095 (s YIS (lgie &
DS sl 1o 8 (6)505 o 4 Sy 5k b Big s wfgm lsis 4 295 sy plgS L (0)
(= (anerkennen, recognize) suwlis o Cuowy 4 (po (i (S dilio 4 lpe J2b cunl 0153,
2l 1y pag 4 e S Sl Ul &S 2Ky (08t Shofgw Blyie 41y (6550 By b
3 3925 (53503 055 & S (B8 e 4l Uyoy ipgd o S 0o Sl sl (03)

593 Ol 4 €l 3929] 5 e g 9 ) 392 0] (e oF 9P 15 (0 4Ll &S shailen L)
(VoS o0 BB ) LaSipgd @90 ygpe el sl @oge

93,1 y9me s (Autforderung, Summons) « g3, o3ly acind oy 51 YL (g5loil
 oieson B ojgu & Cunl (ol plgd1)8 cantid jlai )3 . Cur ofly cnl | 4ndid jslaie oS g dxgie ML
Copite (B3umidg» & ojgw (318 Bk J > Cjlie 4 €S pia 9 isu il Jlesl
Being determined to be self-determining, ein Bestimmtsein des Subjekts ).5¢: o
Sldl by S @yge 4 (GNR: 33 ¥4 @ wb 4 oko) ( zur Selbstbestimmung
Iy oS &S olSin Mo — yiled aST L1 (o (S 5 3,8 o3 |y oS imy Aufforderung
L_ii Aufforderung b)‘9 ‘L)J] » D9M§ XS uf).w lo w9 yE 2 FLY Ml?d 9] )l Lv W“";Lfo Ciged
Sgaio 1al S35 ki a5 jolate 4y gl (gline 05BNy dy Mo S 33,8 sl 33 5 B> (gline
S o b 5 el ol 5 lejen 0,35 e plyinl 3,8 olj] 4 olS an (5148 el cged ) ey anind
s ) Feoly b Lo 00 Gyle 4 add Fuoly by Hlasl (oS o ged wgye ) e &S K
po> sline 1 (2 8) b iy ) el (Suwly Sb e ogye 4 & — AL ke Led sy S
Mol dnid el dguafio duy od Hla5 4 45 305 dgng —olBald 4 35 jLanl-  Bgds

A €Gus (g 0 (o390 L3l 4 2y ojlel oS Sy, wid 3 1y lsdlb pare &Sl sl
oo |y 185 0] 45 35 5 sl 308 ) o) it ) s s 92, (Caravaggio) sl
ol A Sllo (5p5lgen 5 gwyolun Sro (BB )3 & sl (6,5l B o 228 e 3 4 g
W35 g Kby e Dy LY 4 g by 45 WS e o)Ll CtSI L gl 4 5 sl 0dd 3BT 5ly owms
45,8 35 o 4y syob |y SRS g (A5 JB 6l e ol b s3T5 5] amlgs oo L o)



The Social Constitution of Self for Fichte
Philosophical Investigations Vol. 15/ Issue: 34/ Spring 2021/ PP. 1-22

Cowl 00l u..o 89y (&9 iCamwl 0 ST 50 LBl Ol ja Kk yo O yglaied Sy o (265 &S Cnl
lad 4 Gl ;Ko 3)l5 c0d (65503 43S ol sl 9 WS (o0 B9y ) UBloRa S (o0 i 03 51, 5l &5
5 5 ool Sl 5 53 g e JU3) (i U g (39 (gt JU3) 2L ot Mign o pue
S S aamd plonl LSl o Cunl 0nd (o liae 4 Jlo (ol 53) (> (glojgus (58T gl il
g o 031> Cund gy (8S]]

el (53908 059w magls Iy gy Gl b (lg3]8 B9 maerdy st U S (o0 S8 Jlo (]
Iy o] g a3 e Sl 393 &y s> (glime &y |y LS oS oily (lofgms |y 393 e a5 el e a5
oS 3 sl 1 BU CunBao (3 1pe 48T AL 0l (o 4y astiipgd Cllas Lol 0 Wb il o 245 ;j 5l
G 395 4 plodly pbuil o 5l e 451y Jad 390 wlgs 1381 a5 ol Olbad ) aw ygiST s )8
olls b oS Sle o) K 05 (il (1S lie & ]y ol i ol 068 151 T g o
() e S 5 3950 (Km0 1 0 (55 Sl o5 45l (5,508 35

