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Abstract:
Habermas' Communicative Action Theory is a trad@ioGerman rationalism philosophy and sociology,
Mead’s symbolic interaction theory and modern lsge philosophy and critical theory of

comprehensive. To overcome is the purpose of titsgrated division of life world and the systemtire
modern world. And based on the concept of thewifld of ordinary, pragmatics in Habermas' viewths
necessary way for modern people to freedom. Hal@rthe&ory of communicative action to provide the
synchronic dimension of human society, show therangocial panorama, specific social system strectur
Habermas structure function analysis method inréaicesense, made up for the inadequacy of Marsalin
causal reduction methods, make the true natureuofah society more clear and true. This method isemo
contemporary than Marx's historical analysis methtiet correct direction of capitalist society arte t
development of human society has very importamisignce. From the ultimate goal of social criiti, the
human ultimate concern, Habermas' theory of comoative action does not leave the aim. The diffegenc
between Habermas' theory of communicative actioth llarx's historical materialism just lies in the ywa
different, opinions, conclusions, etc. In this seridabermas’ theory of communicative action antieteayal of
Marxism, the opposite is the inheritance and deymknt of Marxism.
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1. Introduction of Habermas' Theory of Communicative Action
The late 60s to the early 70s, Habermas clarifiesnhethodological problems, he intends to estalthigh
theory of Communicative Action after he transfes hiterests from methodology to entity. In the ik, he

criticizes the Frankfurt school's theory of ‘soaiaiticism’ and make sure the use of ‘universal pragmatics’ in

establishing Communicative Action theory. Habernfiasnd that if he delved on explain theory, language
theory, behavior theory and the method of anallfitélosophy, he will pay more attention on theailst of
each theory and take the details as the purpose aftudy, and ignore the comprehensive analysisamly the
society as a whole. So he combed his thoughts aidl gl focus on society research and system crétae
embodied the final results of the study in ‘Comneative Action Theory (1981)'.

‘The Communicative Action Theory’ is the core ofldémmas$ thought and also is the systematic expression

of Habermas' communication behavior though. Habermiically absorbed the various schools of wester
sociology thought in modern times, expounded héoith of communicative action in ‘Communicative Acti
Theory'. He analyzed Weber, Durkheim, Mead, Lukadawk Hammer, Adorno and Parsons's work and
gradually expanded the concept of ‘behavior’. Winenlearned the conflict theory on social ideal ainel
tradition of social criticism, learned the thougtitanalyzed the function of social system equilibriand the
pursuit of the idea of social integration basedsbared values, and also learned the interacteoryhfrom the
perspective of social psychology research socfedyn the point of view of the interaction betweexlividual
explain social phenomenon. He reviewed the mainasiof modern western sociology and main thinkeist

of views in this book, tried to include them andrletheir own ideological system. Habermas mentaagional
communicative action should follow the backgroufdrdgeractive the life world and systematic prooee, and
criticism of the alienation of modern industrialitization society phenomenon, he put forward tdedinary
pragmatics’ idea, made his own thought logic arstioly become a unification.

In the Communicative Action Theory, Habermas clequlit forward three times on the definition of

Communicative Actioh . For the first time, Habermas mentioned the conoép ‘Communicative Actioh in

the introduction. He said: ‘The concept of Commatiie Action is the relationship between a persdth w
individuals (verbally or external action), at ledsb or more people who has internal activitieshsas language
ability and action ability.” Added: ‘Only the Commigative Action model, first put language as a kafdnedia
of direct understanding, here, speakers and augserfiom their own interpretation of the life worlcbw, and
things in the society world/objective world and jmdbve world, in order to study the status of t@mmmon
regulations.” ‘The concept of Communicative Actidinst put language as a kind of media which patints
can have relations with the world and each otherazept and reject the use of language.’ Forehersl time,
in the middle of the first stage, Habermas madeeagige rules of the concept of ‘Communicative ActidHe
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said ‘Communicative Action is the internal actig&i which refers to that based on participants care h
consensus of opinion, Individual action plans beearficooperative.” For the third time, in the migdif the
second stage, Habermas said: ‘Communicative Adsonot only the explanation process’, ‘Communicativ
Activities means the process of social unity andaization’.

In the Communicative Action Theory, Habermas pregothe concept of ‘the life world and the system
process’. In Habermas' view, life world and systpmcess is the basic environment and background of
communication behavior’.

