27 1 ( ) Vol.27 No.1
2014 1 Journal of Yantai University ( Philosophy and Social Science Edition) Jan. 2014
114 b4
— R FIEFAA T WG H F
( Stephen Angle)
( 06459)
“ ’” ( ) .
B 262 A 1002-3194( 2014) 01-6001-08
20
“ 7 . ( Kantian New Confucians)
?
( “ ) “ 7 self - ( Institutional Confu—
restriction) o cianism)
“ 7 ( hocus — pocus)
§ »
. ( ( )

2013 -09 -23
( Stephen Angle)

® ( »

( Wesleyan University)

“Conclusion: The Shape of Confucian

Virtue — Ritual — Politics” . Stephen Angle: Contemporary Confucian Political Philosophy Toward Progressive Confucianism. Cam-

bridge: Polity Press 2012 pp. 136 —146.



2 MG KT FAR( FALAFIR) 27
N ( ritual) o
' ° ' > (' domestic — ”( virtue - ritual — politics)
rights) ( human rights) (actual shape) .
( ritual norms)
; ( » 2
“ ”( an acces— ,
sible “shorthand”) I
( intimate contexts) ’
( ) ( pluralism)
o ( ) ’
20
« » : ( ) N
( cultural relativism)
“ " ( centralism)
( universalist philosophy) o
“ ” ( atomistic) o " (
)?
( three — legged stool)
° ?
° “ " ( spirit—
( dynamic ten— ual resource) .
sion) .
RO
“ " ( culturalism)
( » ;

@ S ) 2006



“«©
)

Global Philosophy)

[

( Hegel) ( Kant)

o A )

[3

values)

( fallibilism)

K4

(S)

2005

”( Rooted

7

” ( supportive

)
) 2010

“

( »

o

”( minimalist) ;

( ) 7

203

~

( Confucian church) @

“ 72003 ; (
K« :

@ Contemporary Confucian Political Philosophy Toward Progressive Confucianism 1

(

@ K4
p)

?

“

2005

")

b

6.7

)

K

Y 2010 : K



4 & KFFR(Y FAAFIR) 27

( )

3 « 2
o o
o
€« ”
°
« » «
o
”
1 L
RO)
o
o
« »
o AY
§ Y 6
N
o
' ®
o
AY o
o o
é“ ”
o AY AY
D
NN @
[43 ”» [ ”
o
@ . ( Thomas Wilson) o
B 15 R “

o ( Thomas Wilson: The Ritual Formation of Confucian Orthodoxy and the
Descendants of the Sage. Journal of Asian Studies 55(3) 559 -84.1996 564.)

“« »

@ Legitimacy Unanimity And Perfectionism( Philosophy and Public Affairs

29:1 5-42)  George Sher Beyond Neutrality: Perfectionism And Politics( Cambridge: Cambridge University Press 1997)
. Sagehood: The Contemporary Significance of Neo — Confucian Philosophy. New York: Oxford University Press 2009

section 11. 3,

® Thaddeus Metz Respect for Persons and Perfectionist Politics :

o ( Thaddeus Metz: Respect For Persons And Perfectionist Politics Philosophy and Public Af-

fairs 30(4) 417 -42.)

@ : { Vi : 1991 179.126 .



1 23w AR K0 “GE Al —BUE TR —— R S IEF A TR EEH R 5

George Sher ( ) ( » 7
®:
« ” D ”
. ?
“ ” ( local context) o
O@ Al
( human fallibility) (
« n)
“« ”
€« ”»”
e} o
A) A)
“ o ( > 5 Justin
” o Tiwald
‘@ ”»
« »”
( exemplars) ;
@ George Sher: Beyond Neuwtrality: Perfectionism and Politics ( : ) Cambridge: Cambridge Uni—
versity Press 1997 ch.5.
@ Thomas Metzger ( ) i A Cloud Across the Pacific: Essays on the Clash Between Chinese and Western Political Theories Today.
Hong Kong: Chinese University of Hong Kong Press 2005 255 -61.
@ Stephen Angle: Contemporary Confucian Political Philosophy Toward Progressive Confucianism. p.132. N

~ ~ N °



6 S KFFIR(Y P TR 27
~ o @
?
D .
? ~ o ”»”
[43 ”» @
@
o << o ')
» : “ " ( psychology of a sage)
[
o
“« ” “ ”
o
o « »
@ : .
@  Stephen Angle ( ) Sagehood: The Contemporary Significance of Neo — Confucian Philosophy. New York: Oxford University
Press 2009 216 -21.
@ )
o Martha Nussbaum Nuss—
baum o Sagehood: The Contemporary Significance of Neo — Confucian

Philosophy B



1 Z3f e AR R0 AL —BUs TR SR F A TR EEH R 7

{ )( Sagehood)

. «“ "9
R « - ”
o o ( Theodore deBary)
§ )( The Trouble With Confucianism)
” “
o
) o ”»” @
° N [43 ”»
[ ”»
o 17,18
.. @
( legitimate self —
concern) 19 17
20 RO) S
20 “ ” X
«
” 5 : ‘(1 6
o @ (
; ( ) 4 6 " ®

® :{ . b : 2011

@ ( )( Liang Qichao: On Rights Consciousness Chinese Human Rights Reader Armonk New York
2001 M. E. Sharpe 5 -15) § » ( : 2011 ) o

@ Theodore deBary ( ) The Trouble With Confucianism Cambridge: Harvard University Press 1991.

@ Ron Guey Chu Rites and Rights in Ming China( In DeBary Wm. Theodore & Wei - ming Tu (eds) Confucian—
ism and Human Rights. New York: Columbia University Press 1998 169 —78)  Chaihark Hahm Confucianism Confucian Civic
Virtue and Ritual Propriety( In Bell Daniel A & Hahm Chaibong ( eds) Confucianism for the Modern World. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press 2003 31 -53) § y 6 § : » o

® Theodore deBary ( ) : The Trouble With Confucianism Cambridge: Harvard University Press 1991 p.54.

I3

" ( parliament of scholars)

“

"(Ibid. 83) .



20 N
“ ”» ®
? o
“ ”( Confucian reli— § »
gion) “« ”»
( religion) @ o
( ritual min— (& 2RF)

imalism)

The Confucian Virtue — Ritual — Politics Model:

Progressive Confucianism’s Perspective on Political Philosophy
Stephen C. Angle
( Department of Philosophy, Wesleyan University, 237 High St. , Middletown, CT 06459, USA)

Abstract: Confucian philosophy today should be “Rooted Global Philosophy”: rooted in the Confucian
tradition, and drawing stimulus from other global philosophical traditions. Progressive Confucianism is an
example of such an approach to Confucian philosophy. Its basic theoretical structure is the interrelation
between Virtue — Ritual — Politics, like a three —legged stool. All three dimensions are rooted in the tra—
dition, but all three dimensions, and the ways that the dimensions relate to one another, have also under—
gone new development in response to new situations and challenges. Ethical virtue is the most fundamen—
tal goal of Progressive Confucianism, but individual virtue must “restrict itself” and follow political rules
( like laws) if the achievement of virtue is to be possible. In a similar way, ritual norms are necessary for
ethical and political norms to be realized in a human society. Thus all three dimensions are crucial, and
all three are essential part of understanding Confucian political philosophy.
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