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CRITERIA 

CHAPTER I

THE PROBIPM: THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN CRITERIA

AND WHAT THEY ARE CRITERIA OF

In  th e  P re f a c e  to  th e  P h i lo s o p h ic a l  I n v e s t i g a t i o n s . 

W it tg e n s te in  w r i t e s  t h a t  th e  I n v e s t ig a t io n s  and th e  T ra c ta tu s  

sh o u ld  b e  p u b lis h e d  to g e th e r  b ecau se  th e  I n v e s t ig a t io n s  can be 

u n d e rs to o d  o n ly  by c o n t r a s t  w ith  and a g a in s t  th e  backg round  o f  

th e  T r a c t a tu s . A f te r  w r i t in g  th e  T r a c t a tu s . W it tg e n s te in  came to  

b e l i e v e  t h a t  i t  c o n ta in e d  s e r io u s  m is ta k e s , w hich h e  hoped to  

remedy i n  th e  I n v e s t i g a t i o n s . One o f  th e  m ost s e r io u s  o f  th e s e  

was h i s  e a r l i e r  m ethod o f  d o ing  p h ilo so p h y . The e n t i r e  p ro c e ­

d u re  o f  th e  T r a c ta tu s  was a  p r i o r i : W it tg e n s te in  a s k e d , "What

m ust la n g u a g e  be l i k e  f o r  u s  to  be a b le  to  u s e  i t  t o  t a l k  abou t 

th e  w orld?"  H is answ er was t h a t  i t  m ust b e  a  p i c t u r e  o f  th e  

w o rld . E very  s e n te n c e  o r  p r o p o s i t io n  m ust be e i t h e r  e lem en ta ry  

o r  n o n s ls a e n ta r y  (a  n o n a lsm en ta ry  p r o p o s i t io n  b e in g  a  t r u t h  

f u n c t io n  o f  e le m e n ta ry  p ro p o s i t io n s  and an  e le m e n ta ry  p ro p o s i t io n  

b e in g  a  co m b in a tio n  o f  names, o r  s im p le  s ig n s ,  t h a t  p i c t u r e s  

an  a to m ic  f a c t  by s h a r in g  a  common form o r  s t r u c t u r e  w ith  i t ) ;
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and  th e  m eaning o f  a  name, o r  s im p le  s ig n , m ust be th e  o b je c t  

t h a t  i t  names.

In  th e  I n v e s t i g a t i o n s , how ever, W it tg e n s te in  changes 

h i s  method o f  d o ing  p h ilo s o p h y . T here , th e  p ro c e d u re  i s  a  

• p o s te r io r i . He a s k s  n o t w hat lan g u ag e  m ust be l i k e ,  b u t what i t  

i s  l i k e .  And upon exam in ing  th e  a c tu a l  phenomenon, he f in d s  

t h a t  lan g u ag e  i s  r e a l l y  q u i t e  d i f f e r e n t  from  th e  i d e a l  t h a t  

he had c o n s t ru c te d  i n  th e  T r a c t a tu s . T hat id e a l  in c lu d e d  th e  

v iew  t h a t  a l l  w ords a r e  names and  t h a t  th e  m eaning o f  a  word i s  

th e  o b je c t  t h a t  i t  nam es. Much o f  th e  I n v e s t ig a t io n s  i s  an 

a t t a c k  on t h i s  v iew . In  th e  f i r s t  f o r ty - n in e  s e c t io n s  o f  th a t  

work, ' , / i t tg e n s te in  a rg u e s  t h a t  th e  view t h a t  a l l  words a r e  names 

o v e r s im p l i f ie s  th e  u s e s  o f  w ords by making i t  lo o k  a s  i f  a l l  

words fu n c t io n  in  th e  same way. And in  many o f  th e  l a t e r  

s e c t io n s  he a t t a c k s  t h a t  v ie w 's  a p p l i c a t i o n  to  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  

te rm s l i k e  " p a in ,"  " f e a r , "  and  " th in k in g ."  On t h i s  a p p l i c a t io n ,  

p s y c h o lo g ic a l te rm s name m en 'ta l s t a t e s ,  e v e n ts , o r  p ro c e s s e s  

t h a t  you d is c o v e r  by tu r n in g  y o u r a t t e n t i o n  inw ard  on th e  work­

in g s  o f  y o u r own m ind. To f a c i l i t a t e  d is c u s s io n ,  I  w i l l  c a l l  

t h i s  view  o f  th e  n a tu r e  o f  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  te rm s "m en 'talism , " and 

I  w i l l  c a l l  th e  v iew  t h a t  a  g e n e ra l  term  m ust name some common 

e lem en t t h a t  i s  p r e s e n t  i n  a l l  th e  c a se s  to  w hich i t  a p p l i e s  

" e s s e n t i a l i s m . A s  I  u se  th e  te rm s, "m en'talism " i s  s im ply

^C f. Jerom e A, S h a f f e r ,  P h ilo so p h y  o f  M ind F ounda tions 
o f  P h ilo so p h y  S e r ie s  (Englew ood C l i f f s ,  New J e r s e y :  P r e n t ic e  H a ll, 
1968) ,  pp . 21-22; R o b ert Richm an, "Som ething Common," The Jo u rn a l 
o f  P h ilo so p h y . LIX (D ec. 20 , 1962) ,  822; N ich o las  G r i f f i n ,  "W itt­
g e n s te in ,  U n iv e rs e ls ,  and F am ily  R esem blances," C anadian Jo u rn a l 
o f  P h ilo so p h y . I l l ,  4  (Ju n e  1974), °35 .
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" e s s e n tia l is m "  a p p l ie d  to  p s y c h o lo g ic a l te rm s . I t  i s  sim ply  th e  

view  t h a t  a  p sy c h o lo g ic a l  term  m ust name some m en ta l s t a t e ,  

e v e n t, o r  p ro c e s s  t h a t  i s  p r e s e n t  in  a l l  th e  c a s e s  to  w hich i t  

a p p l i e s .

W it tg e n s te in  a t t a c k s  m en ta lism  i n  h i s  l a t e r  w r i t in g s ,  

and th e  n o tio n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  p la y s  an  im p o rta n t r o l e  i n  h is  

a t t a c k .  B ut i t s  r o l e  i s  u n c le a r  l a r g e ly  b ecau se  t h e  n o tio n  i t ­

s e l f  i s  so o b sc u re . W it tg e n s te in  n e v e r  d is c u s s e s  i t  i n  much 

d e t a i l ,  and th e  few  c u rs o ry  rem arks he does make a b o u t i t  a r e  

th em se lv es ex trem e ly  o b sc u re . I n  th e  d i s s e r t a t i o n ^ I  w i l l  examine 

b o th  W it tg e n s te in 's  rem ark s on th e  n o tio n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  and h is  

u se  o f  t h a t  n o tio n  in  h i s  a t t a c k  on r e n t a l i s m . On th e  b a s is  o f  

th o s e  e:cam ination3, I  w i l l  a t te m p t to  c l a r i f y  ’. i i t t g e n s t e i n 's  

n o tio n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n .

In  t h i s  c h a p te r ,  I  w i l l  su rv ey  th e  r o l e  o f  c r i t e r i a  in  

W it tg e n s te in 's  a t t a c k  on m en ta lism  and e x p la in  w hat I  ta k e  to  be 

th e  m ajo r d i f f i c u l t y  t h a t  m ust be re s o lv e d  b e fo r e  W it tg e n s te in 's  

n o tio n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  can  be  c le a r ly  u n d e rs to o d , v i z . ,  th e  n a tu re  

o f  th e  r e l a t i o n s h ip  betw een  c r i t e r i a  and  w hat th e y  a r e  th e  c r i ­

t e r i a  o f .

Survey o f  th e  Role o f  C r i t e r i a  

i n  W it tg e n s te in 's  A ttack  on M entalism

The n o tio n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  f i g u r e s  p ro m in e n tly  in  

W it tg e n s te in 's  d is c u s s io n s  o f  m en ta lism . W it tg e n s te in  u se s  th a t  

n o tio n  in  h i s  c h a r a c t e r i z a t io n s  and c r i t i c i s m s  o f  t h i s  view and 

in  h is  p r e s e n ta t io n  o f  h i s  own a l t e r n a t i v e  v iew .



W ittg e n s te in  som etim es c h a r a c te r i z e s  th e  v iew  t h a t  he i s  

a t t a c k in g  a s  th e  v iew  t h a t  th e r e  i s  and m ust h e  one and o n ly  one 

r e a l  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  som eth ing  p s y c h o lo g ic a l . I n  d is c u s s in g  read ­

in g ,  f o r  exam ple, he  a t t a c k s  th e  view t h a t  " th e  one r e a l  c r i t e r i o n  

f o r  an y body 's  r e a d in g  i s  th e  co n sc io u s  a c t  o f  re a d in g "  ( P . I .

# 159) ,  t h a t  " th e  c o n sc io u s  m en ta l a c t"  i s  " th e  o n ly  r e a l  c r i t e r i o n  

d is t i n g u is h in g  re a d in g  from n o t re a d in g "  (B r.B . p . 1 21 ).

S im ila r ly ,  i n  d is c u s s in g  hav in g  a  to o th a c h e , he  t e l l s  u s  th a t  i t  

i s  tem p tin g  to  d i s t i n g u i s h  th e  p e rs o n a l e x p e r ie n c e  o f  having a 

to o th a c h e  from  i t s  b e h a v io ra l  e x p re s s io n s , su c h  a s  moaning and 

h o ld in g  o n e 's  cheek , and to  make th e  p e rs o n a l e x p e r ie n c e  th e  one 

r e a l  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  som eone 's  having a  to o th a c h e  ( î i . i .L .  pp . 2?5- 

286).

W ittg e n s te in  a t t a c k s  m en ta lism , a rg u in g  t h a t  i t  m iscon­

s t r u e s  b o th  th e  u se  o f  words and e x p re s s io n s  l i k e  " re a d in g "  and 

"hav ing  a  to o th a c h e "  and th e  r e l a t i o n s h ip  betw een th e  ex p erien ce  

o f  re a d in g  o r  h av in g  a  to o th a c h e  and i t s  e x p re s s io n s . The n o tion  

o f  a c r i t e r i o n  f i g u r e s  p ro m in e n tly  in  th e s e  a t t a c k s .  To convince 

u s t h a t  m en ta lism  m is c o n s tru e s  th e  u se  o f  w ords and e x p re s s io n s  

l i k e  " re a d in g "  and "h av in g  a  to o th a c h e ,"  W it tg e n s te in  p re s e n ts  

exam ples w hich show t h a t  such  words and e x p re s s io n s  a r e  n o t 

u se d  a s  names f o r  h id d e n  m en ta l s t a t e s ,  e v e n t s ,o r  p ro c e s s e s  a s  

w e ll a s  th e  p r iv a te - la n g u a g e  argum ent w hich shows t h a t  su ch  words 

and  e x p re s s io n s  ca n n o t be so u sed . To co nv ince  us t h a t  m entalism  

m isc o n s tru e s  th e  r e l a t i o n s h ip  betw een th e  p e rs o n a l ex p e rie n c e  and 

i t s  e x p re s s io n s , he a rg u e s  t h a t  " th e  ' p e rs o n a l e x p e r ie n c e ' s tan d s
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i n  need  o f  b e h a v io ra l  e x p re s s io n s  t h a t  can s e rv e  a s  i t s  c r i t e r i a "  

( P . I .  # 5 8 0 ) .

