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ABSTRACTS

(1) The Contemporary Construction of the Chinese System of Academic Discourse
Wu Xiaoming et al. * 5 *

Editor s Note: The great social and economic achievements in China since 1949, and
especially in the past thirty plus years of reform and opening up, have to some degree remolded
global ideas of development, offered a major challenge to various Western theories and doctrines,
and provided new opportunities for the contemporary development of humanities and social
sciences. In order to meet the challenges of our time and the demands of socie-economic
development and to advance the construction of an academic system with Chinese characteristics,
a Chinese style and a Chinese spirit, Social Sciences in China Press held its third ( September
2009, Xi an) and fourth (August 2010, Yichun) forums on social sciences frontier studies in
China with Northwest University and Heilongjiang University respectively, on the subject of
“the contemporary construction of the Chinese system of academic discourse. "On the basis of the
two forums, we have organized this set of articles.

Professor Wu Xiaoming from the School of Philosophy of Fudan University believes that
what is crucial is how contemporary academic discourse can enter deep into the specific content
produced by our historical practice, so that this content can be truly grasped intellectually and
studied academically. Professor Bing Zheng of the Center for Fundamentals of Philosophy, Jilin
University, argues that contemporary philosophical themes and discourse systems should change
with the requirements of cultural development and that we should explore a new national spirit
based on cultural reflections and cultural critique, the construction of specific cultural ideas and
cultural inheritance and innovation. Professor Qu Lindong of the School of History of Beijing
Normal University holds that we should construct the “skeleton" of a historical discourse system
in contemporary China on the basis of a new understanding of Marxist historical materialism;
strengthen research on the legacy of Chinese historiography as a major source of this discourse
system; and, with a broad field of vision and an open mind, learn from and digest the positive
findings of overseas historiography as a supplement to the Chinese discourse system. Zheng
Hangsheng, from the Center for Studies of Sociological Theory and Method of Renmin
University of China, believes that Chinese sociology has undertaken an odyssey from
unconsciousness to consciousness in promoting the localization of sociology, creating academic
discourse and grasping academic discourse power. To move from the periphery to the center,
Chinese sociology must gain a better control of discourse power and reach the commanding
heights of discourse power on a basis of theoretical consciousness. Zeng Lingliang, the Cheung
Kong Professor of the Institute of International Law of Wuhan University, points out that the
construction of the discourse system of international law in contemporary China should, on the
one hand, systematically reflect the basic content and fundamental features of contemporary
international law and jurisprudence and their discourse system, and on the other hand,
comprehensively, correctly and in a timely way embody Chinese innovations in this regard since
1949, especially in the past thirty years of reform and opening up.

(2) The Significance of Historical Materialism for History —Some Reflections on the Facts, the
Phenomena and the Laws of History Chen Xianda * 42 *
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