3y ojle] pogadas oS 305 1) o] Bl (Jb e ) g sl A Gl S b ol
Lzl el S8, 5 A3l IS5 red Bl e (b e S 2 Sl i il ¥ Ao oy
JE35 5 Gy Cppo 4 cle K & S e e i |y Ol g Lamb e B e L
gdigo opnl (glaabd (535055 4 oo )Y bl 3929 & s 3 ash) Mo 350 e | (Jolas
s STl gd 0 (52,5555 )l ol aslad ST sl 4ndly 392 p5Y Cte 4y Cugh &' )90 5
95650 Jlai )3 g derdy Ollas alte 4 1) Cllad sl Cblsee 48k s o g 055 g0 4 o313 L
Paolbs 310500 o)le 4 a8 )l sl oid (asuino Cllad (0 oS clatulgs B 5 L Bllas g
e Sl 55 4 5o 5103 s 3 b gn & (nOFMALiVE) s gl 53 oKL ol s
& g (b ¢y bion Loud g (31 ¢ yote oS 53 oo ST 1) (gl e 05 8l b i
4 a3 o0 )8 095 ollad bbb 1) Lo (ye By Lol s o) 31 (6325 5 ol 0303l (315,539 & j90
normatively ) wu3 oo ojlal sdio,bxin &g 4 b dy aSh 038 ood i |y Loud grly o @ jg0
b oS 5l 2lad bod (gl g0 500 ol 4 o pldl (ST (e Ollas 4 Gsly 5> S (authorize
Dlg3155 b 5 ol o (S 5 bl s plosl g 4 50 | 395 5 0T L o] 5 g
935 G T gl 295 b s ploxl LS b a5 an3 ojla] (gt )bxin Gjgo 4 bl rd oo
A3 Sl ol @y 1) Giubolee (28" Ailg5 es 43,55 1050 2B iy g 3l5T (39390 15— dmd o ol
a3 oo sy 1) el (alosd (b5 b anied

Pl g e (5958 ol 4 B Bob Sl Lo da g 4 [ Jaxte s 5] (o) StiS
d93ge 4 g o0 Sl g ste uls porde cou itle anl ) Jslee 45 355
I3 51y il i (6588 sl g p eoni 3 Byo |y cings b Jasie
910 o8 4 g Lo |y (9318 b Censs wans plxl ) IS ol Jdate 39290 AL
53 3 ) o olgs1s el pl by el wiojl (gl ol 51 LB (sl 4 1
9 Cydwodd 4 )0 ojgw a5 00 158 i 1y el ] pS s Wb el il g
L] e Lolel [o55m 4] 2ls3hd g ol pue 9 (L] sl oyl wad &

