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The relationship between knowledge, virtue and action is a topic of central interest
in mainstream epistemology, and increasingly so over the past decade.1 These topics
have also occupied an important place in Eastern thought, though Eastern andWestern
scholarship on this topic—and, more generally, scholarship in epistemology—has tra-
ditionally occurred in isolation from one another. This special issue marks an attempt
to bring together cutting-edge Western and Eastern thinking on this important episte-
mological theme which lies at the intersection of both traditions.

The papers included in this special issue, ‘Knowledge, Action and Virtue: Eastern
andWestern Perspectives’, represent some of the best work from the inaugural (2015)
‘East–West Philosophy Forum’ at Soochow University in Taipei, the first annual com-
ing together of philosophers at institutions along an East–West axis, starting from
Japan, passing through South Korea, Taiwan, Hong Kong, and Singapore, and ending
in Edinburgh. The special issue is not only ‘East–West’ because of the geographical
locations of the institutions of the participating academics, it is also East–West because
the content aims at bridging Eastern and Western epistemology, through a focus on
shared themes.

The special issue begins with Mi and Ryan’s (2016) ‘Skilful Reflection as a Master
Virtue’ which combines insights on virtue and knowledge fromConfucian philosophy,
dual process theory, and competence-based virtue epistemology. According to Mi
and Ryan, skilful reflection is best understood as a ‘master virtue’ in the sense that
skilful reflection shapes and corrects the other epistemic and intellectual virtues. After
defending this idea in some detail, Mi and Ryan put it to work in the service of

1 For connections between knowledge and virtue, see, e.g., Sosa (1980, 1991, 2015), Zagzebski (1996),
Greco (2009, 2010, 2012), Pritchard (2005, 2012, 2016), Pritchard, Millar and Haddock (2010), Palermos
(2014, 2015a, b, 2016), Mi (2015), Carter (2016, 2018, 2020), and Mi and Ryan (2018), Ryan and Mi
(2018). For connections between knowledge and action specifically, see Hawthorne (2004), Hawthorne and
Stanley (2008), Bengson and Moffet (2011), Carter and Pritchard (2015a, b), Kelp and Simion (2017), and
Carter and Poston (2018).
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diagnosing some contemporary contested points about how knowledge interfaces with
sensitivity and safety.

In ‘Situationism, Virtue Epistemology, and Self-Determination Theory’, Iizuka
(2018) brings a new twist to the ‘epistemic situationist’ critique of virtue episte-
mology (e.g., Alfano 2012). The canonical form of this critique—which parallels the
situationist critique of virtue ethics (Harman 1999; Doris 2002)—maintains, first, that
empirical psychology shows that our beliefs and judgments are influenced to a sur-
prising extent by epistemically irrelevant situational factors; and, second, that this
fact, suitably appreciated, is at odds with the virtue epistemologist’s claim that cross-
situationally consistent intellectual virtues play a prominent role in explaining howwe
form beliefs and acquire knowledge. Iizuka’s key move is to resist this empirically-
driven challenge to virtue epistemology, by drawing attention to additional empirical
results that indicate that virtuous motivations are causally efficacious in ways that
favour the virtue epistemologist over the situationist.

Chuang (2017), in her paper ‘Rational Devotion and Human Perfection’, com-
bines insights from the Bhagavad-Gita and Spinoza’s Ethics in order to develop a
re-interpretation of moksha—viz., the Hindu concept of enlightenment, or human
perfection. In the Bhagavad-Gita, Krishna lays out three paths of yoga as the means
to achieve human perfection: the path of self-less action (karma yoga), the path of
knowledge (jnana yoga), and the path of devotion (bhakti yoga). By investigating the
concept of human perfection in Gita and Spinoza, it is the path of devotion, rather
than the path of knowledge or action, that is the last step leading tomoksha. Central to
Chuang’s proposal is an appreciation of the intellectual as well as emotive component
of devotion.

Finally, in ‘Scepticism, Closure andRationallyGroundedKnowledge:ANewSolu-
tion’, Wang (2017) develops a new response to a traditional epistemological puzzle to
do with knowledge and skepticism, one that is motivated by the closure principle (e.g.,
Pritchard 2005, part one, 2015, part one; Hawthorne 2013) which says (roughly) that
if one knows that P and one can competently deduce Q from P, then one is in a position
to know that Q. Wang argues that we can resist the argument from this principle to the
skeptical conclusion—at least, as concerns our rationally grounded knowledge—by
combining insights from Wittgenstein (1969) and Davidson (1982, 2013).

We believe that these four contributions—each representative in its own way of the
special issue’s theme—collectively signal the fruitfulness of East/West collaborations,
both of philosophers and philosophies, and will serve as a basis for future work at the
intersection of these axes.
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