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ABSTRACTS

(1) Three Reversals in the Development of Metaphysics —Reflections on Heidegger s Metaphysics
Yu Wujine 4 -

So far, three reversals (Umkehr) have occurred in Western metaphysics. The first was the
reversal from the “metaphysics of presence" represented by Platonism to the “metaphysics of sub-
jectivity" represented by Descartes, Kant and Hegel. T he second occurred within the framew ork
of the metaphysics of subjectivity, and marked the transformation from the “metaphysics of rea
son" represented by Descartes, Kant and Hegel to the “metaphysics of will" represented by Sche-
penhauer and Nietzsche. The third reversal was from the “metaphysics of being-there" in the ear

lier phase of H eidegger s philosophy to his later “metaphysics of the worldfourfold. "
(2) A Comparative Study of the Hebrew Prophet and the Confucian Sage Fu Youde * 20 ¢

In the Hebrew Bible, the prophet is perceived as God s spokesman in the mundane world.
As one who understands the Way of Heaven and spreads it abroad on behalf of Heaven, the sage
whom Confucianism regards so highly is likewise a kind of prophet. However, the sage does not
acquire the Way of Heaven through divine inspiration, but relies on reason to understand the
Way. In this sense, the sage is not simply like a prophet, but is also a wise philosopher. A
prophet is a fearless critic who represents the conscience of society, whereas Confucian sages are
strong advocates of moral transformation. Compared to the critical function of the prophet, the
sage is usually an exemplar of social morality. The sage rather than the prophet is the ideal of
Confucianism. For the prophet, the primary value is justice; for the Confucian sage, “benevo-
lence" takes priority. The characteristics, values and spirit represented by the sage and the
prophet have retained an important practical value and significance for Chinese society and the

Chinese people and for the Jewish people and culture respectively.

(3) Culture and the Attribution Process and Probability Models: An Exploration
Peng Kaiping and Liao Jiangqun * 31 *

Cultural difference in the attribution process has consistently been one of the most important
research topics of recent decades. Traditional attribution theorists provide a simple dichotomy
(such as that between internal and external attribution or between dispositional and environm en-

tal attribution) that fail to provide a clear and definite answer to the impact of culture on the at
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