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Abstracts

system of “moral spirit” with rich contents. The essence of “moral spirit” is “the unity between the
individual and the universal”. “Moral spirit” exists in the two fundamental ethical substances, families
and nations, as well as the universal ethical relation between individual and community. “Moral spirit”
goes beyond the atomism viewpoint of right. Its implication “starting from substance” is able to deal with
the complicated ethical relations in communities, to develop moral virtues uniting rights and obligations,
and to overcome the obsession of individual power as the moral defects of atomism.

Key words: moral spirit; moral substance; Atomism; community ethics; ethos

® Ethics and Morality, Why Be “Spirit”? FAN Hao

Abstract: The discussions, proposed by professor Yang Guorong, Pan Hsiaohuei, Sun Chunchen focus
on a metaphysical problem: ethics and morality, why be “spirit”? Elaborating on philosophy shall be
investigated for the three relations: the relationship between three theoretical resources from Marx, Kant,
Hegel, and the relationship between two civilization traditions of Chinese and the Western; the
relationship between phenomenology of spirit, legal philosophy, historical philosophy; the relationship
between the ethical spirit and national spirit. The idea of “social consciousness” from Marx, of “practical
reason” from Kant, of “objective spirit” from Hegelare three theoretical resources about the nature of
“spirit” of ethics and morality. They must be creative integration and transcend based on the Chinese
tradition. The trinity of phenomenology of spirit, legal philosophy and historical philosophy is the
metaphysical basis of the ethic system, the “body” is the spiritual nature of ethics and morality, the
identity is the state of spirit philosophy of the ethics and morality. The concept identity of nationality,
ethics and spirit, the relationship of ethics and morality, and the structure of legal philosophy are three
dimensions of its reality and history.

Key words: ethics and morality, spirit, phenomenology of spirit —legal philosophy —historical

philosophy, ethical spirit-national spirit

® What Logic is and What Logic Should be HAO Zhaokuan

Abstract: Logic is formal, this is a popular philosophical position come from Kant, hold by almost all
philosophers in analytical tradition. However, Frege and Godel, the two greatest logicians in history, deny
this. According to them, logic is a science about the world of concept, a reality independent of our
thoughts. In this paper we try to argue that the formalism is not natural or “unavoidable”, on the
contrary, if we focus on the development in logic in the last 50 years, Frege and Godel’s realism has a
rather large influence over the worked logicians. Moreover, only from the point view of conceptual
realism, we could have explained many phenomena in modern philosophy, such as Frege’s rejection on
Hume’s Principal, that the formalism can not.

Key words: Loige; Formalism; Mathematical Realism; Frege; Godel

® Great Humaneness is Inhumane: The Reflection of Artificial Humanenessin Laozi

HUANG Zixun
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