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On Dai Zhen’s (1723-1777) Philosophy of Evidential
Research and Its Reflection
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Abstract

Dai Zhen was known as a leading proponent of the evidential research (kaozheng) school
during the Qian Jia Era. However, he regarded kaozheng as primarily a means of
revealing the truth. Moreover, he was regarded as a philosopher rather than as merely a
kaozheng, or textual, scholar. In this respect, his philosophical writings reflect an attempt
to substitute his own philosophy for the Song Philosophy of Principle (lixue). Dai Zhen’s
philosophical writings indicate the impact philology had on philosophical issues. The
methodology Dai Zhen adopted was essentially linguistic, that is, xungu (etymology, lit.,
“glossing”). The merit of this methodology was that it would trace back the original
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meanings of key terms in the Classics, and this in turn, would benefit the understanding
of the Confucian tradition. The aim of this paper is to explore Dai Zhen’s attempt to
reconstruct the Confucian tradition, and to assess his philosophy of evidential research in
order to manifest its value and limitation.

Key words: evidential research scholarship (kaozhengxue), revivalism, philosophy
of principle (neo-confucianism), Han learning, philosophy of evidential research
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HW, ARE (1130-1200) 22k BLEEPE I8 A R & 2 IESTHAI AR, AA,

S5 R Rl A R A X 2 BB 7 SRR ERZ5E R (1736-1820), i
IR, REANAERR IR )y, (B, R ST O B A TE I e R IR
BB . R R AR IR 2 SR BAR, A A 5 2 R R 2 8 1 S A
KA JRFE, R, 2w 2 NER, BiMBMNeA T
REB S, HENE R e BEAE R AR, Wz, Mg
TERLIRZ 7%, HA R EEES DAY A R 7 A de s B 2, T\
AL 2 B3 Th e g dturp 2 JOoR R B 2 s, A0 HL A2 R R Sty AR 7 2 gt
FEALY, DMEE@EME . K, BRIk RS TR, TTAE 2 5
Wit e 180 138 (revivalism). HfESR, W75E 5 OB ERER R 2 PR JL R,
fHE, BB A P BB —fl R By, SUEm S, BRRE—
Fifi 2 7 AT R A 2 L PR SR AT Sl A IR RIS )

FEVL SR, W e LA R R 2 B SRR ARG . AR, SR E
R ILA S R R IR KA R . BT %5 i A B B —FE T B 1M
B Iz A, IRRDR 2B M. A, SRR A e —
FIMAMEME S B EFM O MR, WRICHE R BB A AR, (H
&, A RS LR Y IR L) B, SRR, B R T P AR A S
Sl VR

I, BAMDRAE R RE A, SR B LIRS 2 B A B By Hb ) 1) 32
VTR G TR AR RARAT R 2 AR, WA R RAT A

RUREER G, SHERIERAS Ay, BHAML— I AR, RIS A
ISy W Lo me s HUAN I R B 2 B (Hu 1971); 4R34 I BX g2
SEITE B PE Y SR (Qian 1976). ik REERVLE AR A RN . KA,
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FEATEINE I, 2 8 S5 AR I oo 0 70 G B (1 5 VR AR A S 8 1 A Lz
—REACER AR . BEAR, MR BRI EE, SRR A PR A
NI R RN, AR R DG i R SR e A K R 5 R
A AL I AR IS, REE, Wz IRp JUTIEAT S % — B 2 B B 1) B
SRR 88 A o A A5 5 2 AT A i o AR R A S RS B, TR
A NI (Yu 1978). A2, NSO 25 s B A A Kokt il S i 2
T EMFEME S R T4 2 55 00, W s T L 2 B A — &8, A
W FCARAE A BRI o AR SCZ 50— AR sl st = v B S I W 5t S
TP AR BT SR M N 2 S AR i o B = 00 H G G 2 2 R T B N L I

FH

/po

=, BEEBHBRZ TR

AR EE, TR I A R BRI B I AR B, HLARTUSIC T — R 2
Wrst. BESR, RS sR e I BTG, (FOR, FLARUEAD AT LA RIS E) -+
LAl . JERKEH (960-1126), FLok)FEHAX (618-907). #)JHKEy, fLiHIE
(574-648) H 4% (HLAIER) , b HE Ll AR o i HE 2 A,
A, AAZAE, AV BT —FE SCRRAR ) 2 5 e 24 Ak PR AL IS IE St iz
MER . BLME AR 2 S BRI AR G, D2 AER TR B IR
SERE. WESR, B LUER HUN BHME G R B, (HE, A MRS 7 T 1 oSt
AR R antl, FEIRRE, A I e A ] a0 At 7 AR R B A A A
FH (Pulleyblank 1960, 77-114).

