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The Reflection on
the “ metaphysical” interpretation of
T ient’ai philosophy:
Inquiries based on ChihI’ sand
Mo-tsung-san’ sinterpretations of “ Buddhism”

You, Huey-Jen
Abstract

Accord with the Buddhist doctrines and practices, peoplein different
historical periods constructed lots of different perceptions and interpreta-
tions on Buddhism. Based on its intellectual contexts and different inter-
pretations, the author in this paper tries to argue whether T’ ien-t’ ai phi-
losophy is a metaphysical interpretation or not. If the answer is“yes’, isit
a certain kind of substantial ontology? Both Japanese “Critical Bud-
dhism” and criticized Chinese Buddhism on the subject of
ju-lai tsang or origina bodhi. The author stands a the interpretations
constructed both by Master Chih-I’'s system of yuan-tun chiao-chung
which was constituted by the notion of “i-nien san chian” and the inter-
pretations of the “ Buddhist Ontology of the perfect teaching of T’ ien t’ ai
Buddhism” brought up by Mo-tsung-san, in order to evaluate these two
interpretations, to see if they were objective and correspondent under-
standing, or were it went back to the Metaphysics criticized by funda-
mental Buddhism or Japanese critical Buddhism. After re-examining all
these, we can make clear and clarify these two buddhistic interpretative
systems.

Keywords: T’ ien-t” ai philosophy, Chih-1, Mo-tsung-san, Japanese Critical
Buddhism, metaphysical interpretation.



