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Thomas S. Kuhn Reflectionson My Critics p. 315.

Nicolas de Warren Andrea Staiti. New approaches to Neo — Kantianism. Cambridge University Press 2015 P. 70.

N. Maxwell A Priori Conjectural Knowledge in Physics in Michael Shaffer and Veber (' eds) What Place for the A Priori? Open
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than a movement of capitalism in civil stratum. Some new trends in thoughts is not the appearance of the enlighten—
ment but the further development of the theory of “Protect the wealthy” in the Song dynasty. The development of
the “Public Sphere” in Ming and Qing dynasty is not the rise of the power of the criticism of the government but a
spokesman for the “national discourse” of folk transformation. The society of Ming and Qing dynasty is not a “civil
society” with new forces surging nor a stagnant society without development momentum but a “Wealthy Society”
consistent with the Song and Yuan dynasty. The class of “Wealthy” stratum is a driving force to promote social de-
velopment a stratum in the middle class a force which promote sustained socio — economic development in Ming

and Qing dynasty a guarantee to make the political power of the unified state operates steadily and homogeneously.

Embedded and Cooperative: State — Society Relationship in 40 Years Reform and Opening up Era in China
.................................................................................................................... FAN Peng( 29)

In the past 40 years of reform and opening up China’s state power and social forces have been expanded in
both directions. However it is striking that China’s state — society relations have not completely “de — embedded”
or confronted each other at almost all stages of reform era. Relatively “embedded” in the state system and power
operations  social forces in China continue to interact and cooperate with the state in a moderate separation thus
maintaining the overall political stability.

State — society relations reflect the important characteristics of China’s development path. The rich governance
experiences in the field of state — society relations manifested itself at the four perspectives namely as  “symbiosis
and inter — embedded’”  “Political and social cooperation’  “classified treatment” and “performance first”.
However with the acceleration of social reorganization process the diversification of social structures and the
complex operation of social power in the new technology environment China’s state — society relations will also face

new challenges.

Is Kuhn’ Neo - Kantianism since Structure a Wrong Turning «-------occoeeeeeeeeeeieenen. JIA Xiang - tong( 49)
Kuhn had made an important influence on philosophy of science for his naturalistic approach in The Structure
of the Scienti? ¢ Revolutions but since then he had moved away from naturalism to a priori approach which Kuhn
chartered as a post — Darwinian Kantianism. In this paper we will critically evaluate the turning of Kuhn to explai-
ning the nature of science and discuss the problem of how to understand his approach in the context of Naturalism

and Normativity.

The Problems in Handling the Public Welfare and Commercial Natures of Chinese Medical Treatment and
Pharmaceutical Producing Institutions and Their Solutions -----cceeeeeveeees LIU Zhi - jun & Wang Min( 76)
In order to further meet the medical and healthcare needs of the people and improve the quality of medical and
healthcare service China has clarified the public welfare orientation of the new round of medical and health system
reform. At the same time in order to improve the quality and efficiency of medical supply and give full play to the
leading role of market mechanism in medical supply it has also become the trend to reform China’s medical and
healthcare public products supply model. In this context how to balance the public welfare and commercial inter—
ests in the development of the pharmaceutical industry becomes an important problem. To seek a two — way policy

balance is the basic idea to solve the public welfare and commercial problems in the pharmaceutical industry.
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