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(1) Marxist Philosophy and the Construction of China s Modernity  Yu Wujin, et al. ° 4

The Fourth Forum for Marxist Philosophy was held under the auspices of Chinese Social
Sciences Journal and the Department of Philosophy of the Chinese Communist Party School from
August 16-18, 2004, in Mianyang, Sichuan. The topic of this forum was “Marxist Philosophy
and the Construction of China s Modernity.” The academic objectives of the forum include critical
understanding of modernity and its impact, finding the present-day significance of Marxist
theories on modemity, and constructing modernity in a Chinese context. The three papers
appearing in this issue were presented at the forum. Professor Yu Wujin of the Department of
Philosophy, Fudan University, holds that even though he never used the term modernity, Marx
was an important thinker who wrote the earliest comprehensive diagnosis of modern society and
modernity. From the perspective of economic philosophy, Marx discussed in great depth the
nature of modernity in his analyses of life phenomena in a modern society characterized by
capitalism: commodity, currency, capital and alienation. Marx s analysis provides important
clues for scholars today seeking to rethink modernity. Professor Guo Dafu of the Party School s
Department of Philosophy points out that the tendency and capacity to rethink issues constitute
the foundation of human knowledge and practice and the basic standpoint of scientific research.
They are also the essential characteristics of modernity and inescapable existential realities of
modern life. Rethinking this tendency and capacity of modernity is crucial to making sound
judgments in debates between modernism and post-modernism, understanding the risks in
modern societies and the existential realities of modern life, and holding fast to hope for
humanity. Professor Zou Shipeng of the Department of Philosophy, Huazhong University of
Science and Technology, sees the generation and construction of modernity in China as closely
related to the historical localization of Marxism in China, which was in turn determined by the
starting point, mission and direction of the construction of modernity in China. The theoretical
task of the localization of Marxism in China involves building up a discourse of M arxist theory
that focuses on construction as a core concepts the coordinated development of man and society as
a primary goal, and an open social, political and cultural system that fits an era of globalization,
facilitates the sustainable revival of the Chinese nation, and is capable of self-examination and

defense.
(2) Capacity Building and the Current Development of China Han Qingxiang Lei Ming °© 22 °

In the course of China s construction of modernity, the Chinese social picture is undergoing a
total transformation, bringing to the fore the new question of “ capacity building and its
implications for the development of contemporary China.” To answer this question, we must
conduct focused, comprehensive and in-depth studies on capacity, capacity building, its
objectives and methodology, as well as its fundamental significance for the current development
of China, and develop capacity building theories. Guided by these theories, we need to explore
China's development paradigms in terms of concepts, planning, path, space. potential,
opportunities and experiences from a capacity building perspective.
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