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Towards“the Ontology of Relationship”; On the Theoretical Basis

Reconstruction and Rational Orientation of Dialogical Teaching
ZHANG Qiong , ZHANG Guang-jun

(School of Education Science/Center for Contemporary Education Research and Dewvelopment ,
South China Normal University , Guangzhou 510631, China)

Abstract: “The ontology of relationship”is the core of Buber’s “dialogue”theory, and “I-
thou relation”is one of his important thoughts. Analyzing the theoretical basis, the research
logic, main views and the weakness of dialogical teaching research on the basis, it proposes
that the key theoretical basis of dialogical teaching should be identified as “the ontology of
relationship” instead of “I-thou relation” thought; the spirit of dialogical teaching is relation
instead of mutual subjectivity. The research of dialogical teaching with “relation-generating”
orientation based on the generative teaching-learning philosophy is more reasonable and ad-
vantageous than that of dialogical teaching with subject-object dichotomy orientation and mu-
tual subjectivity orientation. Then, the research and practice of dialogical teaching should
take “relation-generating”orientation in the future.
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