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Parfit’s Objective Moral Philosophy
Zheng Chang & Ren Chou

There are competing normative positions in the field of moral philosophy. Parfit believes that the
deeply rooted cause of these differences lies in the understanding of moral normativity. In order to avoid
these differences leading to moral nihilism it is a necessity to re-examine moral objectivity. Parfit opposes
moral subjectivism based on desires and psychological motivations and supports moral objectivism. Starting
from the objective viewpoint about personal identity and taking objective reasons and cognitive rationality as
his logical support he has reformed the three mainstream moral theories namely Kants Deontology
Scanlon’s Contractualism as well as Consequentialism aimed at getting the Triple Theory and the Optimific
Principle. Although Parfit is committed to providing us with objective moral norms and bridging the gaps
among moral disagreements his thoughts has certain limitations. Moral objectivity implies a certain degree
of normativity. Parfit has emphasized the theoretical dimension of moral normativity but neglected its
motivational and practical dimensions. There is always a great tension between moral objectivity and
practical rationality. In our moral practice we must not only be guided by objective facts or values but also
weigh the complicated circumstances faced up by particular moral agents. By exercising rational reasoning
capacity through appropriate cognitive processes we can ultimately accomplish what is truly important.

A Critique and Context-Reconstruction of Block’s Multiple Consciousness Theory
Wei Yidong & Kong Jiayi

Consciousness is one of the most difficult problems in current philosophy and science. What is
consciousness? This is the core question in the philosophy of mind and cognitive science and the
foundation of all kinds of mind-body problem explanations. N. Block divides consciousness into
phenomenon consciousness ( P-consciousness) and access consciousness ( A-consciousness) . Through
the example of blindsight Block analyzes in detail why consciousness is not a single concept and why
P-consciousness and A-consciousness are two completely different consciousness. Whether this multiple
division of consciousness is reasonable or not has been disputed by scholars. However Block’s theory of
multiple consciousness has some reasonable elements which can free us from the dichotomy of conscious
and unconscious but it still has some shortcomings which need to be improved with the help of
cognitive neuroscience. The theory of context-identity can provide a reasonable explanation of
consciousness that is to talk about consciousness must be clear of its reference and context so as to
avoid confusion in the concept of consciousness.

“Can A Multiplicity Act Politically Without Being Unified?”:
Conversation with Professor Michael Hardt

Guan Shantong & Wang Jinlin

On the evening of November 30" 2020 Professor Wang Jinlin from Fudan University invited the
famous left-wing theorist Michael Hardt to have an online dialogue on issues concerning the “Empire”
tetralogy: the theoretical connection between Foucault and Marx the hegemony of biopolitical
production and the multiplicity of struggles of the multitude and so on. The interlocutors included
Professor Wang Xingfu Associate Professor Zhang Yin doctoral student Guan Shantong and others.
Hardt emphasized that identifying biopolitical production as the dominant form of production and
identifying the multitude as the subject of biopolitical production not only can theoretically develop the
critique of political economy but also open up new possibilities for real struggles. The current struggles
of the multitude are not only an anti-capitalist struggle but also a feminist struggle and an anti—racist
struggle. The key to its liberation lies in how to act politically without being unified.