s, HagaRArdRARAR (960-1279) g 2 R ERVIFE, HiE, b
FEIS T I 4S A SR B R (Lo 1976, 1-26). ARARE:F B REH A
W2, A2 BB (1042-1048) 4E[H], BHGA I SEFLBE AT 7 Bk
A2 (HAIERE) o fbMesn] lERacsiA s, WiklE il | 5 2 Bl sRs
R A, UL RS M, fR1H (992-1057) MR F Rk &40 JE =18 (Pi
1987, 202). fEMTT CHFRKY WE, FRIG " Al DL i B I el e o e i
R, MALHESFARHA NRE B (de Bary 1953, 92), F
%A (1021-1086) AFFT =& N EHAR N Z M, R AR AR A AL AR R
LA BMEZ R, T IRTEFE RS L IRE, sa gl 2 4k~ bz s R
(de Bary 1953, 92), B&=& 1Al 2 B, SRACELER AL LS I
RIEAE T 2D, AP e DA R e S 2 R AR e R AR L, IR
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ELRERC YR i § TR S 1T oy P (X [ I AN i5 - R Y b a
HA R Atk 48 8 2“7 3% (Chan 1987, 132).

ALKy, JUILAEYE 1025 4EF)] 1100 4F2 M, Eph[RIRE 04T 95
() B A B RS E 2 W . FERERE T, BREHE (1007-1072)
B HLER A E 2 BB MREE (MY - (AR ZHLEES K (FET)
7 HUEPE. BRI (1036-1101) ¥ (FAMEY F1 () $RHVEAE. Ak
(1019-1101) M 2=l (1009-1059) — N ¥ (i 1) — = nJZEEA s .
A B A S A A UEE TR R B . T A T 2 (1) R B
T HRZREAHIZELE )0 (1279-1368). B (1368-1644) Wi, 41, itz b
7 (1247-1331) MR Z KM% (& 1513 FEIRZE ) — Nl e (i)
S A3 1) (Pi 1987, 202).

BEAR, PRER, JUIE ERGW (1472-1529) A4k, ST A AR,
g, TEH—WEl, FERANMELe Al iR . /0, B —Le8a 4,
P1E (1488-1559). BHES (1541-1617) M A2uk (1541-1620) 25 HI5ir 46 2 5p
INCLERL, RIS e R n) SRR 70t s Bl ) — #4028
S, A A RS AR I A s R T A e e A AR 2 Oy
KA FLE L (Elman 1984, 215-216). Holy 3 HF57 2 I ik g i w) &
R I (1613-1682) AR (Hummel 1943-44, 421-426). vk [ B 4c i
IESEBR AR, AN R By JF. P, AERERE
28, HEZPEKMAGMALETSH TG R —HEE 52
o B ) ) IR A ST 48 8 (Chien 1975, 287-291; Ch’ien 1986, 181-182).
AR TR T M PR T HRIE Y E e B G5 e, W0 2y LB FL it
B AC R, BE R IR 35 (1636-1704) (Hummel 1943-44, 908-910)
2 NI M S WA I 7 2 A —LRIF o N A) S T2, AR T —HOH )
ELART JE\ SR S — R BT ) JBARRE RS, (AL, ZEVEET BT ELER AT (EIman 1984,
43-44), TR TA IR g R AR LA S B R A SR T KOS R . IS
1E B 5 58 AR R IRy, R B — R 2L B E 2. SR — &
B8, BIRZ FERERE (WE e —&. #ER, 7RI,
CHE) 2B, RAVIRCEAZE T, B2, KEL, e
FpeEA . BRI ER &R 75 2200 Js g, HARBE SO =, ke
CHSCMER) T NPTt b — & am bl i IR K 2 U5 R 538 i e 2
(Hummel 1943-44, 909-910).
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F—EENYE IR RO R 2y R SRR BN, A,
figfe T —FER MR VE S . SEAR, IR S E 2 H R AR 3
L B, frmEss s, SO A 2 w8 S A8 U 5 1 55 S AN ] BBk,
B [ LS H 88 FH A 25 R AN [ S 487 40 S Sk 2 Tk IR, BB Pt
N JTIEER R R T RIS B T ), LA R A 2 2 e ) B
Bl (Hummel 1943-44, 423-424), [ %35 —dl, AeAE—#rad, & BHAR
R TS (1223-1296) Prfii ., A1, g lat— E 8-l
A B4EEAT (EIman 1984, 45).

