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ABSTRACTS

A History of Marxist Ethical Thought: Its Connotations and Phases
LI Yi—tian ( 5)

Abstract: The history of Marxist ethical thought is not only a part of the history of Marxist thought but also a part
of the history of modern ethical thought. It includes Marx and Engels’ own discussions on ethical issues as well as their
successors and Marxist researchers’ discussions arguments and opinions about this. To study the history of Marxist ethi—
cal thought it is necessary to describe the development process of Marxist ethical thoughts and explore the internal clues
and essential rules contained there in based on the socialist movement and major historical events in modern society. In
this regard the history of Marxist ethical thought can be divided into four phases: The expansion and transformation of
Marx and Engels’ ethical thoughts ( 1840s to 1890s) ; The debate and integration of Marxist ethical thoughts ( 1890s to
1940s) ; The pluralism and differentiation of Marxist ethical thoughts ( 1940s to 1990s) ; The current status and prospects
of Marxist ethical thoughts ( 1990s—present) .

Keywords: Marxist ethical thoughts; connotations; phases; the view of four phases

Why Marx’ s Moral Theory Is Not Utilitarian?
QU Hong—mei SHI Shang ( 20)

Abstract: The dispute originated by Derek Allen and George Brenkert caused a great interest in the academic world
on the question whether Marx’ s moral theory is utilitarian. This question relates too much to another question i.e. how
to understand Marx’ s conception of ethics? According to Marx’s own idea his moral theory is not utilitarian. We get
this conclusion by two statements: On the one hand Marx’ s moral theory is not consequentialist while on the other
hand it is not universalistic. With these two statements justified we find that Marx” s conception of ethics is not a view—
point among the normative theories but a specific perspective and method of evaluating the other principles of values
considering and solving the real social problems with historical materialism.

Keywords: Marx’s conception of ethics; utilitarianism; moral theory; historical materialism

The Historical Orientation and Reflection on the Traditional Textbooks System of Marxism
GUO Yan—jun ( 28)

Abstract: The textbook system plays an important role in the history of Marxism and in the history of World So—
cialist Movement. From the perspective of Marxist intellectual ideology the textbook system is a systematic interpretation
of Marxist theory on the basis of the thoughts of classic theorist such as Marx Engels and Lenin combined with the ex—
perience and the social and historical conditions of the revolution and construction of the first socialist country. Along
with the development of the world socialist movement in the 20th century this system has become the dominant interpre—
tation of Marxism in new socialist countries. It has played an irreplaceable role in promoting the study of Marxist theory
in the new socialist countries and realizing the unification of ideology and culture. However in this process the textbook
system is generalized and absolutized into the most basic theoretical system and becomes a tool for cutting out the intel—
lectual history. The reflection on the textbook system shows that only not sticking to a particular theoretical interpretation
can preserve the vitality of Marxism forever.

Keywords: traditional textbooks system of Marxism; intellectual history of Marxism; the historical of world social—
ist movement, socialism with Chinese characteristics

Normalization of the Application of Environmental Administrative Punishment Discretion Standards
in the Perspective of Rule of Principles
ZHU Xiao—qin LI Tian—xiang ( 35)

Abstract: As an administrative self—control method environmental administrative punishment discretion standards
are binding to the primary executors but in the meanwhile discretion standards allow executors to apply the standards
flexibly. Under special circumstances the executors could break away the standards. It is retained that the space where
the executor pursuit substantial justice based on particular cases. But this rule of application could lead to mechanical ap—
plication and fabrication. Based on the particularity of environmental governance the basic principles of environmental
law could make up imperfection of the application rules. The principles contribute to establish standards for law enforce—
ment and integrate the requests of protection priority prevention first and polluters pay into the application rules. Thus
this approach could promote the normalization of the application rules of discretion standards.

Keywords: environmental administrative punishment discretion standards; basic principles of environmental law;

application rules; normalization
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