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BERTR BERIEOAANEFAFRFAAREBRASEREATN S 2. AW REKEEX
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LA EARIE S LR 5 F AN FUR R AE 3 AT 55 0 25 F25K A © WMLEIESL 57
Zti A RN GRS R ST O HAK R i IR NS . SRR RS IR A4 R 3k 2 TR
BREES o WYRFFR I NTERRIR o WA RE X PN E BRI A8 35 18 LG TR LG 30 LA, — Bk P~y ) — 0
FUTS5 s R 1 e AR BLoe T HAR R NTERRR T A7 o s ) iz the i 2 N 7E
WRik p ik 1 M . IZ TR B A BT ORI LA E 2SR B9 25 4 AU I S AR A
Pz WAL s © U BURAR E S AT BB UERESL R X BEA LR Z AR R TR B O B O B A 2
FURTAY SRR TR 2k 3 SGHE SO AR B L DRMOME LT I Ji B A 7 R ik 19 T LA~ 2608 3 SRR 2Z2 1]
RO RN TR . XTI AR ST 55 T SO A S5 B PR i e T HL BT A A
Wik i) ke 08 T SCHRY S 9R 45 ek 2 SCHUA BT i 88 (A MEREUE AT 4 FFIE ] D ik 3 o iy
TAEA g AR AR TT 56 o T T A BGEIT A B B R AR B AT Y i ik B
5¢ (meta-legal inquiry) , & U HUEAR G AHE TR 5 R 9CE (legal reality) 78 A AR I AP AETERY
J7 3 M B4t SEFUR AR R 24 58 . 3 G SR Bl 8 S92 o ) AL 1 PR 2 — B G, IR 4
JE VLIS AR R BE . R BIE A BAE IR T — B e s —U) e A2 5
HAEF 7R — W () RN 2 15 2 2 g il 29 AR © 10 BRI AR SRR TE BAT: 55 AR S 4 i — i s e i
S EARIR IR AL IR T —Birishig 5 —Brishie Z ] DOR e 3 e S iEd 72 .

TV FEEZIEENELRALAE X

COR'ET/CESEIEEESE

—AME L BT SEIEIA M FE X (noncognitivism) , JEIANHEI F X 7oA F—BAER FF A AN &=
SCARFR 0y R 57 R Z 07 B AN o ARSI 32 S A7 A8 B0 L A0 RARAS 2 —FhD RFF S
(i) 3 FPRAS B0 2 18 T 5L #9038 B35 17 (direction of fit) , 3T X ffr.ts ROR S BB E - BT AT
SRR SC I TE S B —Fh G T (about) HH F A TE 31, BEPRE R Ry B e i b T R 2z v iy
JEPEFEIREE 73 FL X R AR GEIE T 2 G [a) B, F1R I8 (R0 R B8 DL R 55 1) 34
A . 00 AN CAETE S B R I R AR B FRAE 32 X (representationalism) , BI7E 83
/8] (indicative sentences) H, ZFR(LL X F848) TAEXT 42, R 1B (UL P #540) FAE @, COH X
& P A AN i) R 5 1) DL SGB BRAT5) 3 A0 B Ak 48 1) il /e EAE M B T HOR & IE
WRAEECE R 1A AR RDIRES . TR TR B Y 2B Ge b X — RMRBLIR T8 2= i iR 1

(13 See Mathew Kramer. Hart and the Metaphysics and Semantics of Legal Normativity, 31 Ratio Juris
396, 396 —420(2018).

(23 See Teresa Marques, Hybrid Dispositionalism and the Law, in David Plunkett, Scott Shapiro & Kevin
Toh eds., Dimensions of Normativity; New Essays on Metaethics and Jurisprudence, Oxford University Press,
2019, p.263 - 286; Alex Silk, Normativity in Language and Law, ibid., at 287 — 313.

(33 See David Plunkett, Scott Shapiro, Law, Morality and Everything else: General Jurisprudence as a
Branch of Metanormative Inquiry, 128 Ethics 36, 37(2017).

(43 See Kevin Toh, Jurisprudential Theories and First-Order Legal Judgments, 8 Philosophical Compass
455, 457 -471(2013).

(51 See Mark Schroeder, Noncognitivism in Ethics, Routledge, 2010, p.4 - 11.

060 “RIH” (predicative) ;& 5 27 RS . SBH U0 Ay 3070 2R RIS R AR S “HR R
RIS TR RO T S IR SRR SRR R AR A T SR A AR 4 IR X R PR R IR S R
A FIT AL PR BB 55 A A 15 O L R T AR T A3 P AR A5 LA B T R R B R
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Hit: (theory of descriptions) . A HAE G K 1y & R b S B F 2 AR 4k, 07

SR AT A 3 CAEAL SHTE AR 5 S AL O R B R B0 T IRIME . 3 HLA DA BB ) A i 34
1 (The Humean Theory of Motivation) i , #4i& S #L A AR B | TE 1 Y EUGOR BeE IF H S8
HbR, ik i H A s 2R BE AR B S L, Ja & 2 5 w0 2R B 4 [l PR 785 7 5 3l Bl
() Z AR AE NAE R sl SR IR R o JE TR ZRUIR 55 T H B3e i RE . © 5 oA 60 32 SO A 1
F RS A S S AL NFERR R .

FET AR, AR SR SETE R MBS AT TR 3 SO RFNE
VIR T SR L 8 IS T O [l 07 55— A B B 52 — B 18 R Y0 RAR S BB — A FR S
(cognitive state) ; 5 —, f& RVEIE 180 5 A BEAR A AF 18 75 10 48 R A IS RE LR AE B0 fl A 5Ly
ifg. -9

TR AT 3 SCRAZ O BB A A B 15 WA 2 S 5 A A T SO Al [ 7 T A A T T A T
F5K L BAEAR S H B IR A B R SOZ I SR TR T BT (D) Y s 7
TR S RO ARSI T R4 LA (2) 0] PE A 38 F8 05 ) B9 & XFNTh g, IR &
BNE Yl N Y 7w < D e o 4 e L1 A 1 VAR = 1 ER N R B | 25 S s AR i
12850 A R)E, AN 8 3 K Cemotivists) A o 1)~ Hb ()3 TEAF5- 0 FH R 338 5 U0 & 1 17 Jal
HASE, R PR AT AR, (Y 484 CF (priscriptivists) ARy  TEFETE 5 8 H A
FHE AN AT N8R FE R F BT . O FIAR U 32 SRS AR b Y 3R AR P AE
T S b T R G2 24 T S 8 3l i i 35 A3 T D, A48 52 HOF R Z A PB4 T
R SLIR) s AR — ) R S B B TeE I 58 i 320 32 L (subjectivism) DL K 5 15
TTAEE I, O

JE I FRIE £ L Z T UUTEARIA N 32 SR8 A5 52 HE 5% A0 10 T Ry I3 t [m] 24 55— 1 ) Rt
MR NATHESE AN B SR A R . K8 3 S0A 5 30 ki 2 m = ny "
P E BA S AR R SO S I SR T2 463K Cexpress) —MURe g O RARZES . Bil4n
IR 3 L (norm expressivism) A, Ui AR S 02 X0 (19, 248 5 Ui Rb HAE 2 — BB
ARG THAASE IF B r Bt g, O BT 2 R R e O RARS R MR A w0 R
()38 WA ] o AH L SO — AN B B 42 4 FK S B 3 Cconative) AR BLIX O T2 (cognitive) [

1240 1k AEFTA ARINEN 3 o g, ik A T B R 2 PR S s AU T e S A AR
PrE AR I HESEZ I DA—FP X ) T SR 32 SGE Bt (B 434 1 2R 35 30 1 07 X fi Bl 1 1
FRFEHEER 70 LA S Z 60 W R IR Y 2 S0 RT3 — i A SR TR Y

(73 See Scott Soames, Philosophical Analysis in the Twentieth Century (Volume 1): The Dawn of
Analysis, Princeton University Press, 2003, p.94 - 130.

(83 See Michael Smith, The Moral Problem . Blackwell Publishing, 1994, p.92 - 129.

93 See Mark van Roojen, Metaethics: A Contem porary Introduction, Routledge, 2015, p.142.

(101 See A.J.Ayer, Language, Truth and Logic, Penguin Books, 2001, p.104 — 126.

(113 See Charles Stevenson, The Emotive Meaning of Ethical Terms, 46 Mind 14, 14 — 31(1937).

(12 See R.M.Hare, The Language of Morals, Clarendon Press, 1952, p.1- 16.

(133 See James Dreier, Internalism and Speaker Relativism, 101 Ethics 6, 6 — 26(1990); Stephen Finlay,
The Conventional Practice of Value Judgment, 8 The Journal of Ethics 205, 205 - 223(2004).

