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On Frege-Geach Problem and Its Solutions

YANG Zheng-yuan
( Department of Philosophy, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210023, China)

Abstract; The Frege-Geach problem is an issue for contemporarily non-cognitivist metaethical theories,

showing that non—cognitivism is not a promising moral semantics. Non-cognitivists have attempted to solve the

problem by supplementing the non-cognitivist semantics, and the philosophers who sympathize with non—cogni-

tivism have also tried to solve the problem by combining deflationism with non-cognitivism. But all these at-

tempts have failed.

Key words: Frege-Geach problem; non-cognitivism; quasi-realism; deflationism
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