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The i@l witich provolkaed this s ay i hhat o

Twrm i slon of a

art indesd amagential to Uhe asxprs

R

w1 explore somse conseguaences of thie ddes, whebther or

ot it odw tTrue, and dovastigate why anvensg shouwld believe

et the consedguenoes of bhe ddes, T osteengly haold 3
that they are much more deamatio than is useally supposed, é
and that csswal accepbhanos or refeetion of 1t is therefors
imparaiessible. Since thalt nonchalance is general, thig is
e of Lhe main cortentions of Che thesis. E

I gensral I oargue $eom the susposition that the
e} - v

R el d ol

natire of temporal ity and sel fhood ne
forme of expression, arnd tharefore oppose hhe "absolute
concephion’ of the worlad as a bocdy of impersonal and

w

ebarral  brwbh. In thes cowrse of this polemic | discaver an

argpament  agalrst owersnt nodal semantics.

Howgver, the subjijsctivist position which T adoph is

Found e dnvolve a host of waroopual 80 metaphysical

conseguenoee, and doubt is cast on dts omm Bxpre

Tie reacdar may well ooms o fa thiat the ook

vorieptlion toes not sufdfsr Dy comrasison.

Firallyw, I pubt the concepd of essentlal dndexiocality

b wme an & easgeticoal dosteunent, and aergue that 4k

brings out & ceatral featuwre of many lrrationalisl or

gitabs famrliviagt philosophiss., T fdind it hidden also in several

innooent-seentng foros of expression to whioh saalyviio ;
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e there any ogloadly complete, true propositions
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Learms™ Dome philosophers Fingd it obwviows that there are ;

ot Obheras Fired 160 sgually obvious bhat Uhers are saels

et glo not

Ereespress d L or
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L oraeject much propositions ought Lo have a quid

mpacnt o Uhe shape of one’ s metaphvsicos, It iws
ol jects of the present stuwdy to show dhds,

Duxmertt s Ewvane, for example, ssem o think it

uneontrove Lw dr that thare are

aorichesd el (!

Py ohrwths. Wby ehould one suppose that all

Lyecbivg can be exgrs nonelrclexdoal Ly, they ashkt,

@ wrconte o adl kg

SEbimen

Bt Leue o Fal s

of thie mumbrer of m@oaed ved 14 redalk Duamimes gt

Bimaelt, in his Dedasnae of MoTagoart®, indicoabted ans sueh

sty gereral prejucios - Tl

sumpt i or bhal there oan b

criptiaon of the waorld.
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sufficiently Lo asaskse the sbeclute opposition of the Lo
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e
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Ly sbtwwek this abtibitudaes
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vt e hins e o Ma?mgg&rt Ky

LR50, mads il whalt a drastic dmpact U
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A g

Sinoce this last ifdea ls preasupposed to almost any

speculative enterprid s movbiriomgg owibrd ook orefud iEowmars fes
called dneconsagquential o 1L de begause the reality of boeme

this implausiible oomy

quearce thed MoTaggeet infarewsd it
to e unreal - oaore erectlye as Dasmeltt poirnbed out®, he
ook it for geantad thel the worid had an obgjective nature

arich Tharagre showesd roaol toemeas

sty o e
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presuned 16 as part of his peood
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1: Causss and consequencss

Pderical facts is nob one of whe adiaphors of nPl’uaﬂ;hx

R LI E & smland upon dt, &

in thess guasi-linguisbis Larbs.

L s ths naturs of

that s put i oguestion by

Eis Tt danveolves bthe adstence of something which s -

wnconecaptualizabls bul truae. Dummstl's nonchal anoe about

brtodm el odds with his whole philosophy.

discussion of

Whatl, ma Thasse Lopics complioatad s

that awthors disagres nobt ondy o what is the o

cma,  Dut

also on what matters, o L bto he weoreied asout. Dne

Wi i carndronted with a certain COPSEQUENGE, it an

mlatody Ffalse and sufyicient to refube Uhs

Aot sees 16 as Crivially true. dssuaming thers & e no

aiclimoge o dispel, bthe i

cormeFusdans o mabtoal misaeiders

smituation is ong of conflicting frdwitions. Snd in bhat g
tuaetion a philosopher ought to cdsoide bebesen them by
Finding a structuw e of proots deriving feom fntud bions
whrh oby do moh confiiat.
Parwareae, 4, s T think, the confli o il bl one
e tw that which odivides a rationalist or obijsctivist
svatam of the world ferom an i fonalist or subjectivist
paotwre of th, then the procedoare proposed above @
P msepahd oal o - Ter drder & dectsion from agresd premiss -
will beg the guestion dn favig of the rationalist.
Morewvane, 1t is Iikaly that there sare in bhie case no
guth bable common dogmas with widcoh bo begin. T one
forced to rscde o "the cholce of the soul®, and permit

averyons bo resolve the contliet scocording to dieolinakion®

In a cwrtain sense this wouwld beg the gquestion in

Taverr of subjectivism: nol & Foroee Lo fawolir
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those dotuitlons whioh Lead in the direction of
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shdve grounds for favouring etlbhar obge
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Bl anc b

