W TEWE S HZRE i i)

Be A& sk

W E pEFEEEL,N L, EEEETE ST ERE, (B0 T K B 4 ML
SH#RM, HERIRAEREFT LT R, BMETERFNEIRE FENNEETFTEA LK, v
Z, ZEEEEN, FAHZEREN O T, B F 5 ZEF¥ (empirical sciences ) 8 58 XAF
RARAS, BEARENS - AKMATE, EiF#EE0E ¥ (moral psychology ) B £, #HHE
B, HfEdE, BEEFNFHE, HECEZHAMEEANT A S HEER B EEL IR F iE L
M, BREZET HRNEETTARE ST

KEpn HEOEE wERE BAL

EZBA, LWHAFRFRARTFEFEFCHE (LHEAE 030006); KEM, LTEKFRERRTEFR
PR EEFE A (1T AJE 030006 ),

FE 45K S BS2 SERFRIEAD A X EHE 0439-8041(2019)11-0031-09

20 A HHDIRE, Rl . AR . OB A U AR O T S L DR A IR,
SEXT SRR E R S O 2, DB E R R X 5 058 SURFIR T 4R 3, iitads, RZ2HE 2N
K, CLBWIEN— TEERE (the science of morality ).

AR T 228 3R, BTSN 2B, s PR B R A SR L £ R, bt
S ¥T: (experimental philosophy ) 35 F S RSB AR A, T8 A0 BB © LA T
YIRS AT, e Ay FBOR F B2 0 7 VR AT £5 I IX AR P & AR ML R AR o B
PR Hop AR H L) — 3, RHe e 5 SGER ARG, P 2 BB SCE 7 % ( empirical
methods ), M7 #EfbAEY)E | OB R | TR T SE AR A X TE AR A OC R) R A T SEUE A
5%, AW TIEERAAS AT RSO IE O 1 A IR I SR B AT, B TR 4
RHAI R Z JRFR, A S SR 2 e, SREICHEAAGE Y H AL ), #2508 HARLETERT 5T 1Y
BESME,

—. EFmXEEmRaER
SRR — RS BRI RLOBUE, IRESHINT . BURSCSS | Rk © S Be ik o 3

(D Gabriel Abend, “What the Science of Morality Doesn’t Say about Morality?” Philosophy of the Social Sciences, 43(2): 157-200.

@ TEAERCEY R LRI | T SO SE Y B R A B W S AT A S . CHEAERCEY Y. B
%, SRS, ChERSRRE) 2012 4855 12 1.

() Valerie Tiberius, Moral Psychology: A Contemporary Introduction, New York: Routledge, 2015.
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BFB, AR EA B B — e R B, g pEe Tk R E ) e A . 4%
PE SR E AR B AR A o

BARME, —m, ER S5 NG P 2suy, EERRG T HEamn AR 97250
M, SRR . AR R R, 5 2 RET R AT AT S a ARk
AYLETG " SEPRSE R R ECA R Y], Wik TAbss . SUfkiEsss, BAZEME. J—J0m, EEEH AR
o€ bR TE AR ORI E DA, X — i B A SE A A FIRL R AL B o A, 5 SRR
UM, HAREYE, Ma0RE A B 438 7 ik 6 T RS S B A AR, XEDL TR 045 A SE R AR I
B SCERIE AL, [l JC X T TR A LR LA T2 A U A A A . T, — BRI SA Jiixf 1
MEHTIRBEANR, RAMREFEATI BT . JEFEIE. WL Oeirn WA SERmEE Y,

WU, RIS ETR AR Tk —— RS, H A B2 EviE, s, BRI
SRR TE SR, DA A S el Bk SO e, AR AT AT . e e
2, EECE . BENeYEE | PRt RO . FAR CHAEXMER” (trolley dilemma ) 2 U S0 7E 1 FEAT
e HP AT T R LR, RV DL LI N T S BNE A s R, (BT, HA B3t
REATRTEEME | B4 T8 RS ARAE 1 B B AR PR 22 B T 5E

Hi—, ARSI RER A T SEE S B T A . < EAR ST IO MO0 238 I B Cintuition ), ® S i B
AT EAR S th B BRSSOy, SRR . NI AR, BT R EARES
WZS, HIXSEPAEARSEER, P EE NS BA AN (contingent ), 3XAF,  DATLHE A% O i AR SE
55, HESEH T SRR R IO L PRI o