Wb —IRp ] 2 B3 2 By LS i) 2 38 5 T R A — R AR, ROAR AR
XKW T, W0t 2 fan N SE R g2 B b i DAAR B0, 1 S R Al R A 2
B Fans9 A =, H— 2R TP, i K2 B4R (Dai 1975, 305); )
— R R AR B B2 5K 2 RN AL B = % 5822 2 B SRR R (Dai 1975,
1100), DASU: S8 VR DR e B, A N A SRR B 2 2 Al 2K
FEZNCA o 2T RS RE, woaaie e Bt ok B X, B
R FUAHE Y B, N0 H, SRULH SR A AP 2 a2

VAR B B 2 2 B ), R RRAR AR S il 5 L A
o [RINE, Ay TR — FK, 25 e S8 AEAE SR TR TR ) JE R ARAR
Ay, JRRIGIRLEEACZ RS, DU oe AR AR A QB S AR R B BRI DAL,
AR G R B AR A 2 A BESEAE b, BB Rt vI A5 I, D&,
FEIEA] b, AR B R 29350 (Liang 1972, 33).  HJA Wz 54 5475 5 A v
BT SIS H A Z BEIE, DRI, )\ A0 2 2 e S50 T U 2 55

WL SRR A I BRI A, i BORARH B K 2 R L
WA P ARl . FEMARAR KA NG e 2 A b, g S AE R — Rl
TR, iy g — R A H o SR 2 SR PRI, 2 e B R A P A it
L R B P B ST AR B 2 SORRE R L, W HL, s, AR S
TRRSE . SER L OROCEE, BORR KR RS, MBS, HIE. &A% K
Wy R AR B A R AN ) 2 G b MM R A B [ sk ] F T f
AL o TS B S REM Z ERE S ReET, HAR RO (3G &R IE
i) M (ERIESMREmY —EP . A R EREE T, ER
(1697-1758) FliimE — N4l 2y & e 1K)
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ik M - O AN 2 BB R A 2 SR R N YR 2 BN, W H, At
BT AR N 5 . SR 2 FEAR i T N 3T, LR U, |
(Liang 1973, 68) b i AR A% 5% 5K 2 B A2 B 4% L AC B L[] 45 2 H A7
(Liang 1972, 33). Mkith, H QAR SAE F R LI fy . A2,
DLz VE R B &S e B AR ME R, PRk, fffSr b )\ ALV SRR 2 T 1)
SR, B B P B 2 HE SR I e, LA ARy H AT S 7 PR AT T A
M ARE S B nl A e < S0, DRI, SR AL A LR B0 v, 16 S0 AT DU s

N, S AY

TR

= BRZBEER
B T RE VS AR R R TR T B o BRI A B DA AR N LR AT
e, WIRWIATR T, AR HiR R TSR XK I (Dai 1975,
1100). SRICH R, b2 BT LA FLAS L Ty 2 T 88 N2 B K38, ReAral
2 (Dai 1975, 1099).  flh EAk K AG X LI BE Ry, 8IS 3 S RIE ) 2%
AR, A PR AT
g, WM, proliEg, HEW, PG, KA RSN/
By, HCFLUE TS, Hai s LT EBEZ0E. (Dai
1975, 1102)
DRI, 6 2 U ol A B TG AR TR A R LB, T IS dEE 2 v el A BLIG
TIRE LR B R 2 TR, M, AEfh A B D
FEALBRZEMN, HILEAL R R,

BESR, FURE A LR RSN AR P, (R, Al
KL WA E R R TR IR AG 2RI, A
B3 4—FE H ¢ (Dai 1975, 1099), ifi MUl 2 04— B H R MY T
Bt . MK EEH PRSIk sk Em, HAZMALSMAE D
JITIR R s 17 22 WO R R ) R BRIk 2 B R S T B o AR e — VR £ 7V,
P A ] 4 5 — i v P B, BRI R TR, DR, R
bV ER I 2 K MBS R — B ) e 0

RN A R A O BR A T AT A

WFEZ . sk 5w 5 2 ik
TP B 2 HAb SRR 2 BESE, W, H

2
BOWUR B, ORI B
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MUKSCER S o ARG R 22t RAEARR B (5 RC
HY o CEEEY « (R K OKEED .

