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means that the world picture of modern science denies the pre-scientific and everyday experience which

is the basis of Aristotles doctrine of substance.

Scanlons Justification on the Equality of Human Moral Status
Li Yaming

The justification for the equality of human being is a task brought to us by the Universal Declaration
of Human Rights. Also it is a necessary approach for understanding and resolving the disturbing moral
dilemmas of our time. However this justification has been proved to be unbelievable difficult. Each
approach shows serious defects. Scanlon ‘s Contractualism defined moral states as an interpersonal
relationship of mutual recognition thus avoided all contradictions that had caused by other kinds of
justifications. It proved that there is no hierarchy in moral status and the realm of moral status
accommodates all members of human being even those who lack of typical human capacities. By
deliberating why human being have equal moral status it also clarified the source of moral duty and the
source of normativity from a special perspective provided us with reliable principles to deal with moral
difficulties today.

Experimental Semantics and Theories of Reference

Ren Yuan

Experimental Semantics put forward serious criticism to Kripke ‘s theory of reference and its
methodological foundation. We reconstruct the line of argument of experiment semantics and carefully
examine its three core claims that is thesis of cultural diversity of referential intuitions thesis of
cultural diversity of semantic reference of names and thesis of referential pluralism. It is argued that all
these claims are defeasible. But we also use empirical evidences of naming practice to explain away the

apparent diversity of referential facts in Chinese and Western traditions.

Brain Mind World: Predictive Coding Neo-Kantianism
and Transcendental Idealism

Dan Zahavi

Recently a number of neuroscientists and philosophers have taken the so-called predictive coding
approach to support a form of radical neuro—epresentationalism according to which the content of our
conscious experiences is a neural construct a brain-generated simulation. There is remarkable similarity
between this account and ideas found in and developed by German neo—-Kantians in the mid-nineteenth
century. Some of the neo-XKantians eventually came to have doubts about the cogency and internal
consistency of the representationalist framework they were operating within. In this paper I will first
argue that some of these concerns ought to be taken seriously by contemporary proponents of predictive
coding. After having done so 1 will turn to phenomenology. As we shall see Husserls endorsement of
transcendental idealism was partially motivated by his rejection of representationalism and phenomenalism
and by his attempt to safeguard the objectivity of the world of experience. This confronts us with an
intriguing question. Which position is best able to accommodate our natural inclination for realism:

Contemporary neuro—representationalism or Husserls transcendental idealism?



