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ABSTRACTS

The Major Differences Between Chinese and Western Culture Forms Lao Chengwan Lao Yexin

Over the past century Chinese and Western culture has been shocked attracting common issues from intellectuals: What is
the major difference between Chinese and Western culture forms? There are difference answers to this topic causing many scholars
research it. The first is Liang Shuming’s Western Culture and Philosophy then Feng Youlan designated philosophical concept as re—
gional-historical stage the type of society three classes of society which was seen in almost different philosophical schools. This
paper puts forward Chinese culture is the mind ( the kindheartedness and righteousness root in the heart) the western culture is the

thinking which fromed the causality-Hogic—rationality culture source [ think therefore I am.

The Initial Academic Relationship Between Liang Qichao and Tsinghua University: Studies on Sinology History ( Guoxue
Xiaoshi ) Xia Xiaohong
In December 1920 Liang Qichao opened a course of Sinology History ( Guoxue Xiaoshi ) which marked the turning
point of his role from a politician to a scholar. However this course is not recorded in The Long Chronicle of Liang Qichao ( Liang
Qichao nianpu changbian ) which is known for its abundant resources while the handouts of this course is also
not seen in The Collected Works of Ice~drinking Study ( Yinbingshi heji ) . Therefore the initial academic relationship
between Liang Qichao and Tsinghua University has long been buried. This paper examines some chapters of the manuscript of Sinol-
ogy History which is now collected in the National Library as well as relevant works in the Album ( Zhuanji ) of The Collecied
Works of Ice-drinking Study. Thus the paper not only aims to reveal the full view of the handouts but also to place Sinology Histo—
ry in the diachronic academic context and to contrast it with Hu Shi’s Outline of Chinese Philosophy History ( Zhongguo Zhexueshi
Dagang ) . Such comparisons demonstrates that Liang’s previous research laid the foundation for the course. Also
his competition with Hu Shi propelled to improve his own thesis. Furthermore the whole manuscript of Sinology History is based on

both perspectives of theory of knowledge and outlook on life though Liang Qichao prefered the latter intentionally.

Underneath the Seemingly Contingency: Conjecturing Liang Qichao’s Intention in His Writing of an Introduction to the
Scholarship in the Qing Dynasty Zhang Yong

According to the deliberately fabricated and widespread anecdote of the genesis of Liang Qichao’s An Introduction to the Schol—
arship in the Qing Dynasty which was completely contingent for Liang to write this masterpiece in the field of the history of the
scholarship in the Qing Dynasty at that time. Based on the analysis of the context of the coming out of that book and the interpreta—
tion of its core concept ( The Renaissance) and its narrative with Textual Criticism and the New Text School as the two main currents
in the Qing Dynasty Scholarship)  the present essay shows that the writing of this book was not out of contingency but has its driv—
ing force in Liang Qichao’s thought and his commitment at that time. Moreover Liang Qichao’s involvement in personal affairs with
such figures as Hu Shi and the others due to the publication of this book could be seen as an indication of the factionalism and mu-
tual competition in the New Cultural Movement. It can be said that we can discern the necessity of Liang Qichao’s writing of it de—

spite of the seemingly contingency of its genesis.

Human Development in Various Regions of China: Big Step and Large Convergence ( 1980 —2010)
Hu Angang Wang Hongchuan Wei Xing
Since People-oriented development is the core content of the Scientific Concept of Development. Human Development Index
( HDI) is recognized by the international community of human development progress metrics so it will be an acceptable measure—

ment of the development of China. HDI covers richer information than the per capita GDP. During the past three decades from 1980
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to 2010 China has created a miracle in human development which contained the economic development miracle which was repre—
sented by per capita GDP and also social development miracle included health indicators ( average life expectancy) education in—
dicators ( average education years) . HDI from various regions of the country shows that it is not only a big step but also a large
convergence in the past 30 years. And the trend shows one decade makes a higher level two decades make a large change and three
decades make a new world in the progress. The successful development results from the high-speed economic growth large-scale
migration financial transfer payment public service system and the advantages of the socialist system which is the very unique

road of human development in China.

An Investigation on Job Mobility of China’s Migrant Workers Tian Ming

Basing on a survey among the migrant workers in six cities of Eastern China this research investigated and explained the job
mobility of migrant workers in a comprehensive framework which incorporated both job mobility decision-making of migrant workers
and recruitment and employment of enterprises. From the perspective of migrant workers who were prompted by the desire of in—
come gain and working condition improvement high job mobility was caused by constantly using the trial and error method in search
for better jobs in a labor market with information asymmetry. Therefore the difference in length of urban stay and in social integra—
tion resulted in differential abilities in obtaining and analyzing market information which resulted in differential mobility levels.
From the perspective of the firms especially the labor-intensive enterprises and export-oriented enterprises cheap labor was the
major competitive advantage thus an inevitable choice was to strive to maintain the low wages of labor. The legitimate rights and in—
terests of migrant workers could not be guaranteed as nonstandard employment system segmentation of the labor market and local
social isolation of migrant workers led to the absence of government supervision failure of social supervision as well as failure of
moral constraints. Under these circumstances young migrant workers had to vote with their feet and keep changing jobs frequently

while old migrant workers were likely to be dismissed both resulting in high level of job mobility.

Construction of Chinese Philosophy: Interpreting Lao Zi's View on Dao Through a Close Reading of the Line ( It Goes
Everywhere yet Is Never in Peril) in the Chapter 25th of Daodejing Li Ruohui
In this article the author takes the chapter 25 of Laozi as an example through a close reading of the line It goes everywhere
yet is never in peril to interpret Lao Zi’s view on Dao-the distinction between Dao and thing: thing as being is finite while Dao as
nothingness is infinite. The practical implications of the mode of Dao/thing in ancient Chinese thoughts are: Long Gongsun’s idea a—
bout hotness is not a characteristic of fire itself; Ji Kang’s idea about sadness and happiness are not characteristics of sound itself;
the thoughts of Huang1.ao Daoism about the emperor acts by non-action and the minister acts by action; Liu Shao’s idea about calm—
ness and tranquility of one’s mind; Wang Bi’s idea about sage is emotionless. From the thought of Wang Bi about sage is emotion—
less we can infer that sage embodies the Dao inside and keeps things outside. Therefore we can conclude that the predominant o—

rientation of traditional Chinese philosophy is the concern about how to live one’s life rather than finding out the truth about reality.

Cultural Transmission and Deep Chinization of Christianity Wang Xiaochao

The Chinization of Christianity is a hot topic in the academic debate in recent years. The author thinks that a theory of cultural
transmission should be taken as foundation to solve this problem. It should be put in Chinese context to investigate the history and
current situation of Christianity. Since Christianity had spread into China She has taken root in the Chinese land has been accept-
ed by Chinese society has merged in Chinese culture and has been Chinization. The Christianity has already been accepted by
Chinese people and the society. She has deeply merged into Chinese Culture which means she has already chinized. The Chinese
government thinks that Catholicism and Protestant now are important parts of Chinese religion the Christian culture is an important
part of Chinese traditional culture. The Chinese religions Catholicism and Protestant included should play an important role in the
construction of Chinese Culture. As time goes on Christianity is surely able to merge with Chinese Society and culture further to

realize into deep Chinization.
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