H



@ The Social Constitution of Self for Fichte H

Philosophical Investigations Vol. 15/ Issue: 34/ Spring 2021/ PP. 1-22

Casl 39290 (135 T g w03 4 bgpie o318 [ 5 L] cple il i [g3g0
5 Jis psrde jl b 0jgpall [(led 3] clde ol conlply ccuwgl 4 lad les)3 oS
Wb oplio j1g)lygd g a4 B wsl (o990 Lb Bogs 1N bl )65 (ool
(S39290 ped b s Son (303l o9y Sz i [l g 9 AL 25 o
OY=F 2 el 55 OLo) 9 gudg plie ol jd g A3b Jaxte IS jobo 4 11 ¢ olj
GNR: (36
ollas b oledl s s a8 cpl dn qouS 585 30 L)Y dedde apdy ojla] Yaodde 3805 5| s eS]
ORSL g pgsise oly LS 53 (9o 4 1S 5l 5 2,6 s 3l g e 1 g ezl 298 31 Wl e
2 Op g el it @ L) ey STl Gl pols (3 g oyl 395 olpen (62 0,5 (e L
(3> S & g it (o ol &5 Wl e Al oS oo 5L Ty 395 i g e JU8) (90 I cnl b
oS s a0 395 ) 511 293 S oplpli g wid oo dliwl 393 4 1y 365 ST m w03y plogl S &S
S 3o )8 Cblbe Iy 45 (6,503 g yei 5 Logs) & Cans (alis] s o L Jle ol
4 ol 035y (o J1 &S]y (e &S S jol> )3 dm — ol 058 ST s il ) 355 1 o plog]
ol 358 ol g oo ploml (38 05 S0 s sl g2 wilsf e oSl — dusliy Copans) 4 0 SIS lgis
395 4 (Shia)bxin Cjgo 4 098 4 45 T ()N S & 5~ ek e 355l )90l )3 il 0
Apd plodl LS b (normatively authorize) ools o5l
Wled (P dle 45 05 o drgle plln a9 L )0 JaS &) (98 (90l nl gl oS5 5 Dl (pl a3
o D65 ol drggd 4 gl (275 & g Sl (Ml dlid by @S 5 sl & peblen a3
oS o ST 5= o 51 5 e oSl wigh plos pasibpgd ol 4 Gunly )3 bl (e sla S dn
A5 ) Bl oo pag3 ) @S Sl (QUlg5 S50 (ye iy o0 3929 (S90> JO L 59y ollad — L
P b K oS oo Lvalis HlIS— w3l 423l Sevg (6,500 oBT3gs e Wb g cdrid
ol &5 sl aid bty ooy 4 o (Al (S lte 4wl 03] o (1o 1S ) les &S — S5
ly 059w 2BTags b culole 50> (slaojow Bl Cle 3 oS WS o pupual LS Gl ady @ ) 4SS
XV i anh g oly) €0l oy g bolel 1) o 10 0 musg ole yed S5 oly I ey
D)5 gl osz ey
o o J) i 1l wld 353 (b (S lgie 4 sl 03] o e 5l &S |y los oS T (4l (V)
ol ol ]y a5
il 298 (e GBS sl 03 o 30 1 45Ty los wilsty Gty 51k ol ST, a8 a5l el (V)
Sl (gly Jb e 1D 9 290 03l udgl pagd & rw:f bl Bk 5l o o9 1 sl S
b ey gedsd ol J1 5005 oy e a8 )l oled) anid i Sl aBly )3 45 Wilay Wb p3gs 4y @uiS
4 e o o 5]y loe g duslidy Couny & Tpo (11 457 03L (6,505 3,8 &8l ] oguna 45y
BT igs ool 4 a8 canl ()05 Gaub 5 L e b (a5 13 K00 jle 4 b yd e S wlte



The Social Constitution of Self for Fichte
Philosophical Investigations Vol. 15/ Issue: 34/ Spring 2021/ PP. 1-22

2 ey )3 Jols 3 ol b &S 391005 (650 0fgw g B ST oM job g plpll oS o0 I
o8l sos Cawd g3 culole I g 365 (ooljl 5l aBTres 4 35 m & jew ]

