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Internalism: A New Interpretation of Confucian Theory of Mind

——Also on the Issue of “whether There Was Chinese Philosophy”
Chen Jiaming

Abstract: Confucian theory of mind may be interpreted as a sort of internalism. It takes mind as the
original stand. By the hypothesis that everyone’s mind has something in common, “same kind” was
taken as the logical premise in their arguments. Analogy was used as the method for distinguishing of
similarity or difference as well as for inference in a coherent way, in order to make sure for the
universality of moral principles. “Li” ( ,principles) was regarded as the result being endowed by
mind, which is like the doctrine of “projection of meaning” in modern philosophy. The innate
knowledge of the conscience itself and its action was established as the canon of knowledge. The
article also points out some problems, generating from the attempt of “knowing many from one”, in
the way of arguments, which aims at gaining the universality of moral principles. Finally, the paper
holds that the standard for judging what philosophy is should be the function of thinking and
education. It will be benefit, by interpreting of Confucian theory of mind as a sort of internalism, for
refuting the saying that “there was no philosophy in China”.

Key words: internalism, Confucian theory of mind, category conception, universality, function of phi-

losophy
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