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Abstract: This essay places two independent theoretical projects in dialogue: Tong Zhiwei’s
Faquanism, a materialist general theory of law organized around the dialectical category of quan and
its derivatives (faquan, residual quan, rights, powers, duties, and law), and an account of
modernization as the sedimented Lebenswelt and metasignifier of contemporary Chinese
constitutional discourse. Reading each through the categories of the other reveals that Tong’s own
methodology already subordinates the essence of law to the historically bounded criterion of
“modernization construction,” thereby licensing a materialist retelling of modernization as the long-
arc trajectory of quan—faquan ratios. A narrowly semiotic (Peircean-Saussurean) redescription of
Faquanism is available without phenomenological commitments that Tong’s epistemology excludes;
faquan itself functions as a jurisprudential metasignifier homologous to modernization’s role one
level higher. Points of divergence remain unresolved by the source texts: a distributive grammar of
legitimacy versus a developmental-civilizational one; the absence in Faquanism of a categorial
register for Party-internal normativity central to China’s dual constitutional system; and a shared
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insistence on a rationally self-transparent vanguard planner that resists full translation into systems-
theoretic, biopolitical, or indigenous rhetorical idioms. The comparison is offered as an explicit
hypothesis rather than an equivalence either author would necessarily accept, and the residual
tensions are treated as indices of what remains open in the general theory of the contemporary
Chinese constitutional order.
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Executive Summary for General Readers and Policymakers

Two recent efforts seek to explain the foundations of China’s legal-political system from within
Chinese materials rather than through imported liberal categories. Tong Zhiwei’s Faquanism
builds a comprehensive materialist theory around the idea of quan—the total field of interests
and property expressed in social norms—and shows how law settles portions of that field into
legally recognized rights (individual) and powers (public), while leaving the rest as residual and
unsettled. The complementary account treats “modernization” not as a vague policy slogan but as
the deep, historically layered horizon that gives Chinese constitutional language its meaning and
that the Party periodically recalibrates by restating the nation’s “principal contradiction.”

When the two frameworks are read against each other, several practical implications emerge.
First, Tong’s own writing already links the essence of law to the requirements of the current
stage of modernization; thus the theory is not a timeless abstraction but is itself calibrated to the
Party-state’s developmental diagnosis. Second, the absorption of unsettled claims into settled
legal form can be understood as the institutional work performed by Whole-Process People’s
Democracy’s consultative mechanisms rather than by adversarial rights litigation. Third, the
same materialist lens yields a diagnosis of the international order that converges with existing
analyses of weak institutional capacity relative to powerful states and firms: an imbalance
between rights keyed to national wealth and underdeveloped international power.
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Important limits remain. Faquanism lacks a clear category for the binding internal norms of the
Communist Party itself—the element that sits above and directs the state constitutional
apparatus. Its picture of justice as fair individual allocation of legal shares sits uneasily with the
developmental and civilizational vocabulary through which Chinese authority actually
legitimates itself. Attempts to bridge the frameworks with systems theory, biopolitics, or
classical Chinese rhetorical strategy each capture part of the mechanism but leave the image of a
comprehensively informed, centrally directing Party only partially accommodated. For
policymakers, the comparison underscores that Chinese legal-political evolution is best tracked
as shifts in the balance between settled and unsettled claims, rights and powers, under successive
official diagnoses of the nation’s stage of development, rather than as linear convergence toward
or divergence from any single external model. The unresolved tensions themselves indicate areas
where further theoretical and institutional clarification may prove consequential.

Executive Summary for Experts

The essay undertakes a bilateral reading of Tong Zhiwei’s Faquanism and the author’s semiotic-
phenomenological account of modernization as the Lebenswelt/metasignifier of Chinese
constitutional discourse. Neither source text references the categories of the other; all
comparative claims are therefore flagged as inferential constructions.

Tong’s architecture begins with quan as the total volume of interests and property, partitioned
into faquan (legally settled) and residual guan, then further into rights (individual) and powers
(public), with duties as the negative correlate. Two axioms fix volume proportionality to social
property and the durability of the tripartite structure wherever law exists. Law’s function is
structural optimization against rights-rate anarchy and powers-rate despotism. Tong’s own
epistemology, drawn from Lenin’s dialectical-materialist principles, explicitly indexes the
essence of law to “the basic national conditions and the zeitgeist,” glossed as the primary stage
of socialism and the “fundamental national task of modernization construction,” and
acknowledges that this criterion is itself historically bounded.

This internal linkage permits a materialist translation of modernization as (1) the historical
absorption of residual guan into faquan and (2) the external criterion that periodically fixes the
appropriate rights/powers ratio. Whole-Process People’s Democracy supplies the missing
institutional mechanism: a consultative, non-adjudicative process that pre-sorts claims for
recognition. The patriot/enemy binary of people’s democratic dictatorship maps onto the positive
faquan/pure-duty distinction. Semiotically, faquan functions as a metasignifier within
jurisprudential discourse, homologous to modernization’s role in the constitutional field; a strict
Husserlian phenomenological reading is excluded by Tong’s materialism, but a Peircean-
Saussurean differential reading is not.

Three divergences resist resolution from the texts alone: (a) Faquanism’s person-indexed
distributive justice versus the developmental-civilizational legitimacy of the dual constitutional
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system; (b) the absence of a categorial register for Party-internal normativity, which is neither
ordinary state faquan nor residual quan; (c) the shared commitment to a rationally self-
transparent vanguard planner that neither Luhmannian autopoiesis, Foucauldian governmentality,
nor a Guiguzi-derived rhetoric of resist/reconcile can fully accommodate without denying
elements the Chinese sources insist upon. An independent convergence appears at the
international level: Tong’s diagnosis of rights hypertrophy relative to underdeveloped
institutional power, keyed to budgetary autonomy, structurally parallels network-governance
analyses of the contemporary global order.

The residual tensions are treated not as defects to be eliminated by superior theory but as
indicators of what remains genuinely open in the general theory of the Chinese constitutional
order.

I. Two theories, one object

Two contemporary, methodologically unrelated projects attempt to theorize the foundations of
the Chinese legal-political order from the inside. The first is Tong Zhiwei's Faquanism (£ 3=
X)), a materialist general theory of law built on the dialectical unfolding of guan () — "the
manifestation of all interests and property in social norms of every kind" — into a seven-term
categorial cluster: quan, faquan (358, the settled, legally recognized portion of quan), residual
quan (FIRAL, the unsettled remainder), rights (K, faguan's individual share), powers (77,
its public share), duties (X %), and law (i) itself. The second is my own account of
modernization (BfX4t.) as the Husserlian Lebenswelt and Peircean-Saussurean metasignifier of
contemporary Chinese constitutional discourse — the pre-given, historically sedimented horizon
within which the signs of Chinese constitutionalism acquire relational meaning, and which the
Party's periodic reformulation of the "principal contradiction" recalibrates without ever
abandoning.

What follows reads each project through the other's categories: it asks what modernization looks
like when relocated inside Faquanism's materialist apparatus, what Faquanism looks like when
subjected to a semiotic-phenomenological reading, and where the two accounts converge,
diverge, or simply fail to translate into one another. Neither author has drawn these connections.
Tong's writing does not mention modernization, sedimentation, or Lebenswelt; my own account
of modernization does not mention quan or faquan. Everything past straightforward comparison
here is accordingly an inferential construction, offered as a hypothesis for scrutiny — flagged as
such at each step — rather than as an equivalence either scholar would necessarily accept. Nor is
the aim a synthesis in which the two projects turn out, on inspection, to have been saying the
same thing all along; where the fit is poor, that is recorded as a finding, not smoothed over as a
difference of vocabulary.
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II. Faquanism's architecture

Tong's method is explicitly Marxist: ascent from the abstract to the concrete. Quan is the analytic
starting point. It divides into faquan, the portion whose ownership positive law has settled, and
residual quan, the portion that remains extra-legal because ownership is unsettled. Faquan in
turn divides into rights, the individual portion keyed to individually owned property, and powers,
the public portion keyed to publicly owned property. Duties are the negative mirror of the whole
structure. Two axioms anchor the system: the volume of quan is proportional to the total volume
of property in a society, and the tripartite structure of quan — though not the volumes or ratios
of its parts — is a durable feature of any society in which law exists. Law's function is to
optimize the allocation of quan and faquan so as to avoid two structural pathologies: an
excessive rights rate (anarchy) and an excessive powers rate (despotism). Justice consists in each
person receiving exactly the share of faquan due, and bearing no undue duty. A polemical thread
runs throughout: contemporary Chinese jurisprudence remains disfigured, on Tong's account, by
its reliance on the "Japanized" quanli (FF) inherited from Hozumi Nobushige and Hozumi
Shigeto, which conflates rights and powers under one term — a defect Tong wants purged in
favor of a properly national vocabulary distinguishing quan, faquan, rights, and powers on their
own terms. In its most recent extension the theory is transposed onto international law: states
hold international rights keyed to national wealth, the internal organs of international
organizations hold international power keyed to autonomous budgetary capacity, and
contemporary global insecurity is diagnosed as a structural imbalance — rights hypertrophied,
power atrophied — in the resulting international faquan structure.

