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Abstract 

As we know, philosophy of education has ever been a revolution from analytic 

philosophy since 1960s in the English speaking world. R.S. Peters, P. H. Hirst and others 

promoted philosophy of education as an academic discipline, which was called the London 

Line, to a glorious position in the world. However, the London Line has been criticized 

profoundly since 1990 in England. The author intends to investigate the prospects of the 

London Line by reviewing Blackwell Guide to the Philosophy of Education, Oxford 

Handbook of Philosophy of Education, and SAGE Handbook of Philosophy of Education in 

this paper. Blackwell’s editors paid more attention to adapt the London Line into a 

post-isms condition. Editors of Oxford and SAGE seemed to treat traditions of the London 

Line in a friendlier manner. Professor Oscar Jiaw Ouyang brought the conceptual analysis 

of the London Line back to Taiwan in the 1970s. Ouyang’s noteworthy contributions to 

philosophy of education in Taiwan and to some perspectives in London Line have been 

proposed here in this paper. The author also suggests the convergence of the analytic 

philosophy of education in Taiwan toward postmodernism, in the hope of maintaining its 

competitiveness. 
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