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Abstracts of Main Essays

An Analysis on Allen W. Wood’s Defective Interpretations of the
“Marx and Justice” Thesis

Lin Jinping

The “Marx and Justice” Thesis comes from Robert Tuckers claim that Marx does not consider
capitalismas unjust and is called “Tucker-Wood Thesis” according to its further interpretationer Allen
W. Wood. Although as a much completed version of Tuckers argument Wood's interpretations fail to
overcome an inherent tension: With the ideological characteristics of justice he argues for Marx’s
rejection and criticism against justice; while with the functionalist understandings of historical
materialism he also attempts to articulate Marx’s standard of justice and then argues that Marx considers
capitalist exploitationas just. The deficiencies of Wood’s interpretations lie in his implicit denial of the
dialectical spirit in Marx’s historical materialism. This reflects the dogmatic tendency that can be found
among the Anglo-American radical left scholars” understandings of Marx’s texts. This is also what the

Marxist scholars today should be vigilant against.

Herder’s Significance to the Formation of Hegel’s Dialectic

Jing Jing

Hegel’s dialectic is “der Gang der Sache selbst” it is a method of demonstrating-testifying an
organic-historical dynamic logic and Herder has an important influence and profound significance on the
formation of Hegel’s dialectic. Through a traceability study between Hegel and Herder we can discover
the dialectical elements of Herders philosophical thought and its contribution to the formation of Hegel’s
dialectic that is the theory of language’s organism the thought of inner principle and inevitability of
development of human history and the inner unification of nation religion and life constitutes the three
essential moments. Hegel’s dialectic is exactly a gradual development of Herder’s organic-historical mode
of thinking.

The Three Kinds of Inferences Found in Candrakirti’s Prasannapada

Wang Junqi

The 6th — 7th century Buddhist scholar Candrakirti is well-known for his justifications for the
Buddhapdilita’s reductio ad absurdum argumentative method and his severe criticisms toward Bhaviveka’s
independent probative inference which he provided in the first chapter of Prasannapada ( PsP) .
Because of his great influence over Tibetan Buddhism this section of PsP has been repeatedly studied
since the discovery and publication of PsP. However previous studies have rarely noticed that the
technique Candrakirti utilized for his justifications or critiques is highly similar to the famous “three—
inferences—theory” in Kuijis ( ) “Great Commentary on Nydyapravesa” namely the inference
accepted by oneself ( ) by others ( ) and by both ( ) . This paper aims to
analyze Candrakirti’s related passages using the three-inferences-theory in order to reveal why Candrakirti
abandoned Digndga’s rigid requirement of the common acceptance ( ) for an inference. It is
reasonable to conclude that Candrakirti’s justifications for Buddhapdlita and critiques toward Bhaviveka

can be understood through the three-inferences-theory.
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