oo b e )l 0l o (2BTagE JolSS 5l Sl wsl e i s (08 gl 4 sl
gl JB oy ol ol 5l a8 sl ] Al s (i3 liilyy b (o)) 025 Slillas & gg2y 4l
S ) Slasosa o S H9a ) ljg pulyie @i Cogll dlid oy Badal sl ) oaslsS g0
o 5 55 g0 ST dizein a5 WS o onliie Byo gl amd Cand 365 4 | o a5 as ) Wil ol
& koo o disin (b (IS )b 5l 45 Cangl 355 @Blg )3l 45T L Bl e dl5g dmd e o
b Moo — 505 (S b Jols b 31 s asly e slisl 398 &0 1) bo 5L Wl e o) 505 &lee
Gl 0391 Thuo vl 5 asows <S> Jole o S5 Z8ly 1> &S Wb ey W 0 Nz ol 4 &S ijole
Erziehung, ) «cu,» o 1S o ST awid oS 5l Sl > > (Bernstein 2010: 57-58)
1S j9a5 1y (5395 (GNR: 39 @V 1 2l 55 5lt) ol (281395  oMaiwl bg s 5l (upbringing
1l555 398 Culele | (Sloti 2l5Tag 350 gl A5l o lny JSiz 53 Lo illao ¢ 25055 920 ol j1 48
JOER

a3 e Pl 05039y (S35 5 4 |y LS pm il e A 0] sl oS S ol S aniid il
Sleal (51 008 LaSS ol Llie o 3 4y bl ai]y3 b Bl andly jeis (6,503 0sw Ml o sl 345
gl b 4 ) ol €Sl g0 3 (98T &S oy 0,8 ol |y o b e leS o g i did
i oo S5 o oS 13l (1Sen Byg0 1 Al (a0 (228 Cdpmo b 428 &Sl (sl S o S
g5l dad ;3 165 od 5 COlS s russr Wb 4 yoblan €S Ll 1o (sladgasjl den
Canl ol col8 dguaiie aSh (o3 o plul 3 liily,y g Ve Ay J.» Llyogs ol Jos 0 UM
oriz 28l oSas 1l Uygps colosly (128 Cdpme g > a5 4 (STl g5l S Sl sl S
o) duid dguaie S odly dtid Cou 1y ke pred wline wlei o 95T O bl e 4 1 (ool
Cusl ol o) Sgeaio a8l il (ye Sl LB 5 593 plosl o] 505 jein 53 Wb bl po (S j2 o Ca
Ub‘ﬁ.apoabsl;mloo44‘Qogiufdlgqobipwaqopw&mlgdimﬁb)gp.xilgcxf
) 55 50 e (aBly GBS e & b iy Sl el oS om S 1y 098 s (bl 0 s S e
g@)awg’dﬁl&oﬁ 03> dlol (o &y (1,503 (ggm Iy (93,8 b ST A4S Bl (e WL 4
A3 &y o3 u_i;)a

2o 1

Sl g03)08 oy antd & 30 o] Alie oyl Lol (sledl ol (bl 4 1y Alis cal amd ojlal (351
s Cle )3 1) ibion mgis 53 slaojgw Lawgi g0 ofgw a3 0 &) 0w (3 eleial
Kligy9 06 039 waof (sl S0 slaojaw S0 Gle 4 ed Cund 93 4 1) 355 Jeo Wil o3 da gyl
ol ol JBesl) aom il 295 (S s Alge |y 353 wilg e (0 O Canlal (2olie 0 oS & >
hs s 3131 &8 s 46 ] (CO-cONSituLe) Auise o plod |y Ssdan Wlite baojgw 45 cuul ]

H



@ The Social Constitution of Self for Fichte H

Philosophical Investigations Vol. 15/ Issue: 34/ Spring 2021/ PP. 1-22

eloiz] Bite Ay b 5160 4Ly 65 515 o b elezal ) 53 s g 2030 423l al5Togs L
S oo gl iyd 055 &S jglailen | digd pe oTog5 (slofse 4 s ludl 455 o3l &S o

Conl dygugd pogio S b b3l &5 jehiles (Individuality) cos porde

b s 4 i poras cpl [...] (Wechselbegriff — Reciprocal Concept)