EAR, K DR L e B 7 T 2 B o R T A A 5% O T (1728-1804)
SR (1729-1781) SEMiBK GlE s (HJE, BORAARMS B AR 5 A
BRI H Y, HEAEE SR EEM . RN Z B2 K 2 IR
T NI e o i N I S = P e I (S AT
5 G P VR e e A R ] LA ) ) 27 B A AR AR AR 2 B

WK TR EERYUA N =3 (—) o (JBEE) -
1766 E52EET A (Cheng 1971). () . (&) : BN 1772 4F.
(=)« (ETTFEHE) « 1777 4E58K (Chin 1990). = #B1E 5 H s %
Tt SR CCB A A B B2 2 L |y 5 P BB 2 AN [ RB

TEMEE— 3B ETamE RE) h, SRECE ARAREEEE, N6 AR B 1 M in LA
Heh o EIE, A AT AT 2 52 AR AR 3 RLAR SO K A e R 2 R Tk
(Chang 1962, 346). 7EAhZE i EAE (&) 1, MKRERAMEFR L £
LB OB R A . BESR Wk, (HR, JRHE R BB — SR
(ETFHBAE) P, SRS ARAC L5 7 BRI A S, B G
Bz A, AT AR R R A 2 2 BT AR B AR 2 R I
DRI 2%, MEAERE O R KPR i six . T (T Emiag) —F IR
2 328 BRI 2 iEAE AR T 2% a JRAR B AR P B [ 2 87 % (Elman
1984, 19). fEAWIH, FRICHTIESEE 2 F 4 AR B G s ) B AR At
PR T B A U 1y VB 2 R, W L, AhdEAbAEE TS A
VR TR 2 — 5y o DRIl BRECHE 2 wee B2 (R AT 0 R A 1) 7 B B — 5%
SERA[AM, HIEHAHK (Chang 1963, 709). #ECHIFY (& 1) FrERHK
JNERAC e B FEHE R R AEEE Rt —FE
R PR (1) — 3 SIBUF PR X i 5 R K & 2 JEHE (Elman
1984, 19).

T B SR AR P AT DA HE R 2 S AR R R i P e S 1
WA TAR L g s 7 0 A LR, (H2, EEMb AR (RE) 212, HiE
A AR ERE T Fl o I8 P AR AR AR MR SR 3L A B 2 5. eAh,
WA, PR S i i 5 AR R 5 by G H, AR N ZHAE
PRI [H] 2 WIFGUA A AT BRI % e 5 . WO e EL R AE A B ah e S I B 5
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R H SR R PR A . MR, SRR L S R
s R BN ANE B, LI R S AR A AN T A L
% AF(Zhang 1974, 57). HESR, FRRZ H2AERME R RRIL AN SZ B, (HE,
WCAR 2L BRI ik HIR AR E: WA, e DR AR SR
B MR TR

. BEZEBZEAEAERE
RUTET SCATER Y, RGE I ER A IT IR AT R R S R R R s b 2 E
BLFE G SRR IR IO TR VAR R PR . A AEM AR R 4G L T B
F# (1735-1815) A5G4,

BEE LRk, AERME, RN L. A, RSN
. HE. 2, MECUERGES. A2 = TERE, R A EEL
ZJ5AfE . (Duan 1971, 5)

BESR, R AT )0y B AN IR 2 BN AR, R, BRI S, W)
FHIHAH T, A Es :
Kz FEW, Frol s S, PreUsGE#E .t BUE I,
A DOl HE, A SRPTRETS, B sEE, fFIK GROURTS),
SARSNICETH W B E ARG, . SRR IO IR RE A, AR
M =) e, Rlm—F2 8, EEHBLS, ANE, A%
#4352 . (Dai 1975, 1098)

DI, e S ) Y30 P P LAOSE 2 H A AR i 5 S B2 T3 75

SR, FRICIIAR 2 T BE SR B SO PSR DA B, H2, LR T
HEABRERAL, G LA R R I I FOE AR SR 2 B D). Rk, 7R
CJFEEY , FIGAE AR BE (MU EETELEE, e (R T T FmaE) —FHT,
PG R I T A 2 B, Rt T DA LT B b k. MR e
ZHERE, FRBA T R S I R AR A 2 AR B DD

