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The Academics of Srotapanna.
Reconsidering the Significance of Chen Yinke in the Context of Academic History Ge Zhaoguang
The significance of Chen Yinke in academic history can only be understood in the transition of Chinese aca-
demics in the first half of the twentieth century, and in the context of current international academics, especially
oriental studies and sinology in the East and the West. From the 1900s to the 1920s, around the time Chen be-

o

gan his academic career, there emerged a new tendency of “shortening history,” “enlarging space,” and “in-
creasing materials” in Chinese academics, especially the field of historiography. This new trend along with the
rising popularity of traditional sinology in the East and West caused a great change in the landscape of Chinese
academia. Chen and his peers entered the academic mainstream, i. e. started conversations and even debates
with international scholars on major historical issues; at the same time, they stood at the forefront of China, fa-
cing the world, impelling Chinese academia, especially historians in the first half of the twentieth century, to at-
tach importance to new problems, to excavate new materials, to explore new fields, and break through the tradi-

tional , historical space of Han China, thus initiated a new approach of integrating Chinese and Western learning.

The Taoist Law of Growth and Decline vs. theBuddhist Dependent Origination, a Philosophical Comparison :

a Study Based on Laozi and Madhyamaka Shastra Lin Jiande

Both Taoism and Buddhism are regarded as sapient religions or philosophical schools. What are the similari-
ties and differences of the two traditions in their core ideas The paper analyzes the characteristics of the core
principles of early Taoism and Buddhism by comparing the law of growth and decline as demonstrated in the Dao
of Laozi, with the dependent origination and middle way that “Sunyata” in Madh yamaka Shastra (Mula-madhy-
amaka-karika) aims to reveal. For Madhyamaka Shastra, there are Nidanas or mutual causations among all
things; while for Laozi, all things exist in growth and decline. Although the two seem to have similar aspects,
such as both stating change and impermanence as essential characteristics, the two kinds of laws are actually dif-
ferent in their details. By referencing the thoughts of Agama and Prajna, Madhyamaka Shastra expresses the
intention of middle way as well as the one and only way of Indian Buddhism, making people abandon the two
sides and free themselves from suffering. “Nidana” involves the teachings of Four Noble Truths, Twelve Nidan-
as, Sunyata, Prajnapti, Two Truths, etc. Laozi symbolizes the intellectual tradition of Chinese philosophy,
which develops the modes of yin-yang. or two poles, which also accord with the philosophies of Zhuangzi, The
Book o f Changes and other works. Laozi values change, dialectic, harmony and unity between two things, and
the law of growth and decline extends to philosophical concepts such as Dao, nature, heaven and man, hardness
and softness, activity and motionlessness, yin and yang, truth and falsity, presence and absence. So the Taoist
duality and the one and only way in Madhyamika and Buddhist thought each becomes a paradigm of wisdom on

different dimensions to respond to different issues of life.

A Discussion of “Goodness” in Laozi Li Xiaoying

As a concept, “goodness” in Laozi refers to value judgment of the acts and results in benefiting all things
without striving, not dividing things, all the while transcending form and name. Through the terms “goodness”
or “kind man” which carry ethical judgment, Laozi clearly defined the attribute of goodness as benefiting all

things and harming nothing, just like water; that is the primary meaning of “goodness” in Laozi. The adjective