(141 See Allan Gibbard, An Expressivistic Theory of Normative Discourse, 96 Ethics 472, 473(1986).
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AT TEE R AR R T IT IR ARE SC Tk 2 AR R R GE rp  RAIR A &5 L Ia 5K L B
5 TS G L AT R B A AR U S 557 A5 28 R DL B S ik AR R AR I
X R — S Ag S A I 2 SR AR A AR IR - 75— 7 T 32 G ATk S TR U IR % ik O 2 5
PR 32 PRV SCRE B REA AR TE ACTE HE RS PE R AR — R SE . 1 O T A A
PARRARIE - I B 2 A — PR O PALE BRI (R AL A Ak R A A Y P » R B LR » AT TN
WA IR AR R RV P R 4 I AL i iy 1949 Ak 35 -5 28 5 SCOMMRL A AT Tt — 2848t < I E IR
TR X — i T SR -5 20 T SCRTE LA 07 SO RIE Y . IR s ) — BB SO M R R AR A X
W8 ) TR 2 T BRI 5 BRI S 1 RS 3 ik 32 SCInAy 5 — L85 A & R R
L85 A — RO T RS Z A BT 20U . O JE T AT S AT 4= NTERRE .
TEMS XA Z A B B ke BT AR

(=) WEMKREL ARk 3

TEMSFFIIEA & P A EUR A BN 5 G B 4515 - T S B IR B AT D IR %
EEERI AN - TR SRR (RIS REA T o P R R v B EE 2 P 2 AR AR B
RBER A2 BRI 758 TR AT PR AE S KT HA 7T Cvalidity) o I HE i BERAN R )
G ) —BEPEARRAE A K — IRk Y QR RD)  SH AL b g [l 17 {HX PR AN
F 2 73— NE B IR RGN 2 45 G BOTE A WAl S B O T Rk
BRI L I RE 0 (TSN, GRS R A B ALAD TN TE VL G2 AR 9 2 5 510
FOFEEE T — HLBGE R R IR 5, oAb ol TR B SO ATOR BN AEAIL A SR 1232 AR LI » T A R
W LAAE P A W12 R8T IR N TEA A AR AR T — DDA A e, 1

X TR —RE A SRR 3 - INTERRIA BAT SERAL . PRk, 263k 3 SRS Rhons ey =ik
WS R ER AR TERRIA R 1 . (HJ2 O TR R T SO L 7 B e R
& WIERRIA TS RAT A TR X — 4RI HAET . O 1 B ATERRIE AT 2506 A e ik F
A IR HES el e B DR FEAR IR A UM AT TaexE L K B © A BRSO A 1R PRI T AS 2 Al AR v
AR . BT LA AT BELARSRE RIS IR R EE s N TERRIR Y 2 2 RA — EHE AL

AAETREGIERILE . E—NEAFIAMUN RGFRE T S —ATHEME—T
AR SR B, M 52 TR 52

a. F R AAAN R 6932 R E

b. & A KIAHN R fo 5 35 ey B AN r PR A4 BA R AR A0,

FITVE A LE R B HESRU AR A W 5 AR » AT AR 2 DI IS WL s S 4 S A () AR 1)
WNTERRIRERIE 78— AR N TERRIE b G BT HIBZR /9 07 05 B, T DLZE & 76 (b) Z v, 2
() A FALERASIY 5 P FH M 2R (b) o B i, 24 5 U O 7 R I, {284 50
o A BRI AR LI B BRAE 2208 00 I a2 T HAARE B0 FP O EL RS CS R S RE E
VRTE ARV A Fofie .

(15) See H.L. A. Hart, The Concept of Law, 2nd ed., ed. by Penelope A. Bulloch and Joseph Raz, Oxford
University Press, 1994, p.83 - 84.

(16J  David Plunkett, Scott Shapiro, supra note (3], at 37 - 68.

(173 H.L.A.Hart, supra note (157, at 94 — 95.

(18 See Scott Shapiro, What is Internal Point of View, 75 Fordham Law Review 1157, 1165(2006).

(193 Mathew Kramer, supra note (1], at 413.
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SR AE S 5 AS B BB 1Y) REUR RIS iy 0k £ UE TR LA T = h#E: 65—, 5
VLA S A NTERR IR IYTE L2 F 7 5 . S ENE SR BT NIERR B X Z
e 5 =L H U A R SR T N AERRIGR (8 TR 437 X H e 2 D A (] B A (] ] 24 R o
B TENTE IR S P REUD 5 BB S A B o0k . FRATEH R I fi BR A 3k £ LR G
Feik B AR HEF TR B UM RE R - INFERRIA T 2 B AR .

TE 2005 45 & R R 263k 3 5 i 1 30 T2 ) — 3CH , #REIL S (Kevin Toh) M 4511
JUASCAR B I8 h &8 th— B A N FE BRI I 2l 323k = i P g T s 18 2. #ElsC
IR AT b B C AT H AT RE R AR « FgE. 7 X HUOR W IR BE #0030 I HE 2% %)
WAIEBRIR R RBEIIA .

HRHEHL 2% A F 3 o P LE R IR 1 — 3B 43 & SC¥5 B BUME A5 10 20 A I AR MR A Oy 124 A S 3%
Wi 5 e 57 e () 4E S SEBR Z RV EE S AR RR E I R . IR T A — R A U P R B A A
Wi B B o T 58 B IR AR PG, b SR AR RO A B o T 0 At L A A L I SRR AR
FEAT A RAE S I RSB T U E AT AR 2 L2 AT E A . Ik, NERRIA
5 — N F L 5 — ARG YE R A3 35 S0 0 18 TR T A AR A BT B P A3 )
ANEA BAE R Fff T WA B MR LRI BTN 1. B JE R PG N AERR A A
B FUE SR A 00 5 S 43 FE AR S A8 ) DR 32 SO AT Sk o TTHE U A 3R 0K H D 4 2 R ) 2 o
SR A 322 32 [FARE RN G 5 | A3 4 T R S 4 el JE D0 32 U A Sk 2 FEZE O S WA RE B N A R
R JE— PR & WRik Chybrid statement) , & BEBR IR (state) FSE R PUIE B 2 F . N RIAF HE
XA R R A R P X R It R L[] X VR AR T 2 AR O AR A — b X L
JITA B 4 W7 Cevaluative judgments) 22 28 W A9 I8 B, A S5 —, At i 96 3 2 % WL 1Y)
ﬁﬁ,{%‘o” (23]

R T I T IR 2% WU 1 P AE R BINE , FRATT AT DA 22300 A IR AR 2R XX — e PRiR . AR
Pihir 2% 0 i 3k 73 #r (two-prong analysis) , & Al AR A -

L H EREFELERX AT MR ERXT
a. STE P EAR R Z AL GG ALTE M6 2 (35 AE A sm 30D 5
b. kAR R X'E —HN B Tz AR R4 GE®iAm 30,

ARSI » LT SR ot 17— RS0  AEUR A T PR AE . O ROTIR A A, B
FEBRIR AP ARA N F2 ORI AR SR —PERY s N TERRSE B oIt H 35 B0 5 Ul bk o BN i 1% %
SR AP AR B — BB BRI S U TR 2 A AR R Z N TS5 AT 4
B BRI E U LRI (state) AT i T 12 52 O AR 26 AU 114 3 i A+ 2270 Al 22
X sl IR — F SR R (R — T T R A N C R H WAERRE T Rk 1% 52 7R 1 2
X GRARATN o A2 HABAEAT R RTE . 2 55— 5 I FE i FE A ) LA K im0 4L pry 4

(200 See Kevin Toh, Hart’s Expressivism and His Benthamite Project, 11 Legal Theory 75, 85(2005).

(213 See Joseph Raz, The Purity of the Pure Theory, in S,L.Paulson & B, L.Paulson eds., Normativity and
Norms: Critical Perspectives on Kelsenian Themes, Oxford University Press, 1999, p.243.

(223 See Joseph Raz, H.L.A. Hart(1907 -1992), 5 Utilitas 148, 148(1993).

(233 Joseph Raz, Two Views of the Nature of the Theory of Law: A Partial Com parison, 4 Legal Theory
249, 253(1998).

(243 See H.L.A.Hart, supra note (157, at 102.
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Y LS VAR SCAR R OIS /N O B M X 43 U B PR R R 3 T 2 s 1 X AR AR
42327 5 2R3 1 PR A TIAE 1 [T 8 3 % 7R DA R 0 g 3 IR DA™ AL 22 B 4 P 4 1) P 7 R
S RS/ IS FR 03l D D VA U £ =aa 0 ) e Za £ I T (=l 5 0 WA R e B B s - I = s
A AFGRZ WA BIE Lz W IR A INTERRIR 18 Lz T I, FREIL SO I8 R e
PIFERRIR 13232 (1) 2 — P 4l 13 Sk 32 r 3 sl (R B ISR R 141 SR 42
B AU S 5 ULE B0 RS MR HEBR AR A E R P 2, 26
WKHEE R 0 SCAS AR SORE N AEBRIA B A S E R 0 IriE 1 (AHD a7
(AH) 1B3& R REF AP AT L& B AR EIR R 69 RN, T HLE M B —R A
TR, % B,
(1) RFEHITHN R 69452 5F B
(2) TR R AT A SRR 6 R R i 4% 18 5,