WG PP AE SR T s B T B 2 e . IR 2 i
R B — MR F B2 7k, JRRIEIEE 2 7% (Elman 1984, 19). {94,
(LT FROE) —F, A8, B T8 FL T B T RIE] &K
BETE] # L=k B (] &0k B M) . T8 . 148 .
[ ] &M ICE O Bk —RRE R lah . 2 T e g L
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Al RG2S, WRICYIBWI R MEl AR . filan, FICHRE T3] 52
JRFSoAZ A F, ki SCEE. UUEL., EPEAEEE, MmN AW
fH (58-147) 2 (FASCRRT-) o BR T MR —rilah 2 R gk, e s]
(ZEY « (ET) « CPREY K (BERC) S 2 iy sk s B AL RV
WG A DA B A5 AR G A AR BN AR, A RS B AR
KRS . PCRESRRE R IREE  J5ik, SRR, Rl A e DU AR K
B LR AR 2 M. WRICER Ay, R R MR I DA
s JhRR 2 sz B ol KB R W H, B2 RS R
Z HBAIER( Dai 1975, 1100). Kz, B8t SEAE )5 Re s 2l . 3RS
A TRUR, L. sz FHdi kWA, MEMEe. BeSUMz. |
(Dai 1975, 305) B4k, RICIRzv:  [ARLIAE, Afi# DL O b A AR 2% iy B2 B AT
SR, MBS P EARZ M. | (Dai 1975, 1100) AR K2 E3EY) )Y
SERRIRAR SR IR AR BB, [RIk, ] A e o R K el I8 =K
#2% (Dai 1975, 1088).

K, WoRZ H PR, TSR, ISR SRR 5
A AR WIS DL B R 2 O sAE U S 00, TR REAC 4R
J IR 2 FLB, S8 T LA e 2 07 ARG K 2 i . 3= LA
IR J — S R B 2 B AT SRR S B AR T (5 5 2 F i 55 00, JE
H RIAE R VRAR A L FE 2 A A H LW UG i 5 2 2 B k. 22,
VAR S5 ) g7 HRhR 2 58 e — e MEE

W 2 SR A BB DI R R RAR S Ui i 5 OB 30, e B
SERERAT R o PRHBGRAE (il 7 R ats) — R ROR B A 5
ZRRPAE Z AP AT A SRR Ay, RIS B K A R R PT LU
BECA Rl 52 D At A e = LE M 1) 2% 8 B 2 L Rk, DAL T ok A £
SR 2 TEERE R . N2, SR YR S A A B AR
il H 2 I35

W PR 2 5 58 1 e — MR E R e A 2 Uik W, WOR A
(E7) —EHIrEziekE, BRI (1) &2 3 EEas e aaiiEg,
WAEH R g . WK A, Hdalah 7 2 Ik EGEEIR R Tk, AR
(PEL . TH] SERRE L 58, Wth, A DU AR I B SOl S A gt
B8 S e it} (8
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S8 P % e A ORI ST i R SR W BER TV T OEE,  [RJ R
I PH AR A (e B S Ao A T VR B 2 AR A P RE IR WA i v =
A JREe, WS F RS A EE Y 2%,

R, Ib— [RS8 Bl S sorh 2 R 1738, BEA Y
FIME. W, WRER (ETY —EERRE, LTRSS TR R H
WEE T, W () iz 3 AR A AR 384T RE (Lao 2005, 608).
SR, FUE AT RE 2% T — KRIRE, JRED G TAramie, FrHEE S RO o5
ez HH S k. &R, — 23 s am Ry, ARG
AlE—EE T URRLAEN, MMM A2, mRels, HE
Vo BT 2Rk EE T e, USRI —FEE 2Bz, mhE gt
Eorh 2 BAARTEE (Lee 2007, 169). BEFEEHIAE . FHE L LLEL 2.

B A, W, E TR TR T, EETHZ T4 T
BB R T 2 [ ] 74, BRI R HE S M BAR
(Lao 2005, 609). [Kith, & ANAE RS 5 2 SCRRIRE, o LAA S SCRR
th 2z — DR aE A B IR R b AR, R R .

fRik, SRAEGCR IS Z 7, WA GET) b IR A, W
DLEHLI R A, LA A T S5, BB BT F . T I 3
RRBLI TR U BT, IR, TR,

SN T

FEBh B K ZEET, RAU B 7 L SR 2Bt A e
PRAE I 2 i 5t AN — 1500, WeaR 5 )3 B A QL Ay X
AR IEARMN LR 2 FWWI T AR S S 3 A PR 2 [ ),
Iy Hot— A B E M R S mH AREM 5571 MBI, ¥
S F R R S M — T SR R L MRS, &y TIERUE— H I,
AAPIER A R S VA A ARG X B E R T A,

