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Knowledge, Truth and Culture Crisis
wES FHRPRANFHALFER
Cawer Yu Hong Kong Institute for the Study of Chinese Theology

[ERE]
Postmodernism, despite its severe critique of modemity, is nothing
but radicalization of subjectivism that is intrinsic to the vision of knowl-
- edge and truth in the Enlightenment From Nietzsche onward , those who re-
volt against the Enlightenment make the Will and not Reason as the foun-
dation of knowledge and truth. Truth or knowledge thus becomes creative
construction at the will of man as the subject. However in our present ége,

it is the Will of the human person that is the most questionable. What we

- -are-confronted -with -in the present age is precisely the reality of hollow

men devoid of identity and will, of men without inwardness.

Why has Western culture come to such a predicament? Some point to
the loss of critical awareness which defines the nature of the Enlighten-
ment , with the result of modermn man being blinded by the scientistic world
—view he constructed. Others point to the totalitarian character of any
system of explanation which claims totality. _

We propose that the real problem lies in the concept or vision of
truth intrinsic to the Enlightenment. Truth or knowledge is regarded as
something that is to be grasped in abstraction from one’ s existence, as
something external to one’s being, not knowing that the one to grasp is in
fact part and parcel of the reality to be grasped.. Regarding reality as
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nothing but the blue print of the grand design of the universe, the founders
of the Enlightenment took an objectivistic approach to reality and therefore
to truth. Taking such objectivistic approach, the subject becomes and ob-
stacle to pure reality. Doubt about knowledge of the external world be-
comes inevitable . Approach to knowledge thus became intellectual gymnas-
tics to find epistemological certainty. Out of epistemological despair, sub-
jectivism, skepticism and relativism have become the norm of the day.

An alterntive perception of truth is_proposed. Incarnation — the Word
became flesh — is the model. Truth is not Theoria. Truth is that which
touches the very core of our being. It arises out of the life — world where
we move and have our being. To seek for truth, one cannot take a detached
‘theoretical’ attitude. One has to open one’ s being to it. At the same
time, the seeker of truth can no longer regard himself as ‘subject’ , as that
which has the capability to subject the object of his knowledge . Rather he
has to let the personal realm of being, which reflects the reality of his own
being , show him the way to know . In the personal realm of being, one can-
not suppose oneself to be a subject over — against other persons as ob-
jects. The others have their subjectivity which determines the way they are
to be known. Revelation is common in the ‘intercourse among human per-
sons. Revelation involves relation, involvement and commitment. That is
the Christian approach to real knowledge of truth. God as the Absolute
Subject invites us to open ourselves to His revealing Himself. It is an invi-
tation of mutual participation and interpenetration. In this journey of
grasping truth, our life is shaped and determined by the truth in which we
have a part. '

MEFERIBRER, ERFBEULEHINE T, BX



R EHS53RENL 251

B EBEERIL AR, S R, — VA R B AR
HARERENY ., RIIFTLEWIIENERA, HEEEN R
SRR (Vision) J3& , —VIRH#E RIR E AR R AR H A i ST
M= St R o T . YRR 3 R U, I W
S REREIRMY . MAHER T, AT _—F “EH
AR (“a way of world — making” )D, BEIRFE K, RATHALHY
BRI E O s e — U0 B — . ARTRUERE
AT EER IR A AR B R AN R m], TR MR A s R AR 1
B, MR B R . BRE (N2 WL AH) L =2
FR EEMER . R, BEEE A, Y5BEEERMN, ERA
RN, ARABERARARE B S EENEE 5 H
2,

R AR AT G50 A A 0 (AL S A
HR, MEIFERRT B £ BERER, - LSR5
SR, At T AR B R A A (reality) , L SE i T AL AL
“H R EIZR” (world - picture) o AT, HERE S MK EER T (the
Gospel of the Will) LA, R A B SE 0L 2 ERERI BT BRAAANHISE
O, BATIFEARD X ZZEEHIED . MR KK (Franz Katka) T
B30T (James Joyce) SEME4F(T. S. Eliot) JEL75 (Robert Musil) .36 5
+ 2 (Thomas Mann) . D1 724% (Samuel Beckett) . 215 (W.H. Auden) , 3
H B 5 A9 4% B 3T (Gunter Grass) , D1 % (Saul Bellow) %, FAT1ER AT
EIARARGSFR ERZUAEERIEZ MR G, X
sefeg 0 B, MASULRRWEILRR 1 A% (BAEEW S 4)