FATTSE w0 A5 UL IR S CATD i AL /I TP 1 ook e o B PN A R 3R 14 B A 2% 4L IR
Wb B A D7 AT R B 2 AP . R AREILSC . B — > e A 5 — 1 2 U i —
TN FE BRI I BRI A PN 750 SR I HL B G W D0 IR G AR AR I (9345 52 - I 235 i) el
VORI 55 Ui 42 [ RE A R4 51 3k — Ay A9 08 S T U A 24 SRR 35 U 3 il N A
BRI I o AT AT LATE A R] — PR A I AN 2l 4% R 194 P P R 3 B A AN ] A il ik 4 9
XM AR I SEPR b O T RC A S — o i A B A Gy i AR AR e B Y RIS U
S WK (presuppose) T AN g B i e 7] (A< B 5300 AR DA KL DU 4 38 ik 432 32 o e 25 BIEE 3 [ 4% ) i B AT
BEAETE A ZR B AR 58 T AT A8 R — B0 IWTERRIR I &5 SCROOR AN 2 IR T 32 21 T4, 4B
PLICHR LR ARDHLI A4 PN 2 Bk A — B0 — 55 T B R s i — A LR N FERR IR 46 A7 A
BRI (R — ERR 5 A (il ) 23 i AL A8 Dl — N1 1 2 1% (pragmatic presupposition) &
BOE UL IR HOE A RLTE A4 52 57 7 0 A 0 9K 3210 1 A AT X il 3 P 23 i L2 N A A
fa‘ﬁ':”o £283

— TR A DA S A B AR CATD A AR, 5 D0 T L S0 ) i T BT AR IR R AR
PHLIN A A E RIS » FRE L1 SR BRATTARE A BT AR 3 X" S RB0E A R T, L2 A 23K
ATTAEE AL I LA 24 ~ X BB A 0 o T A R B 385 3 42 32 (8 7R AR RL 7 200 v
R2. 8424 R1 5 R2 i A5 R HY L & 3R 0T 15 8 — 8 4338 nf A 2 52 bR B I3 TRk
W — P AT Z B B i RE A A . S5 LU B B3, 5 bt 2 B AR L ah HLG X 1L
TF TR SEIYE A X EARA B X B R AE T BRI A 3 R G EA
TH ZHRBN 3k BT SCZ s S BT — XA AR AE T HLO A KA 5 20
AR B HEA T AU TG RTE L2 ez R TR ks ik . “ 5 TR Al R1. 1k
FANHE L1 AR R AEAIE” 1T L AiE e i 0 “ B T RA R R2, GEFRATTHE L2 /0 R
TR AT A XA A SR o AR R K TR U AT TR AE PO A9 5 S i AR A R Y

(25) See H.L.A.Hart, Scandinavian Realism, in his Essays in Jurisprudence and Philosophy, Oxford
University Press, 1983, p.168; H.L.A.Hart, supra note [15J, at 102 - 103.

(260 ThE « SERBRIN AR SOFARRAE)™ A AR IA 32 30X — & R AE M R e, RIS XA
TE BRI A8 S T — P AR A 32 L5307 . Mathew Kramer, supra note (17, at 410,

(273 Kevin Toh, supra note (20], at 88.

(28] Kevin Toh, supra note (207, at 113.
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SO A Bk,

(Z) #F ALY

SRR T A AL I8 5 R M & PR B Fi 4 R L IR B S ik i (genuine legal
disputes) U AT HEAY , B

FECEEAS ED A FEIR S48 1 38 B AT A] BE vk A K HE (grounds of law) 33 1L H Ay it
1) AR A5 A 7 A R TR (1) b, 55— PR 65 4 5 A8 A o 5% ) 1 S 5 e i A HL A= 35X e 42
5= S i 7 AR I A3 5 AR R A B, B SR AR A 1 B B S S AR IR R S R T
DA TR AR DU 77 2R 1 A3 L. PR G 00 2 BV VA B AR DA e T T A G R 2 5
7, A BV FE PSS SEAE W AR e g = 5 4552 X0 O L AT AT BRAR SR AE “ AT 2 AR IR X A
B S FARTTS o THTXF E T B R 40 9 4 AT T2 e S e P R il A R Y . ISR 32 TSk 1A
S AT A T BE . B

TEIR 4 (B SR ORELL R« P R AR AN AR Sl 25 1T ok SO ny 28 90 = S sl 3
H R JE P TR py AR 2 i 5 GE AR50 DLUACIE B AR R GRS @), ik B S
(RS A B RS BT REAY . ©F ER  AEIR ERE B TR 5 | ) AN W] i R S 1 i TE A L TS 2
S ZAER T2 B R F SCE ARl i, A4 B 9K 3 S — DS SR g ok I AR 5, R
H AR50 AN B AR » B R M MRS T B SR =5 SR B AR ek

BUAE 30 30 X N AE iR B 2Rk 3 ORI , SIC0E 32 SCEATTRES SEBLAS B bR . 55— iR AR S
F AL 43 B s ST A AR A G A T TR IR AR — 1 EARE S BR T AR T i
Fto BN NTERRIR ey (AHD A 85, FRBILSCHS s FEIR 400 8 4R DA B 32 A S IE 32 SCAY 1%
FE TR CAHD i 8589 575 A 49 i A B 300 182 7 DA R DU 0 5 96 28 J Ak M ] % g ok, 5 325k il
M B R N FERRIR 1 2 K8 T 0T DL FEIR 42 25 I WA R I N FE BRI 5 SN Rk — A
H 2 —FIAE B AR 3 R T 2 i A D B A PR Rl R o B . B I S BR AR A A
K4 A O GH 28 A H B Z AR BT 2 A a8 DL B A8 32 . B0 5l (AHD i 1)
B — A A AT, PITE BRI 1 22 2 63k (express) 5 UL B RLTEHE S B, R0 e &2 mafth A
I REEE S BE 54730 B 4B B3 S 5T 9 VA A A BUE T DA e R 5 U3 =2 (R A B b 43 B
AR5 A& B arIEe , PR S BAE AR TC 6 . B0 XA B 5 X 1 G b 7 1, B 180 AT 28t B A ] ol s
() R L 7 S MR R ZR PG o R UAEIR B TE 5 8 T A e MR & d8 Uk B AR B PE i 25 .
HZ RN ERE S HR IR B LR A AR @ 1k IS A 3Rk = 2 JO % 18 @ My [a) i, PR A 38 B 7 3%

293 R.M.Hare, supra note (12J, at 148.

€300 Aia s Xof T CAHD i/ 5 220 178 80 A o 17 52 J0 ) g B A 18 1 4 L, BRI SCHE JS R 5 45 8 WA . Keewin
Toh, Legal Judgments as Plural Acceptances of Norms, in Leslie Green &. Brian Leiter eds., Oxford Studies in
Philosophy of Law: Volum 1, Oxford University Press, 2011, p.117.

(313 See Ronald Dworkin, Law’s Em pire, Harvard University Press, 1986, p.3 - 11.

(320 fEIR4 H O RIS UESE NS A% P Kook ik A S SR i de AR TE EE N7 BR T SCRE R i i B PR T

(331 Kevin Toh, supra note (207, at 114, {HIZX3k — A1, 52 2% AT SN [R5 7R 465 - A A Ay I S A %
HEENENEE S A T 5K, Joseph Raz, supra note (237, at 277 - 278.

(341 JriE R 978 3 4t (Nicos Stavropoulos) 35 Y, IR 43 (1 ME SRR IA 18 & 5 ARARUE £ U % (iR e
15 ) A . See Stavropoulos, Objectivity in Law, Oxford University Press, 1996, p.133.

(353 Stephen Finlay, David Plunkett, Quasi-Expressivism about Statements of Law: A Hartian Theory, in
John Gardner, Leslie Green and Brian Leiter eds., Oxford Studies in Philosophy of Law: Volume 3, Oxford
University Press, 2018, p.64.
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Tl AR SHRAN GGV W PIHCAR RAE TR AR X2 B REE 5 A AR - 3GEA MR

55 A S IR A 223k 32 ORI R BT A R 5 AN R . IR NAERRIR 5 5 UL E 1 B L SR
KUK o FIMEBRIEA R N TERRIR AN I SR 8 B0 F AR AT IR DI 1 = 2, T 2 Al s 12 7 2
SRR 5 S A 30 ) 2RI LR N 8947 Ry R U o PR AR BE L 25 5 AR SO Sk 2 3
IS HLA RIS, V8 22 AAIE IR BT B 0 3 Rk e 19 51 0 7 R WA PR 25 B8 5 Sl L el 3 2
I Z A B N EIE R o OO 2 R 0 AN b T RE S Wk H b 2 " T A BT AT 8. A T R X —
MG, — PRI IS T AR T A B L RE % 48 B (pick out) 3% S fi 2l AT 25 R AT 3l 1 ¢ 0k &
PE AR DA% 7 X B AL N 76 2 1 I A BT X AL, . L. 22 LA A1 5 PR 18 UF (the argument from
queerness) HFE H o Q1 RGX Pl 18 1R B M (E SARAFAE U AT 25T A — g e 1) 7
INHECE S FE B RE B DO T A A Fr A7 B =549 1) J7 =X AR T AR B0 RE S B UK 28
PR E RE s R A7 2 WU 18 e 1k 5 P A B S A A B T 5 FE AR A TR iRy, &7
[, 3 3k CATHD i1 kg AR WA A 38— A e 2k 3 SOOI 5 3l 7T LA AR P 1 150 WY v A B
B UL SIPLA N TERR 2[RI B A S sk v

e 2k T R R BAE T, B REAE SR — TR AR 8 55 A AR 1 T 5, R T 52 0 S R
REIATRENZ . CAFD AR LA il 4 2 U EE A N TERIE M A B 2k = ik
S ER— I3 RERAT BEA A o T2 A3 AU by S S TS0 o P B 26— 2 A g o 2 (5
XA I ARE A I S B O H R R R iR A E 1, O BABBA R AR 3
(R4 P B At N5 b ez [l — A AR o PEARRSE , AR ARA R 5 b B # s N T 32, BB AN
K] RETE AR 558 B o B2 X AR I 114 38R 7 4 52 30 i B AE — B2 HE A 9 U T (semi-fictional
mood) 4T, ¥ 5 TR B AN L SR T A I DT A G X R R L X R
— 2k, RIAEFE A N A BT E 22 5] — S AR AR ——B8 D 3545 5t SRR AR 5 T 2k M, 5 30
HALASH ) T A R . 0 FRATAT LAl e 325K ARA RN A — RS AR e