Tong's fuller methodological chapter, beyond the compressed propositions above, ties this entire
apparatus to an explicit epistemology drawn from Lenin's dialectical-materialist method: four
principles for identifying the essence of a thing — comprehensiveness, self-movement ("an
object should be taken in development, in change"), the whole of human experience as the
criterion of truth, and the concreteness of truth ("truth is always concrete, never abstract"). On
this basis Tong states plainly that "the essence of law is not immutable," and that in the present
period it must be identified by reference to "the basic national conditions and the zeitgeist" —
glossed explicitly as the demands of the primary stage of socialism and the "fundamental
national task of modernization construction." He adds, just as explicitly, that this criterion is
itself temporally bounded: once China becomes a "moderately developed country," the
understanding of law's essence will again change. Faquanism's foundational category is not, on
Tong's own account, a timeless truth about law as such; it is a claim indexed, by design, to the
present stage of a historically unfolding national project.

II1. Modernization within Faquanism's own terms

That single passage changes what kind of relationship modernization and Faquanism turn out to
have. It is not merely that a modernization-oriented redescription of Faquanism can be
constructed from outside; Tong's own methodology already performs something close to that
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redescription from within. Modernization construction functions, in his account, as the criterion
that fixes what counts as the essence of law — and therefore what ratio of rights to powers, of
faquan to residual quan, is to be treated as "appropriate" — at any given historical moment. This
is structurally the same operation my own account assigns to the Party Constitution within the
dual constitutional system: the state constitution's signs (rule of law, socialist market economy)
are underdetermined by their own text and require an external interpretive key, supplied by the
Party's political line, to fix their meaning. Tong's methodology performs the identical operation
one level further back, inside jurisprudential theory itself. The concept of law's essence is
underdetermined by legal-philosophical analysis alone — Tong catalogues dozens of candidate
essential attributes (compulsory, normative, predictive, class-natured, an instrument of right
protection, "the handle of a knife") and observes that nothing internal to the list picks out the
correct one — and the choice is resolved by referring it to the Party-state's current, authoritative
assessment of the nation's developmental stage. Faquanism does not stand epistemically outside
the modernizing horizon; it subordinates its own foundational category to that horizon's periodic
self-diagnosis as an explicit condition of its validity.

This licenses a more precise materialist account of modernization than a purely structural
analogy would. Modernization, translated into Faquanism's vocabulary, does two things at once.
First, it names the historical process Tong calls "the primary engine of legal evolution": the
absorption of residual quan into faquan, previously unsettled interest and property becoming
legally settled. Second — and this is the more consequential point — it supplies the external
criterion by which jurisprudence itself decides, at any given moment, what ratio of rights to
powers counts as appropriate to pursue through that absorption. The second point matters
because Tong's own axiom of "structural balance" cannot be cashed out from within
jurisprudence alone; it requires an appeal to whatever the currently authoritative political organs
have determined the nation's developmental stage to require — precisely the operation the theory
of modernization-as-Lebenswelt calls the recalibration of the horizon through reformulation of
the principal contradiction, here operating one further step back, on the theoretical criterion of
legal essence itself.

The institutional machinery by which this absorption actually proceeds is supplied by the theory
of Whole Process People's Democracy (4=id #2 A K[ 32), which Tong's jurisprudence, being
doctrinal rather than institutional, does not itself provide. WPPD's central claim is that Chinese
socialist democracy is endogenous rather than exogenous: rather than expressing popular will
through contested election, it is "attached to the business of governance" through structured,
multilayered consultation — conference, interview, written negotiation — running from the
people, through representative mass organizations (the eight non-Communist parties, the
CPPCC, the systems of regional ethnic autonomy and community-level self-governance), to the
vanguard Party, and back, in the idiom of the mass line: "from the people, to the people." Read
against Faquanism, this consultative architecture is the institutional mechanism by which
unsettled quan — popular sentiment, grievance, aspiration, the "reasonable demands of the
minority" the WPPD White Paper describes the system as designed to accommodate — is
processed toward legal settlement without ever being treated as a rights-claim enforceable
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against the state in the liberal, adjudicative sense. Consultation is the distinctively Chinese, non-
adjudicative form of residual-quan absorption: a Party-directed, hub-and-spoke process that pre-
sorts quan-claims for legal or policy recognition rather than a court converting claims into rights
case by case.

This also supplies a materialist gloss on the "people's democratic dictatorship" binary organizing
both the constitutional text and Tong's account of faquan's domestic subjects. Democracy —
consultation, representation, the WPPD apparatus — is available to patriots, whose quan-claims
the system is oriented to absorb into faguan; dictatorship is reserved for those whose claims the
system treats as permanently residual and unabsorbable, subject only to the negative-value side
of the ledger. Tong's own proposition that duties are the reverse side of quan and faquan maps
directly onto this: for the object of dictatorship, the system supplies no positive faguan channel at
all, only duty. Faquanism's abstract rights/powers/duties triad and the constitutional order's
concrete patriot/enemy binary are, on this reading, the same distinction expressed at two
different levels of abstraction — one jurisprudential-categorial, the other institutional-
constitutional.

IV. Faquanism through a semiotic-phenomenological lens

The reflexive move

Faquanism's polemic against the "Japanized" quanl/i can itself be read as an instance, rather than
an external analysis, of the very sedimented, modernization-organized discourse it does not
name. Tong's book situates its own project explicitly within "the initial stage of Chinese
socialism," ties the essence of law explicitly to modernization construction, and narrates the
history of Chinese jurisprudence as a sequence of stages tracking the same political-economic
sequence that organizes the nine-layer sedimentary account of modernization elsewhere
developed: a "power-centric" period Tong explicitly correlates with the pre-reform command
economy ("before establishing economic development as the focus... the law... should be
categorized as power-centric type"), followed by a "right-centric" revival correlated with the turn
to a socialist market economy and the "adjusting [of] the ownership structure based on the level
of development of productive forces." This is not a jurisprudence describing Chinese legal
history from a neutral analytic vantage outside it; by its own explicit methodological
commitments, it is constitutively indexed to that history's own official periodization of itself.
Read this way, Tong's essay-length polemic against a "backward," foreign-derivative legal
vocabulary, displaced by a properly "national, modern" jurisprudence, reproduces almost exactly
the temporal grammar — backwardness overcome by properly modern, national achievement —
that organizes far more overtly political texts: Party Congress reports, constitutional preambles,
the White Papers on democracy. A technical, seemingly apolitical exercise in general
jurisprudence turns out to participate in, rather than stand outside, the modernizing horizon it
never names.
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Semiotics without phenomenology

A harder question follows from Tong's own epistemology. Faquanism's method is dialectical-
materialist ascent from the abstract to the concrete, and it explicitly rejects essentialism of the
kind that treats concepts as bearers of fixed, intuitable meaning apart from their material-
historical conditions — a rejection that appears, on its face, to rule out a Husserlian redescription
just as firmly as it rules out an idealist one, since Husserl's Lebenswelt is precisely a horizon of
sedimented, intersubjectively constituted sense, bracketed from naturalistic-causal explanation
by a phenomenological reduction Tong's materialism has no use for. If quan and faquan are, for
Tong, real effects of real property relations rather than meanings sedimented in a community's
shared intentional life, then describing them as Lebenswelt content in Husserl's technical sense
would misdescribe the theory, smuggling in a transcendental-subjective register Tong's
epistemology is built to exclude.

