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Abstracts of Main Essays

The Critical Reflection on the “Integrity”: On an Important
Methodological Problem in the Integrative Research of Marxist Theory

Ye Xian-ming

There will easily appear that all kinds of vague and even unscientific understanding in the research on the
integrity of Marxist theory if the proposition of “the integrity of Marxist theory” can not be reflected critically
on methodology. This critical reflection includes the following four interrelated important logic links: rejecting
such fixed thinking pattern as “integrity only for integrity”; Taking “scientificity” as the base and purpose of
“integrity”; Making “integrity” existing and presenting itself in its “application”; and taking the main com-
ponents of entirety as containing the basic features of entirety. The level of the research on the integrity of
Marxist theory to a great extent depends on the level of critical reflection on the methodology of “the integrity
of Marxist theory”.

Are Normative Principles Grounded in Facts?
G. A. Cohen’s New Ideas on a Meta-ethical Question

Duan Zhong—giao

The relationship between facts and normative principles is a more meta-ethical and foundational question.
Most philosophers who provide an answer to the question believe that normative principles are grounded in facts
of human nature and of the human situation. In his representative book Rescuing Justice and Equality G. A.
Cohen the world” s leading left political philosopher Oxford University professor presented and argued a
complete new idea: a principle can respond to ( that is be grounded in) a fact only because it is also a re—
spond to a more ultimate principle that is not respond to a fact. He also made a deepening analysis and cri—
tique of the view that all principles do depend on facts which was expounded by John Rawls in his A Theory of
Justice.

A New Explanation on the First Chapter of Lao Zi
Liao Ming-chun

The essence of the first chapter of Laozi discussed the importance of non-being by contrasting non-being
with being. As non-being is the origin of Heaven and Earth and being is the Mother of All Things non-being
is more important than being. Because veneration for non-being can make the internal mystery of the divine
law understood and veneration for being can only make its external manifestations observed so veneration for
non-being outclasses veneration for being. Although non-being and being are both called the Cosmic Mystery
and being is just called the Cosmic Mystery non-being reaching from the Mystery into the Deeper Mystery is
the Gate to the Secret of All Life. Non-being is much more higher than being. So non-being is the largest cate—
gory and the Universe Ontology in Laozi.

Genealogy of Morality and Phenomenology of Moral Consciousness
Ni Liang-kang

F. Nietzsches thought of the genealogy of morality is the unusual voice in his age. Whereas today
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though in a morass of internal contradictions it has represented a kind of general orientation of moral evalua—
tion. But Nietzsches genealogy of morality is merely a lead-in in this article the author hopes that in the very
end it could bring out a characterization of the phenomenological work of moral consciousness. No matter
whether E. von Hartmann’s phenomenology of moral consciousness belongs to real descriptive analysis of phe-
nomenology of moral consciousness or not we can at least try to formulate a few fundamental properties of the

phenomenological work of moral consciousness.
On the Dual-dimension Structure of Leibniz’s Ontology
Wu Tong-i

This thesis intends to reveal that Leibniz’s ontology is in a dual-dimension structure which was constructed
in order to solve the difficulties in the ontological models of Platonism and Aristotelianism. This structure rec—
ognized both the ontological status of the world of idea and the world of substance and arranged them into two
different ontological levels. It is featured with: the higher the dimension the higher the ontological degree;
the lower the dimension the prior the ontological order. Thus the respective principles of the two worlds in
different dimensions can be concluded: in the world of idea the joint manner of the elements is the simple
combination; in the world of substance the joint manner of the elements is the progressive torsion. By revea—
ling the structure it illustrates that Russell’s affirmation that the Leibnizian system is not coherent is not well—

grounded.
The “Present” Subject of Science and its Cognitive Models
Huang Hua=in Chen Wen-yong

Researches on the status effect and manifestation of cognitive subjects have been deepening gradually in
scientific activities and the “present” science has been widely paid close attention to as well. It is necessary
for us to examine the collective cognition and the cognitive activities with the community as the subject. R.
Merton and T. Kuhn have attached importance to the role structure and the effect of cognitive subjects M.
Polanyi held that more attention should be paid to tacit knowledge in the scientific cognition and R. Giere
posed the distributed cognition of the subject. All of these theories would become the possible approaches to

resolve the primadacie contradictions between individuality and publicity knowledge and act in science.
Ethnography: The Transition of Ethno-ethics Research Methodology
Jiang Ying-rong

Ethno-ethics is an interdisciplinary field of studies that explores the morality—related aspects of the lifes—
tyles of different ethnic groups from ethnological and anthropological perspectives and by methodologies of such
perspectives. The diversity of moral codes is the starting-point of ethno-ethical studies. The introduction of
ethnographical methodologies will change the academic landscapes of ethno-ethics and provide a panoramic
view of its disciplinary characteristics. Only by conducting field work taking participant observation faithfully
recording the details of the moralityrelated aspects of the lifestyles of “culture holders” and surveying the
rules and procedures of ethical affairs while communicating with them can a scholar engaged in ethno-ethical

studies discover the unique cultural-ethical features of different ethnic groups.