#ometaphysical concept (asldihood) , which il

ancl 1S pPIrEeRRpEpos o speclal philosophioal uases of Ghe

personal pronouns - Fregets subjechive IO fhe

indivect as opposed to Che direct redlexdve, bThe awchorial

T oof 0

gy sl whioh e i sous o

Fiere Tere any prroods thalt tiae (or any obther concept)

seearth &l §w EEARIN P Tan Lis mothing

Lt ) e [ W ity we are
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Juat e oses ih.

Towertainly don™t bhelisve th

b mery Sned sl ves

argunesntsd Dot & sheong case can be beilt up., The strategy
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G peoeef st acoumul ste ddé
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shiew that they tend to B i difterent wavs, and henos bo

siiow Mow different non-k

(o jective) "hime’ is from tione.

That s wverbal, in & way, Dol the mnamse "tioe® is

i SpeR iR o The substantive point is that the HEI concept,
by whataver rame, s indispen:
truths.

£

hlea o concelving sons

colad e el bhal @ sentencs 18 oo

indaxical wordly LF ore were swee that bthe fact whicoh it
stabes cowldn’lt be shated obherwise. Our siluation is thatb

iy, It

wer wan®ht omse how o sopreass bhe facht non-dncesd

sy cerbly does tol Follow thal there™s no sueh formualalion

i

Mavarithel

aned bl Lhier 4

WE

ob b g Lo

asmsuine H50 untill sueh a foroaclation ds achuslly produaced,

sl Carnatd west i ol fne & Tl

e

IRV
A owvapdo as promi ssory materd allsm,

Theare 1 o inference from tThe fact bLhalt we can’'t ses

gl uhe

Pravw Lo s gl ng nopeedndesically o tThe &
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arcpumeErnt s sleply show that the froatbes Do gquestion Dy

breager aooprensad non-lodexiocally Cthe sternalist candidabes

are o use, inadeguatel ., and invite ws o hoo ass

whais bhesy
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individualitbty, but i

med, e oa condition of & moment’
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PROPABITION 1 - THE PRIMARY LAK OR CONRITION CF ALL XROMLEDSE - Alone with
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knazledygz, have some rosnition of jiself.
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clepeatary gropositions de not need sebjects; tie assamption that thev do
reflects an erronecus th11g”c4 1ity' of ‘substance-accident’! petaphysic, Bf
cesrse, it is one thing for e to be hurt and a.ether for you o be hurt - yeur

pair is aot ay pain. Bub i% 1s & ‘reente’ pain of #ine in the sense i which 3
{vrme pain or a passihle pain iz a renote pain, thﬁﬁqt the ‘raspval’ is In a
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The Doy ble-worlds interpestation reveals b
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ar-e af i

sing Lhe same ssnse den’h alwaye designating the

TG

it dmpencs on who vou are ANTEE B sl

chroumstancas. Foro oexamplea, hhe “hhi




demunsterative - hhiet, Tnow®, LY, Thers’ - can’t make
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u

b bhe wubttorer with the objieckd $for 17, ddentity oF the

t. "0 has of cour thig pecudiarity
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4z Theory of indexicals

v sl y The Yidesl speaker-hearer’ of Chomsbhy (09465, and
rat partiovlar epeaksrs in defindite siluastians. The
Ewampl s glven by Carnap in the ssne plac suggest bhal e
Clvern meant by Ypprageatic the sbwcy of tones, as Dhgnebtt
asss that word.
. Bummett (ISR, po. .
10, Lidnsky (198%), p. Q.
i Fussell L9133, np. ZiL-32.
180 Bae-Hillel (1984370 Bhdps (19997, p. @360 Guwine (19600,
or. 94, Ha
1%, Boklick CL9LEY, o, 1893