But a semiotic-phenomenological apparatus need not be exclusively Husserlian. It draws as
heavily on Peirce and Saussure, whose semiotics requires no commitment to transcendental
subjectivity at all: a Saussurean claim that a sign's value is constituted relationally and
differentially within a system, not by reference to any independently intuitable essence, is
compatible with almost any theory of what stands behind the sign, materialist included. On this
narrower reading — semiotics without phenomenology — quan, faquan, residual quan, rights,
and powers can be described as a differential sign-system, each term's value fixed only by its
position relative to the other six, without asserting anything about whether that system is, in
Husserl's sense, sedimented intersubjective meaning or, in Tong's sense, the legal expression of
real material relations. This is the precise point at which a semiotic redescription of Faquanism is
available and a phenomenological one, in the strict Husserlian sense, is not — at least not
without contradicting Tong's own stated epistemology.

Read this way, faguan functions as a metasignifier within jurisprudential discourse specifically
— not a term standing beside rights, powers, and residual quan as one category among others,
but the term organizing their relation to one another and supplying the field within which each
acquires its differential value. Tong argues for exactly this position directly, advancing "faquan-
centricity" as the correct resolution of the long-running Chinese debate over the "center of law,"
displacing both the "right-centric" and "duty-centric" candidates that preceded it. That
Faquanism should itself require a metasignifier, structurally homologous to the metasignifier
organizing the constitutional field one level up — modernization organizing socialism, rule of
law, common prosperity, and the rest — is a further instance of the same formal pattern recurring
at a different scale, available without touching the phenomenological register Tong's materialism
excludes.

A mismatch in the grammar of legitimacy

Faquanism's conception of justice is explicitly distributive and person-indexed: each person
receiving, neither more nor less, exactly the share of faqguan due. Whatever its debts to a
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materialist rather than liberal-rights ontology, this is recognizably a fairness-of-allocation
conception of legal legitimacy. Nothing in the account of Chinese constitutionalism's own
operative self-legitimation looks like this. The legitimacy that account describes is
developmental and civilizational: Party authority is tied to its claimed capacity to lead China
through modernization, and common prosperity — the signifier closest to Tong's distributive
concern — appears there as one signified organized under modernization as metasignifier,
alongside rule of law and national security, rather than as modernization's ground or measure.
Reading modernization as operating within Faquanism therefore requires choosing a nesting the
two texts do not resolve on their own: either Faquanism's distributive-justice axiom becomes
itself one more content organized and periodically re-weighted by the modernizing horizon, in
which case Faquanism loses its status as a freestanding foundational theory, or modernization is
merely an instrumental narrative in service of an antecedent, more basic Faquanism-defined
distributive optimum, in which case the semiotic account becomes surface rhetoric over a deeper
material reality. Nothing in either text tells us which nesting is correct, and the choice cannot be
made from the two texts alone without importing a preference — for semiotic or for materialist
explanation as the deeper register — that neither author has defended.

The missing third register

The account of Chinese constitutionalism developed here depends heavily on the "dual
constitutional system" — the Party Constitution and the State Constitution operating as a unified
semiotic system, with the Party Constitution functioning as the interpretant that fixes the
otherwise underdetermined meaning of the state constitution's signs. This dual structure has no
obvious home in Faquanism's grid. Party-internal norms are neither ordinary state-enforced
faquan — they do not, in general, run through courts as citizen-facing rights or powers in Tong's
domestic-law sense — nor are they extra-legal social norms of the kind residual guan describes,
since Party discipline is a binding, sanctioned, internally adjudicated normative order, neither
straightforwardly faguan nor straightforwardly residual quan as Tong defines those terms. This
is not a minor omission. If Faquanism is to serve as a full materialist substrate for the specifically
Chinese constitutional architecture organized around the dual system — Party and State
Constitution together — it would need a third categorial register for intra-organizational, Party-
internal normativity that the theory, as it stands, does not supply and does not appear to have
been designed to supply, since its domestic-to-international extension moves directly from
citizen-state relations to state-international-organization relations without pausing over the Party
as a distinct normative order standing, constitutionally, above and prior to the state apparatus it
directs.

An unexpected convergence at the international register

One point of convergence arises independently of the redescriptive exercise above. Faquanism's
international-law propositions — that international law exists only where mandatory norms are
enacted and enforced, absent which relations are merely international morality; that state rights
are keyed to national wealth while institutional international power is keyed to the autonomous,
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concentrated budgetary capacity of international organizations' internal organs; and that the
resulting imbalance between an overgrown volume of international rights and an underdeveloped
volume of international power "can hardly be improved to any marked degree" — describe, in
materialist vocabulary, substantially the same structural deficit that transnational and network-
governance scholarship (including my own earlier work on governance without government) has
long treated as a defining feature of the contemporary global order: powerful, wealth-backed
states and enterprises operating with effective, if legally unsettled, capacity that far outruns the
weak, underfunded, and only partially autonomous institutional power available to formal
international organizations to discipline them. That Tong arrives at a structurally similar
diagnosis — power-deficit relative to rights-surplus, tied explicitly to budgetary autonomy rather
than formal legal competence — by an entirely different route, materialist quan-analysis rather
than systems-theoretic or network-governance analysis, is worth recording as a substantive point
of convergence reached independently from opposite theoretical starting points, though it is a
convergence of diagnosis rather than of method, and Tong's international-law propositions
remain, on his own account, considerably less developed than his domestic-law categories.

V. Modernization across the long arc, in Faquanism's own
vocabulary

Tong's periodization, read continuously against the sedimentary layers that organize the account
of modernization developed elsewhere, permits a reasonably precise materialist retelling of
modernization's century-long history in quan-faquan terms — assembled here from statements
Tong makes in separate, unconnected passages of his book, not a periodization he lays out as
such, and offered accordingly as a construction rather than a report of his views.

Through the revolutionary period, China is, on the logic of Tong's own account of what "no law"
conditions look like elsewhere, a society in which the old legal order's faquan has been
substantially delegitimized and a new one not yet settled: overwhelmingly residual quan, with
revolutionary morality and Party line functioning as precepts rather than faguan proper. The
construction period of the 1950s through the 1970s is, on Tong's own explicit characterization,
"power-centric": collectivization and the command economy compress the rights share of faguan
toward its floor, approaching without ever quite reaching the theoretical pole — a rights rate near
zero — that his axioms describe as anarchy's opposite extreme. Reform and opening, and
especially the turn to a socialist market economy, is where Tong's account and the sedimentary-
layer account align most closely: the expansion of individually held, legally recognized property
drives, in Tong's own vocabulary, the subsiding of power-centricity and a corresponding rise in
the rights share of faguan — the absorption of residual quan, previously extra-legal, informally
tolerated economic activity, into settled legal form, which is exactly what reform and opening
and the socialist market economy name at the level of policy discourse. The New Era and
Chinese-style modernization introduce a further recalibration neither text states directly: renewed
emphasis on national security, platform and data governance, and common prosperity suggests
not a continued one-directional expansion of the rights share but a rebalancing — powers
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reasserting ground in specific domains even as rights-bearing property continues to expand
elsewhere — consistent with the reformulated principal contradiction naming imbalance itself,
rather than mere scarcity, as the object to be addressed.

On this reading, modernization, translated fully into Faquanism's vocabulary, is not an external
force acting on the quan-faquan structure from outside law. It is the name for the historical
trajectory of the structure's own ratios — the temporal profile, in Tong's own idiom, of fagquan's
expansion, contraction, and internal rebalancing between rights and powers, each phase
legitimated by, and legible only through, the era's official diagnosis of the principal
contradiction.

VI. Searching for a mediating idiom

The gap identified above — between a materialist theory whose normative vocabulary retains a
picture of a rational, comprehensively informed center consciously "optimizing" the legal order,
and a semiotic-phenomenological account that denies any such center could survey or set the
whole system from outside — invites the search for some third theoretical idiom capable of
mediating between them without smuggling in the transcendental subject Tong's materialism
excludes. Three candidates present themselves, each doing real work and each leaving a residue.

