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An Analysis of Mou Zongsan’s “Gongfu ” Theory
Tao Yue

Mou Zongsan’s philosophical thinking has an expansive field of view and a conspicuous sense of
questioning. His richly speculative philosophy has earned extensive attention and considerable approbation
but some researchers suspect that his theory ignores practicality and believe that the lack of “Gongfu” in his
theoretical system is a major problem. In fact although there is no systematic and comprehensive presentation
of “Gongfu” in his theory Mou Zongsan definitely did not ignore “Gongfu. ” If we delve deeply into his
theory we can see that he has given ample attention and deep thought to “Gongfu ” and even presents
numerous insightful opinions concerning it. Mou’s ideas have not only filled in gaps in traditional “Gongfu”

theory but also solved certain critical problems in it.

Aristotle’s Division of the System of Scientific Knowledge
Nie Mindi

How does Aristotle divide the system of scientific knowledge? This seems to be a simple problem but is
actually a complicated one because Aristotle applies different standards when making his divisions. From the
perspective focused on the objects of inquiry his system of scientific knowledge is divided into physics
( natural knowledge) practical knowledge and productive knowledge but from the perspective focused on
one’s mode of thinking it is divided into theoretical knowledge practical knowledge and productive
knowledge. Investigators usually confuse the two standards of division and thus claim that physics is in terms
of mode of thinking opposed to practical and productive knowledge. This paper based on a detailed and deep
investigation of Aristotle’s texts clarifies the difference and connection between the two standards of division

and shows that theoretical thinking can also be applied to practical knowledge and productive knowledge.

Literary Aesthetics and Aesthetic Capitalism
Zhang Dun

“The theory of aesthetic experience” and “artistic autonomy” are the two dogmas of modern literary
aesthetics and the theoretical sources of the decline of contemporary art. The theory of aesthetic experience
results in aesthetic hedonism while artistic autonomy gives rise to art fetishism leading to the market logic of
capitalism which in turn leads to arts complete absorption by the cultural industry of capitalism.
Contemporary capitalism draws its inspiration and motivation from art bringing the elements of art into the
field of production and pouring the charm of art into the production of industrial products gradually turning
industrial capitalism into aesthetic capitalism. From the perspective of Marxist aesthetics the decline of art
has already declared the failure of modern literary aesthetics. The failure of modern literary aesthetics in turn
implies the new theoretical growing points of the revival of the aesthetic—that is how possible is the
transcendental reconstruction of the original essence of art? Work on the revival of the aesthetic should be built

on the foundation of Marxist political aesthetics.