A (person) & 32T B . DA EBTFIREHORSUERIOME, R
AGFNZE A A RIS X I SR 4T o

@ Nelson Goodman HIZE4E The Way of World — Making 83X W0 S B A AR,
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— 78 (David Riesman) ,40—50 4ERMAL %K, HEE
Z A The Lonely Crowd: A Study of the Changing American Character F*
1950 FE R XA B EEEX L= R A A—HRA P
IR ARBENRBMANER, REEEBRE, " AEN
A, e BT R BB B A E T — R R MER
HH . FEE XN P AN P4 T (tradition — directed)
MIN. 7E58 BB, RS S, NEE T Dkt &, fbh
—MNER B, X BEE TN EENEE, JPA G haE AR
FHMBRER . XN AR“NIERE"H, H=HEBORE T
WA, BACH N AR “fl2 A 17 (other — directed) ], BRAX
AR B TR HRBIRE, lﬂ?@lﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁ]&é&’n‘* =1, &ﬁﬁﬁfn MR
XEHE. BRAREMZ

— ¥ (Erich Kahler) ,60—70 XA LIS R . fhAIE/E
The Tower & the Abyss: An Inquiry into the Transformation of Man J*
1967 SR AR, FFTE M BT A AH S B . BlETE s, V8 5 Xk 7E#
SERHE Y B AE 8 P AR A B A A B A R R, ZA R
BT, B B AE AT IR, N B S MR R 3 A
B SUEIAN, ERRAERAKMMERTES, 2R TEGRA
2T, NBISR 2 TAMERE R H B, R, A AZERES O
(center of integration) BB REME BT BUAR , A N TE B L A HE HE S5
BEEAWBERERNRAZZIN. BELN AR, Kahler FjiE: AK
FHBHRESNEN AR MR, R T, B8 falR? T
PR G PIRIR Y 5 53 fEH . @

® £ David Riesman, The Lonely Crowd: Study of the Changing American Character,
New Haven: Yale University Press, 1950.

@ 2N, Erich Kahler, The Tower and Abyss : An Inquiry into the Transformation of Man,
New York:The Viking Press, 1967.
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= VWL (Wolf - Dieter Narr) , 80 A — P8 E L K55, #A]
HEBI7E4 830 F R A5 BUE X PG 7 S EIbr . NI
HFE SR SE LT T “— M EH RS 1S (a society of
conditioned reflex) , ZEH H “M AWM EBEEM REFMER LB
BIPIAE &, WA 20 8 M i R “ N7 Ot — 2B 48, “ BL A
FEHT 2 (Riesman) . K225 14 (Mitscherlich) . 55 16 (Weber) & Ak £ H:
e TR B A AT R AL, T ARTEEAR B, £ T4
AKRETREWDLE K ER TR OXF 9 W3R U1, AT T4k
HIRHRIE R — B Z e Ay JBRZ A AN B2 B E U Y
N BB, 10 AT 152 A& 75 A% ( dissolved personality) AT,

JeSR B R EE SR B MR , )5 S LUK PG 5 AR
FEAGHRR R LRSS , H LA B AR o 50 E 2 i 48 XK
WX RAIFRE . SR AR S 5 S5 ¥ WS
BB — s, A “F WA W ELESZ WM, I BB
AR EREEENERARUZ AR EENITER, B EE
B, BRI, B EE SPEH AR ERE T B %
et R, TATE MR R—F B B3, HArae i3
IR R “ 5 B 7 (coherent) B X R4, 1FEEE X H DB
BT, SRR AR B, TR —E LR
EENEERLOHE A DR A RERE R, fER—Ek
TR % IR 7 A A B LS R 32 LR I Y S, 3 T
T AN ERZTEEFEEMENES, AT, JERIBTNEE

@ Wolf Dieter - Narr, “Toward A Society of Conditioned Reflexes, ” Observation on the Spi-
ritual Situation of the Age, ed. Jiirgen Habermas, Cambridge, Mass. : MIT Pxfss,l984,p.36.ﬁpi
BERAF : “Our modem society has beome a society of conditioned reflexes, a society where the
individual is important only as a bearer of attributes with reference to this or that attribute but not to
what these attributes constitute: the person.” :