Luhmann's autopoietic systems theory offers the cleanest way to redescribe Tong's claim that
law "optimizes" the allocation of quan and faquan without positing any subject who performs
that optimization: the legal system, on this reading, does not have its ratios set by anyone; it
recursively reproduces itself by applying its own binary code — settled or unsettled ownership,
in effect a legal/not-yet-legal distinction — to select, from the economic system with which it is
structurally coupled, which guan-claims to recognize as faquan. This buys real convergence with
Tong's own materialism, since both deny that law's content derives from a free-standing moral
order external to social-material process, and it buys a way of talking about optimization that
requires no actor to survey and rationally balance the whole. What it costs is a fit with the
normative language both Faquanism and Whole Process People's Democracy actually use:
Tong's claim that law "should" achieve the "most appropriate ratio," and WPPD's self-
description of a vanguard Party that "leads," "coordinates," and translates "the correct ideas of
the Party into the voluntary action of the people" through a hub-and-spoke consultative
architecture with the CPC explicitly "at its core," both retain exactly the picture of a rationally
self-transparent, centrally sited directing subject that Luhmann's theory was built to deny is
possible for any subsystem, the political included. A strict Luhmannian account would treat the
Party as merely another operationally closed subsystem, able only to irritate the legal system's
self-reproduction, never to survey or set it from outside — a denial neither Faquanism's
normative vocabulary nor WPPD's institutional self-description will accept.

Foucauldian biopolitics and governmentality supply what neither Tong's jurisprudence nor a
bare systems-theoretic account gives on its own: an explanation of how quan gets shaped, before
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it ever reaches the point of legal recognition, into a form the system will find recognizable. The
constitutional mandate to conduct patriotic education and "combat capitalist, feudal and other
forms of decadent thought" is biopolitics in close to Foucault's own sense — the conduct of
conduct, the prior shaping of a population's dispositions so that the claims it comes to make are
already, for the most part, faguan-compatible before consultation ever formally processes them.
This supplies a genuine mechanism for the absorption process Tong describes only in its result
and WPPD describes only in its institutional form. But Foucauldian power is diffuse and
capillary rather than centrally sited, which sits no more comfortably than Luhmann's systems
theory with a picture of a single vanguard institution that designs and directs the whole process
from a position of comprehensive knowledge and control. Foucault helps explain how subjects
come to want what the system needs them to want; it does not license the claim that any one
institution stands outside that process, surveying and directing it.

Guiguzi's rhetoric is the most distinctive of the three candidates, and the one that can be
advanced with the least confidence, since engagement with the Guiguzi corpus here is limited to
a single translation and a specific prior use of its "Resist-Reconcile" (174) and persuasive-
speech (# &%) concepts, not an independent scholarly command of the text; what follows is
accordingly a suggestive analogy rather than a demonstrated equivalence. Guiguzi's rhetoric
theorizes persuasive speech as a strategic technology aimed at moving an audience between
resistance and alignment — captivating those who can be captivated with words, and where that
fails, encumbering them with responsibilities until their weaknesses can be exposed. This is a
theory of discourse as instrument of alignment rather than vehicle of truth-disclosure, and it is
native to the Chinese strategic-rhetorical tradition rather than imported — which matters, since
Faquanism's polemic against "Japanized" vocabulary and Chinese democratic theory's own
framing of itself as a national alternative to a universalist Western model are both engaged in a
project of indigenization that an analysis relying exclusively on Husserl, Peirce, Saussure,
Luhmann, and Foucault would itself instantiate the very import-dependency those Chinese texts
are trying to escape. Read as a semiotics of alignment rather than of meaning, Guiguzi's
resist/reconcile pairing maps with some precision onto the consultative architecture of Whole
Process People's Democracy: consultation's function, on this reading, is to reconcile () quan-
claims that begin in a state of resistance () — unsettled, potentially oppositional — into the
settled, patriotically legible form that qualifies for faguan recognition, with the periodic White
Papers themselves functioning as persuasive speech (#1 &%) aimed outward, at prospective
partner states, to captivate and, failing that, to encumber them into alignment with the model on
offer. This is a genuinely distinctive contribution precisely because it is not imported to explain a
Chinese object from outside. But its scope is narrower than either Western candidate: Guiguzi
theorizes the tactics of persuasion in specific encounters, not the structural conditions —
systemic closure, biopolitical subject-formation — that would make a centrally directed
alignment process of this kind durable across a society of 1.4 billion people over the course of a
century. It supplies a vocabulary for the rhetorical surface of the absorption mechanism in a
genuinely indigenous idiom; it is not a substitute for the systemic and biopolitical accounts of the
mechanism's structural depth.
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No one of the three closes the gap, and stacking all three does not close it either. What the three
share, and what makes each a genuine partial mediator rather than a false one, is that none
requires the transcendental-phenomenological subject Tong's materialism excludes — which is
precisely why each is a better candidate than a straightforward Husserlian redescription would
be. But the residue each leaves untouched is the same residue in every case: the picture of a
rationally self-transparent, comprehensively informed, centrally sited directing subject — the
vanguard Party as planner — that both Faquanism's normative vocabulary and Whole Process
People's Democracy's institutional self-description insist on, and that a systems-theoretic,
biopolitical, or rhetorical-strategic account can each, for different and instructive reasons, only
partly accommodate. That may be the single feature of the Chinese Marxist-Leninist
constitutional order most resistant to translation into any available theoretical idiom, Western or
Chinese, systemic or rhetorical — not because the idioms are inadequate as such, but because the
vanguard-planning self-understanding they are being asked to translate is not, on its own terms,
the kind of claim any of them was built to accommodate.

VII. Conclusion

Read together, Faquanism and the account of modernization as the Lebenswelt of Chinese
constitutionalism converge on more than their shared point of departure in Marxist premises.
Tong's own methodology ties the essence of law, and therefore the entire quan-faquan apparatus
built on it, explicitly to the criterion of modernization construction, with an express
acknowledgment that this criterion is itself historically bounded — which licenses reading
modernization, translated into Faquanism's vocabulary, as nothing other than the historical
trajectory of the quan-faquan structure's own ratios, each phase legitimated by the era's official
diagnosis of the principal contradiction. A semiotic redescription of Faquanism is available on
the same terms, provided it is kept to the Peircean-Saussurean register that requires no
phenomenological subject: faguan functions, on Tong's own explicit argument for "faquan-
centricity," as a metasignifier organizing jurisprudential discourse in a manner structurally
homologous to modernization's organization of the constitutional field one level up.

Where the two projects diverge, they diverge in ways that matter and that neither text resolves on
its own: a distributive grammar of legitimacy in Faquanism against a developmental-
civilizational grammar in the account of Chinese constitutionalism's own self-legitimation; a
categorial grid in Faquanism with no register for the Party-internal normativity central to the dual
constitutional system; and, running beneath both, a shared commitment — in Faquanism's
normative vocabulary and in Whole Process People's Democracy's institutional self-description
alike — to a vanguard-as-rational-planner self-understanding that none of the available
mediating idioms, Western or Chinese, materialist-systemic or rhetorical-strategic, can fully
accommodate without denying something the Chinese texts themselves insist on. That
unresolved residue is not a defect in the comparison to be corrected by a better choice of theory.
It is a fair index of how much remains genuinely open in the general theory of the contemporary
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Chinese constitutional order, and a reason to keep the tension between these accounts in view
rather than to resolve it prematurely in favor of either the materialist or the semiotic register.

