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Abstract

In contemporary society, the diversity of values has become an undoubted fact, and the conflicts
and disputes caused by the diversity of values have gradually become a major problem in the devel-
opment of human society. Habermas identified contemporary capitalism as late capitalism and be-
lieved that there was a serious legalization crisis in late capitalist society, and he advocated the ne-
gotiation theory to solve the legalization crisis in late capitalist society. However, the legalization
crisis is only the manifestation of the problem of value pluralism in the late capitalist society, the

WESIH: £85I DRSS E 2 o0 L], 23 E, 2024, 13(11): 3114-3120.
DOI: 10.12677/acpp.2024.1311460


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/acpp
https://doi.org/10.12677/acpp.2024.1311460
https://doi.org/10.12677/acpp.2024.1311460
https://www.hanspub.org/

BT

essence of which is the conflict of value and interest between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat
due to the difference of fundamental interests, and also the deviation of the understanding of hu-
man beings between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat. Taking Marxist axiology as the starting
point, this paper analyzes the validity of Habermas’ negotiation theory to solve the problem of mul-
tiple values, which is helpful to absorb the reasonable elements in the negotiation theory critically
and explore the way to solve the conflict of values.
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