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manifestation of the values of realizing oneself and others. The gentleman is a personification of the standards
of human life in Chinese culture and also a realistic figure who externalizes internal morality into concrete
behavior. The connotations of the gentleman have been continuously enriched and developed in history with
Chinese Confucianism Buddhism and Daoism all making important contributions. The concept of the
gentleman when compared with the ideal personality has both differences and connections. The ideal
personality as a model of morality is an example for people to learn as the classic says: although it cannot
arrive  the heart longs for it. Meanwhile the gentleman is an excellent personality who is constantly pursuing
and consciously practicing at the ideal personality; the gentleman is a realistic personality that constantly
tends towards an ideal personality. Every ordinary person should strive for this and should do so in his daily
life. In the traditional gentlemanly culture of China the most representative strains are those of Confucianism
and Daoism. The ideological wisdoms demonstrated by the Daoist “Gentleman of Heaven” and the Confucian
“Gentleman of Man” are different yet complementary and have enriched the spiritual life of the Chinese
people with their special cultural styles. In terms of practical significance advocating for everyone to be a
gentleman may be more realistic and urgent in contemporary society than advocating for the selfless dedication
of the ideal personality.

On the Structure of Truth and Its Position in the Context of Philosophical Themes

A. F. Koch

The basic fact that we raise truth claims continuously serves as the starting point of our philosophizing.
The concept of truth contains three aspects namely the realistic the pragmatic and the phenomenal. These
are essentially related to one another such that the concept of truth has a threefold structure. The relation
among these aspects leads us to further considerations of such other philosophical themes as being time
space discourse consciousness [reedom and happiness which also contain the same threefold structure.
As a result of these considerations the concept of truth will be explained with completeness and its position
in philosophy will also be clearly outlined.

A Reconsideration of the Founding Relations between Thing Perception and Value Feeling:
Re-Explications as regards the Theory of citta-caitta in Buddhism

Ni Liangkang

At the level of the trichotomy of understanding feeling and will and of their founding relations the
consciousness analysis of Western philosophy has something in common with the mind analysis of Yoga? ca?
ra Buddhism. In the milieu of phenomenology there are bifurcations and oppositions between Husserl and
Scheler in terms of the founding relations between “thing perception” and “value feeling. ” By virtue of the re—
examination and re-understanding of the theory of citta—<aiita in Yoga? ca? ra Buddhism 1 present on the
basis of phenomenological intuition a plan of re-explicating the trichotomy of and founding relations among
understanding feeling and will: rather than being considered as two mutually foundationHaying acts in one
complex act ‘thing perception” and “value feeling” should be understood or explicated as nothing but two
principal-subordinate parts or moments of one act. There is only one act of consciousness performed in
different modes: the modes of perception feeling and volition respectively. When one of the three modes
plays the leading role or functions in leading fashion this act of consciousness will be manifested in making
prominent this mode—say the act of perception feeling or volition—and the respective objects constituted
by them will also change accordingly. In this sense there is a dynamic foundation-daying a foundationdaying
of relation or order that differs from a spontaneous or structural foundationdaying.