W it tg e n s te in  p r e s e n ts  examples to  show u s  t h a t  we use 

g e n e ra l  te rm s l i k e  " r e a d in g "  n o t  f o r  h idden  m en ta l s t a t e s ,  but 

f o r  "a  fa m ily  o f  c a s e s , "  and t h a t  " in  d i f f e r e n t  c irc u m s ta n c e s  we 

a p p ly  d i f f e r e n t  c r i t e r i a  f o r  a  p e r s o n 's  re a d in g "  ( P . I .  #1 6 4 ). 

T h is  c r i t i c i s m  i s  im p o rta n t becau se  i t  t i e s  to g e th e r  th e  appeal 

to  p a r t i c u l a r  c a s e s ,  th e  n o tio n  o f  a  fa m ily  re se m b la n c e , and the  

n o t io n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n .  When i n t e r p r e t e r s  d is c u s s  t h e  r o l e  o f  

fa m ily  re sem b la n ces  i n  W it tg e n s te in ’s  a t t a c k  on e s s e n t ia l is m ,  

th e y  g e n e r a l ly  fo c u s  on s e c t io n s  66 and 6? o f  th e  I n v e s t ig a t io n s , 

where W it tg e n s te in  t a l k s  a b o u t games and fam ily  re sem b la n ces . 

S in c e  he does n o t u s e  th e  n o t io n  o f  a c r i t e r i o n  th e r e ,  th ey  

f r e q u e n t ly  ig n o re  i t s  r e l a t i o n s h ip  to  th e  n o tio n  o f  a  fa m ily  

re sem b la n ce . T h is r e l a t i o n s h ip ,  however, sh o u ld  n o t  be igno red , 

f o r  an  u n d e rs ta n d in g  o f  i t  w ould shed l i g h t  on two o f  t h e  most 

s i g n i f i c a n t  and o b sc u re  n o tio n s  in  W it tg e n s te in 's  l a t e r  p h i lo s ­

ophy.

The t i e  betw een c r i t e r i a  and fa m ily  re se m b la n c e s  i s  

in d i c a te d  i n  W it tg e n s te in 's  d is c u s s io n s  o f  re a d in g  and  b e lie v in g  

w hat you s a y . In  h i s  d i s c u s s io n s  o f  re a d in g , W it tg e n s te in  p re ­

s e n t s  exam ples to  show t h a t  we u se  th e  word " r e a d in g "  n o t  f o r  a 

p a r t i c u l a r  m en ta l a c t ,  b u t f o r  a  fam ily  o f  c a s e s .  S in c e  th e  

m en ta l 1 s t  assum es t h a t  a l l  c a se s  o f  re a d in g  m ust c o n ta in  a  common 

e le m e n t, he co n c lu d e s  t h a t  a l l  p a r t i c u l a r  c a se s  can  do i s  show us 

th e  e s se n c e  o f  r e a d in g  th ro u g h  a  v e i l  o f  i n e s s e n t i a l  f e a tu r e s
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t h a t  m ust he s t r ip p e d , away i f  we w ant to  s e e  th e  e s s e n c e  o f  

r e a d in g . B ut W it tg e n s te in  i n s i s t s  t h a t  when we s t r i p  away th e  

f e a t u r e s  o f  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c a s e , re a d in g  i t s e l f  d is a p p e a r s ;  f o r  

what i s  e s s e n t i a l  to  re a d in g  i s  n o t some m en ta l a c t i v i t y  h idden  

h e n e a th  th e  f e a t u r e s  o f  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c a se , h u t th e  f e a tu r e s  

t h a t  a r e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  th e  fa m ily  o f  c a se s  o f  r e a d in g .  T his 

i s  why W it tg e n s te in  d e s c r ib e s  th e  u se  o f  th e  word " re a d in g "  by 

p re s e n tin g  u s  w ith  a s e l e c t i o n  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  c a s e s  t h a t  e x h ib i ts  

th e  v a r io u s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  o f  re a d in g  and  in c lu d e s  some 

c a s e s  show ing th e s e  f e a t u r e s  i n  e x a g g e ra tio n , o th e r s  showing 

t r a n s i t i o n s ,  and  s t i l l  o th e r s  show ing th e  t r a i l i n g  o f f  o f  such 

f e a t u r e s  ( P . I .  .#156-171 6 B r.B . pp . 119-125).

A lthough W it tg e n s te in  n ev e r e :q ) l i c i t ly  s t a t e s  th e  con­

n e c t io n  betw een " r e a d in g 's "  b e in g  a  fa m ily -re se m b la n c e  term  and 

i t s  b e in g  a  te rm  f o r  w hich we a p p ly  d i f f e r e n t  c r i t e r i a  i n  d i f f e r ­

e n t  c irc u m s ta n c e s , h i s  rem arks seem to  in d ic a te  t h a t  th e  t i e  i s  

ro u g h ly  t h i s :  th e  d i f f e r e n t  c r i t e r i a  we ap p ly  i n  d i f f e r e n t  c i r ­

cum stances a r e  i d e n t i c a l  to  th e  v a r io u s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s  

found  in  th e  fa m ily  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  c a se s  o f  r e a d in g . Thus, th e r e  

seems to  be a  v e ry  c lo s e  c o n n e c tio n  in d eed  betw een W it tg e n s te in 's  

n o t io n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  and  h i s  n o t io n  o f  a  fa m ily  re sem b la n ce .

W it tg e n s te in  s a y s  more ab o u t fa m ily  re sem b la n ces  and 

c r i t e r i a  i n  h i s  d is c u s s io n  o f  som eone 's  b e l ie v in g  w hat he say s . 

T here he t e l l s  u s  t h a t  we r e g a r d  c e r t a in  f a c i a l  e x p re s s io n s , 

g e s tu r e s ,  and  to n e s  o f  v o ic e  a s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  th e  e x p re s s io n  

o f  b e l i e f  even though  th e y  do n o t  o c c u r  in  a l l  c a s e s  o f  someone’s
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■believing what he s a y s  and do o c c u r  in  c a se s  o f  som eone 's n o t 

b e l ie v in g  what he s a y s .  He a ls o  in d ic a te s  t h a t  th e s e  f e a tu r e s  

b o th  c h a r a c te r i z e  th e  m ain b ran ch es  o f  th e  fa m ily  o f  c ases  o f  

som eone 's  b e l ie v in g  w hat he say s and s e rv e  a s  th e  d i f f e r e n t  

c r i t e r i a  t h a t  d i s t i n g u i s h  c a se s  o f  som eone 's b e l ie v in g  what he 

s a y s  from th o s e  o f  h i s  n o t b e l ie v in g  what he s a y s .  Thus, th e  

t i e  betw een c r i t e r i a  and  fa m ily  resem b lances seem s to  be th a t  

( f o r  th in g s  such  a s  som eone 's  re a d in g  o r  b e l ie v in g  what he say s) 

th e  d i f f e r e n t  c r i t e r i a  a r e  id e n t i c a l  w ith  th e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  

f e a t u r e s  t h a t  form fa m ily  resem b lances among th e  p a r t i c u l a r  

c a s e s ,

W it tg e n s te in  t r i e s  to  convince u s  t h a t  m entalism  m is­

c o n s tru e s  th e  u se  o f  words n o t o n ly  by p r e s e n tin g  p a r t i c u l a r  

c a s e s  t h a t  show th e  many d i f f e r e n t  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s  t h a t  

form  fa m ily  re sem b la n ces  and s e rv e  a s  o u r  c r i t e r i a ,  b u t a ls o  by 

a rg u in g  t h a t  words an d  p h ra s e s  l i k e  " r e a d in g ," " b e l ie v in g , "

"hav ing  a to o th a c h e ," and  "b e in g  in  p a in "  canno t name p r iv a te  

e x p e r ie n c e s . H ere, to o ,  th e  n o tio n  o f  a c r i t e r i o n  p la y s  an 

im p o rta n t r o l e .  As I  m en tioned  e a r l i e r ,  th e  m e n ta l i s t  d i s t i n ­

g u is h e s  th e  p r iv a te  p e r s o n a l  e x p e rie n c e  from  i t s  p u b l ic  b e h a v io ra l 

e x p re s s io n s  and say s  t h a t  words l i k e  " re a d in g "  and " b e lie v in g "  

m ust r e f e r  to  p r i v a t e  e x p e r ie n c e s , and words l i k e  "p a in "  and 

" to o th ach e"  to  p r i v a t e  o b je c t s ,  which j u s t i f y ,  o r  a r e  c r i t e r i a  

f o r ,  t h e i r  u s e . W it tg e n s te in  o f f e r s  th e  p r iv a te - la n g u a g e  a rg u ­

m ent a s  a d e m o n s tra tio n  t h a t  words cannot fu n c t io n  a s  names f o r  

p r i v a te  o b je c ts  and e x p e r ie n c e s  and t h a t  a  p r iv a te  language 

composed o f  such  names i s ,  th e r e f o r e ,  im p o ss ib le .
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B efo re  s k e tc h in g  t h i s  argum ent, however, I  shou ld  c l a r i f y  

what s o r t  o f  p r i v a t e  lan g u ag e  W ittg e n s te in  arg u es i s  im p o ss ib le .

He does n o t a rg u e  t h a t  th e r e  can n o t be a ' f a c tu a l ly  p r iv a te  

la n g u a g e ' , t h a t  i s ,  a  lan g u ag e  t h a t  someone in v e n ts  f o r  h i s  own 

p r i v a t e  u s e , so t h a t  he i s  th e  o n ly  one who u n d e rs ta n d s  i t ,  a lthough  

o th e r s  c o u ld  u n d e rs ta n d  i t .  R a th e r , he a rg u es  t h a t  th e r e  cannot 

be a ' l o g i c a l l y  p r i v a t e  la n g u a g e ',  t h a t  i s ,  a  lan g u ag e  t h a t  some­

o n e  u s e s  to  r e f e r  to  w hat can o n ly  be known to  him, v i z . ,  h is  

p r i v a t e  p e rs o n a l e x p e r ie n c e s , so t h a t  he i s  th e  o n ly  one who can 

u n d e rs ta n d  i t  ( P . I .  #2^3 , 256) . ^

In  p r e s e n t in g  t h i s  argum ent, W ittg e n s te in  im agines a

c a se  in  w hich someone t r i e s  to  u s e  a  l o g i c a l l y  p r i '/a .te  language.

(L ike  '. / i t tg e n s te in ,  I  w i l l  p r e s e n t  th e  c a se  in  th e  f i r s t  p e rso n .)

