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“Gan’ ( Sense) and the Formation of Consensus:
“Human Understanding Theory” under Confucianism’s Tianxia Vision

Gan Chunsong

The concept of “Gan( sense) ” is extremely important in Confucianism. Between the Book of Change and
the Book of Rites we can see the two directions in the understanding of “sense. ” This paper argues that we
can understand beginning from the concept of “sense ” how Confucianism explains the formation of moral
consensus and how Confucianism strives for the acceptance of consensus. Confucianism pays special attention
to the construction of community and regards human unity as its ultimate goal. Meanwhile the Confucianism
theorization of human understanding starting from “sense” serves exactly as the bridge leading towards human

unity.
The Absence of the Concept of Will: A Critique of Classical Greek Moral Psychology
Nie Minli

There is no place for the concept of will in either Plato or Aristotle’s representative doctrines of the
bipartition or tripartition of the soul. In fact we can say that there is no concept of will in classical Greek
moral psychology. When we further examine the issue of moral responsibility related to the concept of will
especially when examining Aristotle’s concept of the voluntary and involuntary we can find that the dual
structure of desire and reason is the main resource used by classical Greek moral psychology to explain moral
responsibility in behavior. The concept of will in this structure is still absent. The extreme view represented by
Ryle and Williams and others suggests that ancient Greek moral psychology without the concept of will may be
more successful in explaining human behavior than modern moral psychology with the concept of will. This
view is debatable. The concept of will is not a concept of mental faculty and mental activity but rather refers
to subjectivity of behavior. Classical Greek moral psychology is fundamentally a naturalistic behavioral

psychology. What it lacks is precisely the concept of moral responsibility in behavior.

Kant on Taste and Interest
Wang Weijia

In his third Critique Kant declares the judgment of taste ( namely of the beautiful) to be neither
interested nor interesting. This paper proves the tenability of Kant’s theory by solving three difficulties identified
by commentators. With reference to Kant’s account of “threefold synthesis ~ I reveal the transcendental ground
of the disinterestedness of taste that is the imaginations reproductive synthesis. On this basis I argue that the
judgment of taste differs from the judgment of sense by its indifference to existence and from the judgment of
the good by its independence from concepts. Empirically we desire a beautiful objects continued existence so
as to maintain its vivid impression in our mind. But transcendentally speaking our pleasure in beauty does not
arouse any interest. Such a desireree satisfaction directly leads to the pursuit of theoretical reason and the

latter’s ultimate unity with practical reason.