= W N B A

HRHL SO I TERRIR BT A 7 (1% SH0KE 38 58 32 SO0 THI G PR A S B A L — & o i — 35 A3 [l
B (Frege-Geach Problem) 5 # % A XE 81 H — J& “ N #E—4FM 78 B ik 43 1 ” (internal-external
statements disagreement)

(=) HAFEA

AN SR EFERTE D DL 3R FE S A5 0 L B 3 0 IR [ RULE T, %k L s
O RARZSIT o BRI FE S 28 b Th RE S IR FF B I Sk 7 Xl I A% — 75 A [l A A A% O 4
], 1939 4. KT « B (David Ross) 7EHE VPR 8 T I & 2895 th H rp i O HEAE 45 . 0 35 7
(Peter Geach) 5%E/R (John Searle) 7 20 {40 60 AN 43 5% 1E U 3% (good) “ & (bad) 7£ & 4%

(361 XA S N RR R B HLA 7E £ X (motivational internalism) , 2L Bl 2836 £5 . s HL  FH B 19 56 R 38 0] X 43
H B 24005324, Mark van Roojen, supra note (97, at 58.

(370 See J.L.Mackie, Ethics: Inventing Right and Wrong , Penguin Books, 1990, p.38 — 40.

(38) See H.L.A.Hart, Scandinavian Realism, in his Essays in Jurisprudence and Philosophy, Oxford
University Press, 1983, p.168.

(39 Kevin Toh, supra note (30J, at 117,

(401 See David Ross, Foundations of Ethics, Clarendon Press, 1939, p.33 - 34.
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AR iz FHIEA TR DA ] 2 96 " 3 O S R R BN BT I B AT R L TE
EA 78 ) B [a) ) LA B S v R — 3 . 4

R % 2 VN AT 40k T I TS A0 e B 7 0 RN O X W A Y 4H R
(compositional) F#J5T, ' NZ BT LARESE IR IC IR 22 52 2 (58 28 R DL 3ok iy ), J2 R A i 26 ) 1
FOUE A RLE AT TE TR R S g an ™ B 57 AR IR I A4 S B SR AT i e s HEEA
MTPRAR AT 5 S8R 5 m)D IR TR0 AT DA I A th e ) B2 242 ) i 35 o IRtk
TR SR N BB R T Ay b T DR 19 55 SOV 25 5 B AR AR h iR 1 2 SCIR 24—,

R T AHIE AR 2] A AT RE  AEIA AN 3 SOV TSI s FER IR A )T Z R S AR IR A ) Z HP X
FIELLT o RIS B SO R AR AR . SO 32 SCITT 3 IS A TRl R R IA N 3 TR {E i)
TR 5 SUAUR AN R ABARIA RN 32 S8 Tovk: 45 3 TR 1) [0 250 o AT TR A () 3004, 5 2 B 3R
FIRLL AT T 4 E B BRI E T A i AU R B ER A AR N2, O B SRR AU R B IA [ A
MIASEE . SR ER M5 A7 IR R PR SRRl i AMERRL” (the embedding problem) , %

— TNy s LRI N ik AR 3238 32 SCTE LA ARS8 N R ILAME 55 55—, R im AR
E SRR A X E IR IR E — D2 S I B AR 25 RS A AR i AU PR 2 1
KZ 5 AN AIFRIK (expressions) Z AL EA GIE MBI G R 55 =, WM RE A 14 IV H AN TE B
B P XA BRI S A A LR A X 43 S50 BRI E N B 2 RS T BE SN E ), Y A
J2 o [F) o 58 J0X DU I 55— R0y R ME R 1, & LT R A2 B 78 m) 1~ 5 S AR i i iR 1 )
TG ERE R . AN i AMER AR T T A SR A — NS 7E A RIE
BT S 40 5 R SRR R IR D R AR 5 LA [RIAE A o S by,
WA ()38 SCA7 T A DA A IR P ) - B o S T PEAE D 2 R TE R ) 1 0 0 5 B AR P AT Bk
S fRT AR B BRI A (R A R PV R I RE AT S ) VHERE L A5 A B B AT IR 9 s AN
FHAS TR P SR B A 5 ) ] 5 8 B 5 2 18 N S AN S A B8 i 58 5 B P 7 9 I B 42 32 iy
PRAAAIEZ A5 A A2 B BTG 0, W RIS & BT (modus ponens) S ] & 15 27 7] 1Y ; 55
S THTER WA A8 2 I TR AE 18 1Y S8 BTUE UM X 73 RIE TR SCE IR A LRI s
TERTSR A A2, V60 [ARE , 76 J5 B0k 30 TR B itk AMERI , 0 AS 20 SR V5 TG 2598 1E 24 PR 1Y
HERL, G7

VF 232 33K 3 SR BRI AE ZTE 1810 e AERIU IS  #5 W1 f h Dfk i 3048 « S5 IR RR IS L2 7

413 See Peter Geach, Ascriptivism, 69 The Philosophical Review 221, 221 - 225(1960); Peter Geach,
Assertion, 74 The Philosophical Review 449, 449 — 465(1965); John Searle, Meaning and Speech Acts, 71 The
Philosophical Review 423, 423 - 432(1962).

423 Mark Schroeder, supra note (5], at 26 — 30.

(431 See James Dreier, Expressivist Embeddings and Minimalist Truth, 83 Philosophical Studies: An
International Journal for Philosophy in the Analytic Tradition 29, 32(1996).

(441 See Jack Woods, The Frege-Geach Problem, in Tristram McPherson &. David Plunkett eds., The
Routledge Handbook of Metaethics, Routledge, 2018, p.229.

45)  See Mark Schroeder, What is the Frege-Geach Problem , 3 Philosophy Compass 703, 717(2008).

w6) XIFBCE A A AR DA 32 SCIE B P Y 52 IR O 8 25 U — A “ R 17, See Dorr Cian, Non-
Cognitivism and Wishful Thinking, 36 Nous 97, 97 - 103(2002).

G473 G A SO SR EREIL SO PR R I8 32 SO I — N, BIRGRR Y 223k 32 SCTGT X 43 B 10 JIR R i
Far il 71 89 B AR, See Matthew Etchemendy, New Directions in Legal Expressivism, 22 lLegal Theory 1,
12 -14(2016).
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S5 TR 3 BURS DU (ARR 10 0 O TR D 9] 1 WD 3k T SO Uy “ W) ™ ok 32 SO &
AIBTER T,

B AT E T S S BRAE (A RR I F AT B — A S S R (SO B K B (big
world) , R F¢ [ Bk A 35 — D SRy Al RE TR — ST Chyperplan) , Hor 95 5 7
SRR HP AR RS LE IR0 3 1K Xk 6 2 50— (1 SR 2 el 5 X S S SR AL T
BORAS e e TR 2 B AR X SE s 90— H R . 3K 32 SURY SRS 2 Sl ol i B — T A5
0 RARER RS AL R — D F IR L — TR e 5 X A S ula Rl Ak T3 15
RS AL AR ORI A O AR ST ARBERAEHRER (rule out) XA SE—iH&l, %
RXFE A S TR LA AT — B =0k B2 Bl R e — BB IR A&
RIS e 5 52 1 A T RE T S Rl I HERR . 2K« h2k iy fl 4R 08 T i . Rt
R AL AL — 3 S RO R R R A HL o A Bu it IR A B AL A 1t R AR S
— IR FATA] LUBBOZ SRS (as by AR AU & 5k AT RE TR N7 A IS 4R 4502
{asboub AL EIR BB AP DO A G (2, by v lTOE SOHRE (R D

*x1
S AP SEI:Y) AR E BT R A B
FATHRIETT AN {a,b} {u}
FADEA G A THRIEETT AN {v} {sst}

FERXAOLT - “ NSRS g 50— R 7 45 R T HERR 5 Z ph R F 53R 473 i sz
(R BE T A AR P g A2 4/ (Ui {as bl /T {as ba ) Fl{as by v 3520058 TR 09 75 2 U Rk 3
P2 A0 5 I TR N BT T BEHE AR AMEE L BN [R5 2 s B R A By 5 A T T R i 5
ANREREEZ R AES (wov, s, OFE R (a by URME. 99 AURIN, FH ARSI T —4
R R TR B EIR UL SORS Z R A AR AN A AR Y

Xtk 3 S SCE M 75 (AR A 20 BOUL A5 T 5 DA A i 45 30 T A DR i T R 35 A ]
I AMERS = DA AR S — i T D U AR A R e B A TR S
A SR AL R OV BT 5 0% s il TR I B RO TR R S S mTRE A S e Y [ B

481 See Allan Gibbard, Wise Choices, Apt Feelings: A Theory of Normative Judgment, Oxford
University Press, 1990, p.83 - 104.