W anting to  keep a  r e c o rd  o f  th e  re c u r re n c e  o f  a  c e r t a in  s e n sa tio n ,

I  a s s o c ia te  i t  w ith  th e  s ig n  "S" and w r i te  "S" i n  a  c a le n d a r  f o r

e v e ry  day I  have th e  s e n s a t io n .  I  a s s o c ia te  th e  s e n s a tio n  w ith

th e  s ig n  by c o n c e n t r a t in g  on th e  s e n s a t io n  w h ile  I  w r i te  down

th e  s ig n .  I n  t h i s  way I  im press  on m y se lf th e  co n n ec tio n  between

th e  s ig n  and  th e  s e n s a t io n  and c r e a t e  a  p r iv a te  lan g u ag e  in  which

"3" r e f e r s  to  a c e r t a i n  s e n s a t io n .  B ut, W ittg e n s te in  c o n tin u e s ,

. . . " I  im p ress  i t  on m y se lf"  can o n ly  mean: t h i s
p ro c e s s  b r in g s  i t  ab o u t t h a t  I  remember th e  connexion 
r i g h t  in  th e  f u t u r e .  B ut i n  th e  p re s e n t  case  I  have

^C f. Norman Malcolm, " W it tg e n s te in 's  P h ilo so p h ic a l 
I n v e s t ^ a t i o n s , " in  W it tg e n s te in : The P h ilo s o p h ic a l  I n v e s t ig a ­
t i o n s  (a  C o lle c t io n  o f  C r i t i c a l  E ssa y s ) , e d i te d  by George P itch e r; 
Anchor Books (G arden C ity , New York: Doubleday 6 Company, I n c . ,
i 960) ,  pp. 66 , 9 7 .



no c r i t e r i o n  o f  c o r r e c tn e s s .  One w ould l i k e  to  s a y ; 
w h a te v e r  i s  g o ing  to  seem r i g h t  to  me i s  r i g h t .  And 
t h a t  o n ly  means t h a t  h e re  we c a n ' t  t a l k  ab o u t ' r i g h t ' .
( P . I .  #258)

T h e re fo re , a  l o g i c a l l y  p r iv a te  la n g u a g e  i s  im p o s s ib le .  T hat i s  

W i t tg e n s t e i n 's  c o n c lu s io n , b u t w hat i s  h i s  argum ent?  To answ er 

t h a t  q u e s t io n ,  we m ust examine #258 and  th e  s e c t io n s  su rro u n d in g  

i t .  B ut we s h o u ld  n o t s to p  th e r e ,  f o r  much t h a t  p re c e d e s  th o se  

s e c t io n s  and  many rem arks i n  W it tg e n s te in 's  "N o tes f o r  L e c tu re s  

on ' P r i v a t e  E x p e r ie n c e ' and ' S ense  D a ta '"  and h i s  "N o tes  f o r  th e  

P h i lo s o p h ic a l  L e c tu re "  a r e  r e le v a n t  to  th e  a rg u m en t. I n  f a c t ,  

th e  argum en t i s  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  com plete  lo n g  b e fo r e  # 2 5 8 .

I n  th e  e a r ly  s e c t io n s  o f  th e  I n v e s t i g a t i o n s , W ittg e n s te in  

a rg u e s  t h a t  A u g u s t in e 's  view  t h a t  a l l  w ords name o b je c t s  and a re  

le a r n e d  by o s te n s iv e  d e f i n i t i o n  i s  an  o v e r s im p l i f i c a t io n  p a r t ly  

b e c a u se  an  o s te n s iv e  d e f i n i t i o n  a lo n e  ca n n o t e x p la in  th e  u se  o f  

a  w ord: i t  e x p la in s  th e  u se  o n ly  when th e  o v e r a l l  r o l e  o f  th e  

word i n  th e  la n g u a g e  i s  a lr e a d y  u n d e rs to o d  ( P . I .  # 3 0 ) .  P o in tin g  

to  an  a p p le  and  s a y in g  th e  word " a p p le ,"  f o r  exam ple, canno t 

te a c h  a  c h i l d  th e  u se  o f  th e  word "ap p le "  u n le s s  h e  a l r e a d y  knows 

th e  o v e r a l l  r o l e  o f  t h a t  word i n  o u r  la n g u a g e . I f  he  knows th e  

o v e r a l l  r o l e ,  a n  o s te n s iv e  d e f i n i t i o n  w i l l  g iv e  him th e  l a s t  b i t  

o f  in fo rm a t io n  he needs to  be a b le  to  u se  th e  w ord " a p p le ."  But, 

i f  he  does n o t know th e  o v e r a l l  r o l e ,  an  o s t e n s iv e  d e f i n i t i o n  

ca n n o t te a c h  him th e  u se  o f  th e  word. I t  may te a c h  him to  

a s s o c i a t e  th e  word "a p p le "  w ith  th e  th in g  p o in te d  t o ,  b u t once 

he h as made t h a t  a s s o c ia t i o n  th e r e  a r e  s t i l l  many ways he could  

go on  and  u se  th e  w ord. He co u ld , f o r  exam ple, u s e  i t  a s  a word 

f o r  3 c o lo r  o r  sh ao e .
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W it tg e n s te in  th in k s  t h a t  what i s  t r u e  o f  t h e  r o l e  o f  

o s te n s io n  i n  e x p la in in g  th e  u se  o f  a  word, i s  a l s o  t r u e  o f  i t s  

r o l e  i n  e s t a b l i s h in g  a  w o rd 's  u se : o s te n s io n  a lo n e  i s  n o t

enough; i t  m ust be  combined w ith  an u n d e rs ta n d in g  o f  th e  w ord 's 

o v e r a l l  r o l e  i n  th e  lan g u ag e  ( P . I .  #244, 257 & N .f .L .  p p . 290- 

2 9 1 ) . The p re m ise  t h a t  o s te n s io n  a lo n e  c a n n o t e s t a b l i s h  th e  

u se  o f  a  word i s  e s s e n t i a l  to  th e  p r iv a te - la n g u a g e  argum ent 

b e c a u se  th e  m eaning o f  th e  s ig n  "S" i s  supposed  to  be e s ta b l is h e d  

by my c o n c e n t r a t in g  my a t t e n t i o n  on th e  s e n s a t io n  w h ile  I  w rite  

down th e  s ig n  and  th u s  g iv in g  m y se lf  a k in d  o f  o s t e n s iv e  d e f in i t io n  

o f  " S ."  I f  th e  o v e r a l l  r o l e  o f  "S" in  my p r i v a t e  la n g u a g e  

i s  u n c le a r ,  th e n  t h i s  ceremony canno t e s t a b l i s h  t h e  u s e  o f  "S" 

becau se  even i f  I  manage to  a s s o c ia te  "S" w ith  th e  s e n s a t io n ,  

th e r e  w i l l  s t i l l  be many ways I  co u ld  go on an d  u s e  i t .  To use 

W i t tg e n s te in 's  te rm s , m ere ly  a s s o c ia t in g  i t  w ith  th e  s e n s a tio n  

e s t a b l i s h e s  no c r i t e r i o n  f o r  i t s  c o r r e c t  u s e .  A f te r  m aking th e  

a s s o c i a t i o n ,  I  c o u ld  go on and u se  "S" in  an y  way I  p le a s e d ;  f o r  

w h a tev e r seem ed r i g h t  to  me would be r i g h t ,  w h ich  o n ly  means th a t  

h e re  we c a n n o t t a l k  a b o u t r i g h t .

B ut d o n 't  I  c l a r i f y  th e  o v e r a l l  r o l e  o f  "S" i n  my 

p r i v a t e  la n g u a g e  by sa y in g  t h a t  "S" i s  th e  name f o r  a  se n s a tio n ?

Not a c c o rd in g  to  W it tg e n s te in .  He i n s i s t s  t h a t  " s e n s a t io n "  i s  

n o t a  word in  my p r i v a t e  lan g u ag e , b u t a word in  o u r  common 

lan g u a g e  and , a s  su ch , r e q u i r e s  a j u s t i f i c a t i o n  t h a t  everyone 

can  u n d e rs ta n d . And i t  w i l l  n o t h e lp  me to  s a y  t h a t  w hat I  have
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n eed  n o t be a  s e n s a t io n ,  b u t i s  som ething; and when I  have  i t  I  

w r i t e  "S ."  F o r  "have" and  "som eth ing" a l s o  b e lo n g  to  o u r  common 

lan g u ag e  and  r e q u i r e  j u s t i f i c a t i o n s  t h a t  everyone can u n d e rs ta n d . 

N or w i l l  i t  h e lp  me to  sa y  t h a t  "S" i s  a  name, f o r  " th e r e  i s  a 

name o n ly  w here th e r e  i s  a  te ch n iq u e  o f  u s in g  i t ,  ” and th e r e  can 

be no te c h n iq u e  f o r  u s in g  "S" a s  a  name f o r  a  p r i v a t e  o b je c t  

(N .f .P .L . pp . 6 -7 ) .

B ut why m ust th e r e  be a  te ch n iq u e  f o r  me to  be a b le  to  

u s e  "S" a s  a  name? C a n 't  I  sim ply  c o n c e n tra te  my a t t e n t i o n  on 

t h i s  and in te n d  to  c a l l  i t  "3" in  th e  fu tu re ?  I n t e n t io n ,  a f t e r  

a l l ,  does n o t  r e q u i r e  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  a  te c h n iq u e , so  my in t e n t io n  

to  c a l l  t h i s  "S" in  th e  f u tu r e  can be th e  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  th e  

c o r r e c t  u se  o f  "S ."  I f  I  u se  "3" in  acco rd an ce  w ith  my in te n t io n ,

I  w i l l  be u s in g  i t  c o r r e c t l y ;  i f  n o t, in c o r r e c t ly  ( p . I .  #205 &

B r.B . p . 1 4 2 ). B u t, a c c o rd in g  to  W it tg e n s te in , my in t e n t i o n  a lone  

c an n o t be th e  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  th e  c o r r e c t  u s e  o f  "S" b ecau se  i t  

p re su p p o se s  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  a  tech n iq u e  o f  u s e .  In te n d in g  i s  

n o t a  q u e e r  m en ta l p ro c e s s  t h a t  can go on r e g a r d le s s  o f  what 

te c h n iq u e s  o r  custom s e x i s t .  On th e  c o n tr a ry ,  i n t e n t i o n s  p r e ­

suppose  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  human customs and i n s t i t u t i o n s .  The 

in t e n t i o n  to  p la y  a  game o f  ch e ss , f o r  exam ple, p re su p p o se s  th e  

e x is te n c e  o f  th e  te c h n iq u e  o f  th e  game o f  ch ess  ( p . I .  # 3 3 7 ) . And 

my in t e n t i o n  to  u s e  " 3 ” a s  a s ig n  f o r  my p r i v a t e  o b je c t  p re su p ­

p o ses  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  th e  te ch n iq u e  o f  u s in g  a  s ig n  l i k e  "3" as 

th e  name f o r  a p r i v a t e  o b je c t .