1 say that Kapt was borp I3 yeers ater Hume. It 1 them ack when Huse ®as bare,

I ran answer only by relating that event to snother point in time ... Time

delerpinakions lack suppert or meaning uniess there is a peint at which the

guestion "Hhen?" no longer needs an answer. How there is just such a seint: it

is the preseni momant. [ canact ask "Shen is the presast nemeni?', for fhis

"wher" 15 imeeNiately exparispcad. Time detpreizations have meaning and purpesz

ety for tiese events thal are ot divectly present to my romsciousness.
fet, Tar-MLllel o Pre STE-ETA

Peirce, Russell ... {aroys’ ... that replacing ‘Rere’ or ‘now® by co-ordiaate
dsecripiinons does not elininste the Indevical spare aad tipe descriplions since
the origis aof the co-ordinate system, ..., the direction and the units of iis
a¥is ren be {awght and learned only with the help of isfesical, linguistic or
non-linouiztic, sigrs. Jub this seeas tn e a very chvious nop seguitur,

based ak 4 coafusion betwsen using language and lsarning how 0 UGE 1 ArAUags.
hare ran he 1itile doubt that learnimg how Lo use co-ordipates, just as
Iperning how ta use words fike ‘rad’, involves the uss of indexical sigms. But,
nevertheless, = co-ordinate, just as the word ‘red’, is mon-incsuical is fhis
clear and defirite sense ... maagly, ... in s refersgee being iadependest of
the pragmatic context of its aroduction.

1%, FPutmam (1973,

Ide TF . Gobkoleaskl (L974Y, . 230

The speaker of scisnce,

Bl gaker of a5 2 natuork ot judgasnts, is the scientific romsusitys
its veica is charal ang nod

indivigual.

17 BEol mari B

In gl languagas ihave are apbiguous words which sometimes designate pure
concepts and conetises aixad ideas Even uorse, we ufien jump from one meaning
to the othor without beirg rleariy avars of 1%, This happess chiefly with the
nages e give to cartain kinds of patural objects ...

Pags g1




Ay Theoyy of indexnicals

The idez “man’ {ropsidered 25 2 pure cencepll aould indeed remain a2 sure
concept even if it wers resiricted to the point that only reasomable end
sentient beings that ave egual in all concepluzily representahle attrihutes to
zan as h2 is found on sarth wers called gen. For thave is oalg a feterpinale,
though verv large, nwiebsr of aitributes that ars cemmon to all reasonable and
sentient beings on earth. Thus from the ideas of these atbrisutes, i.e. from
mere ronceplts, an idea can bhe camposed which would rapresent what we call
‘man’, and dees nol contsin sny istwition. The satlter @s wquite diftferent if e
decide that the name ‘man’ ie ¥a aean not {as bhefore) any rroatyees that bave
carbain atbrinutes,, but precisely thosp ratiumal and seatieat creatures that
arg tound on earth, and no otiters, no eatler how similar thay may be. The idea
designated by this name {5 no lopger & purs, hul 2 alxed concept that

inclides an intuition, because even after remaving al) paris of fhis idea that
are pure concepts, the requirepeat ragaine thal iney aust be heings thet live
an parth. Thus the intuitios that is included in the narz ‘sarth’ reazins. By
tontrast, thare are also words that agpear tp designate z sized idea hub arp
sepetioes used 15 express & pure concept. Such is the cas2 sith the words
‘gold®y edlver®, ‘ouygen®, ami similar nawps of isorganic substances. lor
natural scientiste ars not at all averse to applying such naees 1o any
substanrce in the universs so Iong 35 it h3s the same inner atiribules that thig
substance has an sarth. However, we koow only very {2 of the imnor atiributes
of these substances other than through their influsrcs upon ... GuF own SEMSES

#2 ran think of Uhz words thelt “ii seems velliow to us® ag being nathing but an
sxpression for a certain ianer attributs of gold which is the reasun which gold
causes the idea ‘yeligw’ in an organ suzh as our eye, =he. 14 se undarstand
metters in this wav, ihem the intuiticas whick aeeur in the verbal egcression
of pur concepl ... belosg mersly ta the means hy which we designabe tﬁﬂﬁﬁ
uninoan inner attributes of gold that ran only be deterained Thrbegh pure
cencepls, and of shose idea the concest ef gold is to & composed. Justi as en
intuikion duee not cease to be pure i e eJmit into 115 expression sag or

The ather concept im order to desicnate it aore clearly, so, on the otier hand,
a concepl dres not ceasz te B pure serely hecause we have fo take recourse is
cartzain intuitions in order to designate somp of its corstituents.

D M ax

o<

e Sieachy (31979 . S1-%2.

15, Molaggest (1927,
M. Beach (1979 p. 9.
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