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Time life and intuition: The problem consciousness of Bergson’s
philosophy and its “new” orientation
ZHANG Qing—=xiong
Not through conceptual thinking but relying on intuition can reality be grasped. This view does not originate from Bergson. In the new Platonist
works such as Plotinus’s we can already read this kind of works. However there is a major difference between new Platonism and Bergson. The
former regards the timeless concept as the ultimate reality and the changing world as phantom. Bergson takes this view but stands it on its head.
He tells us: if you try to know reality you must jump into the " flowing river" itself to experience that living things directly. He maintains to es—
tablish noumenon — related metaphysics relying on the intuition of the consciousness duration and life impetus on one side and to develop science

in the phenomenal world through conceptual thinking based on the observation of the things on the other side.

Mind and understanding
LIU Chang

As a companion piece of “Understanding the Mental” this paper gives a further analysis of the concepts of ‘the mental’ of ‘understanding’
and their interconnections and covers the following topics: knowledge of other minds ( § § 1 13) relation between understanding and know—
ing ( §17) understanding — loaded vs. non — understanding — loaded mental phenomena ( § § 2 —4) unilateral vs. bilateral understanding
(8 83-9 17) explanation of mental phenomena related to their causes vs. to their reasons ( § § 5-8) free will and autonomy ( § § 6
-8) qualia phenomenal consciousness ( § § 10 —14) analogy and understanding ( 15 - 16) . The concept of ‘understanding’ and the
‘mind — body’ problem are the focus of this paper.

On Song Xiangfeng’s Gongyang Theory
GUO Xiao-dong

Song Xiangfeng held that Confucius was regarded as the crownless king because he was qualified for the “esoteric sayings” in The Book of Chan—
ges and Spring and Autumn Annals. There were many “esoteric sayings” in nearly all kinds of the Chinese classical works especially in The An—
alects. So Song Xiangfeng discussed the doctrines of “Tong —san — tong” and “Zhang — san — shi” in Gongyang Theory by interpreting The Ana—
lects. Song’s interpretation of “Zhang — san — shi” emphasized the Halcyon Age on the basis of the different discourses about the Three Ages and
its development and thought Confucius’s writing of Spring and Autumn Annals was for the realization of peace a departure from the basic conno—
tations and meaning of the doctrine of “Zhang — san — shi” in Gongyang Exegesis. Song’s argument of “Tong —san — tong” seemed to inherit the
traditional doctrine but was limited to the System of Rites actually. In this way it abandoned the core idea of “taking Spring and Autumn Annals
as the new guiding principle” in Gongyang Theory of the Han dynasty. Therefore though Xiangfeng’s Theory had some new concepts it lacked
the original intention in Gong — Yang Theory.

Liu Fenglu’s interpretation of Interpretation of Gongyang Theory

ZENG Yi
After the Jiaqing — Daoguang period of the Qing dynasty the study of Gongyang Theory enjoyed a rejuvenation whose leader was Mr. Liu Fen—
glu. In this rejuvenation Liu Fenglu advocated the revival of the classics by focusing on studying He Xiu's Interpretation of Gongyang Theory
published in the West Han dynasty on the one hand and used some ideas in the classic work Guliang to criticize He Xius theory on the other

hand which reflected the influence of the academic eclecticism since the mid — Tang dynasty on Liu Fenglu.

Construction of Dong Zhongshu’s Catastrophe Theory
WANG Jiang-wu & GAO Ruiie

With an explanation of some natural disasters or abnormal phenomena in nature the Catastrophe Theory was often used as a criterion for assessing
the existing national policies and a guidance for their future implementation. The popularity of the Catastrophe Theory in the Han dynasty was
closely related not only to the prohibition of the “revolutionary” ideas in that period but also to the historical development of this theory. The rela—
tionship between catastrophes and ethical politics received much attention since the pre — Qin period. The early na? ve concept of God's will de—
veloped with the absorption of the Yin — Yang theory in the Warring States Period which helped reveal the inner correlation between astronomical
phenomena and human beings. Dong Zhongshu integrated the Catastrophe Theory with the Theory of Heaven — Human Interaction and made the
five basic elements correspond to the five basic things thus making catastrophes and abnormal things connected in sequence and in order which
helped the formal establishment of the Catastrophe Theory and laid a foundation for the up — coming Gongyang Catastrophe Theory with further in—
fluence on Wei Classics and He Xiu's Interpretation of Gongyang Theory

A study of the criticism of He Xiu’s Interpretation of Gongyang Theory
HUANG Ming

He Xius Interpretation of Gongyang Theory is a corerstone of the Gongyang School but receives much criticism from the later scholars which
covers three aspects: firstly the criticism of its interpretation of the classic texts; secondly the criticism of Interpretation of Gongyang Theory on
the basis of the classical works Guliang and Zuozhuan; thirdly the criticism of Interpretation of Gongyang Theory on the basis of their own theo—
ries of criticism. This paper focuses on an analysis of the incorrect methods adopted in the last two approaches and expounds with two case stud—

ies that the proper criticism of He Xiu’s theory relies on the exposition of its inner theoretical weaknesses.
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