493 Jack Woods, supra note (44], at 235.

500 ThE « J B ER AR T —MRRET R . R PR PR B ROARE R R . IR, FRATTAT LE
A M| "EAFHS RO RS ES A RAE | M| R0 RS Z i ANE#RS MR AR
BT, [ M| TR M e B4 B0 BB e MORAMME . AR,V AR SR BT R 8 57
COAREMAL EEGMEE. TR [PV QI = [PI N [[Q]] . ke, REK [ PIMLQIME N
ASFATREERRILP V QIR ¥ TR, R U TR ~PIE“&E™ . H*[PI=[Q)"#m[P]
JELQIM T “ac b"FRES a BES b RS BT BETHE Y HACY | [P | = | [Q] | wh.[Qle | [~P] .
BAE FATH x X — O RARERIERL~PL AR T A S | x [ WAX | x [ ={{Ql: [[P]|=[|[Q]]},
RUEUR~P AMEEP MAMER Q MAMEM T X — M FITA T REM Q ES . Il REE[PIRFLQIE
A FATRER B[ ~PIAIE L= TR, — BRI V 7~ X5 B ik Jr =X, ] LA R B 45 4
PR M g 2k 07 20, g ] DASERT S TG RR 2/ iE {4 4 /m) , Mark Schroeder, supra note (57, at 129 - 131.
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A KB YR I A I Ot L AR 9 A 100 R IR Cof 1332 48 307 T i 5 ) L — M Al Ot iz 22
BT 8 — M) AT HOE TS EMES. L SEMERIA 15— ik ¥
TH, (513
(R SO s Sl B PF . S5 AR A B0 RCARAS I e LT (plan) £ D X
FY o S SRR A SCE b LK FLART AL T B FE1% 7 (the thing to do), % i HER
RORp ] A e 235 32 SOIGIE S ik T S0 PR PAT ISR o ARG 0 80 — 3900 TR ke
A ] I HEFR 55 AR S AT A B 1 I3 9 77 5 ALt » 432 52 — JUT T3 9 5 7 OB R B 3 a0t
A S . JRATANIE SOIA HE R B 0 e e i BOA HER AR BRI 7 IR 0 SR RS B4
(R AN BOR AR B DR s ARG T TS 34 A9 HFBR U5 2, — B A i POR A I B
FE AR FATHHERR T AR & XA R BroA AT AR LS PR 5 SOR AR B A 3
AT BCRES o HIX—ZeHFist i 12 A PR 23 (0] B OR BEHT AN SOA R B F 157 5
CHESOAHA B FE RAT AR R AEEAATEIR L, i SOR A AR B S e s K
P A EAUDUHEBR XUl A B o AF2 B 32 00040l 50 2 [l i HEBR 1 Sk e 2 A 55
1875 SO A Z A S RS2 — 00 7 5 I IS 22 ] A A o A
AT X PIH AR R AAZRIRAME IR A 5L A REBAR Oy — IO HRD - (5 (AR BUA IR i
HUFRA TR PR R TR 4.
R — B SR A BT+ B3 (Nicholas Unwin) if—5 iR 1 48 0845 7 8 (K BB . A 4

AT R AT UL 7 OL i B R A 5 =" R A7) . O

E iAo ROk IR 6= T3k 37 Rk 41T A

NI ¥ RIAA i ROk AR AR a9 =T Rk 37 b KUK B9 4T A

N2 FIAA R BN R RG="

N3 Wikh R Rk A AR =T 3k 5T R b Bk 04T

52 M4 E AR RGBT % S IR AT BEA TS I AT AR EAE = A TEIE A
L — BRI A AR S NT 5 N3 2351000 I AN 57 i B R p AT o 7 0 R i B AN o e ik
FRA9AT 7 CEY R AR A 368 B s 25 B i ST RE 5 AR5 72 ) » N2 BIJGIE $R 3145 2 X I 1) 25 12
AR AE R ETE A O N2 2222 ANBEDL . AR RS L AR ACBOREE U 1 2 S G RID 7 X
R H SRR 2 T A M AT 33k 32 SO AT s 0 s BLAR L R P 25 110 o 3 % 3, O
SN E AR T ARG ISR L T N2 SRR T ) N A ST E A TR X R A R
B, AP FRGRTE ) R R T IRV ) 2 ) A7 7R A X LR A S5 4 B AR XS R R 3 SRR K

(513 See Allan Gibbard, Thinking How to Live, Harvard University Press, 2003, p.48 - 59.

(523 Allan Gibbard, supra note (517, at 8.

0531 Y (AR 4552 — TR ) A5 8 R X R AL T 43 BRI At I35 A X3 X PR F 8 4
RN R E X 4y, Allan Gibbard, supra note (51], at 74.

G4 A AN i SOR AR AR R 17 R TR — R4 2 (tolerance) (AR (H 2 AL T AR SR XE LA
VLI R 25 2 RS S SR 4 58 HEBR RS ZEZ 48 [RHH%E . See Simon Blackburn, Awtitudes and Contents
98 Ethics 501, 509(1988).

(551 RETEIMASE, W A ks, See Nicholas Unwin, Quasi-Realism, Negation and the Frege-
Geach Problem . 49 The Philosophical Quarterly 337, 342(1999).

(560  See Nicholas Unwin, Norms and Negation: A Problem for Gibbard’s Logic, 51 The Philosophical
Quarterly 60, 70(2001).
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Ao B TEAETE I AR A TR

(=) M SMEKRZE

HRAERIDN 5 05 B i3k 2 Rk 1 B by . 0k 3 CEH Z UL F UL E Rk
XTI 452 73k — 25 BE R AR AEA ABE ) A (L R ATAREHS ) V7 A (L AR FRATHEHD &
BCCL RZBATREAT B K ZFATHEAD R AR (L2 RATHEA BT L KORRA TR LD 4542
ZAHETE A IR ORI B SRS . T A E R By ke ek 3 O £ 204k 52 1 R4t
AR 3k 32 SCBEE AR TR BEIE) » P ¥ 5 2o 38 15 R ) v A A 2 R 1 0 e e
A, AEAE—SMERRIBHEZ Fp o XSRS 0% AR HES 26 o AT 5 e WA 1 o 5 S
Wik » SRR 5 N AERRIE - N AEFRIE 5 PN e R 22 18] 78 38 2 ) 7= A2 20 iy . AR Rvtie s i
FITIEL

BEHIENAERRE 5 NTERRIR I 735 . FEASSCHE 870 v o AR SORE N TERR IR 19 28 S35k
s H ULE AU — A ERR IR 25 ELAL Y b 2 2 0 AR AN A4 4 52 o B TR A 0 B A BT Ak
(LA BAy B DA ik A o FRATTER B 22 SR AT A G SCE A0 o 5 BRI IS P97 R 3 9 HE 2R 0 A
FOVF UL RS2 B0 G TR RLIN 4 g “ g L~ o BRAE » 4545 7 1A R A A B L J AT
HSZ— D[] T A — I35l sl mT ARG 2R i =X A 7 (FF 5 | o [ ARSI r 23 B
FEEME . Y

nl FRAREATH B R F R =H RN 1 e
n2 FIAARMNEITH B RAFFFEN=REZXTN | r | 9%
n3 HINANFITA B A KRR B EAEG=FF AN ? 6535

FRAE ST % s nl 5 n2 YR AT Z 5 B 2 AR 0] r 5 ¢ AN BT DL E T TR RETE TR
— AN A ECE R 2 R A H R T IR U n3 X R AR B S A B Y S AT A BOTE
B nl 5 n3 AR n2 5 n3 ZEEREBHZ . 02— AERREEA G R, o R B2 ik £
S S FRATT AR T DL kTR AT B & ROk A QR R AR 1) 5 R AT
N B REATE BE AR (R LA B S04 Z 8] A B RAI 2R . IRl T O 2R S IRATHE
L2 E A B A  IF AR FRATAY B8 IE B G 25k 3 SUE X R E R A 28 ) G 1
RES A S IR 2 S5 FA B

FEALFE PN FERRIR 5 AMERRIR ) /3 7 ), 2ok 3k 38 SCIRVRE G — N T 1 R e, a2k « 5%
3 (Stephen Finlay) FIR T « 48745 (David Plunkett) 4§ ), 1K R B FM LS ik ik & o
(A T FR 5K 0 X IR AR SRS R IR R R 2 R I L M A E A AT 8h
FE 51T e A SR s w2 . O it 7 A b A AT AR R TR 5 R AR
N R 5% B AN S PRI SR 2 25T I A T 9l 3 7 2B o, RV AT — D s 1 2 A R
iR 5 — 7 B R I EERRIR . SR AR Al e 5k T SCRHE L SRR A IR AN ST 1Y s P R R
(18 A2 b Xof o 2] 2 A 2 22 AR DA TR ) 4 52 20 8 ] A D) 7 0 At e v el 2 A% R =2 A AR ) 1

(573 See Scott Shapiro, Legality, Harvard University Press, 2011, p. 193 - 233; Kevin Toh, Plan-
Attitudes . Plan-Contents and Bootstrapping: Some Thoughts on the Planning Theory of Law, in John Gardner,
Leslie Green and Brian Leiter eds., Oxford Studies in Philosophy of Law Volume 3, Oxford University Press,
2018, p.1-48.

