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Abstract

The New Myth of the Given? A Discussion with Refeng Tang

WANG Huaping
(Department of Philosophy, Shandong University, Jinan, Shandong, 250100)

Abstract: John McDowell has advanced a famous solution for empiricism, that is, conceptualism. Conceptualism can let us
avoid the Myth of the Given without falling into coherentism. Nevertheless, Refeng Tang argues that there are two gaps in
conceptualism: one between experience and belief, the other between experience and the world. These two gaps show that experience
is an intermediary between belief and world, and this may well be a new myth of the Given. I will show that Tang’s criticism is
inadequate. The first gap she calls our attention to is based on the doxastic criterion of justification. But it is not a conclusion drawn
from either direct arguments, or indirect arguments. Neither is it a sound intuition. The so called second gap is just a misconception
resulting from the ignorance of disjunctivism. Rejecting these two gaps, experience is not the Given in any sense. Finally, I will make
it clear that what is problematic to conceptualism is not that it is too weak, but that it is too strong.

Key Words: Epistemology; Conceptualism; Doxasticism; The Given

On Early Husser!’s Philosophy of Arithmetic
XI Yingrui
(Department of Social Science, Hangzhou Normal University, Hangzhou, Zhejiang, 310036)

Abstract: In the beginning of his academic career, Husserl’s study was about philosophy of arithmetic. It had two basic tasks,
the one was psychological analysis with the basic concept “number”, the other was logical clarification of arithmetical signs and
calculations. A problem presented to him in solving these two tasks: how to clarify the justification of imaginary number and general
arithmetic. This problem forced him to think about the status of formal objects and the relationship between them and psychological
considerations, and finally led him to logical and phenomenological studies.

Key Words: Husserl; Philosophy of arithmetic; Number; Formal objects; Logical justification

Scientific Fact, Analogy and Ethical Argument——On Other Minds of Brain-Damaged Patients

LIU Junrongl, HAN Dan’
(1.Department of Philosophy, Nanjing University, Nanjing, Jiangsu, 210093;
2.Department of Humanities Science, Guangzhou Medical College, Guangzhou, Guangdong 510182)

Abstract: Our ethical obligations to another being depend at least in part on that being’s capacity for a mental life. Our usual
approach to inferring the mental state of another is to reason by analogy: If another being behaves as I do in a circumstance that
engenders a certain mental state in me, I conclude that it has engendered the same mental state in her. Unfortunately, as philosophers
have long noted, this analogy is fallible because behavior and mental states are only contingently related, especial for brain-damaged
patients. In this article I consider the neuroscience research which has enriched our understanding regarding the brain and
consciousness. Additionally however, it is pointed out that neuroscience has its own limitations to solving the problem of other
minds.

Key Words: Neuroscience; Other minds; Ethics; Brain-Damaged.

The Psychological Defense for the Rationality of Inductive Inference
WANG Yifeng, Li Hong
(Key Laboratory of Cognition and Personality of Ministry of Education, School of Psychology, Southwest University, Chongging, 400715)

Abstract: Inductive reasoning played an important role in philosophy, science, psychology, and the daily life. We organized our
knowledge into useful structures by inductive reasoning. Hume first raised the question about the rationality of inductive reasoning;
many scholars since then have been defeated to defend it in the framework of formal logic. We reckoned the ultimate reason of their
failure was that the mathematical logic was not suitable for describing the inductive reasoning. Actually, inductive reasoning was a
psychological event rather than a mathematical event, and the life event set on which it relied had entirely different structure
compared with the mathematical set. From the psychological induction perspective, inductive reasoning occurred in a
three-dimensional space consisting of human, knowledge, and situation, and its goal was to accommodate ourselves to circumstances.
We argued that the rationality of psychological induction could be demonstrated sufficiently and necessarily from the angle of
adaptability.

Key Words: Inductive inference; Rationality; Psychological induction; Adaptability

Number and Force: Exploring the Basic Kernel of Newton’s Science Programme
YAN Bing
(Yangzhou University College of Management, Yangzhou, Jiangsu, 225009)

Abstract: Newton’s metaphysical thought and methodology lies behind his hard science work. The three kinds of theory,
namely the tool logos of differential coefficient law, the special intention of force notion and the nature root of movement mechanism,
are presented in the text from the point of view of coming back to thing itself and Newton’s material text to show Newton’s Science
Programme has special meanings and to clarify some misunderstanding and misreading.

Key Words: Differential coefficient; Force; Movement; Newton; Science programme

Why Doesn’t the Solar Eclipse Yang Argument Limit Equal the Yin Argument Limit
TANG Quan'?, QU Anjing’
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