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On Kant’ s conception of autonomy and its transcendence
DONG SHanmin
(Philosophy Department, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, China)

Abstract: In the discussion about modernity, its distinctive conception “autonomy” has been deconst
ructed by many authors. However, another conception “mature” and this term “autonomy” related to i
t were ignored. Kant believes that “autonomy” would be preoccupied inevitably in order to escape fro
m the supervising and controlling state. Foucault discontented with the universal concept of what Kant
ever intended to, and he furthermore put forward his historical ontology which will be used for checki
ng up reason and its public employment. From his criticism, we find out that there is a dilemma about

autonomy. It is high time we reviewed carefully “autonomy” in terms of the context of modernity and

post-modernity in contemporary China.
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