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ship between totem worship and ancestor worship clan and family. The comparison above will help us to re—
veal the theoretical difficulties in the study of ancient society and ancient family.
(6) Task — Based New Area Driven by Intensive Administration: Analytical Framework for Manage—
ment Model of Xiongan New Area Zhao Juyun Zhang Haochen < 141 ¢
As a task — based state — level new area the important historical mission of Xiongan New Area determines
that allocation of various resources should be more unified and efficient thus gradually forming the current in—
tensive administration model. An analytical framework for the intensive administration model of task — based
state — level new area can be established from four aspects namely the government’ s organizational structure
government — enterprise relations political and social relations and security mechanisms. Based on this
framework and the comparison of state — level new areas experience in Sejong City in South Korea Putrajaya in
Malaysia Tsukuba New Town in Japan and other state — level new areas in China the intensive administration
model of Xiongan New Area can be summarized as six aspects: the intensification of the Party — government re—
lations the intensification of administrative organizations the intensification of officials management within the
organization and the intensification of government — enterprise relations the intensification of political and so—
cial relations outside of the organization and the establishment of administrative objectives.
(7) Decision of Risk and Risk of Decision: Risk Criminal Law in Social System Theory
Liv Tao Cai Daotong  * 156
The recognition of “risk” in society has systematic differences. Risk and its prevention are the decision
mechanism of sub systems of modern society. Underscoring risks through criminal law is mere fantasy. Beck’
s risk society theory misinterpreted the operative mechanism of modern society and it affects the criminal law
theory negatively. Eliminating the myths of risk criminal law theory must observe the decision mechanism of
differentiating risk and danger. Therefore the risk criminal law theory can be understood as the decision theo—
ry of criminal law. In the example of violence to juveniles in family cases different social subsystems can raise
different system/environment mechanism so as to generate different attribution theories. In perspective of this
system theory the direct impact of criminal law cannot be fallen into family affairs.
(8) From Dashuyuan to Daxue: Modern Chinese Translations of “University” Fan Guangxin < 179 *
Modern Chinese translations of “university” and their ups and downs have rich historical and cultural
meanings. They reveal various mentalities and perspectives that enabled the Chinese to understand universities
and explore the idea of a university. The period from 1866 to 1895 was an undeniable “Era of dashuyuan”: al-
though a few translations coexisted and competed with each other dashuyuan was the prevalent one. From
1895 10 1911 daxuetang gradually replaced dashuyuan as the official translation of “university. ” Tt was not
until the very beginning of the Republican period that daxue became the standard translation. Before the First
Sino — Japanese War the Chinese observed and experienced different models of universities in the West and
Japan. They often compared shuyuan with Anglo — American universities and considered that Anglo — American
universities better embodied the idea of shuyuan than contemporary Chinese shuyuan. That explains why they
chose shuyuan to translate “university. ” Since the end of the War the Japanese model of a university became
the dominant one that shaped the higher education reform in China. Yet today’s standard translation daxue
though it came from Japan has profound meanings in the native tradition of China.
(9) What Is “Centralization”: Evaluating King Sulgi’ s Reform in Ur III Mesopotamia
Ouyang Xiaoli = 188 *
The Ur III dynasty (2112 ~2004 BC) has long been considered as the paragon of centralized states in
Mesopotamian history. King $ulgi ( ruling 2094 ~2047 BC) is regarded as the founder of this centralized king—
dom based on the ten reforms that he undertook during his reign. To evaluate the historicity or effectiveness of
the so — called ten reforms of King Sulgi can help to understand the essence of the centralization of the Ur III
kingdom that is the royal house established itself as the center of the statewide redistributive system through
the imposition of the bala — tax. This type of economic centralization however remains at odds with the de-
centralized power structure of the Ur III kingdom. The tension between them eventually contributes to the dis—
integration of the territorial state.
(10) Meeting between Feng Zhi and Karl Jaspers: Investigation Based on Academic History
Sun Xiuchang — * 217 ¢
Feng Zhi and Karl Jaspers are both existential individuals seeking for human spiritual outlets with their
own living experiences therefore the meeting between them is a process of mutual opening up and mutual dis—
covery. Their contacting was developing at the “Existenz” level during their whole communication process.
The existential free choice self resolution and the will and yearning for communication brought a Chinese exis—
tentialist poet and a German existentialist philosopher together. From this aspect the meeting between Feng
Zhi and Karl Jaspers was a good example to show the charm of “existential communication”. Within Jaspers’
existential philosophy the unconditioned existential communication was different from the conditioned Dasein
communication it was originated from the existential resolution accident.
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