Habermas rethought the concept of ‘The other wphé’ thought ‘Worldview Diversification’ should be
the most important aspect of world view of the depment’. Habermas also criticized ‘The colonizatiaf life
world’. He criticized the modern capitalism basedhis Communicative Action Theory which the bestt jod
the whole theory.

Habermas criticized modern capitalism as ‘The calation of life world’ or ‘system is the invasiorf the
life world’. The ultimate goal of Communicative Aah Theory can be understood as a rescue of theviiirld
or reconstruction the relationship between systew kfe world. In his view, life world is organizeby
language, in this world, we can achieve self-idgrity the identity of language expression. Thigwrall identity
includes small-scale family, face-to-face groupsl @ome of the public domain. The system Habermas
mentioned is mainly about modern social economét falitical. The difference between them and livimgrid
is that system is not organized by daily languaiges, organized by currency and the rights of thedmation.
Originally, currency and the rights should serve ltfe world, people can effectively get items tpport the life
world, but the broken of modernity and the unilat@f rationalization causes the system invadéeflife world
and causes the colonization of life world.

In order to solve these problems, avoiding invafithe life world and causes the colonization of Korld,
and leading to the life world of irrational conseques. Habermas pointed out that we must resetyiiem to
fit the life world, which means that we must refothe legal and moral coercion, the market is suli@the
requirements of the people with power, rather tthaminate people's needs.

Habermas also put forward the concept of ordinaagmatics. ‘Ordinary Pragmatics’ is a theory abiwet
ideal discourse environment. In the ideal discoersgronment: ‘All participants aim to strengthdse tanguage
semantics without reservation, in order to reaatoasensus, for every man's pursuit of a plan dabmado
consistent coordinate basis.’

Habermas mainly put forward in the Communicativeidwc Theory: First, put forward four types of large
activities and the division of ‘Three Worlds’; Sexh give detail definition of the core concept it world 'of

the theory of Communicative Action: life world’ has three layers structure such asurelt society and

individual character. Life world is the backgrounfl communicative action, life world is the reposjtoof
understanding each other's faith, life world is gliecondition of objective world, social world atite world
possible conditions; Third, states the conceptidbriRationality of the communication’; Four, to shothe
‘Unlimited communication community; Five, throughet theory of Communicative Action to reconstruct
historical materialism.

To sum up, we can put the explanation of the cancéplabermas about ‘Communicative Action’ into the
following conclusion: ‘Communicative Action’ refets a social activity that at least two of the mhody take
life world as the background, language as a mddiahe purpose of understanding the cooperatitieraand
individual socialization.

2. Research Overview of Theory of Communicative Action

In 70th and 80th of the 20th century, Habermastedaistudy ‘Communicative Action Theory’. '
Communicative Action Theory' is a progressive exgan, development and perfect system, this is mainl
embodied in Habermas’ following works: ‘The Intetian and the Social Evolution’, * Communicative At

Theory’, ‘Understanding and Interest’, ‘The roadUaderstanding , ' he Structural Transformation of the

Public Domaith , ‘the Reconstruction of Historical Materialism| €gitimacy Crisis’, ‘After Metaphysics’. In

these books, Habermas aimed at the phenomenaofitin in modern industrial civilization, he exged the
Max Weber’s limitation of rational knowledge, anchdually set up his own rational reason and therthef
communication action.

Habermas' theory of communicative action takes tgtdeding as the core theory, the mutual subjégtas
the basic characteristics. He reconstructed philegcand sociology from a new perspective, embodiex
modern society which is one of the main body otrattive behavior between relations, this causede wi
attention of scholars both at home and abroad.mdwe famous foreign scholars include: Eve - Maingels

‘The Habermas' Concept of Social Criticism’; KrugerProduction and Communication’; HBalknar’'s
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‘Habermas' Choice of Progress, Rational and Dentiotra Hank -Van - Leigbal's ‘Jirgen Habermas: After
Marx's Social Theory . M - Seccotal's ‘Jurgen Habermas' Theory of Plufdsy of Social Science
Foundation’. Rocco Mohr’ s ‘The Modernity and Ra@d: Habermas and Hegel’; KGaiman's ‘Habermas’

Footprint of Early Life World'. W- R - Schaefer’s * Jurgen Habermas ' and so on.