WREWR A R B B R &y, MbRIRIE S5 VL& B v 4,
HLAELE AR A i 1o 80 ST IT ST 2 HIAE B Rt o AR S AR O A 52,
FEIE T, b B S gk, SRl ISRk, RS B AAUK
AL A NEVRIRZN L FURR, A2 AT o
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WA E R R At 2 B, W H, fhiRAHEEEAY L
SRR H I, R BB R - FBON E . WK R 2T
AR ERHRREBFT ki — Moo, [FIRE, o H s i S e o 2
M. AR 5 V5 2 BN e ReB i s rh E B GE 2 g, WH, K
U, BHRBRE GG R BN E— B E 2%, B, SUEH R —
R TR AR T, WA [ DL AR AR B L

W, WoE [UGES 2B RS 2 ) Uik, T
PR 2 S L SRR e iy, P 2 T B R R A
st BT IE 2 Rl S BOBAT ARG 2 R, SGRRRATRE RS Tk
ACGEWAE S 2 B R B g, N e N R AVRAR B AR A S
J33, AN AT

WOR PTG AR E R A S N2 SR, 76 FIL&CKRy, Booc
(1764-1849) S FEAIE (1763-1820) HR FHFH Sk ECAH 7] (1) 77 925 25 Fh g Al 2 vpr 32 2
WM& 2 &2 (Elman 1984, 21). 76— HACHT, R ARG AN 2 AT PR
APPSR B 200 . HE iAo e b BUR A s b Hup e ok
BT K% (1869-1936) FTadlA], Wiz 2 KR FrniEE (Zhang 1985, 122-124;
Lee 1993).

Dai Zhen (1723-1777) in njegova filozofija dokaza in njena refleksija

Osnovna hipoteza ¢lanka se nanasa na vprasanje metode, ki je bila skupna vsem
pripadnikom Struje dokazovanja in se osredotoca na ozje vpraSanje po tem, na kaksen
nadin je bila ta metoda uporabljena pri sestavi (preporodu) »nove« konfucijanske
aksiologije. Avtor se najprej osredotoCi na vprasanje metode, ki je bila skupna vsem
pripadnikom Struje dokazovanja in se nato posveti obravnavi oZjega vprasanja po tem,
na kakSen nacin je bila ta metoda uporabljena pri sestavi (preporodu) »nove«
konfucijanske aksiologije. Prvi del ¢lanka podrobno predstavi Strujo dokazovanja v
obdobju zgodnje dinastije Qing. Drugi je posvefen analizi razvoja Dai Zhenove
filozofije, tretji pa izpostavi specifiko Dai Zhenove metodologije in njene povezave z
njegovim idejnim sistemom.

Lee Jer-shiarnov prispevek vsebuje predstavitev in opredelitev posamicnih hipotez
iz sodobnega teoretskega spora o metodologiji interpretacije kitajske filozofije: avtor
zagovarja hermenevticni pristop in utemelji tezo, po kateri je Dai Zhenova nova
metodologija dokaza temeljila na lingvisticnem in hermenevticnem (in ne na
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analiti¢nem) utemeljevanju. Filozofsko delo in nove metodologije, katere je razvijal Dai
Zhen (1723-1777), ki sodi k najpomembnej$im kitajskim teoretikom 18. stoletja, je v
akademskih krogih zahodne sinologije in moderne kitajske teorije namre¢ Se vedno
predmet burnih razprav. Avtorjeva dobro utemeljena teza predstavlja pomemben
doprinos v sodobnih debatah, opredeljenih z vprasanjem o metodoloski specifiki
tradicionalne, zlasti novoveske, kitajske teorije. Kljub temu, da avtor vseskozi zagovarja
uporabo hermenevti¢ne metode, je pri¢ujoci Clanek sestavljen tudi v skladu z naceli
filolosko analiti¢nih pristopov.

V nadaljevanju svojega prispevka avtor podrobno razisce teoretske implikacije vrste
novosti, ki jih je v novovesko kitajsko metodologijo vnesla Dai Zhenova filozofija
dokaza: medtem ko so njegovi predhodniki iz Struje dokaza v dokazu videli cilj vsakega
spoznanja, in so pogosto izvajali »dokazovanje zaradi dokazovanja«, je dokaz pri Dai
Zhenu predstavljal zgolj sredstvo za razkrivanje strukture resnice (zhen ).
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