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gotiation of the uniqueness of place. This empirical case study uses observation interview and discourse analysis to investigate how the placeness of Lugu
Lake is put into negotiation via imaginative geographies of Lugu Lake and the interactions between Mosuo community and tourists. Tourism in Lugu Lake
is highly conditioned on its imaginative construction as an Arcadia of unconstrained sexual behaviors. The paper suggests that the placeness of Lugu Lake
is constituted by multiple and intersecting dentities. It is embedded within processes of representation and reconstruction. It is a social and symbolic con—
struction worked upon jointly by the media tourist practices place practices of native people. Competing cultures values knowledge and capital all
make contribution to the renegotiation of place-based identity in the context of large scale mobility. Different groups of native people reconstruct the mean—
ings of place through diverse and divergent place practices. Mosuo females built a more conservative identity as a response to the consumption imagina—
tion and even discipline of their bodies from patriarchal gazes. On the contrary the characters of Mosuo males just catered to the tourism imagination.

They used material conditions brought by tourism development to present their identity and even construct new identities that perform new place-based
cultural meanings.

Key words: placeness; identity; tourist gaze; Mosuo; Lugu Lake; imaginative geography.

Symbolic Production of Restaurants’ Culture Space: Cases of Guangzhou Themed Restaurant
( by ZENG Guo§un WU Yan-ke)

Abstract: Food production and consumption are being closely integrated with the humanistic modern catering industry increasingly attracting atten—
tions on restaurants’ culture events and their corresponding space. The recent development puts emphasis on the integration of human geography com—
modity economy and culture. Therefore how can restaurants’ culture be formed has become a topic worthy exploring. In this study the relevant re—
search of restaurant’ s space cultural production and symbolic production has been sorted selecting themed restaurants as a unique cultural space for
case. Two dimensions cultural construction and eating quality were analyzed for cultural production. We find that the majority of the restaurants’ cul-
ture space has symbolic production carried out in order to meet the market which did not complete the deep — seated cultural reconstruction. As a result
it leads to the performances of culture tending to commercialization. At the same time the operator has difficulties making culture and food quality all up
on high-quality professional status which needs trade — offs in the cultural construction and market performance dilemma in daily operations.

Key words: food; cultural space; cultural production; symbolization; themed restaurants.

The Prague School Aesthetics and the Debate on Aesthetic Value: The Case of Jan Mukarovsky ( by ZHU Tao)

Abstract: Jan Mukarovsky a leader of literature and aesthetics research in Prague School during the 1930 s and 1940’ s pioneered the concept
of structuralism into the research of aesthetic value. Different with the traditional aesthetics which insisted on the static ontological perspective to study
aesthetic value Jan Mukarovsky started from a dynamic perspective and no longer asked to define aesthetic value once and for all but saw it as a
process. He not only observed the laws of evolution of aesthetic value but also concerned about the social impact of the evolution of aesthetic value there—
by effectively connected the synchronicity and diachronism subject and object which eventually achieved a better balance between the volatility of aes—
thetic evaluation and the objectivity of universal aesthetic value thereby giving an impetus to the research of aesthetic value.

Key words: the Prague School; Jan Mukarovsky; the aesthetic value; structuralism.

The Intercommunication between History and Literature from the Perspective of Hayden White’ s Historical
Figures of Speech ( by LV Yang SUN Xiaoi)
Abstract: With the aid of the problems in the history narrative Hayden White redefined what history was and extended the vision of the historical
thoughts by analyzing various figures of speech. Hayden White criticized the traditional conceptions of history and tried to get rid of the stiff antagonisms
between history and literature in the traditional way of thinking with which the history might be converted into a kind of aesthetic poetics and the history
could get vivid historical factors while the barriers between the history and the literature could also be removed.
Key words: text; figure of speech; history; literature.

‘Far’ as an Important Category of Aesthetic Distance in Ancient China ( by SUN Zong-mei)
Abstract: ‘Far’ is an important category of aesthetic distance in Chinese classical aesthetics. Its connotation can be divided into two types: first
temporal and spatial distance between the subject and object; second psychological distance between the subject and reality. The ancients only paid at—
tention to the special beauty from the temporal and spatial distance and the psychological distance beyond the problem of utility respectively when talking
about Far. They did not combine the two together and did not further realize that the spatial and temporal distance is the realization of aesthetic psychologi—
cal distance conditions. In Chinese landscape painting theory using Far to represent the aesthetic distance has the most outstanding performance. Here
Far has had a sublimation from aesthetic distance meaning to landscape artistic conception meaning.

Key words: Far; category; temporal and spatial distance; aesthetic psychological distance; artistic conception.

From ‘I think’ to ‘Free Will’——Some Modifications of Kant’s Concept of Self ( by CHEN Xiao—ping)

Abstract: Descartes’ argument about ‘I think therefore I am’ has been criticized a lot. This paper will supplement Descartes’ argument
through two steps. The first is to give an analytic a priori argument based on the linguistic analyses the second is to give a synthetic a priori argument
based on the transcendental apperception. ‘Transcendental apperception’ is the foundation stone of Kant’ s transcendental philosophy but is taken
wrongly as the intuition of understanding by Kant. 1”11 put it on the place of sensible intuition and differentiate the reflexive apperception from the ohjec—
tified apperception and then differentiate ‘I of my thinking” from ‘free will’. On the basis of this the important concepts such as ‘transcendental sub—
jecl  ‘transcendental objecl ‘transcendental time’ and ‘transcendental space’ etc. and their relations will be clarified.

Key words: Kant; transcendental apperception; I think; free will; intuition.

On Kant’ s Entanglement about the Proof of God’ s Existence in the Pre-critical Period ( by ZHAO Lin)
Abstract: The profound critique on variety of proofs of God’ s existence of traditional rational theology is one of the highlight of Kant’ s “Critique

of Pure Reason” and this critique of theology has taken shape in the “Only Possible Evidence to Prove God’ s Existence”. In this long article written in

191