Cygo & 5> Jixe dgrge Sy Cuwd 4 &5 8 Jidie d92g0 ya 35 Wl e

O3 3o aSly a0 4 Blaie 50 porde cnl cnlpll 258 @dg 0ud JolS

sl (o & Blate g gl 4 (3late gl 4y Blate 5 (g 4 (Blaie 50323 (ledl 5 (e 255

(5 L) b e Samg aaly gpel 3 BT 90 o > &S Sy cunl Legrde

(GNR: 47-8 £0-5 : 2.l

355 dalS (518> tne 4 g Lolul o2lillin s 5 Gl Cygus 997 ogrio culole | ofgu pogie oS oyl

o g atid | Gy S o 2l (ke dhaadd ) )3 Brae (SIS cslidy Sl e ele lyie 4 )
g (92 (slota] glp arded JY ool Ao wrd (sloial by 5l )6 9 3580 g0 09 ()83
Sy il (olagd 9 Sl (dpwgp (S5 pogad a) oyl abudd cuw ) gulid ol Iy 25 el
Ml cpl g did p8U o)yl & A0S 039 (AT €6y 9 (o dlasl) o 2 Ko b g LS

el oo (65503 Jbre

-~ T




The Social Constitution of Self for Fichte

Philosophical Investigations Vol. 15/ Issue: 34/ Spring 2021/ PP. 1-22

oSS w5l ploals &l (ool (sla yiils oy g iy i ixiuo oSl (sl Sl yisew) po 1y dlde () S8 slaaseus
Sk 01 il S 9 il ] 4 ool o el Sl Sl p s

Edon S50 p nted ol glise o] 51 (o)l g0 2 Ll waid S 3 anted Sl o (39 (lozal 5 sl S0 SVl
Williams (2000) 5 Wildt (1982) 1 ggds0 ol o)y (s265 (slbcons (sl s dlis oyl con

3 yibey sl (WAA) B/ ol > o 5l sms g (WAF) a5 2l > atiid Gl o IS g0 4 08 AST Wb Les ©
o cidd | s (G BYS ) e e 4 035 o GBI 5500 93 o] 51 S 4t ol (WAT-D) b ojpdl
ol 0 SIS atd 0)y> i) Jlo Wiz )3 & (s 1 93 unl ide (e QS 93 S po5 Alied (S 059w S
S o oyl e ol p 55 Kosch (2020) 3 Wood (2016) ax

2 oy latio 4 4y ST sl (W) Laub (55 Lt (o)l o2 5 51 IS JB5 ol 03,8 gy o 2 o8 o Se
Grundlage des Sl GLS jlas Calpy 4 wp 5 ()b desy 4 on Slebyl plodh acsy L Sles
wascio GNR L 1) o] iisee job a4y 9 amd o LS5 1y (VAVY) aniud BT dcgasme pow Al> oS cuwl Naturrechts
plod gl 53l 1 )0 1) ad CMox unlSSl Aoz 5 con 338 sl g (S 0 pled)S

StAWSON (ogas 4 (b bguld 45 o wanl 039 G 3)90 10 pdl sladns 15 (Ml (gla Yozl conle ®
S axspe Stern (2019) w cou ol 5l pdgy 5 gels (ob)yl55 sl Wildtas <8 b ol 1 o (1968) 5(1959, 1966)
I el e iy 53 05 (6515 drg & (Sloj pjaon S @ g g a ]y € 5 Cojpud Mool alie (yl )37
o A 4l Os2ly )3 s 0 8 €Suboled el Sl sl LI ] los g o Jloj 5 € 28T e
Sladgee L oa b 2 el s

Stern (2019) 1S5 5,5 53l oMol S pg0 & |y L3815 pie Lol Sl gl ghauoy) SVl olg5 o Moo ¥

B160 j3 aseo Jie 47 ) oo (555 33 Jlo (gl NS so orusly |y 3abos ol b 55 53 olS 393 a5 | el jallon A
S on 02 Bt |y (enside i il £39068 By 391 )18 oS 15 dsme e 5 lej 45 30 ledl OIS

