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Public Ethic and Personal Virtue: A Double Track Model of Ethics in the
Transitional Period in Britain Japan and China ( by GAO Like)

Abstract: The relation between modernity and tradition is crucial to ethics in the transitional age of en—
lightenment. The two great figures in Scottish Enlightenment that is D. Hume and A. Smith created a
double track model with “justice and goodness” dichotomy responding effectively to the issue of the moral
transformation from the ancient to the modern along with the rising of a commercial society. This double track
model has been echoed in East Asia in Fukuzawa Yukichi’ s “personal virtue-social morality ” Liang Qi-
chao’ s “personal virtue—public virtue” and “moral-ethic” and Li Ze-hou’ s “social moral-religious moral. ”
In the enlightenment in Scotland Japan and China the double track with “public ethic and personal virtue”
provided us with a theoretical framework to dialectically deal with the debate of the invariable and the variable
in morality and that of creating modern public ethic and inheriting traditional virtues.

Keywords: Scottish Enlightenment ethics in a transitional period public ethic virtue a double track

model

Intention Reason Action and Related Claims of Pragmatism
( by CHEN Ya-jun)

Abstract: An action is a performance with an intention while an intention may constitute a reason for the
action. However it is not true that each intention will constitute a reason of an action. Whether an intention
is qualified to be a reason is not solely determined by an individual agent. In contrast this involves a social
perspective. From the social perspective we can legitimately claim a reason rather than an intention of an ac—
tion. An individual agent is responsible for the intention whereas the society ensures the reason. In an ideal
action its intention is compatible with its reason. An intention is not rational unless it is a consequence of a
material inference which is by no means private but formed in social practice and followed by the public. A
material inference does not need to be reduced to a formal inference. The main difference between new and
classical pragmatism is that the former cares more about how reason ( language) affects an action whereas the
latter pays more attention to how an action affects reason ( language) . New pragmatism not only supplements
but also diverges from classical pragmatism to some extent.

Keywords: intention action reason inference

Dialectical Argument and the Dialectical Tier ( by JIN Rong-dong)

Abstract: Feng Qi’ s concept of dialectical argument is closely similar to Johnson’ s concept of argument
that takes the dialectical tier as an essential component of argument so it is possible for the two to combine
and complement with each other. On the one hand with the help of Johnson’ s proposal for the typology of the
dialectical materials and his elucidation of the criteria for the dialectical adequacy we can better comprehend
the contributions and limitations of Feng’ s concept of dialectical argument; Feng’s seeing “achieving una—
nimity through the contention of diverse opinions” as a universal law of the contradictory movement of thinking
and knowing can on the other hand lay a more solid foundation for the justification of the arguer’ s dialecti—
cal obligation.

Keywords: dialectical argument achieving unanimity through the contention of diverse opinions dialec—

tical tier dialectical adequacy dialectical obligation
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