@ WFE,p.33,“The change in behavior long observed by Riesman, Mitscherlich, Weber
and many others consists in a destruction of ‘ inwardness’ , in a loss of the individual’ s mechanism
for reflection and for the process of experience.”
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RE— VIR REBENE SR XRBRER, ik,
BIVTBIANEESES B, RIVTLEHRRE-A
B AT
Ftt 4% “BARPE” (modemity) 7 J7 41 2 £ 48 3 4 257 Hb
7 BRINTEH BB " R I 528 S B 45, IR 4 IR FE L
RS HEENERRN LR, T YW (Adomo) BEED
(Horkheima ) 76 f7 2 1) Dialectic of Enlightenment, 185 5%3% 3l i
ZET B TE B SO B 0 A2 e ST 2R K A GBI B
SR FH SRR A TR S e A b, HRB RS T
16 AR B S B A W TR R RSB S H R E T HRIAMHA
(I35 7, A SO AR A S B IR A , L B AR R
BEASKERSE . YK A RPEEH KHERE B (idealized) ,
TEEA ERAERE T, MR RS> £ WL,
“BUARSCH B9 UL R T R 2R R sk B0 AL T
YA “ RS (facts) -+ OTF BARNA KR H piy B EH“L 5]
HIFE & (autocratic subject), MEHNZ“BEHMWEM S ARTX
Be."® BRYCTEH AL , AT B 3 8 A 32 (0 i
S58PYS. FEk, A55 500 B AR 2 B TR 1% i
JREESHEA, SRTE, ZEHEH LA B 2 B, RATS A R4 1 6], 7.
FRSE BB KB b, RITES W gy —ERRRE
AR BESEMAR? BRXE, RITEREARBIDR F 82
HARHA (Gilson) IR B4+ “ M2 2 B TE S 22 W BEHE AT B 2
A SR A TSR NREC R RSB IEE LB BT,
TP EE, EHAE AT, DL BRI K %

@ M.Horkeimer and T.W. Adomo, Dialectic of Enlightenment , trans. John Cumming, New
York: Continuum, 1991, pp. xiv, 24 - 27.

w |k ,p.xvio
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BB FEZHE K OERNZRRIINE B s AR RS
BT 4. BERMNTTENS —EBRENERARBEEH
A, TR A SR U RS IRAT T A HE SRR Bk R AR A
FIRaTRRE, IRRAVER S5 BT FRAEXEBTA B
Mo BATEX BB LHWBBRPER TH AR 2iF, X
VR LA L33 T gk B4R LR 5 )

— SRR BRI E RSB E RIS, 9 ETF
BREIHEHNERRGES TRBESPUR, 5% 8 HMTE T A
AEERERE, XEBERGA AR 4V vE— KIS X%
B—Ul, ERREE AP S R TR, WIS BBk,
AR BRI, ER N Z B A 56 e . MATERXEAY S
%" (post — philosophy) 4., B EE R F M B4R . BERW
F) B3 (Lyotard) . £ L 3k ( Derrida) & %% W HL¥E ( Feyerabend ) , 7R 4K T
JERBHERE , N BB B — K45 R, TIET IR RGN FREL
K WFRNEM . AT ENICRU , SAE M 0 ) S sk R 7E T
FREWMAZE" (Grand - Narrative) 5, “TE L U FE"” (Meta — Narra-
tive) o FIBIXLUB BB EU: LRI EREN B 2AKR
(totality) E ko TEIRAT RIS LLA BE B335 B9 (unpresentable ) £ WL IE
"""" o OIS, 725 BRI AL A, “H1R A B4 X ]
MUSEEARFRIE G, ERNE Tt 2ERWEE,
AFENF WL , BRI, B L EEREREO

@ “When Religion tries to establish itself on the ruins of philosophy, there usually arises a
philosopher to found philosophy on the ruins of religion. After a Gazali, there often comes an Aver-
roes, who answers the Destruction of Philosophy with a Destruction of the Destruction. ”E. Gilosn,
The Unity of Philosophical Experiences , Westminster, M. D. : Christian Classics ,1982,p.32.

@ ~ “Let us wage war on totality. Let us be witnesses to the unpresentable****+- 5| F Jean —
Francois Lyotard, “The Post — modern Condition, ” After Philosophy , ed. K. Baynes, J. Bohman and
T.McCarﬂlty,Cambﬁdge,Mass.:NﬂT Press,p.69. )

® “The question of the legjtimation of knowoledge is formulated in different terms. The
grand narrative has lost its credibility, regardless of what mode of mification it uses, regardless of
whether it is a speculative narrative or a narative of emancipation,”JA]_E, p.82,
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BEEMPNED BN EARMIRE. RMRMNEAEAR, X2
NENRARES? BR, AEE# B CITEW R HEEREN
BE—V AR NARER, FFEE T AZBELREME
. RMNB—AEE, BUEET AEHASHRE SREHE
o EEEERH S HARBR P, RLMRNBRERGNER,
I RERAETE , HN A AR H B T 4R HE B A B i B i ) L, 3R
NN “EW L, M7EE R T8 585 3h B i HE
W