FRILZ AN, WAZEEINR, ‘P25l s (evidence ) AR e AL SEG [ 2 vl SR, IFE
HSE. “Utt, BARRESE IR LR R E T, BV E S L R e R AT © X
B, RRIESEAE A AR SE IO HE RS 2510 AR AT, Sk S TR R M. S b, TR EAR SR A
AR 1 10 008 S AR T B A Bl S AR i — [ R AR 0, R XS RN B IR A N . PRI R RN TR
R SR MR R A 22 0 AR, AR B B R, T SRR MR AR
FERF, HARPEARA: BUFF AR RAS R S B FEAR S0 KLt ) v S 52 3 B s

S, BASCEE FiminE —XMERSEE . BARSCEE N TR AR A O i = s, B
BN T DG A 2R AR B AR . TR ST A SO . KT B A T 138 B SR R RE ) R
ARG . SERTMBPHR, Lg% EE, 8% Ok R X — 40 (B, B AR & e ss
XSGR T SO I, T 2 iR gt HSr 3 SO LA (4R 2000, 3 ) S
WA AP REA R L, ELIE R SRS

5=, ARSI DI 3 sl i B A MR TR A, A AR SO AR b S M RO RS B
TR, PR B B 2 25 b S R BURR SR A ARRUE . K THEE B BRIy
AE AN AR S0 e A5, “HEZERLN” ( framing effect) A8 . $55H /R ( Amos Tversky ) Fil
A& (Daniel Kahneman ) f528: © 0, X1R]— 2 i) /N [R] B mle 40 77 2 B 12 SR i ) S T RS2 36

O T 2R (RBESHENTEN LRI, CREIRF AR (TR )) 2015 R4 3 8.

@ Jonathan Ichikawa, Thought-experiment Intuitions and Truth in Fiction, 14" annual Harvard/MIT Graduate Student Philosophy Conference, 2006, 3. 16.

®) Tomasz Wysocki, Arguments over Intuitions? Review of Philosophy and Psychology, 2016(2): 1-2.

@ Tomasz Wysocki, Arguments over Intuitions? Review of Philosophy and Psychology, 2016(2): 2.

® ZEM I LU EEAY, X RS MIL” (heuristic and biases ) MUBFFEULHT, X i) — 2 AR Rl R SOk 48 )y =X s 46 52 R
SN ISR AR i, Sl FEIEAT 600 A AR, FREME A 7 RARAE 200 AGRB, ] B Ur S 13 1R REMER R
600 N, HA 23 WATRE— MR T s B0, S SRULC %8, 400 4 A Juikdr, D %E, 13 InTRERFMSHL, 2/3 rRessil g
NEukfi, G A [ C TR mai it —Ri—#, HAESRER P, H-AANBIN TREFR A, MEE 4D, SRASEFETRE D,
DO X R SEIR A T AR IR 2R 7 2R 52 AR5, xRy, FEEMETE, R iR EARE .
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g5 SpEEE, WE4% (Jonathan Haidt) FHBARGSZER © IR T HOR H 5 25 SRS BRERIE 0 H B 501
o T3 S, PSRRI, A OB R T DB R KR, SRR R AE R T B, M
HOCYE—Fp il @ (R, VR, FlS . ZHBERE . TIERESE S At T AR 2 ] 2%
5, R ZARE B B B0 ARSI A5 A4 TR S BE B BT AR M SR, iR B R RIBR
L N CRFIHAR, . Ukt iy | AR KIS HHA TR B 3 4 B S A R, ©

EZ S SN £t B I o L o o T R N B 70w T R 71 35 .6 M gl [ DI 5 = S5 U i N2 A G R E 1B
PEZFHEARBER 0%, N2 A S alfEtk | @2 S5 Ehimi, EEME LS Bme i ik
ZHh, T EREE XTI TEA BRI . A . AL TR A NG B SR AR b e T B, X
SRR A DR e NREEESHIER A ATBTERF IR AR PE TR

