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Abstract®

] . What is the Starting Point?

After reconsidering the development course of Chinese humanities and
social sciences, it is not hard to find that faint problem consciousness and
weak feasibility are the prominent problems restricting the development of
the humanities and social sciences in our country,

Faint problem consciousness resulted from the problems in this disci-
pline and the particular political as well as social historical causes. Up to the
present, some of the humanities and social sciences staffs, therefore, dare
not touch these sensitive theoretical problems, not to mention those puzzling
social practical problems. They either confine their studies to annotating
classical works within the classical system, or just give publicity to the pres-

ent policies or political ideas. And even in the application discipline or engi-

@ Liu Dachun wrote the report. Wang Bolu, Lu Xiuhong, Liu Yongmou, Zhang Xingzhao, Liu
Jinyang and Wu Xiaoyan had participated in the discussion and the first draft.
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neering discipline of the humanities and social sciences, without a step out of
the boundary, they often choose to cater for official wills, avoid the impor-
tant aspects of the problems and dwell on the trivial ones. Viewing academic
conscience as their lives, some scholars with strong responsibility have re-
fused to go with such a trend; instead, they face the practical problems in
the society and bravely undergo the theoretical exploration. Pitifully, they
cannot obtain an adequate evaluation from the society.

It should be indicated that a problem is both the starting point of resear-
ches and the growing point of the development of a discipline. As for the hu-
manities and social sciences, its faint problem consciousness and great dis-
tance from the times and social reality is the same as cutting off their devel-
opment source, Just like water without a source, a tree without a root, their
living force will soon dry up.

In the following, in order to highlight the problem consciousness, we
would like to rectify a few severest upside-down orientations.

(1) Consciousness of non-systematic standard

We should note that various disciplines in the humanities and social sci-
ences develop quite lopsidedly, and some are really far from people’s expec-
tation. This should attribute to both its own limitation and the malpractice of
present research system as well as a series of its related systems, But among
all sorts of reasons, the limitation of thinking mode, i. e. the negative effect
of “the consciousness of non-systematic standard,” is an intrinsic factor pla-
ying a direct restrictive role.

Because of the consciousness of non-systematic standard, people often pay
greater attention to the discipline needs from the view of scientific theory or
principle. In other words, people are more inclined to conceive the research
with a comparatively close and static idea from a narrower perspective. Dur-
ing this process, the concept, category, logic, system as well as knowledge
accumulation of the discipline are the main concerns, but the living social re-
ality that constitutes the premise of the discipline development cannot obtain
deserved attention, and is even completely neglected. In such a situation, it

is hard for academic researches to find problems from the reality, obtain the
« 4.
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enlightenment, and acquire the inspiration in order to keep pace with the
times,

With the change of the times and the objective conditions, the conscious-
ness of non-systematic standard had gradually shown its negative influence.
Especially when this kind of consciousness gradually becomes an unconscious
collective “impulse” and when this kind of consciousness brings about such a
severe effect that people construct a system for system’s sake and take sys-
tem as the only goal of the discipline, a kind of scholastic habit will thus
come into being. Undoubtedly it will fetter the further renewal and develop-
ment of this discipline and prevent the humanities and social sciences resear-
ches from extending and deepening.

People would doubt the function of theoretical researches if they feel
mixed up upon a series of new phenomena and new problems, thus they need
some theories to “dispel doubts”, while theories shy away from that. In such
a situation, discipline construction and theoretical researches will not obtain
the approval, understanding, or support from the public. This is partially
the reason why the humanities and social sciences have been long despised by
the society.

New problems that appear and come into being in the new period are
hard to be completely forced into the established frame of knowledge and
concept and be understood and resolved within the previous theoretical sys-
tem. This does not mean old theoretic systems are not important any more,
Instead, no matter how novel those problems may be, they must proceed
with the help of some existing concepts, categories and knowledge systems,
but not to just stop there, The key lies in that we cannot scholastically treat
problems. If we are constrained by the consciousness of system standard, the
problems raised actually need not any solution and do not constitute true
problems at all, for they have known the answers when people bring about
them. The superficial jollification only makes academic discussions spin all a-
long.

(2) Non-utility orientation

The market economy encourages people to pursue personal interest, But

5.
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before a healthy restraint mechanism has been established in society, it is
likely for people to become flippancy and ask for a quick success to overem-
phasize individual values and personal interests, thus lower the urgent re-
quests of standardization and localization.

Recently some compelling phenomena in academia such as falsification
and deception, rough manufacture, plagiary, skullduggery and so on, are
partially the manifesto in the academia of the imperfect market economy sys-
tem. Under the drive of short-term benefits, some scholars lack sufficient
self-discipline, drift with the current, pursue quantity instead of quality,
produce frequent dishonorable behaviors, and even become the slaves of
money.

We cannot entirely attribute the problems to some individual scholar,
however, for the present academic drive system and the achievement apprais-
al system are craving for a quick success, and the wages, the title, the re-
ward, the housing and other treatments all depend on achievements of scien-
tific researches. Science has become a tool for profits. Such a flippancy atti-
tude seriously ruins the clear and strict academic atmosphere, which changes
many people from “being shameful to mention interests” into “linking every-
thing with interests. ” It even imports some prevailing social habits into the
publication, appraisal and assessment of scientific researches and the title
appraisal, such as getting interests through the back door, establishing spe-
cial private relationships, treating and sending presents and so on. These
phenomena have objectively stimulated some people’s consciousness of fame
and fortune and induced an impetuous mood, which makes them unwilling to
adhere to the lonely scientific researches and give up fame and fortune, and
thus brings about academic unjustness and corruption.

