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ABSTRACTS

The Pursuit of “ ChineseM odernity”: A Description of the D evelopm ent Thread of
Conten porary Chinese Philosophy

Hou Cai

The process of Chinese m odem ization is essentially the pursuit and the constmiction of* Ch nese modem+
ty”. This process has been he focus of modermn and contem porary Chnese phibsophy It is enbodied in the
cu ltural and philosophical developm ents both durng the period ofCh nese Danocratic Revolitbn and after the
foundation of the People’ s Republic of China It is especially the case durhg the Rebm and Openness era
In the currently prevalentmodel ofmodemity, there are deep intemal contrad ictbns and unavoidab le crises
he source of which is the lack of human “ self-subjectwvity”. To establish fimly this “ selfsubjectivity”,
hereforg is the key to the successful construction of “Chnesemodemity”, aswell as the duty and them is-

sbn of contem porary Chinese phibsophy
Internality of Beauty of Life An Interpretatbn of Zhuangzic Sgns of Complete Integrity
LiZhen-gang
Sgns ¢ canplete integrity is one of the mner chapters ofZhuangzi whid discusses the state of tueman
In order to emphasize he mporance of ntegrity which is called spirinalworll the personages cited n this
article are almost of disabled ndividuals That these disabled ndwiduals bok dstnctive lovely and rever
enced is notbecause of heir disablanent but of gnorng this disab lement or transcend ng it on theirm ind

The state of transcending canmon custan s and canmon people the bfty and substantial iward make heir
disabled lwves show the brilliant cham, which is ntemality of beauty of life

Repetition and the Theoretical Orientation of Radical H erm eneutics
LiHe

On the basis of currentw estern phibsoph ical read ngs  this article recanmends wo re kvant subjects one
is the concept of radical hemeneutics which represents a new descent ofH emeneutics another is that of
repetition which is thought a “ basic concept” of radical hem eneutics Follow ng the distnction betw een
“P laton ic repetition” and “N ietzschean mode of repetition”, the article develops a theoretical clue fran K+
etkegaard and H eidegger to Deleuze and Derrda

A n Analysis of Concepts of “ Sup ervenience”

Chen X he-ping

The concept of supervenience advanced by D. Davidson .to expound h anamolas mon isn jis used to pres-