THEFHEME AR REAEE, MHFNEIHETRERRE
M, R RE#? HHEDUR AT, 68 FEEE, RITR
BHELCINREE? 75, RIVEMERIEIMT 47 BAED,
URATPREB I EEN, RICEAE TERABETARY
ARV, ABERATHE QT8 5 i 24 F- 26, RAVIF B AE BT 5
BHERREBIN! Bk, FEBIKIAIRIIEE T EHELIE,
BRAEEBREMf A XHEFEEMA, KL —FFHEE
BWE THHEERKBES5“GW”, RMASHEHAXE, /H
TR R AN , AR L e AR AU E B A AR
SIRIRE b g A f] 56 v 0 T R TS A - FR AT A4 BRI M A BB
(how truth may be identified theoretically as truth)? V47 ¥ 2K it
WH SRR AT EHE (truth values)  EL BB 454 (truth conditions)
BREMISKR T ARG TAa P, RS HIT
ERPEBEHIHEP, AR5 EEAFE AL A a
2R, B SRR RGN E—— M E B TR, B2
WIS, 2R B G, A R T — R
SRR R IRE AN, B R A AR A S A A B
RS, A BIRELL

BATE T REEWN A 5BA WL S A Y%
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R,EHEH— Tk,

ABRFRH, Pi R R B HER A EERE S DIESEN
G4, MBAPH ARG, X=AENERFER—ERE R,
AL R ORBEHR N FER G AP, e R ATy SRt T
“Feae MM (aesthetic — rational spirit) o XAFH F-RME— VI3
HE—ME T LK% S 1 (metaphysical unity) ; EHH , A —E 15 H
PHEA 8 M (world - reason) R B &, EARERK—TIHY
Brapsh P EHEHSHAE ANEE, ERES MR SHFERE
Fo TR S FRMARE X 52 B AR I B BRI SCAL S
T EHREHEH, TP o RGP LD B SR A0 BR
KA SEIR SR T RRIFEAS S KBRS TR X EE #
R BEABERKINEN, DS BUARITRME T H8SH4A
REEMIBA . WA R EEEM A ERTRmNE, H N
BT #& Rt BARBUT % 2 (thought — fom) . E&FAH )
SeH - K 115 % (prophetic ~ apocalyptic pathos) #¢ L FRFHm LK
GEHLA , TR A Theoria(R FUHE ) , /R 35 O IE B 1ML,
WA ZEIRINE H , VE 7 A SO I R JR S 1) 5 3 #8 M (universal ratio-
nality) #E & (1. BAZE/RIAR , T 7 SCAL I R, TS R —Fh 3R
A — I S, Theoria 1 “HOH% VU & ¥ BB 2%” (Uni-
versal science) , IR E F A X BB R G T E R, HHE
IRBGHIMT , X AP TR R RN I AR, B— A EEST R —F
%3 X (objectivism) , W F5C At R 3RAR AL b S Ak, TR — e
G BF S MBS ESW AT R AR FE K
“Hefrttt 57 (life — world, lebenswelt) o 3X “ZE A7 2 2 ¥
7t X FEA (meaning foundation , Sinnsfundament ) , 582 A K2

@  Wilhelm Dithey , Weltanschauung und Analyse des Menschen seit Renaissance und qur
mation , Berlin: B. G. Teubner,1914,pp.1 - 17.
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TR R IR A E RN 5 AR ER AR, FW 3 UE
FEXIROLT O, BHERUN AR ER PR FIBL
KA 2 B A SRR a8 A SCR )R 1 R s Ml T IR 4, 2 e
MUARE BT A B A 77 7E (authentic humanity ) 7E i H:3h A1 . 7
S5 Br. BOREMNENARERFEY FBINH.0. ORI,
2 T H /K (Descartes) , LA BE 6 Ay B 2 48 HOHHAR A BT 24 4%, H.
AERHFER SRR, RS RRESREHEXE FRRRN
HE,JFHER Y ME— TE, “?}2/%(” (cogito) K¢ BB B N E X
‘W EBERMG . HEYHERFEFHE (Joho Macmurray) 8 H : “H
RREEENIMRETEENAEREWTRNEAH, #F
RETERK R REEN B B, A ERITIWE - DR
HEMAR, RE—BEZIE (mind) - BHREBEBIRE
[, IR S A P B R R B A ), X S FAMER YR
W X R AW RE O A F ™ E KW KRR E
HIVRSEAE B BRI A . R E AR B T HOR A B (epis-
temological certainty) , MU, T8 & 224G 58 MYE J1 58 £ FTEH G IR
BE Lo TOREFRAERIFMUL: “IMETRATWEY , RITRBELUE
- DEAVENTARE, BEA ONEE B R IR, RITE