W ell, c a n ’ t  I  in v e n t such  a te c h n iq u e  and th e n  in te n d  to  

use  "3" as a s ig n  f o r  my p r iv a te  o b je c t?  Not a c c o rd in g  to
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W it tg e n s te in .  He a rg u e s  t h a t  to  c r e a t e  and  employ such  a  te c h ­

n iq u e , I  m ust be a b le  to  id e n t i f y  my p r i v a t e  o b je c t .  B ut I  c a n 't  

i d e n t i f y  i t  b ecau se  th e m  can  be no c r i t e r i o n  o f  i d e n t i t y  f o r  a  

p r i v a t e  o b je c t .  We th in k  th e r e  i s  such  a  c r i t e r i o n  b ecause  we 

a r e  th in k in g  o f  c r i t e r i a  s i m i l a r  to  th o s e  f o r  p h y s ic a l  o b je c ts ,  

b u t  I  canno t a p p ly  an y  such  c r i t e r i a  to  my p r i v a t e  o b je c t .  For 

i f  i t  i s  a s  p r i v a t e  a s  i t  i s  supposed to  be , th e r e  i s  no reason  

to  c a l l  i t  one o b je c t  r a t h e r  th a n  a  hundred  o b je c t s ;  in d e e d ,th e re  

i s  no re a s o n  to  sa y  th e r e  i s  an y th in g  th e r e  a t  a l l .  I n  f a c t ,  i f  

my p r i v a t e  o b je c t  i s  a s  p r i v a t e  a s  i t  i s  supposed  to  be , I  can­

n o t  sa y  a n y th in g  a t  a l l  a b o u t i t  e i t h e r  to  o th e r s  o r  to  m yself 

( P . I .  f2 8 8 , 293 & K .f .P .L . pp . 1 8 -3 0 ) .

In  sum sar;.', W it tg e n s te in 's  argum ent i s  t h a t  a  p r iv a te  

la n g u ag e  such  a s  th e  one in  which I  u se  "S" to  r e f e r  to  a c e r ta in  

's e n s a t i o n '  i s  im p o ss ib le  because  m erely  c o n c e n tra t in g  my a t t e n t i o n  

on th e  s e n s a t io n  w h ile  I  w r i t e  down th e  s ig n  "S" i s  n o t 

enough to  e s t a b l i s h  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  th e  c o r r e c t  u s e  o f  "S"; 

th e r e  m ust b e  a  te c h n iq u e  f o r  u s in g  such  a  s ig n  a s  th e  name o f  

a  p r i v a te  o b je c t .  B u t no such  te c h n iq u e  i s  p o s s ib le ,  f o r  th e re  

can  be no c r i t e r i o n  o f  i d e n t i t y  f o r  a  p r i v a te  o b j e c t .

I t  s h o u ld  now be c l e a r  t h a t  th e  n o tio n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  i s  

c r u c i a l  to  W it tg e n s te in 's  p r iv a te - la n g u a g e  a rgum en t. To under­

s ta n d  th e  argum ent,w e have to  know what W it tg e n s te in  means by 

" c r i t e r i o n  o f  c o r r e c t  u se "  and " c r i t e r i o n  o f  i d e n t i t y . " Our 

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  th e s e  n o tio n s  w i l l  in f lu e n c e  and be in f lu en ced  

by o u r u n d e rs ta n d in g  o f  th e  argum ent.
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Thus f a r ,  we have s e e n  t h a t  th e  n o tio n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  

p la y s  an  im p o rta n t r o l e  in  h o th  W it tg e n s te in ’ s  c h a r a c t e r i z a t io n  

o f  m en ta lism  and h is  argum ent t h a t  i t  m isc o n s tru e s  th e  u s e  o f  

p sy c h o lo g ic a l te rm s . The n o t io n  o f  a c r i t e r i o n  a ls o  p la y s  an 

im p o rta n t r o l e  i n  h i s  argum ent t h a t  m entalism  m is c o n s tru e s  th e  

r e l a t i o n s h ip  betw een an  e x p e r ie n c e  and i t s  e x p re s s io n s . B efore 

we examine t h i s  argum ent, how ever, we need to  u n d e rs ta n d  what 

W it tg e n s te in  b e l ie v e s  th e  m e n t a l i s t 's  view  o f  t h i s  r e l a t i o n s h ip  

to  be .

W ittg e n s te in  t e l l s  u s  t h a t  when we a tte m p t to  f i n d  a 

s im p le  e x p la n a tio n  f o r  th e  d i f f e r e n c e  betw een c a s e s  o f  a c tu a l  

ex p e rien ce  and c a se s  o f  p r e te n c e ,  we a r e  le d  to  d i s t i n g u i s h  the  

p e rs o n a l e x p e rie n c e  from i t s  e x p re s s io n s  and to  say  t h a t  in  cases 

o f  a c tu a l  e :cperience  th e  p e r s o n a l e x p e rie n c e  i s  p r e s e n t ;  b u t in  

ca se s  o f  p re te n c e , a lth o u g h  th e  e x p re s s io n s  a r e  p r e s e n t ,  th e  

p e rs o n a l e x p e rie n c e  i s  n o t .  I'fhen lo o k in g  f o r  a  s im p le  e x p la n a tio n  

o f  th e  d i f f e r e n c e  betw een a c tu a l ly  re a d in g  and o n ly  p re te n d in g  

to  r e a d , f o r  exam ple, we a r e  in c l in e d  to  say  t h a t  th e r e  m ust 

be  a  s p e c ia l  m en tal a c t  o f  re a d in g  t h a t  i s  p r e s e n t  i n  th e  one 

ca se  b u t  a b s e n t in  th e  o th e r  ( P . I .  #156-159 & B r.B . p p . 120-121). 

S im ila r ly ,  when lo o k in g  f o r  an  e x p la n a tio n  o f  th e  d i f f e r e n c e  be­

tween a c t u a l l y  h av ing  a  to o th a c h e  and  o n ly  p re te n d in g  to  have one, 

we a r e  in c l in e d  to  say  t h a t  th e  d i f f e r e n c e  l i e s  i n  th e  p re s e n c e  

o r  ab sen ce  o f  a s p e c i a l  e x p e r ie n c e  b eh in d  th e  e x p re s s io n s  o f  

to o th a c h e  (M .f.L . p . 275)• We a r e  a ls o  le d  to  d i s t i n g u i s h  th e  

p e rs o n a l e x p e rie n c e  from i t s  e x p re s s io n s  when we a t te m p t to
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e x p la in  th e  f a c t  t h a t  we can  have an e x p e r ie n c e  w ith o u t ex p re ss in g  

i t .  A p e rs o n  can, f o r  exam ple, have a  to o th a c h e  w ith o u t e v e r  

show ing t h a t  he has one ; and t h i s  f a c t ,  to g e th e r  w ith  th e  f a c t  

t h a t  a  p e rso n  can p re te n d  to  have a  to o th a c h e , le a d s  u s to  anbrace 

th e  m e n t a l i s t 's  view  t h a t  th e  p e rs o n a l e x p e r ie n c e  o f  hav ing  a 

to o th a c h e  i s  e n t i r e l y  in d ep en d e n t o f  th e  b e h a v io r  th a t  ex p re sse s  

t h a t  e x p e r ie n c e . C o n sid e r m oaning. Moaning i s  an  e x p re s s io n  o f  

to o th a c h e , b u t a p e rso n  can  moan when he does n o t have a to o th ­

a c h e , o r  n o t  moan when he d o e s . And a c c o rd in g  to  W it tg e n s te in , 

t h i s  le a d s  u s  to  sa y  t h a t  h av in g  a  to o th a c h e  i s  one th in g , and 

m oaning i s  a n o th e r ; and  a l l  th e y  have to  do w ith  each  o th e r  i s  

t h a t  th e y  som etim es c o in c id e . They have th e  same c o n n ec tio n s  as  

b e in g  re d  and b e in g  sw ee t: som etim es what i s  r a d  i s  sw eet, some­

tim e s  n o t,  and v ic e  v e r s a  (N .f .L . p . 2 8 6 ).

A ccording to  W it tg e n s te in ,  th e  m e n ta l i s t  h o ld s  t h a t  

th e r e  a r e  two s e p a r a te  t h in g s — th e  p e rs o n a l e x p e rie n c e  and i t s  

e x p re s s io n — betw een w hich th e r e  i s  a  p u re ly  a c c id e n ta l  co n n ec tio n . 

W it tg e n s te in  a t t a c k s  t h i s  v iew , a rg u in g  t h a t  th e r e  i s  a  v e ry  c lo s e  

c o n n e c tio n  betw een th e  e x p e rie n c e  and i t s  e x p re s s io n : th e  'p e r ­

s o n a l  e x p e r ie n c e ' s ta n d s  i n  need  o f  b e h a v io ra l  e x p re s s io n s  t h a t  

can  s e rv e  a s  i t s  c r i t e r i a  ( P . I .  # ^ 8 0 ). Why th e  need f o r  such 

b e h a v io ra l  e x p re s s io n s ?  B ecause, W it tg e n s te in  a rg u e s , a  p r iv a te  

p e r s o n a l  e x p e rie n c e  can n o t j u s t i f y  th e  u se  o f  a word. The u se  o f  

w ords l i k e  " r e a d in g ,"  " p a in ,"  and " to o th a c h e ,"  th e r e f o r e ,  r e q u i r e s  

th e  e x is te n c e  o f  b e h a v io ra l  e x p re s s io n s . In d eed , 'W ittg en ste in  

s a y s  we would have "no u se  f o r  th e s e  words i f  t h e i r  a p p l i c a t io n  

was se v e re d  from th e  c r i t e r i a  o f  b e h a v io r ,"  f o r  th e  language-gam es
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He p la y  w ith  them r e q u i r e  t h a t  th e  p e o p le  who p la y  th a n  behave 

i n  c e r t a i n  ways (N .f .L .  p . 2 8 6 ). "The game we p la y  w ith  th e  

word ' t o o t h a c h e ' , "  f o r  exam ple, " e n t i r e ly  depends upon  th e r e  

b e in g  a  b e h a v io r  w hich we c a l l  th e  e x p re s s io n  o f  to o th a c h e "  

(N .f .L .  p .  290) .  T hus, o u r  u se  o f  th e  word " to o th a c h e "  r e q u i re s  

t h a t  we behave in  c e r t a i n  ways, e . g . ,  t h a t  we moan an d  h o ld  o u r 

c h e e k s , and t h a t  we a g re e  in  c a l l in g  su ch  b e h a v io r  " e x p re s s io n s  

o f  to o th a c h e ."