G681 | [ 5 r BB TR Z A 3B TR TR A A BE AR B 14 43

(59 Stephen Finlay, David Plunkett, supra note (35J, at 70.

0690



RAR®EE 2022 % 6 )

& WTERRR TCTE 5 AMERRR AR I3 B AR IR T2 IO 5 15 & o, 1

F TR AMERR CIfs TA%— 75 A7 [0 DAL 0 RS (N AE— SME BRI S0 D - INTERRIE 1 ik =
35 SCHE R VR SR AN BT AR SO DU AR 73K i s AR AT 98 IR 3R 2 U Rk 32 3
FFULIA o R0k T SO AR SR A [T B b JAR HfE AL

. kK EXHERELT

(—) ARk 2 LB EERE T LY

AT E] i AMEBIA T T R X FE— 50 S AR — & A RE 5ok R
Z4 AR 1 ) AT ) A BTl A VR B 1 ) B 0 91 1) 700 5l A (R ) 330 4 201
FUA IR TR S A . 75000 FRATPHEAE 5% TCEORS 1384~ Hh R & R 4 SR AN [R) 1 18 ) 2 8 22 i) 45
FMERIAKIFR Y — H RSN I, AT 23], 5 A 8 — A SRR PR s TO Rz 0 i 2=
K3 B X2 AR B Rl R T A I AR R TR AT X2 e

A I S BRI IR, V8 AR AL B AR ) 7 2CHA A &5 20 b [ U 4 A R BRI, 232 — b
IRA 765 T L (hybrid expressivism) » 247 2% (i XU Sk 20 M A &8 T X MR & 26k 1 ¢, ¥
TRA R T K AR AR B 5 S RIS () N B2 2% 3 5 5K 1R i 91 A s 48 IR 0
A CRED FER AT, ©O0 PRI B9 18 A0) 10 1 2 28 SR R P A A DA S AE R P A 7 1 B

603 fildn, HIXF 3 “ A R T S BINHE  “KMRE T, AR ESRT MW L Z BRI 16
TEAHEL X T4 R T — (5 & AR —2L.

0611 FAE SGE A MLOIESSTE T BB D@ R M0 TR 1) BT A & R TE 4548, A SOTF S48 1 X R 45
PRSI A — TR ) X G YR R 0 T SR AR o 7 B R A 917 o SR VS 2 110 Bl 2 5 B 2, AR P A S ) R Y AN
(not) W] AR T AE = ANREE AL & (H 2 B T B & 4], SR A IS B g in . O T AL BRZS AR XS R it 2
PR T — DEOR MR 2 IR B— D2 T i 7% (placeholden) YA : J& 2 (being for) . TR “RE"IFA
HRAH— RIS S EEZR A B Y DI RE i i BADUATE A5 AT BIREAT BRI (existing attitude) i i METL AL E  FFAHE
ANAIF A E T B =N TRIEALE TS R A TR AV E A E RO RE—Fh2E Y . XA R 1) 5

La FRNIA N i AR BT A2 B R Y 5

2a WA SOE AT IR R I 5

3a FA A SOERIAT N 2 RN .

AT LA S R -

b B 20853 i ORI AT 5

2b W Z Al o SOE R AT 5

3b 2Rl Ti A SRR ATA

Jite B K R R AR B AR R M 4 U 1R 2 (biforcated attitude semantic) , 438 XA E LA E RN T
B Il ) 75 7E A XMERR (the negation problem) . fH B RE A Jy 5 R ¢ 303 ik 3 3G o TR BB U7 SRAR IR J2 il e
Mo For Ay IRIXEDE T2 A ANRETBEHT 2 K7 M RAE H 318 5 o sa X A A S B sl 518170 . See Mark
Schroeder, Being For: Evaluating the Semantic Program of Expressivism, Clarendon Press, 2008, p.89 —104.

(62 See Teemu Toppinen, Believing in Expressivism, in Russ Shafer-Landau ed., Oxford Studies in
Metaethics Volume 8, Oxford University Press, 2013, p.253 - 282; Mark Shroeder, Tempered Expressivism, in
Russ Shafer-Landau ed., ibid., at 283 - 311.

(633 Stephen Finlay, David Plunkett, supra note (35], at 72,

(641 See Guy Fletcher, Moral Utterances, Attitude Expressions and Implicature, in Guy Fletcher &
Michael Ridge eds., Having it Both Ways: Hybrid Theories and Modern Metaethics, Oxford University Press,
2014, p.174-198.
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TREFIE A PRk 09 Rk £ A3 R g 7

B 5B VIR0 RRE . B0 RARES B E AT LUETE & | T 3Rk Z 35 B 75 94 g
SUH R0 3 SCZ2 st mT U B TR S A8 B AR B AN HE AR 1 3 5L AH 52 e B3 4]
PR B F 18T 0 » G X A0 SUIR A 3658 3 S EFR A £ X (quasi-expressivism) , X B 5E51)
WHSORA IR E LR RE T .
2R 6 T DU R T T S ks 52 1130 0947 i R et 1% < o BT B2 X — AR
B R AGFA 3 SO HEAR R DL R R T A N A% 21 k3l A7 2 KL JF X280 K 1T
FIRSEE D7 K B ZA T N A AT EE . D WUEMEE TE Pk K Z ERASEE, X7 1 m Y
PR
Pl 4R REKT T HNAE LS = 6947 A iE & B BUTH B AR A T 4T 4%
Bk
P2 A REIKT TWHMAEZ L3 = 6947 A i R & & AT
C  WeITHhE BRI,
REFRE T CHHRE R .
Pl e R RFRT TN %30 = 0947 A2 K AR 2 a9 47 452 K, 5Fxh§ 5
K #9474 &L &% D;s
P2* A RERT T M2kl = 6947 A2 K, 258 K 947 R X & D;
C' T ALK FAIFHKGITARZEESED,

US4y AT AGE A RS A p HE R v B P 5 P2 HOREE 2 CF 2 RME B AA A
) 3 B BT HE S A58 1 R R — iR MR K e KAE e A L RIEA 4 . B S
XS AR T B A SO AR XA b IR A Rk T IR 2 SRR
HAME D RRA ZER . WA, RER DS K W5 ERX N R — A& EE Rk DR4
B 785 5 5 4 2 1 K 0 ) 1) 1 L2 v AR SR A S T R S 1) A R RN 45 98 R S TR —
A ] — 205 SN, Rk FE SO A R U W AS AH 25 T M o] 76 35 A rh BT B TR e 3k B
NS0

SR IR A 263K 32 SO AR RE AR TE B — S 15 /A b o 0 R il AR 1 1) 245 AR — 3, 52
B b B ROR B R FRATTHT T 7E S N TE MR 55 P 7E DR 19 43 5 80 388 XA, [l 80 1 7 =
XL IE A -

nl HRIANANFITAH B AR EEN=F KA r 69452
n2  HIAHRANEFTH BABRFEN=FREENAN | r | 8982
n3  KIAANFATA BRARBREEG=HRF AN ? 893:%
TRGFRIEF G ROEA I AR 73 o] U@ Pk P e f 74, PR A =547
B il SR 4 T A N ATy B2 P IFRIAX N r 4527, T2 AT LIS 3 .
nl" RIAANFFA B RAFZRFAEN=RIAIAFTABA P IFEEASTAN ¢
EOEE g
n2"  HRIAHRANFITH B AT REEG=RIAA RAFTH B P, - B AL
o r | e
n3"  HIIAANFITH BARBREAEN=FRIANNFITH B AZ~P, FAREFH

07'10
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W) ? 6 HZ

[AIBAT o 2 R FANTHIRANKIGE 03" P2 A5 B BT 48 1] AL M2 AT 4, X & S BN AR
R BB AR RIE T SRS HEMTETE & SCZ R G — BLIGRR AR n3 ™ H g LI~
X NATMEARER ATy B IR AT SO i 7 LU [R) B A iR AL R B 2 v s 5 = o
FEEE 02 3K 2 TR Z R M AT AR (93 32 HE T 2 BE S AR U 11 32 4 M 37 TG iR A5 1)
SE T ARV U] a2 20 46 3 26 R U 0 B ik A RS S R 4 B AR AR U A By 1y T 7 2 R A
W—B AT T —JICIE S P AR R R AT B B B Ao B AR

