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Abstracts

The Care Regime: On the Polity of Imperial China Li Xiaobo

It seems a conventional knowledge that the imperial China was characteristic of feudalism and tyranny. How-
ever, the knowledge generated in history has inevitable limitations. Originated in the late Qing Dynasty, the
theory of imperial China’s tyranny was first derived from outsiders”’observations on China’s polity, which was
later accepted domestically. In the West, the evolution of regime classification, including the theory of tyranny,
witnessed the transition from local knowledge to general knowledge, among which the particularity of China has
been largely ignored, and in turn the connection and continuity between imperial China and modern China was
poorly explained. Hence, it is imperative to reconsider the polity of imperial China from the perspective of Chi-
nese local knowledge. We believe the theory of “care regime” describes the imperial China more accurately,

which helps to lower the “cut-the-toes-to-fit-the-shoes” risk when apply western polity theories to China.

A Study ofthe Acceptance History of Li Ling before the Tang Dynasty .

With the Discussion of the Spread and Authenticity of Li’s Works Ding Hongwu

The understanding and evaluation of Li Ling mainly experienced three times of development and evolution be-
fore the Tang Dynasty. In 81 B. C. , Su Wu’s return caused a new round of inspection and discussion of Li Ling’
s case in the Han Dynasty, which set the tone of Ban Gu’s narration of Li Ling. Hereafter, Cai Wenji returning
to the Han Dynasty draw renewed concern and reflection of Li Ling among scholars, and the collation of The
Collection of Li Ling as well as the compilation of “A Supplementary Biography of Li Ling” were the products
of new understanding and interpretation of Li at that time. After the so-called “Uprising of the Five Barbari-
ans”, the acceptance of Li Ling entered a new stage: the cultural elites such as Liu Kun made affirmation of Li
Ling, and broke the former evaluation model of sympathy supplemented by criticism; the northern minorities
such as Xianbei yearned Li as their ancestor, and highlighted Li’s symbolic significance in the fusion process a-
mong the Han nationality and non-Han nationalities; literati of the Southern and Northern Dynasties such as
Jiang Yan showed admiration to Li Ling, and completed the transformation of Li’s image from “warrior” to
“scholar”, and Li’s status in the history of literature was thus established. It is difficult to distinguish whether
Li’s handed-down works were authentic or counterfeit. Those works which were mostly considered as being au-
thentic before the Tang Dynasty, aroused suspicion since the Song Dynasty. However, neither complete nega-

tion or complete affirmation can be correct judgment.

Academicians and Literature Actions of

the Institute for the Cultivation of Literature of the Tang Dynasty Hu Xu, Hu Qian

There are many contradictory records about the positions of academicians of the Institute for the Cultivation
of Literature being established during the Jinglong years in the reign of Emperor Zhongzong of Tang. Through
comparative research of related classics, it can be known that academicians of the institute were selected in every
year of A.D. 708, 709, and 710. In these three years, the number of the academicians were 29 in total, which
was consistent with the number in “A Record of the Institute for the Cultivation of Literature in the Jinglong
Years.” Yet the numbers of “four Grand Academicians, eight Academicians, and twelve Auxiliary Academi-
cians” recorded in classics such as Institutional History of Tang and New Book of Tang were merely planned
numbers when the institute was established in A. D. 708. In the subsequent actual operation, none of the exact
number of three kinds of academicians coincided with the original plan. Although the literature actions of the a-
cademicians advocating form and technique were quite influential at that time and played a role in the Tang litera-

ture, those actions were trivial as a whole, and even impeded the benign process of literature in early Tang.

Investigatingthe Confucian Thought of “Human Nature Being Innate” .
From Pre-Qin Period to the Western Han Dynasty Zhou Chicheng
Xunzi is usually recognized as insisting that the human nature is evil, which however is contradict with the

textual facts. The central idea of Xunzi on human nature is that it isinnate, while the idea of evil human nature