ERGEEIF: (Larry Catd Backer H X4
H#) IARS F E R H A EEHR
—— 5 B 2 A A S LA B

Larry Cata Backer () 2
1

W. Richard and Mary Eshelman Faculty Scholar; %55 [R5 55 #04%
A JE NS R Dickinson Law, AL JE WM SRR 2T & 547
239 Lewis Katz Building, University Park, PA 16802

W R
2026 -8 A 13 H

HE

ARSCAE P MBI AL BRI H T XS 18 N EZ R RER I, AL B R
PHIERITIENE QEAL. RIRB AU B, L5550 BRI MED) T S —BaE318;
H O A BRPR B B Dy =4 A [ e i TE O A 2R T S S o ReEFR g . DAL
FIVEWEAE Bl 5, AT UK. 2 M B B 7R CIRE A iR T “ BLAE
BB X BA P IR E, IO R R IRy “B—ERL” BRI B
TSRO T MEY) T SUK I . AP IRE T BUR L —R /R 5% (MARHZERILR
) METSE S, RHER I SGEATRT 5 HIR R AT RER; VEBUR S NIRRT A RN T hg
5, SO E m 2RI A R R Z g RIVRTE . JR00AR B B REETH IR
Iy BMARATAE . BN EE A 5 R — SO SR TETEIR Z A 5K 15 3R T Sl
A% R B 0 58 R A SR OO SR AR A% 0 2220 R 118D BLEORUT 3EIR] 1
i RS HE TR ORSEEMRIE LR, X EREURRGHEIR . L amBuae

2 fd Fl CHatGPT A1 Grok 31T #H %



Faquan-in-Motion 1 5
PRLEF) T

Larry Cata Backer
Discussion Draft Essay
12 August 2026

A LAET R E EE . B bR O HER R B s, AR — O e SRR 2 (5
Mok gy SRBE TR0 WAL ER Dy =4 A rh [ S Ml B e — A EEAR P T3 AR LA ) L A o

TH] 1) — R e S BUR ] 2 & ST R E

A RAT P IIUIE FE 22 U R [ B S AR AR e — BRI 2R, T E RIS R
(K18 Sl . B2 H VAR SCRISE B —— e A 2 5 W S R 7k —
— AT B R IMEY) AR, WA TR I N O N R ITEE ONTA A B
WIWHBR] (MR 58 (A%, TR R ROV RIAR I RIS . 52 H AN
FITBIR PR “ AL AL BRI BB 5, TR M7 o [ 2 13 5 DA SR
JZ PR RAGAE, IRl A I B S ¢ R EOP R i LLEE AR A .

R HESEAR XTI, AT HVE T AASKEE X RxR. 8, BZHE SRR ORIk
HIA 57 5 2 AT IR B BB SRR S, R BRI AR E R R, 1 A B R e 158
—HE KRR 5, RREK R CoREEIE AR, TEE Oy AR R ED
PR HLA T PRAT RS RE AR, AR BUaBOR Rt . B =, [F)— M) 1 SGE B [ Pk iy
W, SR T R AN TR K E S i S s e sIE S RIS E XY
AR AR BRI FE IR, 5 1 BEVE FE BB 7 K & A A2 Z 1Bl R Z5 A 1 AT

B PR FEARIRAFAE o A TE SR Z X 377 58 N 3 B AT 20 T ENE R B Y —— i —
i taE T E R RS 2 I i a T . FOoRe B SCERAR IR0 BT 2 AN 70 T
I, 5 E BB bl DB Bk A R — SO RN Z [ K T 22l PA R G
W A EBGA Y M EE RIS ISR G, & B 7 LR B0, S0 A RERR )
BN JET O FMEGER . NBEEHEE S, X —HERy: hE%k
H—BUATH AR RIFHOBEONEIESLE T KR T, Bk ERRER, BRI SHIZIA
THTRERS, AR FAE T R SN E R R 2 Rl BT B . R TK I A SR Tt
W5 ] EEE TR W] RE R R A

TH] [ & K KIPAT 2

AT B 2 A IR T S A AR BARAC R A Dy b [ S 1 R A T 5/ e e FR AT 5 —
DG AR EAT A AR L o PRI SCAR I RIR 510 5 Vi, WA LU 5K 1 B i bm s
FHEWT A A

B ARSI LL B AR R e 5 I P LSRR U SRR ARl GRELEE
R GRIRB, Bt BRI RE ME) 5B (R3OS MR H TS E X
Ulo PR EROHIEHAL T ALK SRR S 2 BB Z R B R, LRI ARk
ot o o = oS M RIFF A o SRR T REAE T B0 i BRI 5 oot ML R BURPIR S 5 i vy



Faquan-in-Motion 1 ¢
PRLEF) T

Larry Cata Backer
Discussion Draft Essay
12 August 2026

FRIAR 7 28 Firong L) & PR A BEAT G A AL . 28 2 5 1 B BRI H | 47 T e M) 3= S
JEN, IR IR A SRR ) A S SRR, R RARE ROV & 3 IR Bl
ORI R E FAESS 7 AR AR A 5 BoA g sLid 5.

X NAEIRES A ) DO BLAAL AR 1 SGRROHR B (1) RTINS
s (20 FSVERA & B AR/ BT R BN bR e . Al AR N R 54t 1 Ik iyl 2
BU: R EE. AREPERE RS, TG E KPR, NRRETBUNZEE/
BN T, TR T RRAREAL 2 SO X 7y (AT 5222, IEBUETR AR TR NS
Hocheth, BIUKLAEE IS & — ZE W H AT RE I RS M RIIR A% B 28R BLR
fE ey H R MEY) E SOTHRER (B ROR e — R G R ZE S A A

=303 SO AR ESCARTE M (o) HERE XA NN RS BEIE X, SRR 5%
PR R R —SC A AEEZ TR Fs (b SR Z X658 1 P9 S RS P R B B, %
FENEREARE @ 205, IR ERIREG (o) X7 LA REF Y BA B 5 RENE. &
T RSB E R, B 2B ARG WIAGREAR, JTRXELIg RS
T NET B EEE, A E R ECRE SRR ERRZE S
ML B2 R TR AR FH AR BA L (UHE B BV 1
W, ARG EPAT T R 48 IE B B AR A B e 4

PR SR I APAC B O R A OB T BR A SR, AL b B S B — e TR S LR
TR 1) A o

I. WAL, — IR

P24 TR AR TE SR AT H Bl AP S o A —BGA R (1 SR Rl AT B R
o BT B BT GER SO, —FESIAE “B7 (BD BRI b
RIMER) S ke —— “ DI m MM S A S e BRI —— IR LT
N-ETEBER RS B EBL GERG BIRUH C 2/ 2 R R E R AN &R 70D« R
AP RIRBG BRI ARBE RIFIARE D) « BUR] (BRI, BIRERRI MAG D« AU (B
73, BIHAIMGHD « 5% (55 , UL GF) K5, B 0uEdANK TN
(ORI BUiRaR, RIS HLER gy S A0 B 28 HTh 1 (X A 28 KRR S T 5 5 SR £ — R 2
IRATTRESE—— ISR . 7 SRR B, R 588 ) ) 45 b A5 2 L ok 2L
RAMERESG MR MO SEXS “ 2087 (K B SRR A R, SR
{95 €N

PAN R — T80 H s 7y — T H BVeBE N DABE 12 IARAEAE 1 B T2 SO e 3 SRR
PRI IO AS s B SRR 5 — IR AU B 2B RIE S BLAM
MR R T 2 AR, B RIS B . PIALAE 2R 2 LI ik



Faquan-in-Motion 17
PRLEF) T

Larry Cata Backer
Discussion Draft Essay
12 August 2026

Fo BZAERWIREAH LI TORRERATE T AN T I 18R th %A $E
FAREEIA L, EEZEBRZAMO—VINE, YR THERTERM, (Fa Ak i
BRI —— IR P b e —— AR AT A H AR I SE I R R . X
BHEAREARAT R, AT H @SS PEEN — BAAERFE — 5 L
HZIAREANEZAL, WERIALR TR, AR A B ORI 2 5 .

IT. ERE IR

B2 BRI AT S M SR AR ETFRLRAR . B 2R R B )
WORERL BN PR Q28 th S iR E B8 70, DASRIREL, BT B A B0 AHA 5E 1M
VIRE TR 2 SR IER Gy o AERLER T A OARCR, B AN BT B0 7 A 2 ) A4 2 2
CLRAL TS, BV RICETAT (I P A L A~ SE i o SO MBS e Be R . Pk
NEEEIX R R DRSS MR Y B B AU = s —— AR
A By (AR R B L R I A Wt —— AR AR A 2 R AL . IR T REAE T 1AL
PSRRI E, LA S P B i RR R CEBURD S mmiti®R (%
D o IEXAET RN NGLFIRGHNAFHRER B I HAKIEAR A 55 .

