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time of Heng Xian is close to the appear time of Huoshi . There is a great possibility that the two documents
interacted with each other. The Huo theory proposed by Heng Xian seeks the ultimate start and motive power of

cosmos. Therefore it leaves plenty space of interpretation.

On Zhang Heng’s Anti-Chenwei Thought
Cao Jianguo

History books recorded Zhang Heng’s opposition to Chenwei clearly and Zhang Heng’s critical attitude
toward Chenwei can also be verified from his article “Qing Jin Jue Tu Chen Shu ” his thought of studying
calendar and the use of Chenwei in his writings. At the same time the analysis of Zhang Heng’s thought of
opposing Chenwet is helpful to clarify several misunderstandings about Chenwei in academic history. The
divergence about Zhang Heng’s opposition to Chenwei is also related to the generalization of Chenwei’s Concept
in academic circles. The generalization of Chenwei leads to the ambiguity of the boundary between prophetic

latitude and non-prophetic latitude which also restricts the in-depth study of prophetic latitude.

The Methodological Problems of Transcendental Phenomenology
Ni Liangkang

Methodology is the doctrine or theory with regard to methods. Phenomenological methodology is a problem
becoming increasingly prominent and calling for solution along with the development of phenomenology.
Husserl himself has once performed intermittent considerations and explications about it and has presented the
concept of “phenomenological phenomenology” and the phenomenological programme of “the critical critique ”
performed accordingly. When writing the German Cartesianische Meditationen Husserl asked Fink to write a
brand-new sixth meditation particularly explicating “the idea of phenomenological methodology. ” The Sixth
Cartesian Meditation written later by Fink was the reflection on transcendental phenomenological methodology
and its limitations and has exerted great influences on French phenomenological movement. In fact the Sixth
Cartesian Mediation constituted a turning point at least a milestone of the whole Phenomenological

Movement.