L, W E R R TR, SRR R IR 7R I T B o S A TR 1 R
I AL, FLEES I th— D =R I P i = B Bee, e B AR AR A A st
1755%, BB F IR RS M S E RS, DA SR AL 4 SEUERS L P22 5. il JRBILARRA
., AR FE R G ORI RS, ASGE R A 30 S A B A B, TRy 53 M) FLA A 5
WEKG M, 32 FHIETES TR S2r O R B EGE TR S . 2t /RS &, Wi%E (Herbert Spencer ) i
A SIS B S ST B, EHBHE (Albert Bayet ) 18 'S & 454+ 224 M SCIE 7 i A B A8 53 T B9 VEH
N2 R F W T 58 ( Edvard Westermarck ) F2K LG 525 R HG A% B MG 730 B B A e i L A 0o B2 F
g8, B (Jean Piaget ) HHRTILEIAMAINT, FEANHIRRIMBINE, R [, BPYRI9M (Lawrence
Kohlberg ) #&i “TATEA REBTEBIEE", SR OB LA AN FIE R m] A TR 1)

XA — R LRI 1 X AR R R 2R s e AT, {H2, BEJR ( George Edward Moore )
XA SGBIR WHERE” O S 20 AL BB I E T T B HARRIEIEIE . Iz, A AR T
KRB R RO, ANEFRSE A BIWUGE £ 00 . 22K 3 SC0 iR R, X SEge ik
AR, ERFEE R, W HR RS H S T TR GE . BREER ST A GO ER Y 2
BEEL AR, AR A R B e 5 SOER A YN R RE R RS, AR, TERGES

FLE) 20 4D 60 FAARXF R A A Freks. —J7i, BTN, RERPRAEAIR LG R4
W, HAR T SCHRARIR= 52 H %, e BR e B 2l & SEuE R = 28 1T BB SR . S0 —Jrm, O3
2o B SRS SR A A A R EOR B AR A, WSS BB AR W, A AR
SRAFSERN T TS MGETE R RN EIR A, X RS HE S AL B AR oY), T,
M 20 AL EE TR, BETA M SRR R AR R A . B 90 AR, LB SIFIRER XS
ORIE L INPUEHRLEP 2, Rl 2R i BRI R R A= )2 D B G B AR A TS5 5 21 tiE2E
DI, T EG SRR ZAAEXN 7 2E R R B I E BRSBTS T R R A
BAEMISY . BSERARH A SUMFSE AT EBK, o SEUE T B A B A ) R o Iz AT 5 =, &

© ZBR LI AR FFE S LT M (socioeconomic status, RiFR “SES” ) FIMERN MBI PFARA sl S, TF, HHEA 5L
RIFTA CLedn, FEad i a0 ). ShXX AT, IR SES MY mi T “ DOEFE LARE”, HAIZAT NS B ik s
$17, ¥ SES HURFANIRIAS I A a2, FRN “ NBE Y A BER S B o AEPE Iy (B Ge ey, 324 00 52 O A2 MTE 7828 T gk L
WA B AUMEEIEFERIT R, R H ORI AR RS (ER, ARl e A S A B S R T SES BEAR. TN,
AN SES KPSl PSS HHATE Z BAE AL . A PR A5 J5 T Y 28 0035 1 T X — 22 AR AR, BRI A B A AR B IE 2 S H B
AT 7= A 22 S Ab 38 ZEPF 4 AT BT . Haidt J, Koller S. H, Dias M G, “ Affect, Culture, and Morality, or Is It Wrong to Eat Your Dog?” Journal of
Personality and Social Psychology, 1993, 65: 613-628.

@) Jackson F, From Metaphysics to Ethics: A Defense of Conceptual Analysis, New York: Oxford University Press, 1998.

(3 “Moral Psychology: Empirical Approaches: Thought Experiments and the Methods of Ethics” [EB/OL]. [2006-4-19](2016-5-3). https://plato.stanford.edu/
entries/moral-psych-emp/.

@ FHE, AR CRESSEVIREITEREERM ), CRMARFEFAM (FEAE2RERT)) 2015 4555 3 4.

(® Walter Sinnott-Armstrong, Introduction, Moral Psychology: The Evolution of Morality: Adaptations and Innateness, Massachusetts: MIT Press, 2008: 10.
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T O B R TR ok,
Z. BESTIERFEZEESHE

TETEAL E AR LR —1, JoE T H S SRR Z MR ESE . — 5, TR IR RS IR TR
SERPELE RGBT SRR e B SRR R R A BB SE AR s T, WHE A TR A ALE Y
BT T B SLUE R, XE, “BRAFE ML AR ML (experimental methods ), £ & A A
(survey ). AZZ:Wi%% ( ethnographic observation ) LA il FEABE A A0 52 BR f9 J7 sk 7 @, B SR B2 (1 S0 |
ARy N SN EAY R DY G UL ONSE Iy R

