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Abstract

Renaissance: The Artistic Background of the Origins of the Modern Science (p. 1
YANG Yu— ling
(Northeastem Univemsity ai Qinhuangdao, Qinhuangdao, Hebei;
(College of Humanities Craduate School of the Chinese Academy of Sciences Beijing)

The European Renaissance has laid a solid foundation in the Arts and Humanities for the Modern Science. Enhanced by the arts commu-
nity with innovative retro atmosphere, for the academic tradition of modem science and laid the foundation for a clear way faward. Humanism
and realism is a perect pair, for people to take the mitiative to set up the goal of understanding the wold and make a good model. That the
demands of reality and the ideal and further experiments and to obsewe the perfect combination of mathematical methods. The discovery of the
arts community who found each other and the world in the open door of the soul, it also opened the door to modern science. To a certain

sense, there would be no modern science are woted in rich il without the power of the Renaissance Art.

Intelligence and Culture: A New Fussion of Horizons (p. 8)
JIANG Jing— chuan

(Institute of Education Science; Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing Jiangsu)

In the 1980s culture movement came forth in psychology fields and psychologists began to set a high value on cultural trait of mind and
behavior. Culture became an important interpret dimension, and the relationship between intelligence and culture was valued unprecedentedly.
Thereby, intelligence and culture which o self— governed ever had burst forth a new fussion of horizons. Based on relationship model of in-
telligence and culture, this paper discusses some empinical researches about intelligence and culture via Paradigm of implicit theory and explicit
theory. Author points that these researches have advanced the wide comprehension about intelligence and have laid the foundation for the future
research on cultural intelligence.

Ecological Aesthetics in Daoism (p. 14)

KONG Ling—hong's CAO Ren— hai’
(1. Daocism Study Center; Zhejiang University, Hangzhouw Zhejiang
2. Deparment of Foreign Languages Taizhou College; Taizhow Zhejiang)

There is aesthetics in the ecological thought in Daoism. Daoism regards Dao as ontology and founds an ecological aesthetics system featur-
ing naturalism. There are differences between philosophical Daoism and religious Daoism, but religious Daoism inherits the basic ecological
aesthetics of philosophical Dacism, bases on life, details and broadens them. In aesthetical practices Daoism also makes great contribution.
Daoist s aesthetical thinking and practical methods are in opposition to theory of knowledge, pay atiention to intuition and learning through
practice. Daoism puts forth the model of ecological man and the blueprint ideal ecological society, and hard woik for them. Ecological aesthet-
ics and practices in Daoism are outstanding and of a unique style, can give us inspiration for developing modern ecological philosophy, as a

new mormal fom, can make great effects to westem anthropocentrisn and its technological society.

Form and Information——On Structrue of Being and Structure of Language (p. 19)
GAO Bing— jiang
(Department of Philosophy, Huazhong Univessity of Science and Technology, Wuhan Hubei)

The ot of the word infomation is form, which can be traced back to Plato’ s idea( Form) and Ariatotle’ s morphy (form), both of idea
and morphy regard being as a kind of rational structure and understandable order that can be communicaied and the stiucture of language and
existence can be futther traced to Barmenides Being, which is compatible to object as well as to logic. Information is to give structiue, yet the
stucture of being is denved from the structure of cognition.

Thought Experiments and Its Epistemic Questions (p. 25)
WANG Hua— ping
(Center for the Research of Language and Cognition, Zhejiang Univewsity, Hangzhou, Zhejiang)
There are varieties of thought expeniments both in natural science and in philosophy. Nevertheless, even thought experments are admit-
tedly valid there are still such epistemic questions as how they can let us gain new knowledge about world while dispensing with experiential
inputs, and as how new knowledge can be justified. In this atticle, the author argues that thought experiments on the one hand reify the logic

of discovery, thus let us gain new knowledge via helping us validly recomposing old experience; on the other hand they are valid just because
they can be reformed to sound arguments.

Embodied Reason: The Opportunity for the Development of Naturalized Epistemology (p. 31)
LI Shu—ying
(College of Humanities and Law, Tianjin Polytechnic Univesity, Tianjing)

The problem of naturalized reason is the controversy between traditional epistemology and naturalistic epistemologys but they have a com-
mon view on reason thatis they both understand it basing on Caitesian dualisn. So, the solution to this controversy is to reconstruct the con-
cept of reason. In other words reason isn t the pure and transcendental reason which divorced from the cognitive subjects but the embodied
reason which situated at the life—world and based on the evolution of the organism and it was in the social practice. As the opposition to du-
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