HFEHAPRE R R: B BRI, B EEZTRZE “HAL” 1
BOR] CBCAD B3, X B4k R B AR PR S5 R\, KBRS 873k A T[] — A
ARIEZ T ——1ME 2 Hi A BISFRIX — BRI, Femidfar—FhE IR RIRVE AT &R, 88
AL BRI SRS BRI A B8 R RIX 7. A RHTIREfd, 2B e A 2 [ by
A SR S E S E A B E BRACR] s [ BRI S A S A B A A
JIRARE R BRAL AT s A A BRAN 22 4 M2 Wr o b eI s ) B Bod i AL 4w B S R P 2K
i ——BAL K, AL 1246

B SRR TR B R R (A, RN RS BT AR
Y0 E SOV RAA IR B AR B8 A IS K DY IR N —— &= 1 . B iz zh
C“RLHIEN RPN T RIE Bibzh” ) o ARG B I bRE, LA AR
FEARNE C“HEERRARN, MARMBRN” O o A b, B2 HARSEL, 9%
WA RN, JF BAE AT LA 2L HeA [ 5 55 I AR 1 a0 i DARA € —
— I Bk AR At o 1 I B R LU “ AR 80X — IRAE AR5 -
FIFEIIAE H, X bR S B A LR 5. — B ESOy “hERIEEK” , X
IR BRI E Z A6 B CREIE, IER T )RR VEBE I A2 %
THEAR G KRR e 0 R L SEANBT R 8 B X000 H ) AT BO R 511 E
7K o



Faquan-in-Motion 18
PRLEF) T

Larry Cata Backer
Discussion Draft Essay
12 August 2026

ITI. PAERE X B S HRIARIEEBFIA

X B IR o 1 B SIER T R & U AR R . R O AU T,

AT LAMAN AL —Fh LB D9 3 [ VA 32 LR s B 22 A6 B B B J73E C 2 Y T SE it
T RAE AR ER . AEAR R IR, B R B E T AR S AT DA A e B RR A
FH——JF A e b s AE AR AT RS 5 D S22, T RPBURI S AT B T RiiE A S F R A L =R
HPAY ERT o XL SNSRI S AR S T T AR AR AR IR A

Al HEEENAS GRA. 2T TIREE) HEE S CARTER S HE HE L, &
FA A I BUA B AR S A S AR ARV E DT R R B € B o B Z AR T IR A B IR R
SN JEHERE TR, Sl T e AR R . VARIASRUX B IR O R
MR BITE e —— 2 TR RMER A R YE CmmIPE . RETE. UTE .
Bt AENBURIGRIT TR “TIW7 D, IR XS R A B SO AR RENE IR
P RS 3t Il —— DRI, XX A A A R TR 5 — [ K 2 i B O SR e B P A
IR FIWT o 2 CENRE EIRA IR 2 Ah s M B, ek B 5 B2kt
VI MR T iz AL I B B2 W AT B ETRE, R R HE A D AT R Y
R 2% Ao

XAEAFIATBE RS2 — Fh LEARE 5 R S L SE s i B MER) SR IR . B ik
R SRR N AR 8, [FI S8 ORI A . 55—, ‘Emnd 1B ARy “IREE N 3
A7 PR FARBUANEBIR, B ER S AR 2 B a5 W P e AR ik L
CMERME 5. 5 - ——miX AR R E R g ——e it 7 — ks
#E, IR ERYE AR TR E N 2R 5E ,  TRBUR] ST FLAR B A yIE =, IR 8T
ERI O RN LB SR .

BRI UEE, RBIVEZMART “HMTHT 1A EICTA R SA R A B AR 2 5
Bl EESRVRE AT EA BB REUA LI T E 1 B SO e F B 7T T R EA T A4 —— Xk
7 CHAAAE RIS TS BBV BT AR A3 i B R T J TN AR AT B R A
#fE, ARARKE, X8 RJEHEE 78, FHTEZAAR B R AR

TR AT SEZ g o A ] FEA LA HERE, T el i A N R IR B R AL, M E 2 ik 2
W TR T B AR R, AL IR R Pl i NRR IR
5k, EASEXRERANEEMARSNENSE: EIFAREE AR RIEANRE
& MEEEREMR). ZRRNBE—— Wik, FEhE—— “WETRHEE

557 2 R-TdREMAARLE R, @BRRERFERALS O w B, B, K
R E R HIEE LA EREAR B R . B SEANEGE, HiRENR,  Hpr s A 2 R
REELRIE S . “MREATR, BT £ o BHE TR R EZ N, X
DA IE A KFE P LA R ——RARNE % A JBE, DkedEARRKRE



taquan-in-Motion 19
PRLEF) T

Larry Cata Backer
Discussion Draft Essay
12 August 2026

R AR i B2 B AE RN “ DB S BRR 7 —— @ i BEAL B, 3B E ik b
RIBAE AR —Fh BN LLE i3 SO AR K D7 20 B 2 o i AT O ARUR] 3=

Ko PR RO R E 2L AR AN T R R, A
M FRBATATE RGL, PLANEE BB ARIN, AN BB 50k 15k A A BUR] .

RXFEMEAHR TR XA S EZ AR TN E N EARRIEN “ A NRRELE” o4
PO T R SR . RE——WhA . AUR LS A RN R R 1 1) P2 2R —— i [
5% I E VIR HAUR] 32 KAL) Rl 2 il B MRS BRI s e IO R B 0 708 2 L 2 5 gl
FERK AR T RGN TERBRAIN, ARATTR 52 BIBOM K EE ) T (e — I i =i . 38
AR T SO RRGIERU R dr A, ATAER SRR X T BB, 6 R AA
RAAUEATIEF BRERIRIE, A XS5 R — R, A G RPN/ B/ X5 =
TREE 5 eI B BRI & B /SN —oeaii, 2 F X 0 R AR R JZ R R
RIE——HIE R TVE ke 210, 58 & 16— %)= .

IV. BEMRFS—ARFEGRR AN E X
R BRI

B CHA” BORIREA &, AT DA gy —— 1 A A SN ot —— b
A4 BUTR TR B AL SRR TR TEAS B (1 — A seil . 322 H 5 AR B ks
HSKIHET ‘R XHIEE B 29, RERAS 5 A -5 B 22 B R
K, IR ERE S LRGE N — RPIHr B, X BOB B R —BUA 2T 78, X —F5)
WA LUE IR H Al 5 K R IBACL LR TR R IR —A4> “BUHL R I, &=
Z AR L S O AT TR S A TR R R R ( ARG R BN E R Al
Feee e M HRFONRHFLE” D 5 BEJER A “BRIRLRT R, KSRt aE
ST LR WA 1R KT AR A il 454 7 AHER AR

IXFFANIE Al AP S22 A R H Sz BT LA R R R S A R 1T B SR
JREWAVE, EAAEM R X ECEPR T 1% 5 B S0 BT BB 7 I R 2. ikl
B, BEZHEA IR B A SME AR AR BRI A, DAL R
I “RIER S BURHY” 22 B — R VE g, L R E L 1 AR R e P 1 R ——
RS = SEILHLART « RIRIE A oK S A Jm—— 13X — TR AR BUA T T D B 2 3
ARPRIFENERE: WHIAEREWE . BEFFUAREARS. —MEEARLEEL
FBUARTER . KT BUEERIE, RASSHA, AR AR 1 2 BB
B2 Ak



Faquan-in-Motion 9 ()
PRLEF) T

Larry Cata Backer
Discussion Draft Essay
12 August 2026

BRIARZHRTSF

M1 28 2 5 B S ARG AR 7 AN SE D IR R i L 92 SRR 5922 At R 31 LA
UEMEY) = SC BT, IF B LA A 5T 3 X —— RIS B B2 1. o LLE TR
VR AN RS — P S A ——1X R A MR TR R ABAF- (AR U 5 M HE B 1 ) 28
/R ER, WHERR 1 MO SGRER, PO ZE R (AT SR 15 2 — P iR
Jn EH AR TR PEAL R T ORI, e I G0 i i LT B AR 3 SR R 2 4, T
B2 A IEY) SO IR T AL . WARAE S 2 H R L, BLSIEBUR S 77 5 & 1 L SEAK
Ry MAZTRRATIFEEILER R AR R ES, A, ERERERE L R
A R EA R VAR A AR, SRR —HE, JHafsl A —DEZAARRAE
5 BRI SE I — AR R IR

B, F5—INBFE B IFAUIR exclusively JETHHE/R . BRI RKEMRI Y /K
T 5RER, MBI 55 02 AR e ie FARMERRE: RE/RK TR SMMERTE
—/RGEWNHEE O RS 22 AR, AR IE IS S AT AR BT DA ST B A A 5 R
T EK, SILPARFOC TR 58 G R R R TE IS AR T LAARZS, B 4EMEY) 32 (B

W

FERXBEAR MR N ——B AR FEFT 5B VAR FREL BN ST R] DA
RN AN ZRUER S ARG, Hp R ARIE RO E DR AR AR NI AL B ke, 1M
T E X — R TR AR E TR AR, R EZ AR L RSk
RINEARIE . IERAR —F b, SRR SCHATA S 2 IR ORI RE, 1™ A% SR
TR R A IR MA AT —— 2D, WERASEZHE SR AR & 1.