BRI, AT /RSN, B sE5 Any22iak, DOBETEC 3R S AR SR 1Y) B AR IE TR0 SR} 2
MRS SRLG T NG, HHEY AT AAR G, MR ER: | OISR RS e L, B
AN R R SLUE R A S MU, fEREA B HELE N, 456 Z22¢ Rl 5 & M FBalt T
5T, HEEIENTS . MRS REINE, ik TR . AR UERARA SRR . HS ki W )
= B B T= K RN = i [ U N (= B W N o 1 S SR I T 2 S o S = 0 i M R IS B B 2
WA AR ES 2 A The . Bk, EREAPTAENe ALY, SCUERIE O3 4 BT
PRl AR RITE F AR, XTI AW | T IR R A [ A T TR RS
% pitoss

(1) 3T b 2 B2 o284 H WAL o 5k

TETEF WL 3250 FOB TR B A 2R MR, SCGETE B . TATENE R, R sE A
RigH, LGN EER AT ARSI T R AL AR S, ArE R RIREAEH S T3 EH
BIIG © B WAELE, OB TRt TC T v S et s 7 o T o e A S B e

TEFEC S B B R A HR 5 O R R IETEFIWLE] . EXT G X DI REREAT T MR JEal 1, A
W T A PR A L, P A 22T Sl R T B Wa D5 i DX A0 BRAR B, 45 th SE it s Bk Kk
Z P BBORTEA [F 5 B R, 255 AR AT A st Ta] .y =LA R T A 25 R S AR, X e
BN W BT R FEIE R . S5 T DR JFBE, FEXT S M A WL B R AR D, T O B DU A
HRRAE A AR A BN 32 USRI AR ARG B L2 i R R, KRB T =1 FrEt.

BB, RS BRI A, (B AREELR, AT A AT
PEER AR AR W 0 = VR, OB BRI U LU IR 1% 8% 5 B A S BC SR o T 5, Pt R L
A TSR, BRIt e, 20 e 60 4548, TR0 A Se K B AS FIRN R AR A% 8 i T AR Uik
B I S O B R B B PR AR I G HEEE B ) AN s Az, s S B A A

MfE, BEEBEFIEYLEIZE A ( Computed Tomography, CT ). #43LEAL1% ( Magnetic Resonance
Imagin, MRI)., DJREPEREILHR LR ( functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging, fMRI) S5 283 3 5 43 HE %
BRI R, SR A:, fE O IRSE | RS SRR R B, AR itk A
B, 3 20 20 80 AFEAR, I FELC A T B TR WAL R AR I HE B B B Bk BRI T R J%
(emotion ) MIHAEHMIRE . WBFARYE “EAEJ 75" ( moral dumbfounding ) IR R IT RIS, if il
TR VIR TR R TR EEAER, TSRO0, JFR iR bt 2 iR (social
intuitionist model ). ZJ5, AP H ( Damasio Antonio ) 52 2| 3577 2244 ( Phineas Gage ) YW iE K, E K

@ John Doris, Introduction, John Doris & the Moral Psychology Research Group, The Moral Psychology Handbook, New York: Oxford University Press,
2010: 1-2.

@ Gabriel Abend, “What the Science of Morality Doesn 't Say about Morality?” Philosophy of the Social Sciences, 43(2): 157-200.

® JeHihlFF (Richard Nisbett ) HI7P#R4F ( Stanley Schachter ) HYSEEE R 1 XA A H UG 2 WAFAE . il i 5t R AR A8 RS2 bR
AR PG LRI R E MR, MRER A O C MU B PE R T AN T AW BB, PR — i B AS RE MR S e SRR 32 50
WY B IF 2%, Richard Nisbett, Stanley Schachter, “Cognitive Manipulation of Pain,” Journal of Experimental Social Psychology, 1966, 2: 227-236.

