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the standard of evidence we should perfect the rule of the competence of evidence detailing the procedure of putting to
the proof cross-examination and identification and strengthen the protection of the right of material reading the right to
meet and the right to investigation.

Keywords: criminal procedure; the unified standard of proof; the requirement of evidence; the trial center doctrine

How Moral Responsibility Is Possible: On the Theory and the Problems of Libertarianism
YAO Da-=hi ( 144)

Abstract: Moral responsibility is a key concept in contemporary moral philosophy. People often hold that moral re—
sponsibility depends on freedom that is only persons are free they can bear moral responsibility for their behaviors.
But viewing from the perspective of determinism persons are not free. So there is an important question of moral theo—
ry: is freedom ( or moral responsibility) and determinism compatible? Some philosophers think both are compatible but
other philosophers believe that they are not. The views of the latter usually are called libertarianism. Libertarianism pro—
vides the classical justification for incompatibilism and explores deeply the relation of freedom and moral responsibility.
But our analyses and critiques of libertarianism show that its conceptions and justifications have some problems.

Keywords: moral responsibility; freedom; determinism

On the Sense of Justice Being the First Virtue of Humanity:
John Rawls’ s Dual Human Nature Hypothesis Revisited
ZHANG Guo~qing WANG Yuan-wang ( 152)
Abstract: John Rawls argues that A Theory of Justice is a part of the theory of rational choice which arouses many
objections. Critics believe that Rawls is a Kantian scholar and his detailed justification of principles of justice is based

on the conception of moral person from Kant’ s moral theory which conflicts with rational person assumption of the theo—

ry of rational choice. Rawls’s two basic ideas the idea of free and equal moral person and the idea of society as a

fair system of cooperation are entirely different from the idea that rational choice theorists advocate. The latter re—
gards society as a competitive coordination system based on individual rationality where rational actors pursue utility max—
imization. John Rawls holds a dual human nature hypothesis a person is “reasonable and rational” which derives from
and goes beyond Kant’ s moral philosophy. It is unreasonable to criticize Rawls’ s justification on his principles of justice
from the perspective of rational choice theory. Rawls depicts a well-ordered society in which the sense of justice becomes
the first virtue of its members and fairness as justice is the rational choice of free and equal reasonable and rational per—
sons. Rawls changes his early preference on individual rationality into the emphasis on public reason in his later years
and his conception of public reason is a development of his conception of “the reasonable and rational persons”.

Keywords: John Rawls; rational; reasonable; reasonable and rational; the sense of justice; public reason

Desert and Moral Value: Response to Rawl’ s Criticism to the Desert
WANG Li ( 160)

Abstract: Among the modern theories of Justice Desert is the major critique that challenges the Concept of Equali—
ty. In Rawls’ opinion Desert is mainly a moral value and he denied that Desert can have any place in distributive jus—
tice by the argument which states “moral value is non—elated to distributive shares”. By analyzing the moral reasons in
the “Veil of Ignorance” the coherence problem of Difference Principle and the Principle of Fair Equality of Opportunity
in Rawls’ theory of justice it could be recognized that Desert as a basic judgment to moral values a priori to principles
of justice is accepted and applied in the moral reasoning of the principles of justice. Desert is intrinsically correlated to
distributive justice.
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