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Abstract: The two theories on human liberation by Marcuse and Marx are greatly different due to their b E-mail Alert

philosophical stands,the former basing his theory on metaphysics and the latter on ontology. Marcuse,interpreting  » RSS

Marxz® = theory from the happy principle of psychological point,regards that his Eros theory has despened Mars’ fek gt e

s theory on liberation movement.Howewver,his theory is nothing but a degradation of Mars’ s theory. e

b ZIRE

Key words: liberation of Eros  liberation of sensibility  Marcuse  Mars

H2WEh:

MAE R RA SRS (03vRRL29)

fEE Rl DT (196220, B, #H@EEE,., H¥Er. FERFHsE L EEYRRIHE mtE5 .

SIHE I

AME FENTBNEN —— S REENS T BT ARENEE 1], s8R  itsfseiE, 2009, 30(5): 21-27.

LIU ®ing-Zhang. Liberation of Eros and Liberation of Sensibility——4& Comparison of the Theory on Hurman Liberation by Marcuse and Marxz[1]. Journal of
Jishou University ¢ Social Sciences) , 2009, 30(5): 21-27.

[11  [EIBFEE EUETH[M] LE: ettt med. E3dgi. 2008,
(21  FhEXGER. SEREORESR: T(M] L8 =ZBHE 1996

[3] BREIsHMESFEEEFRIM IR LRERR. 2008

[4]  HiFE EHH DRI VEEEATFRE(M] AR BESFREMD. 2005

[1] Elig% ZRBFLILAREGERRED] FERFFE  #HEMFW, 2012, 33(5) 101-105.

[2] %HZ¥ BREFTFMHEZ )] TEXZFE SRS, 2012, 33(4): 27-32,

[3] E%E ZRIBELPEEAEOFREGSHMBKD] FEAFFR RSN, 2012, 33(4): 38-41.
[4] HZ SRPEHIZEFL 0K FRMOMERRE]D] TEXFRAE  LafPH, 2012, 33(3) 30-33.
[5] E%Ff&, 7E WNEXRSIRITXERRAD] FEXFER HETSE, 2012, 33(1) 146-1449.



[e]
(7]
(el
(]
[1o]
[11]
[12]
[13]
[14]
[15]

i IRBF Y0 AREEARER Y AEED] SENFFR L AT, 2011, 32(6): 6-9.

Briot  SSRAMEIMIRET Mikdr[1] FTEF2RR eSS, 2011, 32(6): 10-14,

BE%. HPEIRET X M ERERD] FEAFTR L iERSE, 2011, 32(6): 1-5.

EE. RS HATSREERT RN PPHER —L (SEEERES) T PEHUAFT R[] S522E  HafS, 2011, 32(5) 1-5.
Bret ZMFRPHZRBFLMEA®R? 1] FEXAFER RS, 2011, 32(5) 13-17.

AE. (EEF) MRATE ST EMBEER 1] FENESR RN, 2011, 32(4): 14-17.

FY . SRBFERNEPEEE " mRHAD]. FERFFER SRS, 2011, 32(3) 34-38.

BLE, £E SREANERSEMAITHEE] SEXESR  HERSE, 2011, 32(3): 1-4.

IER e RSS B Y EF] FEAFHER  HEFEE, 2011, 32(3): 9-13.

AMET. FEHFXFMATHSEEEFE®([]] TERFFN SR, 2011, 32(2): 24-27.

1B T

HiEER

(Mma |;|t|:! ch.comm.cn