Wb, AR IR AR T B RhooRede KA E ——E A SRR BT
ABOTFIIRETEWE 2 —, TR AL GUX O o RIOARTE, AL — DI, ik
B RES L RIS L Z M . B ZAAR N BRI IE2IX 30, ARl “VERUT
O AR RIPALLR A E ST “IRAg 0 Mg B IEmifig R 5, A BRSE AT “AX
AR R« SCS R AR T S VAR SO BB R B ks, X JuhedE
RS E 5 e — R H LRI e e e A — I S 2 3 iR HHE
A UK HA 1 T ——IX i Al AR AN R R BB OO L, i X — e i IR AR
T S B 2 A I MER) T SCRTHERR NI 522 2 1R

EEMEEER A LA
P XU TE SO A AP TEPE I I A B A AR LB . A Z T

D HERU A, BRI B AN T B SBORIARARIR RN 206155, VR 2 —
FNEHEVRTER 2P W . B 25 B 5 sebria/F o i B 324k, BT RS



taquan-in-Motion 9 |
PRLEF) T

Larry Cata Backer
Discussion Draft Essay
12 August 2026

Ao ZARTR P IR 1) S R R VE I 5 SRR SEIIBURS e FRAENS A3 [ 52
DAL RE TR &R, TSR] M —— BBl B 2 A 7 B VE R DI e FE —— e R I
NI — R TR E L e 2 —, SR MER 2205, AR I
2 Ak e T B A

Rk, AR DA BN AE A T U ERIEAE,  fa BN SOR B B JEI O K PR iR 50
AR 868, AR S O IE SO BEAS B SON LA T L ST F 33 1
BB X —TRA A, RGO T, 2 SR FZHAF MO SR B R Az, B,
AR A 2 — IR S5 TSR AE K . BN EERITR . A 3 SO U 23 e S IR AS 1 T BAE AT
H, ERXFHOLN, SRR EONE & T EREN RIS ERRZ R . WA SOR
HBA T VRHATIR— Rk B2 I, 10 AERAS SR i —— RV 4 4 5 A R I
MER) 3= SURRREAE D9 SR = IR R IR —— B IEIR USRI AN SO ke s 10X — ey A&
AT AL BT AR T

BRHIBE=EIR

AR H PR o L5 1) v i v BE AR T SRR —— W R S E RIS
T R guiaff, Hh s ERIEMRIINIIRE, 9 E VAR5 JFA AR T8 0 1 2 1) e (P2
BEIER o X XUE S AIAETIALE SCRVEIE RS T 3T B R AL B . S R Y RV BRAS
FEIE O E SR AT RVER —— i =, e RS kE, D HE A
B ST R 2 R FIBUR B0 8 S A —— AR IR BIrfilid AR 2 S At =
M, PUOASERZER R RA LR T). RZBIREIFE N BT HOH RER, $ZEE
AR IR AR E L, e B R EARFONER AR EAR TR AR AL

AR AN . U0 SRIEAE SCEAR Y B SEXE AR ——56 5 [ 5B i A e ——
2RI« LA RE ) F R RFAE £ 508 ) A (0 S SR MER) = SCIE, et 22— 3
HINER S AP SR B 258 = Ma B R IR, ML B IR S —iEE, BT IF
By TaRMEE T BETE, A9 M P i L B ) S e e A 2 B — R 2K AR e ) [ X — [ B
HAKRR, BAEEAEBGOX MRy b, X — e 28 ) L B T e
FEFIMZ EIFET R

HFs B X LR BINCE

A RIEEMALT ER BRI TAFM I A T H bk i ol — B EBiE R A
FE SR FIPE VG AT B AT IGO0 N A7, SRR AR IR T EbrErE; ER
A I AR AR, i B FE B 70 5 FE B 4 LR E 3 ELAE rP R U5 RE 0 AR B
Ay DL AR 1 B BRI A AR 3G 5 [ BB R R R & A 2 Z IR AT 47, “AR
AEAS R 2t 7 —— DAMEY) 2 SCRTERR Y, S _E s VA AT R 25 3R PR R B 7T K



taquan-in-Motion 99,
PRLEF) T

Larry Cata Backer
Discussion Draft Essay
12 August 2026

SR 24 AQ A BRER PP R (0 R — S5 A PR shBe . 5K H bW & S E X S 4k, DA
R REAEVER BRI E RIRE J1ialE, XAPae it IR E PR A R A 1.
99 AR HOCRAT M B EERIS MR, 15 3 R AS R 200 H BAZD

2 Hil i e A R I B AR ——PEY 3 SRR BT, A /& R ST AR B 296 B A0 A ——
TR BRI W, BRI 2R A T RO R 1 2R, I IR L 5 s B 1k
I AL TR IR SRR o X — B ARy — RS v o S n Bk A
B MAR S BARE R e, AIMOLA R . 0k, XA ERIEE, A
R LR A o BRI 5 H CRIIRIR,  FLIE PRV f UK A AR L AT Y R AR T L [
NIETERE .

V. BAERE X B 5 BN B AR RS i i B
LA

AR SR B 22 A I 9T 20 5 A e RSB AL 183 o AL B R TORR (R 4 g e 80 )

B2, A28 AT A AL —EBORE S BARARTE — AL 8 SEA H R 20K it e SR
BRI BRI E P & RN BRI MR SR R, A
T AN DA A A 3 73, DRSS, 2 A — by, i e H 0 A e o

FESE AT, FEMEE 2 B ST HAb Ty “ TR RESKE R, T BRI Rt 2
IFVEBEERR PP V2 QAR KRR R F A, MR AVERL MR e, Bt dl, 4K
FS T AR, T A B T 5 56 1 B 2R I SRV E RS RO, TR R R ik
B

20 T4 50 FAE 70 FACK @B, W E 2 E SrMmRE, &4 “BUitao
RN SR SR BRI BUCR B 48 B R IR, BRI (H AR IR IA 3
BAR AR R —— BB+ F A BUR A —— 1 38 2 3 1Y) 2 BEORE L A838 D TEIBUR (AR Sl

Uit o

ORI, R FA 2 W as, REZHRBR STRE R Ry ET
FEXS TR DAFFA I SRR AN 975K, L E 2 B S iRIE, H#Esh
TR ORI FE, DORERCR AR BRI B BT ——BI LA Ak a2 Ak ARIES
AW s RO R KRR, X IR BRI S & 3 3O 2 5 A
WU A V2 1 P 44 R R

Hr A T E I SN T — AP ORI R B PRIR Bt — 2D SO i 3 X%
f. P E SEEEIG B UL IE R B A E R, AT AR ORAE BN Ak ST 5 1A



taquan-in-Motion 93
PRLEF) T

Larry Cata Backer
Discussion Draft Essay
12 August 2026

PEK, I R T —— RIBU AR RS e U A S L, (R ROR i 2R 8
PR AR R B 5k ——IX 5 BRI LB R 8L PR ERREA S, A
ORRERYE, A 40 N ZEAR R BN B

MR — P 1L, B AR 58 A B BRI T SCRIRNE, WA — S R AME T4
—IIBEERININ . BRI A H SR S A —— R E A A O
WE, REERTIR e LSRR S N 8 S8 T4 (I () AR B, Mo iE— B Bl i
I A EEF R E TSR TR, SR B RAEE X 2 WA R .

