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Q iao Dong-yi

Kong Y ing-da a fanous scrbes n theTang dynasty, paid the attentbns both to mage-number and ph ib-
sophical connotatbng restoring the tradition of Zhou Yi by attaching importance to / inage0, made the a
mongst/ mage0 point to wo boundary bew een metaphysical and physical and so pranoted the philosoph ical
Y i Inages tuming to aesthetic mages Through Kong Y ng-dap pectnaton and ntepretation the varbus Y i
Inages constucted by ancients by m eans of/ watch ng for mages0, filled w ith ntentional and axio bgical con
notatbns tumed nawrally to the aesthetic Kong Y ng-da also consciously threaded Shiand Y i together heo-
retically nterpreted poetic metaphors fran Y i lnages put forw ard sane aesthetic and poetic popositions such
as / Like poetty parables), / metaphors require sekcting mage(, etg and so profoundly revealed the canmon
poetical thought characteristics between Y i Images and poetic metaphors This played great stinu lative effects
both to the aesthetic interpretations of Ch nese traditbnal confucianisn and phibsophies and to hematuriy of
mage and artist conception theory bebngng to Chmnese classical aesthetics in the Tang dynasty

W hat does /NatureO M ean?
Zhang Ru-lin

By analzng the camplicated mplicatbns of the concept of nature and tracing their sources the paper
wanis to expose the essen tial defects and m istakes which the popularmodem concept of nature possesses and
recover the sound understand ng of our forefathers It also wants to exp bre a possbility for a new concept of
nature under the conditon of ecological and envionmental crisis

C onsciousness Aw areness and R eflection
LiHengwei

The inquity into he relationsh ps of aw arenessw ith reflection is concerned w ith the clarification of the na
ture of conscobusness This paper first aigues that the judgnent of consciousness has to cane out of the selfew
dence of fistperson experience so the nature of consciousness consists in aw areness and its self-aw areness n
firstperson experientinl present Based on this argument the paper makes a key analysis of the differences
betw een aw areness and reflectbn  and shows that the essence of reflection lies in wih the help of memory
and hnguage a capability for the latter conscious eventsmaking the deposited mages of the fomer conscious
event as its experiential content The structure of reflection is / 10 —am—aw are-of-that / Fw as-aw are-0£X 0,
and the very double aw areness of reflection constiutes the samantic mtenson of theword of / know 0. F mally
this papermakes a brief analysis of he sin ilarities of the dem arcaton betw een prmary consciousness and higher-
orler conscbusness by A. Danasb with the demarcaton betw een aw areness and reflective consciousness by us

An Analysis of / T echnological Cognition0

Chen Fan ChengH a+dong

The research ob jectwe of technological cognitn is the technobgical activities and results and its essence
is practical Canpared w ith scientific cognition and other nontechnical cogn itions technological cognition also
has objective tmt, accuracy, and canprehensiveness but its nature and mp lications are different br the -
tense practice directivities Correspond to th s understand ng of technology the dualm ean ngs of technological
cogn ition nd icate cogn itive activities and resulis are all technological