B ut W it tg e n s te in  a g re e s  w ith  th e  m e n t a l i s t 's  view  th a t  

we can  have an  e x p e r ie n c e  w ith o u t e x p re s s in g  i t  o r  e x p re s s  an 

e x p e r ie n c e  w ith o u t h a v in g  i t ,  so how can he h o ld  t h a t  th e  u se  o f  

a  word l i k e  " to o th a c h e "  depends on b e h a v io ra l  e x p re s s io n s ?  He 

can h o ld  t h i s  b ecau se  a lth o u g h  he a g re e s  t h a t  we can  d i s t in g u is h  

th e  e x p e r ie n c e  from i t s  e x p re s s io n s  in  c e r t a in  c a s e s ,  e . g . , in  

c a s e s  o f  p r e te n c e ,  he does n o t a g re e  t h a t  we can make th e  d i s ­

t i n c t i o n  i n  a l l  c a s e s .  Indeed , he a rg u e s  t h a t  i f  we c a l l  a  

c e r t a i n  ty p e  o f  b e h a v io r  th e  e x p re s s io n  o f  a  c e r t a i n  e x p e rie n c e , 

th e n  u n d e r c e r t a i n  c irc u m s ta n c e s  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  t h a t  ty p e  o f  

b e h a v io r 's  o c c u r r in g  w ith o u t th e  e x p e r ie n c e  m ust n o t  e n t e r  th e  

language-gam e (N .f .L . p .  293)- The c irc u m s ta n c e s  i n  q u e s t io n  

in c lu d e  th o s e  in  w hich we a r e  d e a lin g  w ith  sm a ll c h i ld r e n .  We 

a r e  in c l in e d  to  th in k  t h a t  s in c e  we a d u l t s  can  moan w ith  o r  

w ith o u t h av in g  a  to o th a c h e ,  th e  c h i ld  c a n ,to o . B ut W it tg e n s te in  

m a in ta in s  t h a t  a l th o u g h  we d i s t i n g u is h  o u r  'm oaning w ith  to o th ­

a c h e ' from  o u r  'm oaning w ith o u t to o th a c h e ’ , we c an n o t go on to  

sa y  t h a t  o f  c o u rse  we make th e  same d i s t i n c t i o n  in  th e  c h i ld .  

T hat we make th e  d i s t i n c t i o n  in  some c a se s  does n o t show t h a t  we
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make i t  in  a l l  c a s e s ,  and  in  th e  c a se  o f  th e  c h i l d ,  we do no t 

make i t .  tfe do n o t say  t h a t  th e  c h i ld ,  sm a ll a s  i t  i s ,  may 

a lr e a d y  p re te n d . We te a c h  th e  c h i ld  to  u se  th e  words " I  have a  

to o th a c h e "  to  r e p la c e  i t s  moans, and  we do n o t a llo w  a  douht a s  

to  w h e th e r th e  e x p e r ie n c e  o f  hav ing  a  to o th a c h e  i s  r e a l l y  beh ind  

i t s  moans to  e n t e r  h e re .  I n  t h i s  way, th e  language-gam es w ith  

words l i k e  " to o th a c h e "  a r e  based  on language-gam es in  w hich we 

do n o t  say  t h a t  th e  b e h a v io ra l  e x p re s s io n s  may l i e  (N .f .L . pp.

293- 301).

Thus, W it tg e n s te in  a rg u e s  t h a t  th e  m e n ta l i s t  i s  m istaken  

in  th in k in g  t h a t  th e  c o n n e c tio n s  betw een p e rs o n a l e x p e rie n c e s  and

t h e i r  b e h a v io ra l  e x p re s s io n s  a r e  p u re ly  a c c id e n ta l ,  f o r  th e re  i s  

a c tu a l ly  a  v e ry  c lo s e  c o n n ec tio n  betw een them : th e  lan g u ag e -

games in  which we t a l k  ab o u t p e rs o n a l e x p e rie n c e s  e n t i r e l y  depend 

on th e  e x is te n c e  o f  ty p e s  o f  b e h a v io r  t h a t  we c a l l  e x p re s s io n s  o f  

th o s e  e x p e r ie n c e s . We te a c h  th e  c h i ld  to  r e p la c e  i t s  n a tu r a l  

b e h a v io ra l  e x p re s s io n s  w ith  w ords. I n  t h i s  way, words f o r  'p e r ­

so n a l e x p e r ie n c e s ' a r e  co nnec ted  w ith  th e  p r im i t i v e ,  n a tu r a l  ex­

p re s s io n s  o f  th o s e  e x p e r ie n c e s  and  u sed  in  t h e i r  p la c e  ( P . I .  # 244 ). 

They a r e  new e x p re s s io n s  o f  th e  e x p e rie n c e  and f u n c t io n  in  th e  

same way a s  th e  o ld  e x p re s s io n s , i . e . ,  a s  o u r  c r i t e r i a  f o r  some­

o n e 's  hav ing  th e  e x p e r ie n c e .

T h is co n c lu d es  my su rvey  o f  th e  r o l e  o f  c r i t e r i a  in  

W it tg e n s te in 's  a t t a c k  on m en ta lism . We have seen  t h a t  W ittg e n s te in  

a t t a c k s  th e  view  t h a t  th e  p e rso n a l e x p e rie n c e  i s  th e  one and o n ly  

r e a l  c r i t e r i o n  by show ing th e  d i f f e r e n t  c r i t e r i a  t h a t  we a p p ly  in  

d i f f e r e n t  c irc u m s ta n c e s , by a rg u in g  th a t  th e  p e rs o n a l e x p e rie n c e
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c a n n o t be th e  c r i t e r i o n ,  and  by show ing t h a t  th e  p e rs o n a l ex p e ri­

ence  i s  t i e d  to  th e  n a tu r a l  e x p re s s io n s  t h a t  s e rv e  a s  i t s  c r i t e ­

r i a .

In  a t ta c k in g  m en ta lism , W it tg e n s te in  speaks o f  c r i t e r i a  

f o r  th in g s  l i k e  som eone 's r e a d in g ,  b e l ie v in g  what he sa y s , having 

a  c e r t a in  s e n s a t io n ,  o r  h av in g  a  to o th a c h e . He a ls o  speaks o f  

c r i t e r i a  d is t in g u is h in g  re a d in g  from  n o t re a d in g  and o f  c r i t e r i a  

d i s t i n g u is h in g  c a se s  o f  so m eo n e 's  b e l ie v in g  what he say s  from 

c a s e s  o f  h i s  n o t b e l ie v in g  w hat he s a y s . In  th e  p r iv a te - la n g u a g e  

argum ent, he m entions c r i t e r i a  o f  c o r r e c t  u se  and  c r i t e r i a  f o r  

i d e n t i t y .  Indeed , W it tg e n s te in ia n  c r i t e r i a  a r e  alw ays c r i t e r i a  

o f  o r  f o r  som eth ing . And in  su r> /ey irg  th e  r o le  o f  c r i t e r i a  in  

W it tg e n s te in 's  a t t a c k  on m en ta lism , one se e s  t h a t  c r i t e r i a  a re  a 

k in d  o f  ground: th ey  p ro v id e  s u p p o r t f o r  what th ey  a r e  c r i t e r i a  

o f .  But i t  i s  u n c le a r  w hat k in d  o f  su p p o r t th ey  p ro v id e . In  

f a c t ,  th e  m ost p ro b le m a tic  a s p e c t  o f  W it tg e n s te in 's  n o tio n  o f  a 

c r i t e r i o n  i s  th e  n a tu re  o f  th e  ty p e  o f  su p p o rt t h a t  c r i t e r i a  

p ro v id e  f o r  what th ey  a r e  c r i t e r i a  o f .

P roblem : th e  Type o f  S u p p o rt C r i t e r i a  P rov ide

f o r  What They a r e  C r i t e r i a  o f  

When W ittg e n s te in  in t ro d u c e s  th e  n o tio n  o f  a  c r i t e r io n ,  

he  t e l l s  us t h a t  we som etim es answ er th e  q u e s t io n  "How do you know 

t h a t  so -an d -so  i s  th e  c a se ? "  bjr g iv in g  c r i t e r i a .  I f  someone asks 

you , "How do you know th a t  Jo n e s  has a  to o th ach e?" , f o r  example, 

you may answ er by s a y in g , " I  know he has a to o th ach e  because h e 's  

h o ld in g  h is  cheek" (B l.B . p p . 2 4 -2 5 ) . Thus, c r i t e r i a  can p rov ide
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su p p o r t f o r  o u r  know ledge c la im s . B u t , i t  i s  u n c le a r  w hat k in d  

o f  su p p o r t  th e y  p ro v id e  b ecau se  th e y  seem to  f i t  n e i t h e r  o f  th e  

s ta n d a rd  p a t t e r n s  f o r  p ro v id in g  s u p p o r t .  They do n o t  l o g i c a l l y  

e n t a i l  w hat th e y  a r e  c r i t e r i a  o f ,  n o r  do th e y  p ro v id e  th e  sim ple  

s o r t  o f  in d u c t iv e  e v id e n c e  p ro v id e d  by symptoms.

N ot L o g ic a l E n ta ilm e n t 

I t  i s  te m p tin g  to  th in k  t h a t  c r i t e r i a  l o g i c a l l y  e n t a i l  

w hat th e y  a r e  c r i t e r i a  o f .  In d eed , W it tg e n s te in  s a y s  th in g s  th a t  

su p p o r t su c h  an  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  When in t ro d u c in g  th e  term s 

" c r i t e r i a "  an d  "sym ptom s," he f i r s t  s t a t e s  t h a t  th e  p re s e n c e  o f  

a  c e r t a in  b a c i l l u s  in  som eone 's  b lo o d  i s  th e  d e f in in g  c r i t e r io n  

o f  an g in a  and t h a t  an  in f la m e d  t h r o a t  i s  a  symptom o f  i t  and then  

t e l l s  u s  t h a t  to  s a y  "A man has a n g in a  i f  t h i s  b a c i l l u s  i s  in  

him" i s  to  u t t e r  a  ta u to lo g y  o r  g iv e  th e  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  "ang ina , " 

w hereas to  s a y  "A man h as an g in a  w henever he h a s  an  in f lam ed  

th r o a t"  i s  to  make a  h y p o th e s is  (B l.B . pp . 2 ^ -2 5 ) .  These rem arks 

su g g e s t t h a t  c r i t e r i a  may l o g i c a l l y  e n t a i l  w hat th e y  a r e  c r i t e r i a  

o f ,  b u t we c a n n o t co n c lu d e  t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  th in k s  a l l  c r i t e r i a  

e n t a i l  w hat th e y  a r e  c r i t e r i a  o f  u n t i l  we have exam ined b o th  h is  

o th e r  rem arks on th e  n o tio n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  and  h i s  u s e  o f  t h a t  

n o tio n  i n  h i s  a t t a c k  on m en ta lism .