@ FBIHOAET vmPEC (PN IIRTATM B2 57 ) 248 00 B T BRI BERE S, (HAIEEEMUIAT S A 2 R DR
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bricfRi% ( Somatic Maker Hypothesis ) FIXT A& 454 495955 N5 1E 5 A EA 7% AR IR FL sz I 512 56 i i 2 5
55, R IFEE T A A R DA EARN IS 28 0T S N ATRE A, AR BRMLE Y A B 2P T
JREVEZEAE . JAh, 11752% ( Mario Mendezs ) ¥ %475 -9 ( frontotemporal dementia ) 8% (BT |
R (Jorge Moll )® 7ETE i B Al HE rh R 7S S5 ARG THOMIST, LABGBRFEAK ( Hauke Heekeren )
KT RPN EGAAAZMIX. (amygdala ) XTI OCHR L MFFE LT, Wil — 0 A FEHLHI Y JZ RS T
TE A7 R ST W ) ) TR

B, B AR AR AR Bk s s s | K TARZ B BE, 727 SO0 i AR A FUL s AN W S R
Al TR R, ik, S TE AR AT R A RIS BBt #&AK (Joshua Greene ) M
VA A LA B 337 B2 L IR ( crying baby dilemma ) @ FL 4 85 K LA A B0 /N2 RAS 5 SR SZ B TR 1 45, (87
EMRI BEAX AN A A TR 70 W7 04 i DX nvy Al 1 W, MR s e i 52 oz s ] 5 45 B DX A 0 BRRR B, 4
T AR B RO TAEAY ( dual-process model ) XA TREAM A T AN FIFE HIHR S N T8,
FE T A B T T 2 A P el R R B T A B 2B W R E A, PRI 28 S SR 53 )
[FSHRE TR B8 S8 . THARE P KL GEAHOCI, F248 1T 52 i ) iy 2 2R 5 T A 2 78 2 ) % 1 6 FRaX
—FNe, R T EE IR R AR A

AT, ST B A AL C 28 S AR, PRSI , RIS asis AR A X
UM R, W ENBEE RGO, S ATMBC AW EER sk A, HaX R R AN
SRR, MR, EMEIN AR R (s k) SERIFERIMAE R . A, SRR ER R
B, FERAFSE T REEHRE . AWM E R WS 5 H SN S AN ERE, SRS AT
TEPRMTES, XU O AR TR LR S I S ) 22—

(2) ETIHAANA AT N IHEL

B2 bR E R WAL 0 F ST S, PR A IR A W SOETETE#E ( moral sentiment ), SETE
T T RE T 55 X8 E AT L, Gl R X SRRk — BT FE YR ( the origin of
morality ), JEFERESIMYTETE, FES A UASHEIE A SRR C 0015 B8 A LB TR W 2 NS 1)
FERIEMIARIKEL

USRS SR 0 UL SNy, TR A T A AR — 3052, T 7 A G IR A A
PRI f i = A, PR N A IR A AR ORI R R, WU IRA TR Al o DHE Ak Co 382 A —
Mk 2, BEAR AZE AN RIS LR o HAREEEM ™, IR 2B TEULE ( moral concepts ), 1E 7
B, T AR A T R G T SRR T R R A AR S ST, BRI DL S LA e T
B, BRI Ah SO A AU LIS 2R 2 (incest taboo ) Z IR MBI, 56T 7= Fs il SLIS 2L S AL AY%5E
M, FEA TR D s e FERERE BB (UK SSSM BRAY ) 5K A SCAL AL RE FIE P 25 % 42

(D Mendez M, Anderson E, Shapira J, “ An Investigation of Moral Judgement in Frontotemporal Dementia,” Cognitive and Behavioral Neurology, 2005(18):
193-197.

@ Moll J, de Oliveira-Souza R, Moll F, Ignacio F, Bramati I, Caparelli-Daquer E, Eslinger P, “The Moral Affiliations of Disgust: A Functional MRI Study,”
Cognitive and Behavioral Neurology, 2005(18): 68-78.

(3@ Heekeren H, Wartenburger I, Schmidt H and so on, “ Influence of Bodily Harm on Neural Correlates of Semantic and Moral Decision-Making,”
Neuroimage, 2005, 24(3): 887-897.

@ SENLELREE . WOy B AR I EAMDS A, BARITAN . RS RER S 7E T = e, S A OB 2R RO, IRih
FEAlrt g LAk S & R 3, A, SRR gk AT, MR SR ABRI M. S TRORS, RGBS E B RISEEZ . LA S T
B, BORPGFIWHX R TR o

® Edouard Machery, Ron Mallon, “Evolution of Morality,” John Doris & the Moral Psychology Research Group, The Moral Psychology Handbook, New
York: Oxford University Press, 2010: 3.