‘Jurgen Habermas’ , from an overall study of Hateshtheory system and expounded, while ‘the Mogierni
and Rational: Habermas and Hegel' andirgen Habermas: After Marx's Social Theory’ istba basis of
comparing of Habermas’, Hegel and Marx’s theorypainds the internal relationship among Habermasrth

and Hegel and Marx's theory. ‘The Habermas' Conotpocial Criticism’, 'Production and Communication’ ,

‘Habermas' Choice of Progress, Rational and Deniogratlirgen Habermas’ Theory of Philosophy of Social
Science Foundation’ and so on are discussed temaitconnection between social theory of Haberraad'the

theory of social criticism of Frankfurt School's:Habermas’ Footprint of Early Life World’ focuses te life

world theory.

Domestic papers mainly include: ‘Moral Utopia Resuaction-Research on Habermas' Communicative
Ethics Thought', this paper comprehensively exp@ahand analyzed Habermas' Communicative Action
Theory, which focuses on the detail of the medibat tliscourse on the behavior of communicationtdaé& the
philosophical criticism and reflection as the basiscussed rational and explain Habermas' Comratinége
Action Theory in ‘An Vision of A Just Utopia WorldWei-dong Cao’s ‘Communicative Rationality and #oe
Discourse’ and ‘Wei-dong Cao Talks About Habermasthe book Wei-dong Cao Talks About Habermas', i
introduces Habermas’ knowledge background anddiWiackground, and catches Habermas’ thought fram th
era of social and philosophical development systd@imis paper discusses the realistic significancd an
theoretical value of Habermas' communication acti@ory, and also gives the high affirmation of Elabas’
communication action theory and its possibility agplication. There are other papers such as HudsXue
‘Habermas’ Discourse Ethics’, Xue-ming Chen’s ‘Tealuation of Habermas’ Late Capitalism’. Zhong+sia
Li's ‘The Third Road: Research on Marcuse and Haiaat Theory of Social Criticism’. Yong-jun Fu’'s ‘€h
Critical Significance: The Research on Marcuse ldatiermas’ Cultural and Ideological Criticism Theaky-
ou Tong'’s ‘The Critical Theory of Habermas’ etc.

3. Focus Issues and Controversial Issues of Theory @ommunicative Action

Habermas' Communicative Action Theory has profoinftlence around the world. Chinese and western
scholars both did in-depth research and discusdiorihe process of research, mainly have the faligw
questions:

3.1 Only from the dimension of language to studyhe communication behavior

Habermas just regarded communication as in ordachdeve mutual understanding to have ‘communioatio
behavior’ and ‘ verbal communication ’, and oneesicconfine communication behavior to spiritual iatgion.
But we know that the spirit communication is juspart of interpersonal communication, not all oérth
Habermas extracted verbal communication from theplges material intercourse, took it as one of thain
factors of the research, it has its limitationsntdun communication not only include the spirit conmigation ,
as well as material intercourse. The material agerse limits spirit communication of people.

3.2 Life world’ is just an ideal discourse enviroment

Habermas set up a freedom and equality communicatiwironment which takes languages as mediums for
communication behavior , this environment is refertto ‘life world’. Only in the ‘life world’, peofe can have
rational communication. ‘Life world’ is an ideal wd, in this world, any communication behavior st taking
benefit as the starting point. This world is therldddHabermas' separated it from the material warladvhich
only has the spirit communication and emotional smmication. The world does not exist in realityjsitan
ideal condition which has typical character of tbéopia’. Because people can never be separated fre
material world in real life world, without the sugp of the material world, it is impossible for gde to survive
and live. As long as personal interests exist,ethvéill not have pure spirit communication betweammlans. So
the life world which Habermas set is just an idstate.

Habermas exaggerated the role of language in & @iscourse environment, he thought that if thern
appropriate language, it can make all social hunfene a freedom and equality environment to spemk a
contact and achieve mutual understanding, thisogpiate language can eliminate all inharmoniougofac
eliminate misunderstandings and conflicts. But Hataes ignored that in the real world, the commuincat
between people is not only a simple verbal comnatito, but also must be accompanied by other fasms
communication.