BEDPEERBEABBWIER L BN MK RN, FE4SH,X

@® £ W, Edmund Husserl, The Crisis of European Sciences and Transcendental Ph
gy »trans. David Carr, Evanston: Northwestern University Press, 1970, pp.48 — 70.

® &M Edmund Husserl, Phenomenlogy and the Crisis of Philosophy , trans. Q. Lauer, New
York: Harper Torchbook, 1965, pp.149 — 192.

@  John Macmurray, The Clue to History , London: SCM Press, 1938, pp. 183 — 184.” The
philosophy of Descartes rests upon the assertion of individual freedom in the field of reflection. Des-
cartes does not claim freedom to act, only freedom to think. . . Thinking is the essence of the self.
The self is a mind the identification of the self with the mind, and so with the spontaneity of re-
flective life in a world of ideas, in opposition to a material world which is external to it is character-
istic of all modemn philosophy. ”
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TS RIER, RA R NERI BRSO

VRS R ) EET B 4 T AR AR O, 3¢ ] o7 56— o AL 1
i 4 T AR 2 BT o M “ B2 MO MR FE T ok
SRALIEN TT7E T A— U X — Y4 R B 3 R — WK UK
PREBI R, X EHTE | B RER T —F 5 B A ki
R DAL TR S TR 5355 AR T 4
HER BIAFAE "D

/R SR T 2L R 5 R A G ELIR A WL
AR %A T 0 Ak A SR L0 9 U, 467K 2 LA AR
AR A, T A —Fh B (S BERT o AR e £ BRI T
B, FFSEARTA LB RIAKEAMIEES o M1 LA —F
B, — R T AR SRR A, R E R
(SE, ISR SRR B MR A E M E 55, %PAZF%B‘J#EB@E
52, RETMREPHE, FIA, IR R L — R A £ B
u%iﬁ@]ﬂ@,ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁiﬂ‘lﬁﬁ*ﬁfﬁi—'ﬁ*ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ?&%*
WFER . R RRAE D, TR EE S LTE 22 RS A
VR TR b, FZERR T BB 93| S ATEEE  , IRED %,
ATV 1 AR AT b o FER RS54, BANE o
AR, A R B, EE, LT T IRk
RE NUAE I A ; REMEF LN, FR ALY,
SRR, ETIARE, BRE—T B, ETEREKH LR A,

@ TImmanvel Kant, Critique of Pure Reason, Bxl note a. “It still remains a scandal to philos-
ophy and to human reason in general that the existence of things outside us. . . must be assepted
merely on faith, and that if anyone thinks good to doubt their existence, we are unable to counter his
doubts by satisfactory proof.”

@~ Martin Heidegger, Bemgand Time , trans. John Macquarrie and E. Robinson, Oxford:
Blackwell , 1978, p.249. “The * scandal of phhosuphy is not that this proof has yet to be given, but
that such proofs are expected and attempted again and again. Such expectations, aims, and drise
from an ontologlca]ly madequate way of stmtmg with something of such a chamcter that indepen-
dently of it and ‘outside’ of it a ‘world’is to be proved as present — at — hand.”
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IR , 18 F R BRE FHRTEAE A A B , T B A TR AR
ARFR R —FURN =Y. RITEEBWESZ—FERNE
&, MEBEAEANEEMPERNE, ABIEEe AERRET
FREER, ARTRE“IN"BIEYE? To7EH B AR H A5 kB Bk
e T ES, FREEEAR, FHit, 2FEarEiE LB A
RIGNEF, ZHEE, W IEFWEDIR, BAER A NEEER
HEHENESIREEA LS, 8 SR — T BRI,
AT o BIME BBy, FARB S REAGETH . TR
X, NI BB L in s g , .0 ngE . AR OERBE TS
Ve P HBE KRR TSR A, K imda kR 2 B RE R b, Bk
H5HEPURIAMREEZ U, A RME T2, FBIKARIAR
] A% E 3 (Can truth be leamt?) , A AR E T, 18 T
MEZ, BHEER FAMZ P, REART $k Jom, N B E
B, RN, AR EHESEMHEAGER —IE, ANEFK
BEME GIBEEHENRE, FREENSERII B, BaEkN,
ANRAEMREZENEE, WHMEHR K E HBERG, ARAEaIR
DEA LR EARTREREEM,