B e fo re  m aking th o s e  ex am in a tio n s , how ever, I  sh o u ld  

m ention  an  a d v a n ta g e  o f  th e  view  t h a t  a l l  c r i t e r i a  l o g i c a l l y  

e n t a i l  w hat th e y  a r e  c r i t e r i a  o f .  T h is  view  e a s i l y  d is t in g u is h e s  

c r i t e r i a  from  sym ptom s, f o r  though  b o th  may be  a p p e a le d  to  in  

answ ering  th e  q u e s t io n  "How do you know t h a t  s o -a n d -s o  i s  th e
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c a s e ? " ,  c r i t e r i a  a lw a y s  p r o v id e  d e d u c t iv e  c e r t a i n t y  w h i le  symp­

to m s n e v e r  d o . T he p r e s e n c e  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  s o m e th in g  a lw ay s  

l o g i c a l l y  e n t a i l s  t h e  t h i n g ' s  p r e s e n c e ,  w h e re a s  t h e  p r e s e n c e  o f  

a  symptom n e v e r  l o g i c a l l y  e n t a i l s  t h e  t h i n g ' s  p r e s e n c e .  T hus, 

i f  m o an in g  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  h a v in g  a  to o th a c h e ,  th e n  I  know f o r  

c e r t a i n  t h a t  som eone  who m oans h a s  a  t o o th a c h e  b e c a u s e  h i s  moan­

in g  l o g i c a l l y  e n t a i l s  h i s  h a v in g  o n e . B u t, i f  a  r e d  p a t c h  on  th e  

c h e e k  i s  a  sym ptom  o f  h a v in g  a  to o th a c h e ,  th e n  I  do n o t  know f o r  

c e r t a i n  t h a t  som eone  who h a s  a  r e d  p a tc h  on  h i s  c h e e k  h a s  a  

t o o th a c h e  b e c a u s e  h i s  h a v in g  a  r e d  p a tc h  t h e r e  p r o v i d e s  o n ly  

i n d u c t i v e  e v id e n c e  f o r  h i s  h a v in g  a  t o o th a c h e .  On t h i s  v iew , a  

c r i t e r i o n  i s  one o f  th e  p rim a ry  phenomena by w hich we judge th a t  

s o m e th in g  i s  s o . We a r e  e n t i t l e d  to  r e g a rd  a  phenom enon a s  a 

t h i n g ’ s  c r i t e r i o n  b e c a u s e  i t  i s  a  s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t i o n  f o r  th e  

t h i n g ' s  b e in g  s o .  B u t we a r e  e n t i t l e d  t o  r e g a r d  a  phenom enon a s  

a  t h i n g ' s  sym ptom  o n ly  b e c a u s e  e x p e r ie n c e  t e a c h e s  u s  t h a t  i t  

c o in c i d e s  w i th  o n e  o r  m ore  o f  t h e  t h i n g ' s  c r i t e r i a .

The v ie w  t h a t  a l l  c r i t e r i a  l o g i c a l l y  e n t a i l  w hat th e y  

a r e  c r i t e r i a  o f  i s  t e m p t in g  b e c a u se  i t  seem s t o  f i t  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  

r e m a rk s  on c r i t e r i a  a n d  sym ptom s f o r  a n g in a  a n d  b e c a u s e  i t  p r o ­

v i d e s  a n  e a s y  way o f  d i s t i n g u i s h i n g  c r i t e r i a  fro m  sym ptom s. 

N o n e th e le s s ,  we m u s t  r e j e c t  i t ,  f o r  W i t t g e n s te in i a n  c r i t e r i a  

g e n e r a l l y  a r e  n o t  s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t io n s  f o r  w h a t t h e y  a r e  c r i t e ­

r i a  o f .  I n  d i s c u s s i n g  c r i t e r i a  and  sym ptom s o f  r a i n ,  W it tg e n ­

s t e i n  a c k n o w le d g e s  t h a t  t h e  p re s e n c e  o f  c r i t e r i a  f o r  r a i n  c an  

d e c e iv e  u s  a n d  t h u s  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  th e  s a t i s f a c t i o n  o f  c r i t e r i a  

f o r  r a i n  d o e s  n o t  l o g i c a l l y  e n t a i l  t h e  p r e s e n c e  o f  r a i n  ( P . I .
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#35^-355) • He a l s o  im p l ie s  t h a t  b o th  c r i t e r i a  f o r  a  change o f  

t a s t e  and c r i t e r i a  f o r  som eone’ s  b e l i e v in g  som eth ing  a r e  l e s s  

than  s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t io n s  f o r  w hat th e y  a r e  c r i t e r i a  o f .  He 

say s  t h a t  a l th o u g h  we m ig h t c i t e  t h e  p ro d u c tio n  o f  a  new s t y l e  

a s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  a  m a n 's  h a v in g  changed h i s  t a s t e ,  a  man 

cou ld  d e s ig n  a  new s t y l e  w ith o u t h a v in g  changed h i s  t a s t e .  Sim­

i l a r l y ,  a l th o u g h  we m ig h t c i t e  som eone 's  s ta te m e n t t h a t  he  b e ­

l i e v e s  so m eth in g  a s  c r i t e r i a l  e v id e n c e  f o r  h i s  b e l i e v in g  i t ,  

someone can sa y  t h a t  he  b e l i e v e s  som eth ing  w ith o u t b e l i e v in g  i t  

(B r.B . pp . l4 3 - lV ^ ) . M oreover, W it tg e n s te in  makes som eone 's 

moaning a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  h i s  h av in g  a  to o th a c h e  even though  he 

acknow ledges t h a t  someone can  moan w ith o u t hav ing  a  to o th a c h e

( H . f . l .  p .  295) .

Thus, W i t tg e n s te in ia n  c r i t e r i a  g e n e r a l ly  do n o t e n t a i l  

what th e y  a r e  c r i t e r i a  o f .  But i f  t h a t  i s  s o ,  th e n  w hat 

ty p e  o f  s u p p o r t  do th e y  g e n e r a l ly  p ro v id e ?  I s  i t  t h e  same s o r t  

o f  in d u c t iv e  s u p p o r t  p ro v id e d  by symptoms?

Not th e  S im ple S o r t  o f  In d u c t iv e  E vidence 

P ro v id e d  by Symptoms 

L ik e  c r i t e r i a ,  symptoms can  p ro v id e  su p p o r t f o r  know l­

edge c la im s . When W it tg e n s te in  in t ro d u c e s  th e  n o t io n  o f  a  symp­

tom, he t e l l s  u s  t h a t  we som etim es answ er t h e  q u e s t io n  "How do 

you know t h a t  s o -a n d -s o  i s  th e  c a se ? "  by g iv in g  symptoms. I f  

someone a sk s  y o u , "How do you  know t h a t  J o n e s  has a  to o th a c h e ? " , 

f o r  example, you  may an sw er by sa y in g , " I  know he h a s  a  to o th a c h e  

because  h e ’ s  g o t  a  r e d  p a tc h  on h is  ch e e k ."  And i f  he th e n  a sk s  you
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how y o u  know t h a t  Jo n e s  h a s  a  to o th a c h e  when you s e e  a  r e d  p a tc h  

o n  h i s  c h e e k , you may p o i n t  o u t  t h a t  y o u  i n f e r  t h a t  Jo n e s  h a s  a  

to o th a c h e  when you  s e e  a  r e d  p a tc h  o n  h i s  ch eek  b e c a u se  i n  th e  

p a s t  you o b s e rv e d  t h a t  a  p e r s o n 's  h a v in g  a  r e d  p a tc h  on h i s  cheek 

g e n e r a l l y  c o in c id e d  w i th  h i s  h a v in g  c r i t e r i a  w h ich  show ed t h a t  he  

h a d  a  t o o th a c h e .  The r e d  p a t c h  i s  t h u s  a  symptom o f  to o th a c h e ,  

a n d  i t s  a p p e a ra n c e  p r o v id e s  a  s im p le  fo rm  o f  i n d u c t i v e  e v id e n c e  

f o r  s o m e o n e 's  h a v in g  a  t o o th a c h e .

I t  i s  te m p tin g  to  t h i n k  t h a t  t h e  b e h a v io r a l  e x p r e s s io n s  

t h a t  W i t tg e n s te in  c a l l s  o u r  c r i t e r i a  p r o v id e  t h e  sam e s o r t  o f  

i n d u c t i v e  e v id e n c e  t h a t  sym ptom s d o . A f t e r  a l l ,  i f  a  r e d  p a tc h  

i s  e v id e n c e  f o r  so m e o n e 's  h a v in g  a  to o th a c h e  b e c a u se  i t  h a s  bean 

fo u n d  to  c o in c id e  w ith  t h e  b e h a v io r a l  r e p r e s s io n s  t h a t  s e r v e  a s  

o u r  c r i t e r i a  f o r  so m e o n e 's  h a v in g  a  to o th a c h e ,  th e n  why n o t  

c o n c lu d e  t h a t  t h o s e  b e h a v io r a l  e x p r e s s io n s  a r e  e v id e n c e  f o r  

s o m e o n e 's  h a v in g  a  to o th a c h e  b e c a u se  th e y  h av e  b e en  fo u n d  to  

c o in c id e  w i th  t h a t  e x p e r ie n c e ?  A c c o rd in g ly , i f  som eone a s k s  you 

how y o u  know t h a t  Jo n e s  h a s  a  to o th a c h e ,  you w i l l  a n sw e r by s a y in g , 

" I  know t h a t  h e  h a s  a  t o o th a c h e  b e c a u se  he  i s  m oaning  a n d  h o ld in g  

h i s  c h e e k . "  And i f  he t h e n  a s k s  you  how you know t h a t  J o n e s  h as 

a  t o o th a c h e  when he  moans a n d  h o ld s  h i s  c h ee k , you  w i l l  a n sw e r  

t h a t  y o u  i n f e r  t h a t  Jo n e s  h a s  a  to o th a c h e  when he  moans a n d  h o ld s  

h i s  c h eek  b e c a u s e  i n  t h e  p a s t  y o u  h a v e  o b s e rv e d  t h a t  som eone’s  

m oan ing  a n d  h o ld in g  h i s  c h e e k  g e n e r a l l y  c o in c id e d  w ith  h i s  h a v in g  

a  t o o th a c h e .  T h ere  i s ,  h o w ev er, a n  o b v io u s  p ro b lem  w ith  t h i s  

v iew ; f o r  when you t a l k  a b o u t  b e h a v io r  c o in c id in g  w ith  t h e  ex ­

p e r ie n c e ,  you  have  ta k e n  t h e  m e n t a l i s t ’ s  v iew  t h a t  th e  p e r s o n a l
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e x p e r ie n c e  and  i t s  b e h a v io ra l  e x p re s s io n s  a r e  two s e p a r a te  

t h i n g s .  And from  t h i s  view  i t  fo llo w s  t h a t  you o b se rv e  th e  co­

in c id e n c e  o f  b e h a v io r a l  e x p re s s io n s  w ith  p e r s o n a l e x p e rie n c e s  on ly  

i n  y o u r  own c a s e .  F o r  when you say  you know t h a t  Jo n e s  has a 

to o th a c h e  b e c a u se  he i s  moaning and h o ld in g  h i s  cheek , you a re  

su p p o s in g  t h a t  when he does th o s e  th in g s  he h a s  th e  same p e rso n a l 

e x p e r ie n c e  t h a t  you have when you do them . B ut you  can n ever 

v e r i f y  y o u r  s u p p o s i t io n  because  you c a n n o t have someone e l s e 's  

e x p e r ie n c e s .  H ence, you can n e v e r  r e a l l y  know w h e th e r  Jo n es has 

a  to o th a c h e . Thus, m en ta lism  le a d s  to  sk e p tic is m  a b o u t th e  p o s s i­

b i l i t y  o f  know ledge o f  o th e r  m inds (B l.B . pp . 2 4 -5  & N .f .L . p . 2 8 l) .