So we can see, ‘life world’ which Habermas set $gtthat is virtual and divorced from the foundias of the
reality, it is only existed in ideal world and h&Kopia character. By using ‘Universal Ethics’ to kea
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rationalization of communication come true, buaaks of practical support

Habermas tried to change ‘distorting’ in westernisty people by establishing a common code of condu
He thinks if people want an orderly and reasonatdexmunication to achieve mutual understanding and
communication, it is necessary to establish a mese standard to promote the realization of therasts
between communicative subjects. He thinks ethics may a reasonable role in human communication, he
thinks ideal ethics is an important way to solve timreasonable communication in the modern so@egn can
make the ideal of sociology change come true. Hahsrendeavor to a certain extent it is unrealistic

First, it is difficult to realize the generalizati@f ethics. Because everyone is an independeividiocl, who
has its own interests’ pursuit. In the process akimg moral codes, it is difficult to balance timerests of all
parties and hard to reach consensus. Second,htirds for common morality to play a role in the céexp
conditions of social. In the modern society, evielnais legal protection, moral is sometimes diffi¢ol play its
role. Because except having universal ethics, peopéd to respect and practice of ethics, or ‘usalesthics’ is
just a paper empty talk. Finally, neglecting theemal root of the interpretation ‘distorted comnzation’. The
unreasonable production relations is the root bfiredquality and no freedom. If there is somethoapses
unreasonable contact material and private ownershiproduction relations is not eliminated, it iart for
universal moral to play a role.
3.3 The rationality of communicative behavior

Marx's theory of social liberation is built on thesis of the criticism of capitalist society. Thdate
capitalism society, Habermas thinks that the nemngks mean that Marx's theory of social liberalias lost its
social critical realistic foundation and basis. Th& to say, of Marx's social theory of the libéat of
architecture have been out of date. Thereforectimemporary social criticism model will need todia new
critical path and social liberation road. The startpoint of this path is "theory of communicatiaetion".
Communicative action theory is not only the innawatof traditional critical theory, but also on thasis of
Marx's theory of social liberation "reconstructiorSo-called reconstruction, in Habermas’ view, &threr
restoration, which "means back to initial conditidaring this period has been rotten up", nor ia itevival,
namely "seems to mean that in this period has labamdoned by the traditional update, there is real rier
revival of Marxism". Unwrapped a theory but ", te bombined with the new form, in order to bettdrieee the
theory established goals. This is treated in sospe@s need to be modified, but it still encourggiotential
without exhaustion theory "of a normal attitude.bdamas' decision to hold this attitude, value I'st¥ist, but
need to be further revised", on the basis of histbmaterialism of Marxism theoretical basis tipedfication
of the reconstruction. Therefore, Habermas fronticism of late capitalism society "legitimacy cagS%i the
introduction of language as communication mediumcommunicative action theory and communicative
rationality.

The discussion of Habermas' theory of communicadstéon is based on his reflection and exploratbn
rational problem. In Habermas' view, we must all arays of the rational as the main body, as irptleeluction,
life, exchanges and fundamental principle of thmgkand attitude. This fundamental principle domésabur
behavior and attitude, affect our life, and thromgihthe us as its according to the establishedyrgstem. It is
in this sense, Habermas point out that "the ralitynaf the opinions and behaviors is a traditiopailosophy
research topic. So far as to say that philosophgleisved from the embodied in the rational reflectiof
cognition, language and behavior. The rational titutes the fundamental issue of philosophy."

Habermas argues that still need with the aid offthhee of reason, just be with neither a prioris@a nor
the tool rationality, but the communicative ratibtya because of the communicative rationalityhis basis and
prerequisite for instrumental rationality and itepiication in the structure of language communaratithe
objective conditions of late capitalism, has malde people can fully realize it. So only the comnoative
rationality as a judge behavior and the standaboial rationality, the rationality of the worldes it to rebuild
their lives, to transform the world, get rid of thkght of traditional rationalism, save the crisislate capitalism.

Communicative behavior is behavior under the guidamf communicative rationality thought. Habermas'
communicative rationality is put forward, the puspas to provide reasonable relationship betweeh ether as
the main body behavior according to, and the restseraccording to the can't go to the world of ¢isito find,
must be found to the people of the world. Therefetabermas serious study and reform the poppertayhof
"three world", the world is divided into three marthe objective world, social world and human'bjsctive
world; Corresponding to this, he learned the mead an communication and social interaction theory,
especially the mead theory gave Habermas muchraspi. Mead discussion from the perspective djistic
interaction, mutual understanding and mutual comoation among subjects, he points out, the humamdmi
and consciousness exists in human behavior, pedpéiavior is a kind of social behavior, therefarénd,
consciousness is in the process of social commiimicase the language symbols. That is to say, éadis
view, is interactive between individual and socigdyher than passive, so he will be rational positig in the
behavior of society, think that people's behaviomi language symbol under the mediation of sduéddavior.
Gisela from the interaction of individual and greufrom the group of the relationships betweenviiddials in
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social norms. Based on this, puts forward the coihteommunicative action", Habermas and furtheithe
behavior concepts used in social science theomyrdicg to the behavior, associated with the wodthes down
to four: objective behavior, regulating the behawbbehavior, drama and communicative behavior.
4. The influence of Habermas' Theory of CommunicativeAction

