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Form-name Sound-name and Taste-name:
The Evolution of Ming ( Name) in Chinese Classical Thought

Gong Huanan

The Xingming school of the pre-Qin period consciously used form ( xing) as the basis of name ( ming) .
Confucian and Daoist at that time cared more about “what is transcendent” ( xing er shang) than merely about
form and name. In Han Dynasty Confucianism made the name auditory while proposed sobriquets ( hao)
and used sound as the basis of name and expressed meaning ( yi) and mind ( xin) using sound ( sheng) and
speech ( yan) . These themes transformed the debate over name vs. actuality to one over the discrimination of
speech vs. meaning. The Mysterious Learning ( xuan xue) of Wei and Jin dynasties questioned the connection
between mind and meaning and sound and speech and distinguished between name and sobriquet and reference
( cheng) and appellation (wei) thus surpassed the sound-name ( sheng ming) and dispelling the discrimination
of speech vs. meaning classified and named things on the basis of taste. From form to sound and then to taste
constitutes a complete evolution of Chinese traditional naming and also reflects the basic trend of naming and

classification in Chinese traditional ideas.

The Possibility of Moral Responsibility: A Commentary on Prof. Nie’s Article
“The Absence of the Concept of Will: A Critique of Classical Greek Moral Psychology”

Jiang Lu

This article provide an analysis and comments on Prof. Nie Minlis article “The Absence of the Concept of
Will: A Critique of Classical Greek Moral Psychology. ” Based on Nie’s argumentation it examines his major
claims 1. e. concerning the absence of will in classical Greek philosophy and the superiority of Kant’s concept
of will how the moral quality of man’s actions should be attributed to the will and how Ryle’s destruction of
the concept of will is illegitimate. As an answer to Nie’s statement this article argues that what is diagnosed as
absent in ancient Greece by Dihle corresponds to the notion of Willkiir in Kant rather than the notion of will.
Kant attributes the goodness or badness of actions to Willkiir but not to the Wille. Kant faces also the problem
of the causal relationship between mind and body as pointed out by Ryle; therefore instead of taking Ryle as
an antagonist the problems revealed by him help us understand why Kant restrict the influence of will to the

realm of morality.

Theories of Causation: Upward and Downward Causation
Kui Yimin

This paper investigates whether upward causation and downward causation exist against the philosophical
background of the exclusion of mental causation. Upward and downward causation are commonly regarded as
indispensable to human epistemic and moral agency; and the exclusion of mental causation is one of the most
widely debated topics in current academia of philosophy of mind. Recently Zhong Lei proposed a new
viewpoint claimed that whether upward and downward causation exist or not depends on which theory of
causation is used. This paper examine and criticize Zhongs arguments and contend that within the frameworks
of the three different causal theories upward causation always exists whereas downward causation always
probably exists. These results shed light on the exclusion of the mental causation problem especially on its

parallelistic solution.