AT 2 Py — o B 5383 ) 4 52 25 R b s TR 08 30 BL AN AR AR BIL SRR X 7
DAL A4 AN B DO CEE BRI O i R BN ) A7 A — DG — BRI XA
R SERBAYAA G ANPEER R T2 A K -SRI AT AER
Je s M REAR AR P HE SR 1R 55 25K TR 2 HE A4 19 <47 (semi-fictional mood) & F T P A 7
DU s B — IR A5 50 L B il AR AR 4 P 1 Bl— B30 55 i A DA I ey P 25 RIEE AR R o
TR E 1) BUE B AR R AT AR DA LI 2% B T LA 2 AR A R A7 78 (AN 7]
R 1112 NATTICRE A AR RN Fr) E SR I AE LR R B 2% R v 18 5 S

B 25 (Y SR AR AR 2 — P E R IR 32 3 BRI T A 7 SRS 0 T 2 X T Bl 0 AR
A B RFIE B EERR P R 2 AR Z WA TE L2 s A 55 L 0 114 4 3
PR MR OCIR . RS b FERLIE W op A B DL — R 2 1 O AL AR R S S
TET > FA DR FHERR IR 1 A N AE R IR PG IR 30 FLRE 77 o] N AR 22 0k 32 SRR A Rk £ X
Ji T3 Y PR X

(=) AEHRZEGERE I EMH

TEMERR TR 32 SCHR S v s MRV P T ) i R P 19 L1 2 ) B J2 5 I 28 S IR I 1 (relational
properties) FEIRZAXT G2 . ARG A £ SCHRBIE . BL— DR /7 I G 17 B8 E RS W I LA
(¥ O EL A 00 T 652 00D A 45 D g B — S RLTE M A AR 28 5 | 1R Ml Cindexced) $35 1) 4 72 11 4 42
o 7 H RIS AR SR — e A 2 U A PR L2 I BTG B A S B
AR i AR P AN G B s AT D . B SR B S T RESEBLRAN B i H
() eo B850 BT LA RS PE R B 1 A9 J 1 T e A7 o8 5 E Y ORI ) =2 18] B9 SRR X A 17 S fif ¢
(iWIES S

FEMER IR T ST S T Tk i A TR SR R ) 1 SR U 4 ) LA A 1) 4
BB AEIR— BRI R B0, FeATHE ™ H AR 25 56 5 8 e R A HL I Ak AR &l T L 5K
5 UL — AR L AR IR R IR P A 5 2 i B AR O B ORI DL B R
HLIIFIE AR A R ORI . X5 W45 I8 R 2 — BRI R 1 R JE sk — A g LU HAY
RO RN eI 7RI B A 0 A A6 AEAS BB fT B A D — 4> LURE E MU B A R0 o A
FNAERRR AL S L EAF R TR WA TR BT S48 0 BT A R » I e BRid 280 2 9 4%

653 H.L.A.Hart, supra note (25], at 168.

(661  See Paul Grice, Studies in the Way of Words, Harvard University Press, 1991, p.26.

(673 James Dreier, supra note (13J, at 214 - 215.

(681 See Stephen Finlay, The Pragmatics of Normative Disagreement, in Guy Fletcher &. Michael Ridge
eds., supra note (647, at 124.

0720



TREFIE A PRk 09 Rk £ A3 R g 7

FROIE FH S B e b, TS 2 T oK R DA BRI A5 2005 2 . 59 X N FE BRI 1 PN 28 258 A B
DAL 5 U B2 AR B R S R ARI DL R AR R 6Bk . 5 SRS 18 75 B bk G Bk
PRI FR A HLN DCI i )2, 70

MR R SCHR T L7 o 24 55 U A R > A 37 % PN TE IR ) AL ) 5 158 PN 25 48 i Sl FR
I SR BB A A i SR A5 HAAHE I L, PR S N B, I H L R H e R R S IR AN R 1Y
I s E T 18RI ) S0 i A, 5 VR T Bt B n SR A A ELARBE I L, B R X AR B7 5L
R HTE AR S ZARUHM R FIE”, o L 25 0] DU A2 4 AT 80 SR AE A TR
P s NTEBRIR A 55— A 20 fir U2 il R MR 0, B 2238 5 100 38 X0 JH T A 32k A R 104 9 ) O 35 i A
fF,

PRt LU B A R A 8 s 5 UL 28 & (implicature) a3 18 FH 1 b 26 35 At %o AR 2R AR AL
W2 25 B S X — R IS BE T RE (38 40 44 B T PR R 3R B 58 S 4, B IESE T INFERRIR 1
SEERPE, TV MERRIE 3 SR 2 M — R SN0 ROR A A A 0 RIS AR ), B AR
FLE M BT EAS TR 24 3 SOt G (R TGI8 - 52 7 A B AL 5 ) b B 45, B AR A
PILERRIR 1 SR AR B 51847 R H B B A 2 PN FE R IR 238 S — 3 4. X AR Ihy G S R ALE -
S— ) F T2 AR 40 PTHUES (cancelable) 3 AU A5 4] 18 UL Ik, RS X 2l AR
FEAN XTI I S BI85 ., Frid iR iR 3 (what is said) 5 28 & 9 ER 43 (what is implicated) A
ANF P FAE S I HA B Z A1 AR R0 . F Ul EoktE A4+ SO HBEL S Q. i
R Q EAYAE I ZHRN A RS S FIF AR, 7 B, H x4 8 st & 2l
Yl Besk A S, S NIE KL 9 KO H PR s R BAL AR I R A S O
SERTEEY SR T SRR  (H RIS 2505 A 38 2 b Bk, /L 9 i 7 iX — E5RAR AT R
WER M E, LR, MR A5 B = 6] — A B AR (e i 20384137 , Al i [m] 7 350 /F A 26
“8 mi A R BT B R DR 2 S RS T .

TENTERRR IS Ao 5 D6 2 B X G R HL T A e I R A AR RO . iy T 9 4
O — BRSSP TR 8] B AR K AT RE IG5 0 A B B 56 L RO T U T RERE 2 AN TR Y K
IR, R, Ry W AF55) . BUAE B iF Ak 5 Ui 28 B O 75 P A RIEIE A i & L2
TN RILIN) 22 PN 255 40 8 S i A7 S5 [) 1 iR P 03 S A LA IR 14 3t 7« 00 3R [R) s Y B T ik
AEME, FRATAT AR AR F BTN 5 UL X AR B () 322 52 25 B “ 38 1) 7 A0 J e A AR it L
FEA () REE A SN, I IR — 2 A TR IE AR AR E (D X BN F R85 ARIZHN
T AT BN TE PR B HER A 32 A

Y TR E R AR WA AL KB AT A 6T,
a. KRBT P RAR AL R B GAE A, B
b. 28 8-t iZ AR R AGAILIN Redg 2 B,
(Z) gk 2L
W5 0 il A P P 8 R 5 S o BT 2 B (L T 0 1 375 S A {EL s DR S 8 U I S

693 H.L.A.Hart, supra note (15], at 103.

(70 Stephen Finlay, David Plunkett, supra note (35J, at 54.

71 GG, Oy T S b AR A T SCEHE TN [ S BAS F A 09 E W FE O, fE SRS E
“TR M FR AR AL S T I

(72 See Scott Soames, supra note (77, at 210; Paul Grice, supra note (667, at 39 — 40.
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SRR AT A R 1K) s AT 52 3008 32 U3 A T 6l AR B A B 5 10 4 =2 [ A BT 1R 2
I (FLIRX [ P T R A BT T G 325 S8 A G 1 M A o A S 2 3 P g o DAL R I T 3 7 1)
RN E R AMERT Y LA AEMER IS T T 5 BOE PSR SN T S i 2 — D PEAL 5 - A1 ok
7] S A R 3 IO R 5 i AME R, 7 Uk 33k 2 U I3 sl /r (A R & 45t A A R T S L2 T
P Ak T T 1 PR R o

ARYE LK T2 3 H—A 5 U MU TR RO I AR BT B B A 15 2 LU S 15¢ i AL 1Y
15 A& IR IR A A g G5 U0 P 2 180 5 SCA I AHE B st T 5 ] B At 5 T 1 e 2 5
HFGRXHUIN IR AR 42 A5 . B "R — P A 5 Sh LI 25 BE L e — AP LTS TR 58 R 11
FORAT R ULE R — R IR Ry 25 HALE At A D F T 3 T 194 BB U B2 R R
IR I B AR 5 M s W — 5 RPN 35 AR RS 1935 SO A 35 L
SRERATA . © e e A i PR P A 152 A AR D A 1 Rk 1 — JBCTE 4 AIE (pragmatic
features) IR H: 1o 0 B AL MERIE T2 SO 28 i AE LA i PRUANTE T I 14327 X il
AL S MR UE A OC FHEZ A & SO A fH A nT U A