Administration of scientific researches is a science. However, in some u-
niversities and research institutions, the administrations fulfill their tasks
only by urging each department and individual to fill in a pile of forms in
each quarter and every year, counting how many articles those departments
have published, what prizes they have won, what kind of assignments and

how many research funds they have striven for and attained, Then the admin-
. 6.
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istrations will promote somebody’s title according to these statistical figures
through certain procedures and give more funds to certain departments.
Hence, it will be difficult for the humanities and social sciences to obtain
great development.

The market economy’s encouraging competition contributes a lot to the
economic development, Unlike economic activities, scientific researches will
inevitably move towards the wrong way if it is controlled by utility and be-
comes the slave of utility, though it cannot absolutely avoid utility. Especial-
ly some researches on fundamental disciplines and significant theoretic topics
need researchers’ great concentration and loyal devotion. Except for various
utilitarian activities driven by economic and political interests, people also
need to ponder some problems of non-utility significance to realize a kind of
spiritual understanding of the world without any utilitarian goal. It is impos-
sible to talk of social progress and development if there were not any human-
ities and social sciences staffs pondering. It is hard for the humanities and so-
cial sciences to provide such an explicit appraisal basis as natural sciences,
and it is hard to show its social effects with figures, if any. Therefore, we
cannot simply apply the measure method of engineering to the humanities
and social sciences to appraise its achievements, Now the quantification man-
agement has penetrated every corner in the humanities and social sciences,
which encourages an impetuous academic atmosphere, no wonder some so-
called “achievements” become trash the moment they passed the appraisal.

(3) Getting rid of one-sided ideologism

There are two kinds of one-sided views on the relationship between the
humanities and social sciences and ideclogy: One is to mix up the two; the
other is to absolutely oppose the two.

Both “the Sea of Thesaurus ”and “the Chinese Big Encyclopedia” in our
country state that “social sciences belong to the category of ideology ” and
“ideology includes social sciences”. It is too broad to consider the Marxism
an ideology. Its world outlook and methodology, general theoretic principles
and concept systems are ideologies, but its cconomics, history studies and
sociology are sciences or have established above a reliable scientific founda-

7.
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tion,

Classical writers emphasized that social sciences first of all were cogni-
tive activities for truth, whose principal symbol is the pursuit of the scienti-
ficity as well as how to make efforts to remove the disturbance of non-scien-
tific factors (including the ideology of reactionary social class). Marx has put
{orward a request for the value orientation of research subject, namely genu-
ine scholars should have a trait of independent thinking and courage to strug-
gle against outside disturbance and reactionary forces, Marx once said: “Is it
not the first duty of the seeker after truth to aim directly at the truth, with-
out looking to the right or left?”®For a true scholar, it is more important to
seek truth merely rather than with any affiliated group or individual factor.
Marx thought, “that this kind of person is‘mean’, if he wants science to a-
dapt to opinions which was not induced from science (no matter how wrong
this science is) but from the exterior, had nothing to do with science and
was dominated by external benefits. ” Marx commended that David Ricardo,
an English bourgeoisie economist, was objective in that he could make it if
science had asked him to draw a conclusion against his class interest. Obvi-
ously, what Marx had emphasized was that the most important task of social
sciences was to seek truth as well as to adopt a scientific attitude in the ex-
ploration process, namely seeking truth from facts. Marx opposed to turning
scientific research into the outcome of outside influence and particularly the
ideas of the ruling class’s. This reminds us: Never take the ideological stand-
point simply as the presupposition of academic ideas. That will inevitably
bring many serious problems and false propositions prevailing everywhere
and propose problems insincerely, because the way of this kind of inquiry
has already implied the answer, and only one answer, which is very likely to
hinder people from probing into academic problems.

An important reason why it is difficult to develop normal academic criti-

cism is that the division line has not yet been marked, During “the Great Cul-

® Karl Marx, Frederick Engels, Collected Works, Vol. 1, Moscow; Progress Publishers,
1975,p, 111,
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tural Revolution” academic problems were totally regarded as political issues
and academic criticism was regarded as that the correct criticized the wrong,
the advanced in politics criticized the reactionary in politics. Surely, it is hard
to develop normal academic criticism in such a manner,

In the overall, the humanities and social sciences are characteristic both
of ideology and of surmounting ideology. If it is completely politicized and u-
nilaterally ideologized, knowledge debate is substituted for value judgment
and truth is decided by temporary political needs, academic independence
will be severely affected and the humanities and social sciences researchers
dare not and are not able to directly propose true problems, which is disad-
vantageous to the healthy development of this discipline.

It should also be noted that the breeding and growth of new thoughts
depends on free academic air and from which the scholar’s innovative spirit
cannot be parted. Confined to the viewpoint of the academic authority and the
power of the political authority, scholars can hardly bring forward any valu-
able problems or discover significant theoretic and practical problems emer-
ging from the reality, Only by breaking through these restraints and setting
up a system which encourages innovation can we establish problem con-

sciousness,

II. Proper Problem-proposing and Response

It requests corresponding transformations in the problem-proposing way
and in the response way with the change of problem consciousness.

The question way includes two aspects. One is the problem-proposing
way or the way to raise problems, the other is the response way or the way
to resolve problems. Proposing valuable problems and accurately resolving
problems are both creative activities, They relate to the social historical con-
dition and the theoretical development status of the discipline at that time,
and also depend on scholars’ factors such as experience, knowledge level,
thoughts and ideas, judgment, imagination, creativity and so on.

Presently, the most urgent thing for the development of the humanities

. 9.



