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distinguish between the whole—sentence substitution and the sub-sentence substitution, or else we will
beg the question. In addition, this argument fails to prove that all false sentences are co-referential.

”

Following Frege’s own theory of concept as function, “true” and “false” in fact are not values of
concept —functions, but rather values of higher—order functions, i.e. the asserted sentences. Thus the
attitude of assertion refers to truth values.

Key words: reference of sentence; the slingshot argument; the principle of co-referential substitution;

the principle of compositionality; concept as function

® Three Approaches of Inductive Justification SUN Si

Abstract: Nowadays three mian approaches of inductive justification are recognized from Hume’s
inductive problem: logical justification, contextual justification, and reliabilistic justification. Did these
approaches solve the inductive problem? We have attempted to survey and analyze the solutions of three
approaches by concluding that it is impossible and meaningless for justifying the validity of general
inductive inference according to the clams of skepticism, while it is meaningful and possible for
justifying the validity of specific inductive inference.

Key words: inductive justification; logical justification; contextual justification; reliabilistic

justification

® History and Logic of Das Kapital WANG Fengcai, YUAN peng

Abstract: Das Kapital is the most important work of Marx. Starting with the early preparation of the
draft, the conception of Das Kapital had gone through a process of development from the “six—books
plan” to the “three—volumes—four copies structure”, and finally formed the three manuscripts of Das
Kapital. On this basis, the first four volumes of Das Kapital have been published. The textual research
on the historical development and dissemination process of Das Kapital and the deep analysis of its logic
structure not only deepen our understanding of Das Kapital, but also render us to rethink Marx’s theory.

Key words: MEGA?% Das Kapital; historical evolution; logical structure; Marx’s theory

® Fairness is a Substantive Justice LI Deshun

Abstract: There are nuances between traditional Chinese value notions about “Justice” and those of
the Western. Traditional Chinese thinking understands beings from oughtness, while the Western
tradition reaches oughtnesess through studying beings. The former pursuit justice from a moral
perspective, while the latter reaches justice by the rule of law. The differences between these two
approaches cannot explain all the internal conflicts lying within the concept of justice, which requests
some re—defining the concept. This paper studies the historical practice of mankind in pursuit of justice
and suggests a new definition of the concept of justice, i.e., not to see justice as an isolated concept that
can be defined independently from freedom and fairness, but to address the following reality: all the
issues of justice that we have encountered are actually problems of freedom and fairness. Thus, in reality
there are two different types of value notions about justice: justice of freedom, and justice of fairness.

The justice of freedom has been proved by the history and development of capitalism, while the justice of

-198-



