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indispensable “three poles.” This determines that historical research is unfolded in the
epistemological domain and sense. Historical understanding is hermeneutical nature, therefore,
the understanding and judgment of historical truth cannot be separated from historical
hermeneutics. The introduction of new concepts such as “compulsory interpretation” and “public
interpretation” accelerated the process of constructing Chinese historical hermeneutics. How to
establish a theoretical and discourse systems of contemporary Chinese historiography through the
combination of theory and practice, history and reality under the guidance of historical materialism, is

the mission of the times and an urgent practical task for Chinese historical scholars.

How to Correctly Understand the Relationship between Historiography and People
Jiang Meng « 92 -

In the past, Chinese academia has paid much attention to the issue of who are the makers of
history. However, in the practice of modern Chinese history, a major theoretical issue, that is,
the relationship between historiography and the people has gotten less attention and remains
unsolved. The late Qing historical workers had little divergence in their understanding of
“historiography,” but were much divided in their understanding of the “people.” On the
contrary, disagreement on the meaning of the “people” decreased in the period of Republic of
China, but became more diversified on “historiography.” After the founding of the People’s
Republic of China, although the controversies over “historiography” and “people” were reduced ,
historiography moved away from the general public through “historical revolution” and other
campaigns. After reform and opening up, the historical circles tried to embrace people by
emphasizing “application ,” but it was halted due to the turn of academic trends. Today, this
major theoretical problem remains unsolved in Chinese history field. A healthy development of
Chinese historiography in the new era should start with serious thinking about “how to correctly
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understand the relationship between historiography and people.’

Clarify Some Misunderstandings in the Comparative Study of Chinese and Western Philosophies
Xu Sumin ¢« 106

Several different opinions have gained certain popularity in the comparative study of Chinese
and Western philosophies in the past 20 years. First, it is believed that Western philosophy is the
“prototype ” while Chinese philosophy is its * derivative.” Second, the translation of
“metaphysics” into (xringershangzxue)in Chinese is mistranslated, and “being” is not a
research object in Chinese philosophy. Third, Western philosophy only talks about the dualism
of noumenon and phenomena, spirit and flesh, while Chinese philosophy talks only about holism
of “the Way cannot be separated from the instruments (Daobuliqi)” and “the unity of form and
spirit.” Fourth, it is argued that any interpretation of Chinese philosophy from the perspective of
general logic and category implies a dismemberment of traditional thoughts; and any
metaphysical innovation in Chinese philosophy is no other than “barbarians’ Chinese.” Fifth, it
is believed that only Heidegger’ s philosophy can activate sinology and promote conversation
between Chinese and Western philosophies. These opinions seem to have some
misunderstandings over the history of Chinese and Western philosophies. The author attempts to

put forward his own opinions for discussion.

Theory for Liberation and Practical Wisdom: On the Original Contributions of Chinese Marxist
Philosophy Sun Litian « 120 -

« 128 -