The view  t h a t  th e  b e h a v io ra l e x p re s s io n s  t h a t  s e rv e  as 

o u r  c r i t e r i a  p ro v id e  th e  s im ple  s o r t  o f  in d u c t iv e  ev id en c e  p ro ­

v id e d  by symptoms i s  n o t p a r t  o f  W i t tg e n s te in 's  v iew  b u t p a r t  o f 

th e  m e n t a l i s t 's  v iew , which W ittg e n s te in  a t t a c k s .  W ittg e n s te in  

h o ld s  t h a t  th e  e v id e n t ia l  v a lu e  o f  th e  b e h a v io r a l  e x p re s s io n s  

t h a t  s e rv e  a s  o u r  c r i t e r i a  i s  d e te rm in ed  n o t by e m p ir ic a l  c o r­

r e l a t i o n s ,  b u t by l i n g u i s t i c  co n v e n tio n s ;

The f l u c tu a t io n  in  grammar betw een  c r i t e r i a  and 
symptoms makes i t  lo o k  a s  i f  th e r e  w ere n o th in g  a t  a l l  
b u t symptoms. We say , f o r  exam ple: "E x p e rien ce  te a c h e s
t h a t  th e r e  i s  r a i n  when th e  b a ro m e te r f a l l s ,  b u t  i t  a ls o  
te a c h e s  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  r a in  when we have c e r t a i n  s e n s a t io n s  
o f  w et and  c o ld , o r  su ch -an d -su ch  v i s u a l  im p re s s io n s ."
I n  d e fe n s e  o f  t h i s  one say s  t h a t  th e s e  se n se  im p re ss io n s  
can  d e c e iv e  u s .  But h e re  one f a i l s  to  r e f l e c t  t h a t  th e  
f a c t  t h a t  th e  f a l s e  ap p earan ce  i s  p r e c i s e l y  one o f  r a i n  
i s  founded  on a  d e f i n i t i o n .

The p o in t  h e re  i s  n o t t h a t  o u r  s e n s e  im p re s s io n s  
can  l i e ,  b u t t h a t  we u n d e rs tan d  t h e i r  la n g u a g e , (And 
t h i s  lan g u ag e  l i k e  any o th e r  i s  founded  on c o n v e n t io n .)
( P . I .  #354-355)

I t  i s  tem p tin g  to  th in k  th a t  a  f a l l i n g  b a ro m e te r , s e n s a t io n s  o f
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w et and  c o ld , and su c h -a n d -su c h  v is u a l  im p re s s io n s  a l l  p ro v id e  

a  s i m i l a r  form o f  in d u c t iv e  ev id en ce  f o r  r a i n .  A f te r  a l l ,  doesn’ t  

e x p e r ie n c e  te a c h  u s t h a t  each o f  th e s e  i s  ev id en c e  o f  r a in ?  W itt­

g e n s te in  does n o t th in k  s o . Ke a g re e s  t h a t  a f a l l i n g  'barom eter 

p ro v id e s  a  s im p le  form  o f  in d u c t iv e  ev id en ce  f o r  r a i n  an d  charac­

t e r i z e s  i t  a s  a  symptom o f  r a i n .  But he does n o t a g re e  t h a t  

s e n s a t io n s  o f  w et an d  c o ld  and su ch -an d -su ch  v i s u a l  im p re ss io n s  

p ro v id e  a  s i m i l a r  form  o f  in d u c t iv e  ev id en ce  f o r  r a i n ;  he th in k s  

t h a t  t h e i r  p ro v id in g  s u p p o r t i s  a  m a t te r  o f  c o n v e n tio n . To ju s ­

t i f y  u s in g  th a n  a s  g ro u n d s , we m ust a p p e a l n o t to  e m p ir ic a l  co r­

r e l a t i o n s ,  b u t to  l i n g u i s t i c  c o n v e n tio n s . We can an sw e r th e  

q u e s t io n  "How do you know th a t  th e r e  i s  r a i n  when th e  b a rom eter 

f a l l s ? "  by a p p e a l in g  to  an  e m p ir ic a l c o r r e la t io n  betw een  th e  f a l l  

o f  th e  b a ro m e te r  and s e n s a t io n s  o f  w et and c o ld  and  su ch -an d -su ch  

v is u a l  im p re s s io n s . B ut we can answ er th e  q u e s t io n  "How do you 

know t h a t  th e r e  i s  r a i n  when you have s e n s a t io n s  o f  w et and  cold  

and su c h -a n d -su c h  v i s u a l  im p re ss io n s? "  o n ly  by a p p e a l in g  to  a  

l i n g u i s t i c  c o n v e n tio n : when we have s e n s a t io n s  o f  w et and  co ld

and s u c h -a n d -su c h  v i s u a l  im p re ss io n s , we sa y , " I t ' s  r a i n i n g . "

We have now seen  t h a t ,  f o r  W it tg e n s te in ,  c r i t e r i a  do no t 

p ro v id e  th e  k in d  o f  in d u c t iv e  ev id en ce  p ro v id e d  by sym ptom s. A 

re d  p a tc h  p ro v id e s  in d u c t iv e  ev id en ce  o f  som eone’s  h a v in g  a  to o th ­

ache  b ecau se  i t  h as  b een  found  by e x p e rie n c e  to  c o in c id e  w ith  ou r 

c r i t e r i a  f o r  som eo n e 's  h av ing  a  to o th a c h e . Som eone's m oaning and 

h o ld in g  h i s  ch eek , how ever, p ro v id e  g rounds f o r  h i s  h av in g  a 

to o th a c h e  b ecau se  t h e i r  su p p o r tiv e  r o l e  i s  d e te rm in e d  by l i n g u i s t i c  

c o n v e n tio n s .
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Thus, th e  n o t io n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  i s  o b sc u re  b ecau se  i t  

i s  u n c le a r  w hat ty p e  o f  su p p o r t a  c r i t e r i o n  p ro v id e s  f o r  what i t  

i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f .  I f  i t  need n o t lo g i c a l l y  e n t a i l  w hat i t  i s  a  

c r i t e r i o n  o f  and d o es n o t p ro v id e  th e  sim ple  s o r t  o f  in d u c t iv e  

ev id en ce  p ro v id e d  by a  symptom, th en  what k in d  o f  ev id en c e  does 

i t  p ro v id e ; and  how d o es  th e  ev idence  i t  p ro v id e s  d i f f e r  from 

t h a t  p ro v id ed  by symptoms?

C r i t e r i a  and Symptoms : n o t th e  D is t in c t io n  Used in

A ctual D iagnoses

W it tg e n s te in 's  u s in g  a  m ed ica l example in  th e  p assag e  

in  which he in t ro d u c e s  th e  term s " c r i t e r io n "  and  "symptom" (B l.B . 

pp . 24-25) su g g e s ts  t h a t  h is  n o tio n s  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  and  a  symptom 

a r e  s im i l a r  to  th o s e  u sed  in  a c tu a l  m edical d ia g n o s e s . J e r r y  S. 

C legg ta k e s  t h i s  s u g g e s t io n  to  h e a r t ,  a rg u in g  t h a t  to  u n d e rs tan d  

W it tg e n s te in 's  n o t io n s  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  and a  symptom, we m ust look 

a t  th e  n o tio n s  u sed  i n  a c tu a l  d ia g n o s e s .3 C le g g 's  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  

i s  te m p tin g , f o r  i t  i s  c o n s i s te n t  w ith  W it tg e n s te in 's  v iew  th a t  

c r i t e r i a  need n o t be s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d it io n s  f o r  w hat th e y  a r e  c r i ­

t e r i a  o f ,  b u t i s  i t  ad e q u a te ?  To answ er t h a t  q u e s t io n ,  I  w il l  

sk e tc h  h is  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  and th en  examine i t  to  s e e  i f  i t  f i t s  

W it tg e n s te in 's  rem ark s .

C legg b e g in s  h i s  a n a ly s is  o f  th e  r o l e  o f  c r i t e r i a  and 

symptoms in  a c tu a l  d ia g n o s e s  by p o in t in g  o u t t h a t  a l th o u g h  i t  i s

3J e r r y  3 . C legg , "Symptoms," A n a ly s is , XXXII (Jan u a ry  
1972), 90- 98 .
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te m p tin g  to  th in k  o f  symptoms a s  mere s ig n s  o f  a  d i s e a s e ,  they  

g e n e r a l ly  a r e  n o t .  G e n e ra lly , th e  symptoms o f  a  d i s e a s e  a re  

c o n s t i t u t i v e  o f  th e  d i s e a s e .  Aa in f lam ed  th r o a t ,  f o r  example, 

i s  n o t j u s t  a  s ig n  o f  a n g in a ; i t  i s  p a r t  o f  what h a v in g  ang ina  

c o n s i s t s  in :  a n g in a  i s  "a n  in flam m ation  cau sed  by a  p a r t i c u l a r

b a c i l lu s "  (B l.B . p .  25: em phasis m in e ). S in ce  th e  symptoms 

a r e  g e n e ra l ly  c o n s t i t u t i v e  o f  th e  d is e a s e ,  th e y  may fu n c t io n  a s  

ev id en ce  t h a t  someone h a s  t h e  d is e a s e .  But t h e i r  a b i l i t y  to  do 

t h i s  i s  l im i te d :  m ost symptoms by th em se lv es  a r e  n e i t h e r  s u f ­

f i c i e n t  n o r n e c e s s a ry  c o n d it io n s  f o r  hav in g  th e  d i s e a s e ,  and 

even in  c l u s t e r s ,  th e y  te n d  n o t to  be  s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d it io n s  f o r  

som eone 's hav ing  a p a r t i c u l a r  d is e a s e :  a  headache, f e v e r ,  and

cough, f o r  exam ple, a r e  sym ptom atic o f  many d i f f e r e n t  d is e a s e s .

'Jhen symptoms a lo n e  do n o t en ab le  u s  to  c o n firm  a d i ­

a g n o s is ,  we need som eth ing  e l s e ,  v i z .  a  c r i t e r i o n .  T h is  may be, 

b u t g e n e ra l ly  i s  n o t ,  c o n s id e re d  p a r t  o f  th e  d is e a s e .  The e s ­

s e n t i a l  th in g  i s  t h a t  we f i n d  an  e m p ir ic a l c o r r e l a t i o n  betw een 

a  s e t  o f  symptoms t h a t  p a s s  f o r  a  d is e a s e  and  a  phenomenon t h a t  

can  combine w ith  them to  confirm  a d ia g n o s is .  O fte n , th e  d i s ­

co v ered  cau se  o f  a  d is e a s e  i s  such a phenomenon. T hus, a d o c to r  

may su s p e c t t h a t  a  p a t i e n t  w ith  an in f la m e d  th r o a t  h a s  an g ina , 

b u t  s in c e  an in f la m e d  t h r o a t  i s  sym ptom atic o f  many d i f f e r e n t  

d i s e a s e s ,  he needs som eth ing  e ls e  to  confirm  h is  d ia g n o s is :  he 

needs to  d e te rm in e  w h e th e r a  c e r t a in  b a c i l l u s  t h a t  h a s  been 

found  to  be th e  cau se  o f  an g in a  i s  p r e s e n t .  I n  t h i s  c a s e ,  th e  

p re se n c e  o f  th e  b a c i l l u s  i s  th e  c r i t e r i o n  o f  a n g in a ; i t  a l l e v i ­

a t e s  th e  am b ig u ity  o f  th e  symptom o f  an  in flam ed  t h r o a t  and 

a llo w s th e  d ia g n o s is  to  he confirm ed .
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A lthough i t  a l lo w s  d iag n o se s  to  be co n firm e d , a  c r i t e ­

r io n  such  a s  th e  p re s e n c e  o f  th e  a n g in a l b a c i l l u s  n eed  be n e i th e r  

a  s u f f i c i e n t  n o r  a  n e c e s s a ry  c o n d it io n  f o r  h av in g  a  d i s e a s e .  I t  

need n o t be a  s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d it io n  because  a  c a r r i e r  o f  a  d is e a se  

h as what i s  ta k e n  t o  be  th e  c r i t e r i o n ,  b u t  does n o t have  th e  d i s ­

e a s e . The symptoms o f  a  d is e a s e  g e n e r a l ly  a r e  n o t  p r e s e n t  in  a  

c a r r i e r ,  b u t some may be p r e s e n t .  A p e rso n  may have a n  in flam ed  

th r o a t  and th e  a n g in a l  b a c i l l u s  and y e t  n o t have a n g in a , b u t some 

o th e r  d i s e a s e —w hich shows t h a t  even i f  symptoms a r e  p r e s e n t ,  th e  

c r i t e r i o n  s t i l l  d o es n o t l o g i c a l l y  e n t a i l  th e  p re s e n c e  o f  th e  

d is e a s e .