VI. SIR—Mh-EiEE

R PR B TR B ——— 7 TR ME) 2 PR, HOE R RN AR R B — A BRI 4xim
RO I O BRI Uil ” SRR R TR SR RE, FESIL
AEATIXAE R O BEAE N 2R S8 2 A1 B AL B s 5 BEA R G —— (R AT T HOERI e —F 2
B]AAE TR A PSR =R BRI, R ANy 51N 22 A A 32 SCRHERR R e 56
o =AMie s R 2 PR, R ERTER SR ER TAR, RN XA EE R T
Ko

J

FEE B EAERGERRM T ROVRITEITT I AT AEA TSR ST UL B E AR A 15 B
N, BEPREZ AR TE U BUSIERCE R K X PR, ARG
FIFARBAEMANBER; eIz B 5 oS —— 4l & 1T E B AR E
RIFTAARL SEbn ERI—Fh “RE/ MCiRg” WX ——iS A~ 5 5, NG4S
TR & I 22 5F 2 Gt P ik SR LS BUR] 32 7K B RN I

XAEH S E 2 A SRR L SGRE T BIERIES, PO EH RS NERN AR A2 —
Vi R 22 AR MR AP R TEZERR P A, et 7 —MiRie “oui” mora, m
AT AR BT AR A . XA B ARAY,  AE T e SVER E Mg A
RSB H RIRVEETE 5 Z P ARG B2k TRE “N” B3] “Had XLl

R EsK, PkadBARRKRIERTRENEGE “@is” “hiR” JRad i
PR “SEMIEREAR” ety “ NRIIBSEATS)” 1) B B ——H b [ 3™ 50 4 W
BT Bl —#RE T AR, BEEY. FETPOmESEERER, X IE
RIER2 T SHREERGEEMTRE (BFRBUARS) Be% RAR AT Ret.

PR 2 AR 2SN T3 — D ERAIEVEE AR 7 248, RAERXIR RS B K
FRAEFA PR RIS, TG AN BT BE SRS B AL BB RE X AR G — IR VA R T SO P 3A]
ICA A R N R ] 5 SRR ATV A 52 I 15 €



taquan-in-Motion 94,
PRLEF) T

Larry Cata Backer
Discussion Draft Essay
12 August 2026

A AR AU SR BRSSO 1 E 2 Hi VA A e DU FRAl ) R GBS IR IR 25 B AL
ROEAZRPE: — R EREBUIN T AEIRAR AN — I Bee i, st e i N —Fh R Sihe
A BRI R TIT R EE LA I “FRALE L B E LA B AR
PR BB AR SRR B 5 8 X R EE T A s Bua ——RIAT AT
BEATVREE, AR AN B E K2 AT, TSEMEE R, A AR HE I SR AE
R EC&5IERAEZ .

XNEZ A RAELRZ AR maid A R R 3 R AR Y 30 ik ool fE s gt
TARIERALE . ERER AR RE . BAE R, mAEP TP, X5
FRRARGERFE, HICIRE G ENIXRE R B SR BSEEENU MAHE 2x i AR
SRR E B R S B RE AR AT DAAE B R A e AR K i SR ARATTAR
Rz ABMbIFAREN LT FRB PR RBP4, W H AT
I LATE 3

R THBRRE =AML DT R Oy MR, R RAN IS QAR — A, YK
B (A T) ORISR T — R A LU AT “PrE” A “iiie” Ban—k
Frrgia M, WA LA ZSCAMAL I TS 70 AR FE R 2 s R, BUR R 40008
JARVERIELL, AR CEBBNERREN KR,

R T IR UUIRE S BB ALy — P B AR S A AE SR DT 5 [F) 2 1) A% 3l ) s SR —
—LAE TR S| BT 51 s AR AT SR, M PSR 2 B 2], BRI H 99 5 fE
ot ke . XA AR B G R DRI AR R AR SRR, JFHeRAETHE
IR —E R L gt MAESNET AN ——1X — R P LB, S RO 3 A X “ HA

W7 AR IR, AR B R E IR B B L5 e e o S B e BRI AT

X, 57 WAL TR, WER-FPrE e WBER. JURE. RER. FEYE
KA, BAE B B 2 3RS r [ SCAS G BRI A A e A R

AR RS THEMO MR BRI TS, MARRTREXAN TS, Bak “fr/
&7 SRR DO R b B T RN RIS E I 284 F X — B, B DI ReAE
TR TSRS () BB E5KR——R R ] e RAT X Uk ) —— S8 R AN
(5) N—MOariE. f£2EHE S ERA R, IWSREEBUKIA; 14
SATE 0 3 B A B WA AR A DIRE,  TH RSB AEAK AR FE 5, MR ST, B AR
I R i DA, A A R AR

K i P A R R DTk, ARt = U E AN WA A — R B R R —
EX R o AHEIEE N TP TG RIETT 5 AR T BRI 2R BLah P I RS, 1M
A AR LLAE I th rh R I R R RS AE — A 14 L N IAE & i fp sl — MR IR 25



Faquan-in-Motion 95
PRLEF) T

Larry Cata Backer
Discussion Draft Essay
12 August 2026

VSR ——RGEE M EaBua N ERIER. EARBILR iR Z R4t 7 — BRIk
A LW EEFAREBART X HUHI SR E K RSN S A BUA A .

=AHERPRAEM RS IREIX - EE, L= BIEREREARE. =FHIHFZ
b, CARAERE— AR FAE RIS PE R A I AR AR B s A 24k, AR T EATEAS T 2R A
W EE 2 AR R MED) T SCPHERR B 5B 30— I R 2 AR ——1E BNt eIt EE R 28 /K
IR Rk B A%

EAE— PP EIR B R MR A SRR, RO MR MR A EE. AIGE
W\ Al AN IF T L R S BRI R —— 1 RRIE e BN BUE —— X — B R
FEVERE CRRVE TR RE S il A N R LR HI L B BatiiR SL R a5 i, [, REH
W A EUA BB R — RIS R I 3% B T AR B EA R R R, KA #gix—
5.

X BVEAE A E 5 B AT 3 SRR P A e DUIE A B AR T B B T T ) B R
TR E VG T e P E R, 2 RGIERIE R —IF A YIRS T A
DAL, MBS ESREATTR RN e e AR B 3R, %R B S IRE, FARE
AT AR —NE BT Z HTRUHE & A 9 R AR LK

VII. &5

RZAE AR b B 2 ) A A BRI IR A — e B 32, W BURIL, & IS
FEAIEFICR N 70 8 TR . B2 A6 B S BT iRk A b, AR ST AR
Al B PRI, I BOX AR HEIR AR AR, IR AR AR A
5 RA I 2 ——X A AT LOR B B B AR T SRR, IR LB fif i —
AL B B PR ) ST, g AN Bl Bz (O 2 258 i (0B T2 KT IR
R

FEI R 2, T DURHEBUE ST 5 A, RS A (R R R BRI 5
P B R E— R RRZ W I A AT BB RO HBRIRIE, R
R ATERAR R IR, LSRR, 307U 4 L S B 8 i — AL U
S5 177 SR LA TR«

PIANIH R A B2 Ak, FEFA SR S B0 i HARAT AN SO B S AR DA

P PAE PRI GIEIEEL, 5 EZER B S A BRI 1R — SO
EHEMEEVA 1B XS AL R SR i X A% R AT DA 00 S VR AR i % o FITLE [ 5 1) P 5
P TESRBEAIRLZ IR DARAE —F 2R S IR I — T R AR —— R IR R AR X
MG PERNC A, R A RN IR R AL B Bid o —— R Fioks e B AR gy Bk



Faquan-in-Motion 9 6
PRLEF) T

Larry Cata Backer
Discussion Draft Essay
12 August 2026

MR B B, TBLA BAE A T AR TS, TR RE TP E R Y E L —R S
VE R IEFEAE RE— S PR, B TCIEAE AT T B SCAS B 5 I (1 52 AR TG D0 R S8 4 g
ZNIX— BN .

X RABGRIIRARIF A LB P B Be, AN RIE T e A BN LA IE . E1R18 2
AR SRR P AR TR AT 2 D BRI IR FE TN —AME R be, 2 gk SR
FRX IR IR 2 18] (5K 77 TR 2 rh AN T B e A R g i [T MEA) 2 SRR B 55
JRIRZ — I .



