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Huzhou Normal College, Huzhou Zhejiang, 313000)

Abstract: Some normative assertions can be seen in the descriptive texts in the specific study on the relationship between
descriptivity and normativity, and vice versa. And then how to explain the rigid distinction between the traditional “Hume’s
Law” and Moore’s “Naturalistic Fallacy”? Kripke's interpretation of Wittgenstein’s “Rule-following Paradox” pursued in par—
ticular to make a more precise and rigorous distinction between the two. Therefore, if a mutual repulsion between the de—
scriptive facts and the normative demand is to be avoided, a new framework is in need to explain this relationship. In this
respect, by focusing on this meta-vagueness, a theoretical method of “degree” is somewhat specially applied, aiming to
subjectively find out these differences as far as possible by means of graphics, and hence putting forward tentatively a model
of hyperbola to express and measure the degrees of normativity and descripivity. It is hoped that this tentative proposal will
contribute to the clarification the still generally vague debate.

Key words: normativity; descriptivity; probability; vagueness; RuleHollowing; Kripke

A Review on the Mononoaware in Heike Monogatari
LEI Fang
( Department of Foreign Languages, China Pharmaceutical University, Nanjing Jiangsu, 210042)

Abstract: Heike Monogatari is quite a representative of Japans medieval war memoirs literary works. On the one hand, its
“Mononoaware” inherits the feelings of “Mononoaware” of the Peace dynasty aesthetics, respectively reflecting the pathos
and gloomy mood felt in the incomplete love, as well as in the desperation and distress owing to the deaths of their relatives.
On the other hand, focusing on the status quo through personal status, life and lifestyle, the irresistible fate and the de—
scription of the decline of the groups forces, the work triggers the viewer sigh with regret upon the principle of up-and—
downs. The most characteristic “Mononoaware” in Heike Monogatari reflects itself as samurai’s mixed passion of justice with
gentleness, where “justice” refers to the spirits of valiance, pathetique and sacrifice of the samurais, and “gentleness” re—
fers to the elegance of chanting and singing as well as the tenderness of taking pity on the juvenile samurais.

Key words: Heike Monogatari; Mononoaware; Japan; aesthetic; samurai
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