©) Leda Cosmides, John Tooby, “Can a General Deontic Logic Capture the Facts of Human Moral Reasoning? How the Mind Interprets Social Exchange
Rules and Detects Cheaters?” Walter Sinnott-Armstrong (ed.), Moral Psychology: The Evolution of Morality: Adaptations and Innateness, Massachusetts:
MIT Press, 2008: 53.
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Hrp, MR ZY MRS BL A FE R, TS i AR R EAEL5 1 (early childhood
association/childhood coresidence ) 2% fith & h¥ 4 J& X 0T 2% AP SO, AN TG B — Ft 32 91 38F ( inbreeding
avoidance ) HLii|, BIF5 BiHEE wifii% ( Westermarck hypothesis, F 8 WH ), T LIS ZEE 2 1F J& X — A= #HL
Hil = S R, BT RR A A T R RO R EIR N FE WA, N T RIEFNN T E A E
(inclusive fitness ), AZRAEMAbIE N i B H I Bl 1 30 28 Lk 0 AR FRAILSD s o 7 ILIE X AP LS|, 2 — 2040
A2 ALz . MEHAT, 5I/MME ( Taiwanese minor marriages ). LAASI G 1EAR Y (Israeli
kibbutzim ) %5 AZE2EUEHEXT WH (19 347 R BT X FLAREE R IR AT B ST R TS 1 % s DA SRl
PIARGENH N ELAS 18 787 5 X0 B B 3 S v RS bRy A T [ — ML B A RS2 g 45 R oK, ARG,
FERYBHBEHIRAE AT R WD (kin detection ) Flfh & [ B T A2 MIEEAILR AR, [RINF, g ml LASSI 3= 440 At
NALAE = B RIS B 2 ROV SR . TS 2, FEARAR L& AR R — A% 0 R ik & T )5 ok S fb)2
T HLAE A R Y IFIAF2E

1M SSSM AR S HARS , RO RERITICN BRI A FREH, A A 2 A SO A R o
PR SR N BIPARE SELE HX” BEYS, XE(ES RGBS T AR T RS . RIAE TR AR 1L
R, AT A SR SN LG R 5 ™ A S o TSSO s P S g™ A 1 Dt XL 3 E =5 e S e T A
VT S WS BT R O AR AUy, Il AME (exogamy ) 25 SCIb SR AT EE ST M F e AR R LA (HX}
ACBE . [RIZELL KR AP T R O BIFSR Bs 3 NG Ta] | R ) 7 T T 12 e B . HACRE L [RIZEXT
FEMHEAT Ry A AR B TC I TR SO0 At A LA A TE TR 4R R 0 SR B . AN, AnSRAE G2 LR BR AR
AR, WU A 3 T R SR ™ AR 0 TE PG 45 S N 5 AR S5 P Z Rl DGR B fin it 3. DT, /D55
FURNVAIE I IR e (B, SSSM AR REMS -1 [ [ Heuit .

AU, PR TRLICAE B A SR I T, X TR A ERE, SELAR S AN o] ik
MM, SR EPE, BRERINEC 2l SOE A RIE . O it T DR, IERdE b
T AR I AR P A AT A 0 OB . FRATTAY “TEFEER” AT REIE S F i OB AR RS FR S B
MRGEPHEWAH G MR AL, ST IR FE M IRA TR R T, ZEE RN B SO FAT Y 1
FFRAS, OSSR R (2 SR, RATRERY, Wnl47hY,

(3) ATIEFFRLNAEERBNER

BRI A H LR AREFFEENEEALG, TAEPUR “FEMERV R f S A 0 DY
Ui AR TE TR S b, I HEAL SR AR A R FA R A R B R E 5 2 A TS A A, X —
FEGSIBEN T HG 1. K H/K (John Mikhail ), P§FEMFA ( Chandra Sripada ) 25/ 57 4 ik A - 4% ki
B AR, R ok A ) I AR TR IS B ( moral acquisition device ), HTIEE 515 F 74
TR, e Se KRB AR RIE F AR L, ] TIA S AZEHA FA R iEERE 1y, JFomiaHAE
TEPENHURE P W R rh VR A% OALR ) B 2R

B, BRI ENIE I A R TR RE ) S M . B AR BGE T h ISR = e R R E
St R > HbRE 22t 535 2 B4 S SRR Z BRIP4 HRAR AT BEAEAE—Fh IR A i ) slcdh 52 SR AE BB
F1, AR AN TIGE A ] N2 2 (% BB BET IR AE IX 435 2% A A S — Bt 2 H R

