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ABSTRACTS

On Mencius and the Formation of Confucius—Mencius Doctrine
Yang Haiwen (1)

Confucius—Mencius doctrine as a powerful historical and cultural tradition has become
the most symbolic spiritual value of Chinese culture. Information about Confucius and Mencius
was first found in Ma Rong’s Changdi Ode in the Eastern Han Dynasty while their doctrine first
appeared in the Collection of Two Cheng to which Mencius had four contributions. The first one
is to review the old to know the new with a focus on benevolence; The second is to bring forth
the new with a focus on benevolence and righteousness; The third is to get rid of the old to start
the new with a focus on cultivating good nature and noble spirit; The fourth is to stress the
comprehensive innovation with a focus on Confucianism as the orthodoxy. Mencius’s inheritance
and innovation of the doctrine was highly appreciated by some great thinkers like Sima Qian
Yang Xiong Han Yu and Pi Rixiu in the Han and Tang Dynasties and he was even sanctified
as a sage his books as a Bible and his hometown as a holy place. At the same time Confucius—
Mencius doctrine was put into the temples for worship and into the education for imperial exami—
nation. This paper concludes that the spiritual connotation of Confucius—Mencius doctrine is the
core value of Confucius and Mencius thought which is the internal transcendence of humanism.
It integrates moral idealism and cultural conservatism into one which fits the humanistic culture
construction of contemporary society and has decisive realistic significance and value of the
time.

The Long—-term History of World Inequality
Li Shi  Tao Yanjun Zhan Peng  (71)

Based on the World Inequality Database this paper summarized the long—term history of
world inequality in the past 200 years sorted out the reasons and consequences of the inequali—
ty and concluded the responses to inequality of developed countries. The world inequality in—
creased significantly between 1820 and 1910 and remained at a high level after 1910. Although
the world inequality slightly decreased in recent decades the Gini coefficient of world income
inequality is still as high as 0. 674 in 2020. Furthermore the contribution of within—country ine—
quality to overall world inequality has strongly increased since 1980s. A further finding is that
uneven distribution of production factors technical progress and globalization are three main
drivers of inequality. The main consequences of inequality are the impaired economic efficiency
hindered intergenerational mobility and social unrest. To tackle inequality some countries es—
tablished policies related to pre—production production and post—production and have accu—
mulated some experiences. Learning from the experiences and lessons of other countries in the
past 200 years China should accurately understand the causes and consequences of its own ine—
quality problems in the process of promoting common prosperity and take more effective policy
measures from the aspects of pre—distribution primary distribution and redistribution thereby
reducing inequality in income and wealth.



