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On Theory Area and Practice Request of Researching System- Ethic

LI Rer-wu
(Philosophy Department f Guangzhou Administrative I nstitute, Guang how Guangdong 510000)

Abstract: “System- ethic” is a word that should be standardized in the researching field of ethics. It pays close atention
to the practice of social life and is becoming a new area in modern ethics. “System ethic” realizes the agreement be-
tween ethical “ should be” and “be” between ideal and reality. The construction of system ethic becomes a practice re-
quest for clearing up the ethie- aisis of modernity.

Key words: system- ethic; Hume’ s question; ethie- crisis
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Modern Common Right Utilititarianism: New Common Rightism

MENG Zhae-wu
(Jishou Unwersity , Jishou, Hunan,416000)

Abstract: New common rightism is a right utility theory that satisfies the reasonable personal utility needs and the rea
sonable social needs at the same time. Its core is to maintain the reasonable common and personal profits; its starting
point and end fesult is to seek a balance between common right and private right; its basic presumption is to protect
private right and private profit; its key is to restrict common right in a scientific way. With the maximum of common
right as its starting point and the maintenance of social justice as its ideal goal, the pradice of new common rightism
should stick to collectivism and rational administration, restrict common right and protect reasonable common and pri-
vate profits in order to prevent and punish right abuse and right corruption.

Key words: new common rightism; common right; ut llititarianism
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