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ABSTRACTS

scientific knowledge). This mission took him and his successors to the domain of
mathesis universalis, presenting modern and contemporary philosophy with an
intellectual landscape completely different from that of the past. Transcending
Cartesianism, Gaston Bachelard’ s rationalistic epistemology is a non-Cartesian or
historical epistemology. The Bachelardian cogitamus links up the rationalist “I” and
“you” and bestows on us a veritable network of coexistence that eventually replaces
the Cartesian cogito. The fusion of imagination and knowledge signifies the symbiosis
between poetics and the epistemology of science. The French epistemologist Jules
Vuillemin’ s neo-Cartesian epistemology follows the rationalistic epistemology
tradition proposed by philosophers such as Descartes and Bachelard. He proposed an
interdisciplinary thought-oriented philosophy of knowledge, making philosophy and
science better integrated and more consistent. A major role of philosophy is to bridge
a range of disciplines in pursuit of a universalized landscape of philosophical systems.

Value Judgments in Criminal Law Interpretation Jiang Tao » 138 ¢

Criminal law interpretation relies heavily on value judgments, and this is at the
heart of the development of a high-quality criminal justice system. China’ s
interpretation of criminal law is subject to a double dilemma in terms of value
judgments. In the interpretation of normative criminal law, one sees the phenomenon
of circular argumentation and a lack of reasoning. As the interpreters of applicable
criminal law, judges fail to assume the role of issuing value judgments; they do not
have sufficient ability. The traditional hermeneutics of criminal law is deeply rooted in
the binary opposition of subjectivity and objectivity, which creates a rupture with
China’ s present interpretative goal of “legitimacy and reason.” To comprehend the
modern transformation of the traditional hermeneutics of criminal law, it is essential
to draw on philosophical theory and to pursue the intersubjectivity of value judgment
arguments based on the premise that subjectivity is aligned with objectivity. Criminal
law interpretation relies on professional and public demonstration to ensure the
integrity of the value judgment, and this involves constructing systematic standards
and adhering to legal value judgment principles. The former requires clarifying
internal and external standards of value judgment, constructing rules to resolve
conflicts between different standards and paying attention to the practical significance
of “prohibiting extrajudicial conviction and allowing extrajudicial exemption.” The
latter involves the three perspectives of logical reasoning and principled rationality,
positive and negative judgments, and formal and substantive rationality. It needs to
be developed from four dimensions: normative orientation, drive by individual cases,

reverse exclusion and constitutional guidance.

The “Proto-State” / “Chiefdom” Controversy and the Study of the Origins of Chinese
Civilization Chen Shengqian « 161 -

“Proto-state” and “chiefdom” are two major theories used in exploring the origin
e 207 -
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of Chinese civilization. There is much debate about the relationship between the two
and about their academic significance. In several respects, the questions answered by
the two theories are distinctly different: their perspectives are emic and etic, and
their research paths are humanistic and scientific. The chiefdom theory derives from
anthropology; it is evolutionist and its theories are constructed by analogy. Its strong
point lies in exploring the mechanisms of the development of social complexity, but
when used in archaeological research, the logic employed is deductive reasoning. The
proto-state theory comes from Chinese archaeology, and thus is historicist. Its strong
point lies in understanding cultural meanings, and the research logic employed is
inductive reasoning. The two theories represent research paths that are
complementary but not interchangeable. The purpose of exploring the origins of
Chinese civilization is not only to find the truth of history, but also to understand and
inherit its culture. Therefore, it is important to fully combine the two theories in

building the discourse system of Chinese archaeology.

The Meng Old Text Yi Jing and the Han Controversy over the New and Old Texts of the
Confucian Classics Wu Yangxiang « 181

In the preface to the Shuowen, Xu Shen said that the seven Confucian texts,
i. e., the Meng version of the Yi Jing , the Kong version of the Shang Shu , the Mao
version of the Book of Poetry, the Zhou officials” Li Ji, the Zuo Zhuan , the Lunyu
and the Classic of Filial Piety were “all old texts.” Here what Xu refers to is the
text nature of the classics cited in the Shuowen. However, many doubts arose in the
Song and Ming dynasties, complicating the case of Confucian classical studies. Qing
Confucianists and Republican scholars interpreted the phrase “all old texts” in a
different way. Duan Yucai and Wang Guowei point out that “old texts” refers to the
style or the school, which are wrong; Hong Yixuan, Song Xiangfeng and Ma
Zonghuo interpret the attribution of the Meng Yi Jing to being “old text” on the
basis of its content, which is also mere conjectural. Yang Shuda sought the true
meaning directly from the texts, but the question why Xu Shen refers Meng’ s
version as old text, which actually is not, remains unanswered. Song Xiangfeng then
argued that the Han Y7 Jing was old text, but the notes were new text, which
unexpectedly uncovers the mystery of the new text/old text controversy over the
Meng Yi Jing. With reference to the combined new text/old text pattern of Meng’ s
work, we analyze the transmission of the seven Confucian classics in the Han
dynasty. We find that their transmission in the Han was not polarized into the new
texts and the old, but rather a diverse ecosystem where both coexisted in an
embedded way. Once the mystery of the new and old text of the Meng version of the
Y: Jing is uncovered, the controversy about Confucian scholarship in the Han

dynasty is naturally resolved.
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