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ABSTRACTS

Surpassing and T ransform ng En|ghtenment by H istorica] M aterijals
Zou ShiPeng

The mmanent consistency heween historica]Materialgn and new matgerjalijgn or practicalmateria]isp
carr he understood at the leve] thatMarxk s thought jsonly supassing the oldmaterialjsr} nor jn tems of K e
popular politica] d scourse that historical Materjalisn only represents fe change fran radijca] denocracy to
canmunisy but should be understood deePly in he hisorica] ranscendence over Enlightement trad ition  In
the Enlighterment 1radit101,1 classica]l(Geman Philosophy transpms the¢ natura] jogic of Frenchmaterjalism
into the¢ historcal jgie | Furthermore historicalmateralism exceeds he Enlightement tradition regard
ng te human [jheration as Poljtica] and social 1iberatiog changmng the corrchoration of self consciousness to
critique of ideo]cgy and hen re€ardng historica|materjalign as a« historical science which criticizesmoderny
v and capalisn thoroughly It s hisoricalmaterjalign thatcreates e modem humanites and social science

W ang Yangnng sPrinary [ntention fran the TheorY of Book of Changes n [, ongchang
ZhuX jaopeng

The Prinawy intention of W ang Yangn ng s theoy of Book of Changes is the thinkin€ ahout Jife and death
thathe was facing during his early stay in[ ongchang It nclded the advanceanents and retreat t0 resojve his
Pred canent which finally helPs hin to establsh he PrinciPle of mastering the thoughts of Book of Changes
through Escaping BY reading and nePreting Book of Changes and also making use of the methads © ex
Plain the li]fg W ang Yangm ng greatly mproved his understand ing€ and assurance ahout ajvancements and re
treat Jtalso povided a solidm et@Physica] foundation and rich ideologica] connotatpns prv ang Yangnng s
rea]zation of Taoilm m].ongchang and led © his tanendous deojogca] tansfomaton Furpemore jtalso
shaPed his Personality stucture and he idea] of life which is samehow official but also secluded —san ehow
Confucianijsn but ajso Taoism and samehow Jofty but a]so rch i his laer Jife

Surpassing and Criticizng€ Kant s PhilosophY by Hegel
— Analysis fram he PerPective ofMam s PhipsoPhY

7hang Dun

The theoretica] relationshiP heween Kant and Hege] is inportant and camplex Fram the Perective of
Mam s phi]&%ophy Hegelian PhilosoPhy successfu] surpasses K antian PhilosoPhY This is because Hege] criti
cizd Kantjan caegoryatpn ofphencmenog thing n inself the sup jective princPle and the foma] PrincipPle
resulted fran the categorizaton This critiue tansfomed PhipsoPhY fran « foma] tuty 10« supbstantive
truty, thus reconstucting the unity of sub pctviy and objectivity [ost in Kantjan PhilosoPhy and recovered
PhilosoPhY s capability as tme 9 irit mfluencng reality This is the ttuemeaning of eBel s princiPle of« te
un ity of reason and Ieality” which is the PrototyPe ofMamx s PrinciPle of« the unjty of teory and pPractice’,

M etaphysica]].anguage and [.ng8u st M etaPhysics
— (OnHegel sDoctrine of Concept and HeideLer sV iew of [ anguage

Zhang Ting8uo Mej Jnghui

[ ingu stic.ontology is a crucja] thene ofmodem |inguistic tum This Paper mterPrets the doctrine of con