HEHWEMEX—R E5SPEEEERANETNE. “HR
R HEBEEEHES, M AR R NEHEANR—EMZ NI
SRR, MESTRAERPHEFZE, EEAME RS
5T TEHEZH , AL E, AR, NASHFESS, \A5
NTERWNTEEM— . X8, NRAR—F N, Wi E—Fh
{2 A ETR B VL A J AR, I — R I A AT ST O PR, T 24
ABEXBER NANFEEEANACHER, AN ABEENEH,
ANWEBEA B, EBHR R “HHB” (encounter) 5 Xt 3F
(dialogue) X—XJ R AIHBE S, XFRB R, BIF HEHEFAER
FNRFHWRIT RGBSR, (e FHHE, AL HA—FER
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MBI ERX I, FRTHPRSRS RN, B8
FEERFHNEM. FORFRAREENAACF SRR EH
BRI —E5. NREBARGENRTHRAE, BTN
HAEMEY ENEMRS, WETHRRE ACHEaIfTS
FHNEAILRSS e EXRAEYELENAF R AREH
B EERIM T, E AR &N, Bk, SRNREEMA
FIRRER H O R “E 47 (subject) , FEA BB ZE B R TT I F 5 BASH
B ERBINF I ZAK (object) o KATR, BEIENRFH K EAM,
A7k B CWBCE R, EA S THEEYENHEXRRTE
BHFHRY, FHEFEERBERE S NABIFERRPEAE,
BRE—3k, RS E RN BIZET LINE, R ANEESITK
A O E AR R B B AR I R O — o XA, A
SHEFMEEE, ARRSE . NBIAREHE, i f 4 a2 8
WEME S RAWER AR, UEHAEGEFE, FRSEE
VS YT B, PR B RERE ., MMEENZITUARE, T3
EAEUERARELRAZE T EERERZA, USTEHER
R ESE, HFTREAE W RE HCWER, HERT ERSEREY
Ay BRI R E M E L5 AE TP

BRABRZ WL, R Z BN, BRZ A3 T BRI
EEBI—YI (will to prower) MFHABELH . RAMLANE
AR RHAA S LB ER, R IR E A L
PRI EH, 3 DU A 2 SEUE BRI, A BBFE A B AT AE /Y
EMFE, BB A SNEMEE R E RENELE, M85
B, wRNEEAD,

FEIE 35 100 48, A 1A BUJA 512 3h BT L B U7 [ L BT s
IR WA R B2 L RHE  ERATIR BT 2 E A B P95 Y
Y AR E LERIKE, BB IS AR, #EH—Y)
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REEW, EEHE Y H, AMEZETIESRETERA, BRH
BREe—REZ2MH, BE 30 FR, ZiEFE X P LAY A RR
(Schlick) , 144K (Neurath) }2 /R 443 (Camap) £ Bl L E B 55512
AL ARER, LETHE B TAEZ T, FRAN
I, ER RN R E . XRASORMHEREN AR,
BASMATH 458517 BRI BRI, BB 2 A
15, SN PR B RS REE 1) ELBR AN o 308 Pl LB B, Rl A i
FREERTARIZE R , IR R B R R R Y “ TR 5 B
“ERAEZ i, ATGRG BB, B “HFNZE, A
RUHLZ IR — AR RE RN E—CEAZUEX
HZHLE”, IRERUL, F 8 BRI (ML) , TITE AN A 6
P EESRD. ZEBFHBELSWEN, RIOTLFUNNFEE
A, UNBIAEARAE BiR, ZMBXFH AR, EAREHE
HRT AT P S S8 A R BRI R MR
ZIAIHIIR (a boby of objective knowledge) X%, BRI AEE
AR 54535, MAKE —FE D A RS 2R RN
AREE, FEit, RN, 2R RN S
JTIATHEBE RN, HETEQES ) H R0, W B HE 5K
AWMARBR. “¥17Z, b, EFERW, B, XHERW,"O X
IEHFRR T X RN TR RIRR . MEFERBEmZ
o, TITEF MMM FE B ME S, BB o

@ (ESFXE), PEBR, LS T