£)lely (Pippin: 1989,Chapter 2), (Pippin: 2005, 6£f) 4 [FS Shalgs oMl Eodsg 0)ls)s con ol o
(Pinkard 2012:45ff) ;5 cols' b ol bls)l g JSo 5 6BT3s5 0,00 3,800 tbe Hlws cou 4 S pioman

(VWY bl ol ad yos) b 2,58 izeias | S8 | (gm0, g 0,8l dae i el (3o 51 Jgl ylee 28T ™
i o)l plodly 55 (65505 s 395 oy laiie 4 9 plod)S (30l (Gigpel wile SSlg L1y 5l Ty Lol e
el 38,61 3T el g b sollae

plad,S ply yisys8 5l 551y (James, 1890, 1: 160) sous plbs 3l Jsb J& .(FOrster, 2017: 29) «( 5™

(Bird, 2006: 366-369) : picmon ¥

i 3,55 8yl s 5y S 4 Cal ) S (0lin) Akl 38 JoSU (el 5 o pgesley rantd 365 ol 4 L T

(Wood, 2016: ;| Jg8 J& 4 WLnm: 303) «.55,l5 3939 30 9y (ixie Oldgzge 45 muwp (2,9 b [1L] oo 565
86

(GNR: 17, 23, 30, 41 0A ¥+ &Y 2 e 55 0Ld) ilosel Slxiio opl > cudp & 4 ez opl

ol (Nance, 2012: 6-7) 51y anind joShe (oblad 5l 6,50 (gjlwb

4 1S ol el SR o aduds > oo Hlws ples & Handlung g Tat oy ples o)l 09 slacoy <y ¥
.(Brandom, 2019: Chapter 11) 4 (Pippin, 2010: 147£f) 4 (Quante, 1993)

K auibpgw goge? g (fitst-person standpoint) « yases Jol poge? chle B & ams Glo 3] aes ol oY

Darwall, 2009: ) 16 plas 5 ply aniud o,byd (Jlgyls o lov gubd dlie 51 1, (third-person standpoint)

(Chapter 10

s (Wood, 2014: 205 ff) 16 avibd aauds > Aufforderung popbe (o350 (a5 0,byd (chibo (sl (glp ™
(Honneth, 2001)

ol osel Al oyl sloil y3 (518 Cpl 3l e g ol 8,59,

H



The Social Constitution of Self for Fichte

Philosophical Investigations Vol. 15/ Issue: 34/ Spring 2021/ PP. 1-22

References

Allison, Henry E. (2004) Kant's Transcendental 1dealism, Revised and Enlarged Edition.
New Haven: Yale University Press.

Bernstein J. M. (2010) “Recognition and Embodiment: Fichte’s Materialism”, in The
Philosophy of Recognition: Historical and Contemporary Perspectives. EA. Schmidt am Busch,
Hans-Christoph, and Christopher F. Zurn, Lanham: Lexington Books.

Bird, Graham (2006) The Revolutionary Kant: A Commentary on the “Critigue of Pure
Reason”. Chicago: Open Court.

Brandom, Robert (2019).A4 Spirit of Trust: A Reading of Hegel's Phenomenology,
Cambridge, Massachusetts: Harvard University Press.

Darwall, Stephen (2009) The Second-Person  Standpoint:  Morality, Respect, and
Acconntability. Cambridge: Harvard University Press.

Darwall, Stephen. (2005) "Fichte and the Second-Person Standpoint". Deutscher
Idealismus und die gegenwartige analytische Philosophie | German Idealism and Contemporary
Analytic Philosophy, Berlin, New York: De Gruyter, pp. 91-113

Fichte Johann Gottlieb (1971) "Grundlage der gesammten Wissenschaftslehre
(GWL)", in Fichte Werke, Band 1, Betlin, de Gruytet.

Fichte Johann Gottlieb (1992) Wissenschafislehre nova methodo (WLnm), trans. Daniel
Breazeale, Ithaca: Cornell University Press.

