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A New Interpretation of Thinking and Language
CHEN Jia-ying

The article begins with a question-do we think in a language? Linguistic determinism and the hypothesis of language of thought (men—
talese) offer squarely opposite answers to the question but both theories are really problematic. The article points out that the ques—
tion ‘in what we think’ should be appropriately understood to mean ‘in what communicative system do our mental activities find
their direct expression’ instead of ‘what processes emerge in our mind when we think’. Henceforth a Chinese does think in Chi-
nese and a British in English. Speaking is an activity in which a variety of mental contents is expressed through a uniform and public
system. An analogy between a communicative system and a traffic system is introduced to explicate the above ideas. To unfold this
basic idea the article goes on to discuss a series of themes such as animal language figurative thinking inner language translation
the universal language the phenomenon of looking for a word and ineffability. Speaking connects various experiences of the speaker
on the one end to a system of expression on the other end. Language does not determine what and how we think. Yet since we as
speaking animals are largely made to take language as the destination of our thinking it does modify what and how we think.
When we think in Chinese or in English or in mathematical language we do think differently to an extent. The article also points
out that although Wortsprache is indeed the primal communicative system for humans all our experiences cannot find their full
expressions in it.

A Study of Dr. Joseph Needham’s Comparison of Chinese Philosophy and Western Philosophy
XU Su-min

Dr. Joseph Needham tries to answer the question “why didn’t scientific technology in early modern times emerge in China?”
through a comparison of Chinese philosophy and Western philosophy based on an analysis of the influence of philosophy on the
development of scientific technology. By a comparison between Western philosophy and Taoism Mohism and Confucianism he
points out that the greatest tragedy in the history of Chinese science is that the Taoist natural philosophy fails to merge into the
Mohist logic while Confucianism attaches importance to the study of “things” rather than “objects” which hinders scientific
development. His comparison of Western philosophy with the three basic scientific theories ( Five-elements theory the Yin-
Yang theory The Book of Changes) in China reveals that the ideas in The Book of Changes are a catastrophe to the scientific
development of China. He also emphasizes the necessity of reflecting the traditional ideas of the Middle Ages if China wants to
follow the trend of the world. Besides he thinks highly of the modern value and world-wide significance of the organic natural—
ism and ethics with a consideration of the new scientific development and globalization.

Fichte’s Attempt at Unifying the Practical and the Theoretical Reason:
A Study of Fichte’s Grundlage der gesammten Wissenschaftslehre
CHEN Yi-ming

Though the Kantian philosophy has restored man’s status as the legislator of his life world it has left a problem unresolved
namely the unification of the practical and the theoretical reason. Deeply influenced by Reinhold”s idea that philosophy as a
strict science should be based upon a single first principle Fichte sets out to reform the Kantian philosophy systematically and
unify the practical and the theoretical reason by obtaining the first principle of his own philosophical system the Wissen—
schaftslehre. In the Grundlage der gesammien Wissenschafislehre Fichte successfully reaches the supreme principle of philoso—
phy the Act ( Thathandlung) or the absolute I by applying transcendental reduction to man’s empirical consciousness through
reflection and abstraction which is based upon his profound understanding of the relationship between form and content. The
self-identity of the absolute I endows the I in its actual activity of positing with an essential property of “reflection” which
makes the I always a self-referential being when positing. Indeed it is the concept of “reflection” that constitutes the logical
clue running through Fichte’s development of “the absolute I “the practical I” and “the theoretical I” by means of which
he manages to build up the whole system of Wissenschaftslehre. “Reflection” is thus the key concept by means of which Fichte
elucidates that the practical I and the theoretical I only represent the two states of the same positing I and are both distinguished
from and dependent upon each other thus unifying the practical and the theoretical reason successfully.

On the Role and Functions of The Book of Psalms in Martin Luther’s Ideology
MING Xiao=u FAN Zhi-hui
Martin Luther was a key and controversial figure in the Reformation era. Scholars have shown much interest in his theology and
practice his political attitude and his influence but few have systematically studied the fundamental role of The Book of Psalms
in his ideology and practice. From three aspects this paper summarizes the role and functions of The Book of Psalms in consti—
tuting his theology and implementing his religious reform.

Leo Strauss’s Study of Jacobi’s Theory of Enlightenment Criticism:
An Analysis of the Origin of Strauss’s Modernity Theory
JIANG Xiao-jie
The formation of Strauss’s modernity theory mostly benefits from his study of Jacobi’s theory of Enlightenment Criticism. On the
one hand Jacobi’s theory gives Strauss a general map of modernity—related problems; on the other hand through studying Jaco—
bi” method of reestablishing belief to solve the problems of modern enlightenment ~Strauss begins to study the basis of modernity
with a conscious concern over the revealed religion. But Strauss holds that Jacobi’s theory is still within the circle of enlighten—
ment which views the battle between belief and reason from the perspective of modern people. Therefore a further advance a—
long the road Jacobi has pointed out is the only way of transcending Enlightenment and the dilemma of modernity.
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