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evolves into the law of man society and nature. In social politics the concept of “governing the world with
xiao” emerges as xiao is justified as political ethics. However such a position may turn Confucianism into a
defender of authoritarianism. The preliminary construction of ren serves as a criticism of xiao—centered theory.
According to Mencius ren is intrinsic to human nature and also the moral rationality of human beings. In
essence ren and xiao refer to the body-function relationship. Xiao-centered theory was gradually marginalized

as ren-oriented theory developed into mainstream Confucianism.

Qi Tong Zhuan Tong He Tong: The Three Varieties of Tong in the Harmony-Identity Debate
Lin Meimao & Huang Shijun

The harmony-identity relationship is an important proposition in Chinese philosophy. The “harmony in
diversity ” of the Analects represents the ideal of Confucius and sets the tone for the debate with an attitude of
confirming the harmonious unity of difference ( he) while opposing its forced unification ( tong) . He entails an
integrity with a respect to “others ” and in combination with tong a new idea of “ultimate identity through
harmony” ( he tong) is synthesized. On one hand zhuan tong ( ) and qi tong ( ) are similar to he
tong ( ) on the basis of difference as sub-concepts of tong; on the other hand zhuan tong is antagonistic
to he tong while the transitional gi tong could ease the tension between the other two. Consequently three
tong-related varieties form the harmony-identity relationship and ¢i tong may be of particular help in bettering

the world.

Action in a Complex World: Hegel’ s Conception of Action
Ding Sandong

Action is one of the fundamental concepts of modern philosophy and “what is an action” is one of the
basic problems of contemporary philosophy of action. On the basis of an analysis of the Kantian ideal
conception of action this article follows the approach of German Idealism through an internal critique of Hegel
to one of Kant thereby addressing Hegel’ s own conception of action: a finite rational person carries out an
action in a complex world with a certain purpose reflexively realized by him leading to uncertain and
indefinite consequences. Tragedy is the radical characteristic of human action as well as the right and the true

, ..
nature of one’ s own volition.

Genetic Equality: A View from the Perspective of Political Philosophy
Yao Dazhi

The development of contemporary life science empowers human beings to edit genes. According to
egalitarians a new possibility of genetic equality thus emerges that might overcome the inequality of natural
talents. However the “positive genetic equality” in question is not desirable for three reasons as: a)
biological genetic equality is not equivalent to equality b) genetic equality may be in conflict with liberty
and c) genetic equality may encounter the leveling down objection. In contrast “negative genetic equality” is
laudable. Besides a distinction between gene augmentation and gene therapy as well as a justification for the

latter are both necessary.



