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ABSTRACTS

damental differences” that were concealed in those seemingly disregard of the “slight differences. ”

The Crisis Consciousness of Confucian Civilization and the Development of the Protecting Project
Tang Wenming
In the late Qing dynasty the crisis consciousness of Confucian civilization reached the peak in 1895. The
protecting project which consists of “state protecting race-protecting and religion protecting” put forward by
Kang Youwei obtained a wide support. Comparing the three projects by Zhang Zhidong Kang Youwei and Yan
Fu we can find that each of them had different emphasis on the concrete understandings and concrete claims.
More specifically while Zhang focused on state-protecting Kang focused on religion—protecting and Yan fo—
cused on race—protecting. The protecting project also prescribed the main directions of modern Chinese thought

which is still a very important spiritual heritage to us.

Return to Civil Society from the State——A Hegelian Analysis of On the Jewish Question Chen Hao
Early Marx appropriated a Hegelian framework which separated the state from civil society and contrasted
the particularity with the universality to analyze the problems of the state and civil society. With this framework
Marx took civil society as the representation of human particular egoism and isolation while regarding the state as
the expression of human universalityspecies-being and communal being. Since Marx took the universality rather
than particularity as his end he should have chosen the state at the expense of abandoning civil society. Unfortu—
nately the opposite was true. Marx gave up the state and turned to civil society. The reasonable way to explain
Marx’s seemingly unreasonable choice was to pay attention to Marx’s claim that the universality could only actual—-
ize itself by means of the particularity. According to this claim (1) a man in the state was an abstract and illu—
sory citizen who could only express the abstract and illusory universality. (2) In contrast to the state although
as the egoistic and isolated being the man in civil society to some extent expressed the passive particularity but
meanwhile as the immediate and sensuous being he/she also expressed the positive particularity and had its po—
tential to develop the real universality from itself. In sum because early Marx found the positive particularity
the necessary condition for the real universality contained in civil society but not in the state he converted from

the state to civil society.

Feng Fengsheng Fengci and the Emergence of the Name Guofeng Ma Yingin
The concept of Feng  carries very rich connotations. It is used not only to refer to the natural wind but
also to refer to a special edification mode. It is considered as sound and melody but also known as folk songs.
It is considered as sage ruler’s teachings but also as an expression mode of roundabout admonishment. In fact
the multiple meanings of this concept were formed in the long historical process. Firstly the graphy of  ( phoe-
nix) was identified with  in oracle bone inscriptions because of the observation of the wind generated by bird
fluttering. During the dramatic change between Shang and Zhou civilizations and with the perception that Feng
was the breath of the earth( ) the distinction between ~ and  was made the former re—
ferring in particular to divine phoenix and the latter becoming the original word of wind. Secondly as it is men—
tioned above the wind is the breath of the earth. As the result of the earth’s breath the music was accordingly
regarded as the reflection of the local conditions and customs the statement at that time that understanding the
different customs from the music performed with different instruments( ) revealing the
close relationship between local climate and local music. Meanwhile because of its relations with sound and
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