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Abstracts and Key Words

- Four Theses On the Issue of Value YU Wu—jin
Abstract: The word “value” is one of the concepts which people often use without giving a definite
meaning. It’s necessary for people to make clear various misunderstandings on the concept of value in
order to set up a basic consensus, and this paper tries to investigate such consensus. First of all, value is
not equal to use—value; secondly, the objective value —relationship differs greatly from the subjective
value—judgment; thirdly, the critical value—pluralism is more rational than the natural value—pluralism;
fourthly, we should choose the revised value—system of modernity rather than value—system of modernity.
Key words: value; use —value; subjective value —judgment; objective value —relationship; natural
value—pluralism; critical value—relationship; revised value—system of modernity
- Deontology: Born and Kept in Servitude by Utilitarianism Asger Sgrensen
Abstract: The distinction between teleology and deontology is today almost universally accepted within
practical philosophy, but deontology is and has from the beginning been subordinate to utilitarianism.
‘Deontology’ was constructed by Bentham to signify the art and science of private morality within a
utilitarian worldview. The classical distinction was constructed by Broad as a refinement of Sidgwick’s
utilitarianism, and then adopted by Frankena. To Broad it signified two opposite tendencies in ethics, in
Frankena’s textbooks, however, it becomes an exclusive distinction, where deontology signifies disregard for
consequences, and it is therefore almost impossible to think of deontology as a framework for a
comprehensive ethical theory. This conception, however, is adopted by Rawls, and in his contractarian
interpretation of deontology, it is actually no more within the sphere of ethics.
Key words: deontology; Jeremy Bentham; C. D. Broad; William K. Frankena; John Rawls; rationality
- Grice’s Account of Speaker Meaning and its Sufficiency: An Assessment
LI Guang—cheng
Abstract: H.P. Grice’s ‘meaning’ (1957) is a landmark work in the history of philosophy of
language and theory of meaning in the 20th century. His approach, as discussed here in the 1st
section of this paper, is to analyse non-—natural meaning in terms of audience’s recognition of
speaker s intention. In other words, to understand what a speech act means is to recognise
speaker ' s intention and produce an response as a result. Grice’s account of meaning raised many
questions and criticisms. In the 2™ section, I focus on its sufficiency by giving a brief review of
some criticisms  (mainly Strawson and Schiffer) of Grice’s account of meaning and his responses
in his later articles. Their criticisms show that Grice’s account of meaning, while giving us some
insight into communicative acts, is not sufficient and need some additional conditions or
alterations. In doing so, many philosophers developed their own theories of meaning, such as
convention (D. Lewis), intention, convention, and rules in speech act (J. Seale), intention and convention
(Strawson). It is in this sense that Grice’s theory, although not prefect nor sufficient, is served as an
original source for many new theories of meaning. My own criticism, in the 3rd section, is that Grice’s

account of meaning is not sufficient in the sense that it’s an account of meaning without language and
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