Fichte Johann Gottlieb (2000) Foundations of Natural Right, ed. Frederick Neuhouser,
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Fichte Johann Gottlieb (2019) Grundlage des Naturrechts, trans. Masoud Hosseini,
Tehran: Goghnoos. (in persian)

Fichte, Johann Gottlieb (1971) “Grundlage des Naturrechts nach Principien der
Wissenschaftslehre 1796, in Fichtes Werke, Band 111, Betlin: de Gruyter.

Forster, Eckart (2017) Twenty-five Years of Philosophy: A Systematic Reconstruction.
Cambridge, Massachusetts: Harvard University Press.

Hegel, G. W. F. (1991) Elements of the Philosophy of Right, ed. Allen Wood, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Honneth, Axel (2001) “Die transzendentale Notwendigkeit von Intersubjektivitit
(Zweiter Lehrsatz: § 3), in Grundlage des Naturrechts: Klassiker Auslegen, hsgbn. Jean-
Christophe Metle, Berlin: Akademie Verlag.

James, William (1890) The Principles of Psychology. 2 vols. New York: Henry Holt.
Kant, Immanuel (1974) Kritik der praktischen 1V ernunft, Frankfurt am Main: Suhrkamp.
Kant, Immanuel (1974) Kritik der reinen Vernunft, Frankturt am Main: Suhrkamp.
Kant, Immanuel (1983) Kritik der reinen Vernunft, trans. Mirshamsedin Adib-Soltani,
second edition Tehran: Amirkabir. (in persian)

Kosch Michelle (2020) Fichte's Ethics, Oxtord: Oxford University Press.

Nance, Michael (2015) “Recognition, Freedom and the Self in Fichte’s Foundations
of Natural Right”, Eurgpean Journal of Philosophy, 23: 608-632.

Neuhouser, Frederick (1990) Fichte’s Theory of Subjectivity, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Pinkard, Terry (2012) Hege/’s Naturalism: Mind, Nature, and the Final Ends of Life,
Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Pippin Robert (1989) Hege/’s Idealism: The Satisfactions of Self-Consciousness, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Pippin, Robert (2011) Hege/ on Self-Conscionsness: Desire and Death in the Phenomenology of
Spirit. Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Pippin, Robert B. (2010) Hege/’s Practical Philosophy: Rational Agency as Ethical Life.
Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press.

H



The Social Constitution of Self for Fichte
Philosophical Investigations Vol. 15/ Issue: 34/ Spring 2021/ PP. 1-22

Quante, Michael (1993) Hegels Begriff der Handlung. Stuttgart: Frommann-Holzboog.
Stern, Robert A. (2019) “Transcendental Arguments”, The Stanford Encyclopedia of
Philosophy Summer 2019  Edition), Edward N.  Zalta (ed), URL=
<https://plato.stanford.edu/archives/sum2019/entries/ transcendental-
arguments/>.

Strawson, Peter (1959) Individnals: An essay in descriptive metaphysics, London: Methuen.
Strawson, Peter (1966) The bounds of sense: An essay on Kant’s ‘Critique of pure reason’,
London: Methuen.

Stroud, Barry (1968) “Transcendental arguments,” Journal of Philosophy, 65: 241-50.
Wildt, Andreas (1982) Autonomie und Anerkennung: Hegels Moralitatskritik im Lichte seiner
Fichte-Rezeption. Stuttgart: Klett-Cotta.

Williams, Robert R. (2000) Hege/’s Ethics of Recognition. Berkeley: University of
California Press.

Wood, Allen W. (2014) “Fichte’s Intersubjective 17, in: The Free Development of Each:
Studies on Freedom, Right, and Ethics in Classical German Philosophy.

Wood, Allen W. (2014) The Free Development of Each: Studies on Freedom, Right, and Ethics
in Classical German Philosophy.

Wood, Allen W. (2016) Fichte’s Ethical Thonght. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

H