HWK, BESERISUNAAAE—FI 0], REGAAESE,, SROUFEEEAEE M, Fi o, a5
IS B E R HA 2R R FRRUE R TR F AIE SRS, ke TIEAEM ZREE . X — BB FIRE M 5 T AL
HE NS . FPEIEEE S EERMBAT S IEERSE, O RS B n ERIEL, HAE
HETAEMIES”, MEREEA—FREMIES B, 2ARSAEEN., XFEFILH “hise ik

(@ Debra Lieberman, “Moral Sentiments Relating to Incest: Discerning Adaptions from By-Products,” Walter Sinnott-Armstrong (ed.), Moral Psychology:
The Evolution of Morality: Adaptations and Innateness, Massachusetts: MIT Press, 2008: 165-190.
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£, TTATEIE BEROBRE AR K . RE R V. R B B R IR, RAKBLIE
JRCHE T BIRTERAARAS , TIANTZ BT LU RGGE . 983k . FEIRSEARRIER, e TRILERAAR, R
ESRIZER, Jhit, TRITEER T T HEE AR E- SR . (RS — LA, BB SR s i
KIKE . XA HA LI FAIPEO VR BB BR O B AT, X — e A R AR 3 7 S {5 S A
FF—HENTET RN EfANERMOZG . EERIEEE SRS, AR BA VU S REAH
gl 1 I AN T2 ST (e B L S O NS & e TGS BT T O & 7 S SN A S =5
(BB E IR . B, 7EHGES D A ST R, MR RRE e,

MRS HATIE O P E AT RUCR , X AETERE T Al EREIE B, RIE R TRER B &, J5 &
[FIRESEEPEA AT sk AT 2R . (B, i TIETERT AR RSG5 225, WD RGFR
et ——X R, fHAREEIRE 2R | RIER EERAE R A e X8 nEhn A fr
PR HFH, ZENERIPA RS TEMEESE . R A, R DA RBIE A e, AR
ATRERAH A .

=. BALEEHARHIEX

TEIEAGE B AT RSERN L, FARCAYIETENTE T A Rl R B il G 1 305 SRRk A R A
Tiiko TERIZ, BB 0 AR SCUERL A IR AT i TEE RS S i g SAE e ORI s ERZ, —JrHF s
TUINMEGGERISEIIA, F0T TOFERREE, 51—, RESHIER A S SR EN SRR LS
2l P =R e W< s S D AT e g A i [ o S (B 1< K R 13 S B2 S B )
WHEEMERE M, PP 0L T ISR SRR S R, O T —FPZEG R A IR TS . AR
., ASAGEETI RN E T EAI

Fi—, RERE I SCEIRRA A B R SCUBETEOIT, FRIRAOCSLIR AT, REIhRE . FEE T 0t
G B SR 6] S T R — FNAL , SEUERL A B R A SRR Ui O T A5 B A —f R 25 . ik
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On the Naturalized Tendency of the Research of Morality
YIN Jie, ZHANG Yushuai
Abstract: The ethics takes the methods of theoretical analysis as its main approach, especially the methods
of thought experiment and the logical deduction. However, thought experiment as the research approach in
ethics has been questioned for a long time. And the normative and descriptive nature of morality demand for
more than one kind of methods, which makes the empirical sciences getting involved with the research of
morality a necessity. Affected by positivism, especially the prevalence of naturalism and the rapid
development of cognitive science, the convergence between ethics and empirical sciences is generally
becoming a trend. In the context of the research of morality presenting a tendency of naturalization, the
empirical moral psychology rises. Moral psychology incorporates achievements of neurosciences,
evolutionary biology, linguistics and philosophy to investigate morality, which shows the continuity between

the morality and empirical sciences.

Key words: moral psychology, neuroscience, naturalization
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Hermeneutical Circle and Meno’s Paradox
Inspired from Heidegger
HE Weiping
Abstract: Meno’s paradox might be a link between the hermeneutics and epistemology. The study about it

has been mainly focused on the epistemology before, but basic on the continental philosophy, especially
Heidegger’s, hermeneutics could have some internal connection with the epistemology. The relationship
between them is not parallel, but primordial and derivative, so the hermeneutics might also face Meno’s
paradox. As we know, the core of hermeneutics is the cycle of understanding, and developing to Heidegger’s
phase it has changed into the existential-ontological level, from this point of view, it could provide a good,

illuminating perspective to explain and even to dissolve Meno’s paradox.

Key words: hermeneutical circle, Meno’ s paradox, Heidegger, the pre-structure of understanding,

hermeneutical situation
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