55 BRI 54 52 25 A O PN T R 3R 1) — s AR AL o A ) AR B REYE M 20 8. [l BA SO
KB B LI BIEETAATC H A iR AL i 45 H P AERRIE  HE L1 R RAT Tk B A
P25 X7 LIBGE AN ARG T L2 AR BRATA LA BT LA Y ~ X, 7352 E L BLO A SRR R 61
el F 2 BRI RT. 2.0 AR R2. SRR R 3 G e B RN 2 2 Bir LLRE % 7 A 73
Iz S PR AT I 523 He 2 B A R A ™ i — 25 8 i R (R 5 S0, RV AT A 3 5%
ASHE P AR PE TR 70 o XF I TR 32 SO AT DL AT 4 Y — T8 A RO 19 1 B L AL AT i
H  JCTE 2RI = S PR A A T S e A P AR T g o 57 B2 R S U A T LT P S et
Tt A AL R L 1) 5 2 ML SRS B B, e AR
EFRKAAMIA ML . 7 B2 58T AT i B N TERR IR 5 SMEBRIR 1 73 B W 7 ik 32
WSz » WAERRIE RAEH S AMERRR 3R (1 N 28 B A A 70 B MOX A e b R e s UM R & B
I

it UL RV T2 AR GE N BT X T ) 35 TR AT M 8T 5 A1) % SCR B AR PR AEAE
PA—Ff [ 2 B 05 X 948 IR B 0. 20z B e eE, D 5 B R SO AR O B T 2 s B e
(metaphor) i, A1) T & LT SO 7 1l T TR RIS 1 5 100 SO AU S 3B it {007 AT
PN » T 2CTEBE » FUA TR R ST Ay A5 A B S He 32 MU ) 350 AT o A e ™ A T A 15
HIRCR .

(73] See John Eriksson, Hybrid Expressivism: How to Think About Meaning , in Guy Fletcher &. Michael
Ridge eds., supra note (447, at 157.

(743 Stephen Finlay, David Plunkett, supra note (35], at 59.

(75 See David Plunkett, Timothy Sundell, Dworkin’s Interpretivism and the Pragmatics of Legal
Disputes, 19 Legal Theory 242, 242 - 281(2013); David Plunkett, Timothy Sundell, Antipositivist Arguments
from Legal Thought and Talk: The Metalinguistic Response, in Graham Hubbs &. Douglas Lind eds.,
Pragmatism, Law and Language, Routledge, 2013, p.56 — 75.

(76) Stephen Finlay, supra note (687, at 134.

U7 “FEIRETRR A B L A W 1 T R R B RO A B AT A — AR P E T LR O — R
PO s AH  FEoR W 28— LAy —mg e, L= & SOFAS B2 LAY, JF H R G AT i & SO R
B AT T A EIE IR T R i B R . See Donald Davidson, What Metaphors Mean , 5 Critical Inquiry 31,
41-42(1978).
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PN+ 1953 AEHI G o W42 2 I~ G R W) AR ALY 08 D) P B ) R B A — el A
FIE AL T H B LUS MR A T ARAS PR A2 L A Ay A R AS KA SR AR A
SC55 W WRIR T A 1) 0 0k 58 B B — S MU 5K A (b 3 R ] BT 7 e R R AT
2 HIL A 2 £ 5 Ek A E R 2B R IR X — B ) B 2 5800 SRR SRR ik LA
%{_5'\(5250 793

1 A 5 [ PR » A RTIE T I R R B R T T — RSN T HER IR 2 SO BIIE 7 XF L, 3Rk 953k
PALCEAR T R ALY 18 228 SR T TRAITIE X LU AR AT M R S 7 AR — XS He—— A
TEMS RS A [F) 2 ROMLJRIRZ B X L o 75T X80 5 IR Bev W i i

W RENHE— AT A EELAFEENRA FHEMAZREY —AL
FRA—ANERGER, BRAANZRAEN — 2R AR E——NERBINMETERX 5
A — @RI A — A8 FRERARF R BN, AR AL ) L RIREE) ;5 —F
BMASEREEENHRERELSE, @3 E H (uttering) 4] F TR E X XA E LR E O
B, AT ABE RER &) F AR B R T A eBEL P, TR XLEN", KA
SHERRABRAENMEL L BRREAAKRR B R, B S RHLMAEMA L7, REBAW
ERREAMEHAERE L, R RREAHE Bk, B

WSS DX 1A Dy ) 1 AR A A AR RS 20 LA R D ) - 2 2 S A TR . ARELSCIA T AE
B I RPRE IR — 0 SRR S IR — i SOIRZS A DR 8 1] & 90 5K S5 Ay 2 9 2 %
AR DX o A1 Al A LK SR B A B Y F2 00 3 SO 385K 3 Ak Rk Y SR RS R B
RN IFEAE P ARG 1 332 ORI IR 3 50, T UM AR A A B — iRl £ (¥ . —
AT IR e 4 T IE ) 2= A S PR BOXTEE . RS R AR B CEAETE =) — 0 . FRIR LIS -

CEAGIRFERTTRA X TR RO HRE,CR- - X TARE T BT

W, = ANRFE R R ITVRE A B R, KA, R A BRI R AR T RS R

0 R, A —FP AL KB B X B 117X — 474 4], raf RMB MR o X L

I8 A BATR TR M AR R M & % BT 4 R, R AE R MR X b

117, % W FEANR KT R 22 A B B4R % £ 117X 438 B9

MRPGATS B W RF 28 LR A o8 2] . BRAEFRATHLR FARE ok 2517 AT TA T AE
PR R 225G T2 A 5 [AIRE 3t BRAAR BRAR A AR SC BT A AT AN A AT RE B G 1
7 AR A o SRR TR XA 0K 5 L1717 AR 5 I SRR Ry Ay AR

(78] See H. L. A. Hart, The Ascription of Responsibility and Rights, 49 Proceedings of the Aristotelian
Society 171, 171 - 194 (1949); H. L. A. Hart, Definition and Theory in Jurisprudence, in his Essays in
Jurisprudence and Philosophy, Clarendon Press, 1983, p.21 - 48.

(793 See H.L.A.Hart, Punishment and Responsibility , Oxford University Press, 1968, v.

803 H.L.A.Hart, Commands and Authoritative Legal Reasons, in his Essays on Bentham: Jurisprudence
and Political Theory, Clarendon Press, p.248 — 249,

813 Kevin Toh, supra note (20], at 100.

(82 R.M.Hare, supra note (297, at 6.
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TR R R A I SR T R A BT A AR S PRI RS TR SRR B LT A T At
% XA Y SO TR AT T (Toree) AR ) 176 55 U635 MW 25 8 B 7™ A AR T8 S BRI
AR 0 S TR A TR BOMA A  I THERA T PR R 1 228 4

% iE

AREFIE T SO - NAERRER A8 G U AL 35 S BE 3R I T HERF A S SN X 2l 18
PAYEERDT : 55— AHERSL, AIHE 8 T SCIGTE U W 25 8 ) S5 il P 3R 18 /1) B AT [R) R )i S
A1 PR ICHE A T SCHIA T 1 52 2 AR A ) 5 2 R 70 O AL BRIV I PRk 5 A P R ik 1)
WE LR A E BRI 5 A ME BRI 1R 73 s DRk 32 SCAS BEHS 20 XU 7 A% fife 6 Dhy 12 b (9 AN A
2o TR FRIK 3 SGH I AR PR PRI ) EA {7 30 -5 25 B A R [l 1o b SR X A, (HU e
Tk AR — N IE AR IR IO 14 285 BE BB /R BE A i 15 BAAAEL, DR AR SR BT fiff DA AR, Ty
A LA TRV AR S 5 S2 — PR T2 S, ERRA T AR Y 2 UL U — T R BRI I
LA SR AL A A At o B SR A AL 45 7 5 D8 X AR A LU Py 4 32 25 2 D L — Fob il P 25 5
(77 R 8 20 0T 38 e Sk Ay 3 » 30 T SR S5 BRI S 1 i AMEREL  [R] I S BE A i B0
FEVETE R P B A i JE e IR 5 PR R Rl — BB Sz 3 22 50 il AW - I R B0
HUREH A O —MERIE TN

Abstract Expressivists aim at giving an account of normative concepts in the way that is distinct
from analytical naturalism while remaining in the framework of philosophical naturalism. A pure
expressivist's interpretation of an internal statement for legal positivism can be in favor of
explaining the theoretical disagreement or genuine legal dispute, justifying a necessary connection
between internal statement and speakers’ motivation, and supporting a weak assertion of the rule
of recognition. The pure expressivism, however, is at risk for it lacks approaches to solve the
embedding problem and accounts for internal-external statements disagreement. Alternatively,
hybrid expressivists state that an internal statement has properties-ascribing as well as desire-like
attitude expressing aspects. Unfortunately, hybrid expressivism could not commit that in every
kind of normative statement, the desire-like attitudes can have a special kind of stability, so it
fails to solve the embedding problem. A more persuasive strategy might be quasi-expressivism,
which accepts that normative discourse normally expresses a desire-like attitude or conative state
of mind, but this part of communication never enters into the meaning of the normative
sentences, and only has a contingent connection with the descriptive aspect of normative
judgment, instead, it delivers evaluative information through pragmatic implication. Thus,
quasi-expressivism solves the embedding problem and disagreement problem simultaneously.

Keywords Expressivism, Internal Statement, Theoretical Disagreement, Embedding Problem
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