Habermas' Communicative Action Theory has very quofl influence on the middle of the twentieth
century, he has made a contribution to the devedmpraf western philosophy, sociology. The contiifrutof
Communicative Action Theory mainly include the falling:
4.1 Promoted the modern western philosophy turnsrguistic

After the middle of the 19th century, there wasesmd modern western philosophy paying more attarttio
study language, this kind of ‘linguistic turn’ thugh the language’s characteristics, such as essstoeture
and function to study the human’s existence andéve understanding of relationship with the woHe@bermas
was deeply influenced by "linguistic turn" in modexestern philosophy, but he is by no means codftoghe
logical analysis of language, but emphasizes tleetjpal meaning of a language. He took languagea as
precondition to realize self and mutual understagdpromoted the reasonable communication betwesrahs.
In his opinion ‘General linguistics task is to idiénand reconstruct to understand is a universalition.’

Habermas' universal pragmatics criticized the mmevilanguage philosophy, he thought they only paid
attention to the structure of language, meanind,‘atientific asking . Habermas Investigated thection that
languages played between main bodies of mutualretadeling and communication in ‘life world’, to sefaan
appropriate language to understand the relationsttiween human beings and the world. He devoteddifrto
change the philosophy of language from the objectimd subjective to public and intersubjectivep disd
language an important condition in the mutual usiderding and reasonable communication betweenuimain
beings.
4.2 Provide a new theoretical perspective for thalienation of human

In Marx's opinion, alienation is a phenomenon taines with the private ownership exist, it reflettts
people's material or spiritual activities and itsqucts not become itself theory, on the contriiig, a frame-up
phenomenon that dominating human. Marx revealsaliemation of the main is the alienation of humahalr
and people. But in a new stage of the developmiecamitalism, the alienation of people has alrepéyetrated
into every field of life.

Habermas investigated'distorted intercourse’ and pseudo communicatiothéxmodern western industrial

society and revealed the alienation of modern $p&ieman's communication. He found that rational te the
orientation of modern social communication, ratioto®l can promote the rapid social developmenhagice
the efficiency of society, provide space for huntmvelopment, but make the relationship betweennmbmn
body to become complicated. Habermas revealed distofted intercourse’ and criticized modern cdjsita
civilization, and believes it alienating relatiofslof human, suppress the people living environnaet lost the
freedom of independent rights. Habermas hoped tivatugh the mediation of language to criticize the
communication which take currency and power as divme, and do some research of language and théqarac
of communication studies to study the dissimilatmrenomenon. Frankfurt school's theory of sociaicism
opened a new perspective of alienation criticism.

Habermas also provided the theoretical basis fom@uanicative Action Theory by pragmatics theory,
through the study of language and the understandihgpeople, Habermas proposed the theory of
Communicative Action Theory. At the same time, hmalgzed the phenomenon of alienation from the
perspective of the people, and considered humammgthave a reasonable purpose when they comntenica
but also has interaction subject of reasonable cemcative. Habermas emphasized the communicative
rationality, respected people's subjectivity andnhn discourse right. He thought that a man useukzgg to
communicate will eventually replace the materiatt@nge, can be obtained through mutual understgradid
mutual negotiation of social norms, finally realithe solution of the problem. Habermas' theory manvide a
new research angle and solution for human alieng@ieenomenon.

4.3 Enrich the Frankfurt school critical theory

As the representative figure of Frankfurt scho@pErmas is under the influence of social critibalory of
Frankfurt school. He said: ‘Lukacs guide me to yloeing Marx, Adorno played a key role in my academic
career’. Habermas' Communicative Action Theory &agtrong sense of social criticism, through thestdyy
layer exploring the illusion of abundance capitafigterial, lack of human spiritual life, the paifithe human
spirit, and study the system which use currency ragitts as medium at the same time, and finallyead¢\ts
damage and erosion of the truth of the life woalchieve the goal of liberation of human nature.

Habermas used the research methods of multilinqutakdisciplinary implements transcendence thgimal
social critical theory and a single language towardtical of Frankfurt school. In the Communicatié.ction
Theory, using comprehensive discourse, cut into Itfee world through communication action, through
rationalization communication to establish a reabda world, give people a free and equal commuioicat
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