A c r i t e r i o n  n eed  n o t be a n e c e ss a ry  c o n d i t io n  f o r  a d i s ­

e ase  because

. . . th e r e  a r e  o f t e n  s e v e r a l  c r i t e r i a  f o r  th e  same 
d is e a s e .  T here  a r e ,  f o r  exam ple, f o u r  ty p e s  o f  an im a l 
p a r a s i t e  t h a t  c au se  m a la r ia  and th a t  f u n c t io n  a s  c r i ­
t e r i a  f o r  h a v in g  t h a t  a i lm e n t .  F a i lu r e  to  have a  
s p e c i f i c  ty p e  o f  p a r a s i t e  in  o n e 's  b lo o d  does n o t  
e l im in a te  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  one h as m a la r i a .^

Thus, th e  a b sen ce  o f  one among a number o f  c r i t e r i a  f o r  a  d is e a se

need n o t e n t a i l  th e  a b sen ce  o f  th e  d is e a s e  b ecau se  som eth ing  e ls e

t h a t  can  a l s o  s e r v e  a s  a  c r i t e r i o n  may be p r e s e n t .  T hus, c r i t e r i a

f o r  d is e a s e s  fu n c t io n  a s  means o f  knowing and  c o n firm in g  d iagnoses

by e lim in a t in g  th e  a m b ig u ity  o f  symptoms, b u t to  do t h i s  th e y

need  become n e i t h e r  n e c e s s a ry  n o r  s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t io n s .

B ased on th e  r o l e  o f  c r i t e r i a  and  symptoms i n  a c tu a l  

d ia g n o se s  and  c o n s i s t e n t  w ith  W it tg e n s te in 's  view  t h a t  c r i t e r i a

^Ibid. , 92 .
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need t e  n e i t h e r  n e c e s s a ry  n o r  s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t io n s ,  C le g g 's  in ­

t e r p r e t a t i o n  i s  te m p tin g . N o n e th e le ss , i t  m ust t e  r e j e c te d ,  f o r  

i t  i s  in c o n s i s t e n t  w ith  many o f  W it tg e n s te in 's  ra a a rfc s . ( l )  

C le g g 's  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  re v e r s e s  th e  r o le s  o f  c r i t e r i a  and  symp­

tom s. W it tg e n s te in  h o ld s  t h a t  symptoms depend on c r i t e r i a ;  d e g g  

makes c r i t e r i a  depend on symptoms. (2 ) d e g g  h o ld s  t h a t  symptoms

o f  X a r e  c o n c e p tu a lly  connec ted  to  "X" and u sed  in  te a c h in g  th e  

term  "X ." W it tg e n s te in  h o ld s  th e s e  th in g s  to  he t r u e  n o t  o f 

symptoms, b u t o f  c r i t e r i a .  (3 ) F u rth e rm o re , W it tg e n s te in  i s  p r i ­

m a r ily  concerned  w ith  c r i t e r i a  f o r  m en ta l s t a t e s ;  an d  i n  d is c u s s ­

in g  su ch  c r i t e r i a ,  he r e j e c t s  th e  view t h a t  th e y  f u n c t io n  l i k e  

c r i t e r i a  f o r  d i s e a s e s .

( i )  C le g g 's  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  i s  in a d e q u a te  b ecau se  i t  r e ­

v e rs e s  th e  r o l e s  o f  c r i t e r i a  and s y m p to m s .C le g g  makes c r i t e r i a  

depend on symptoms. On h i s  a n a ly s i s ,  symptoms can fu n c t io n  a lo n e  

a s  means o f  knowing w hat d is e a s e  someone h a s , b u t c r i t e r i a  canno t; 

f o r  a  c r i t e r i o n  i s  m ere ly  a  phenomenon t h a t  h a s  been  found  to  co­

in c id e  w ith  a s e t  o f  symptoms and to  r i d  them o f  t h e i r  "am b ig u ity ."  

To have a  d is e a s e ,  a  p e rso n  need n o t have a  c r i t e r i o n ;  f o r  some 

d is e a s e s  have no c r i t e r i o n ,  b u t o n ly  symptoms: "a  headache,

f e v e r ,  and  s o re  e y e s , f o r  example, a r e  p a r t s  o f  w hat i t  i s  to  have 

a c o ld , and in  t h e i r  c a se  th e  a ilm e n t j u s t  i s  a  s e t  o f  symptoms.

In  c o n t r a s t  to  d e g g ,  W it tg e n s te in  makes symptoms depend

■^Cf. W illiam  H. Hyde, W it tg e n s te in  and C r i t e r i a  (Ph.D . 
d i s s e r t a t i o n ,  U n iv e r s i ty  o f  C a li fo rn ia ,  S an ta  B a rb a ra , 1975),
p . 60 .

^ d e g g ,  "Symptoms," 90.
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on c r i t e r i a :  c r i t e r i a  can  fu n c t io n  a lo n e  a s  means o f  knowing

t h a t  f o r  w hich th e y  a r e  c r i t e r i a ,  b u t a  symptom i s  m e re ly  a  phe­

nomenon t h a t  h as been  found  to  c o in c id e  w ith  one o r  more c r i t e r i a .  

W hatever h a s  symptoms m ust have c r i t e r i a ,  b u t so m eth ing  m ight tev e  

c r i t e r i a  an d  no symptoms (B l.B . p p . 24-25 & P . I .  #354-355)■

( 2 ) C le g g 's  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  r e v e r s e s  th e  r o l e s  o f  c r i t e ­

r i a  an d  symptoms n o t o n ly  by making c r i t e r i a  depend on  symptoms, 

b u t a l s o  by c o n n e c tin g  a  t h i n g 's  symptoms, r a t h e r  th a n  i t s  c r i t e ­

r i a ,  w ith  th e  c o n c e p t o f  th e  th in g .  Clegg say s  t h a t  symptoms a re  

u s u a l ly  " c o n s t i t u t i v e "  o f  th e  a ilm e n ts  f o r  w hich th e y  a r e  symp­

tom s. H aving an  in f la m e d  th r o a t ,  f o r  exam ple, i s  p a r t  o f  what 

i t  i s  to  have a n g in a . C r i t e r i a ,  in  c o n t r a s t ,  a r e  g e n e r a l ly  no t 

" c o n s t i t u t i v e "  o f  th e  a ilm e n ts  f o r  which th ey  a r e  c r i t e r i a .  O ften, 

th e  c a u se  o f  a d i s e a s e  s e rv e s  a s  i t s  c r i t e r i o n .  B u t, s in c e  th e  

cau se  i s  n o t a  p a r t  o f  th e  e f f e c t ,  such  a c r i t e r i o n  i s  n o t  a  p a r t  

o f  th e  d i s e a s e .  The a n g in a l  b a c i l lu s ,  f o r  exam ple, i s  th e  cause 

o f  a n g in a  and  s e r v e s  a s  i t s  c r i t e r i o n ,  b u t i t  i s  n o t p a r t  o f  what 

c o n s t i t u t e s  h av in g  a n g in a . ^

But w hat i s  m eant by a l l  h i s  t a l k  o f  th e  symptoms o r  

c r i t e r i a  f o r  so m eth in g  b e in g  p a r t  o f ,  o r  c o n s t i t u t i v e  o f ,  th e  

th in g ?  An in f la m e d  th r o a t  i s  n o t p a r t  o f  a n g in a  th e  way w a lls  a re  

p a r t  o f  a  b u i ld in g .  A ccord ing  to  d e g g ,  an in f la m e d  th r o a t  i s  

c o n s t i t u t i v e  o f  a n g in a  b ecau se  what i s  a t  i s s u e  h e re  i s  n o t sub­

s t a n t i a l  c o n s t i t u t i o n , b u t co n cep tu a l c o n s t i t u t i o n : "Symptoms,

in  c o n s t i t u t i n g  an  a i lm e n t ,  a r e  connected  in  m eaning w ith  th e

f i b i d . ,  94.
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te rm s d e n o tin g  th e  a i lm e n t .  They a r e  n o t mere s ig n s  o f  a  d i s o r ­

d e r .  "8 Thus, when d e g g  sa y s  t h a t  an  in flam ed  t h r o a t  i s  c o n s t i ­

t u t i v e  o f  a n g in a , he i s  say in g  t h a t  " th r o a t  in f lam m atio n "  i s  

co n n ec ted  in  m eaning w ith  th e  term  "a n g in a ,"  r a t h e r  th a n  te in g  a 

m ere s ig n  o f  th e  d is e a s e .

A ccord ing  to  d e g g ,  s in c e  symptoms o f  X a r e  g e n e ra l ly  

c o n s t i t u t i v e  o f  th e  co n cep t o f  X and th u s  connec ted  i n  meaning 

w ith  th e  term  "X ," th e y  a r e  used  in  te a c h in g  th e  te rm  "X ."

"T h ro a t in f la m m a tio n , " f o r  exam ple, i s  connec ted  in  m eaning w ith  

th e  term  "a n g in a "  and  i s  used  in  te a c h in g  i t .  B u t ,s in c e  c r i t e r i a  

o f  X g e n e r a l ly  a r e  n o t c o n c e p tu a lly  c o n s t i t u t i v e  o f  X and th u s  

a r e  n o t co n n ec ted  i n  m eaning w ith  th e  term  "X ," th e y  g e n e ra l ly  

a r e  n o t u sed  in  te a c h in g  th a t  te rm . "A nginal c a c i l l u s , "  f o r  ex­

am ple, i s  n o t co n n ec ted  in  meaning w ith  th e  term  "an g in a"  and i s  

n o t used  in  te a c h in g  i t .  d e g g  th in k s  t h i s  i s  shown by th e  f a c t  

t h a t  a  p e rso n  may know what an g in a  i s  w ith o u t e v e r  h av ing  seen  

an  a n g in a l b a c i l l u s  o r  le a rn e d  how to  re c o g n iz e  o n e . 9

U n lik e  d e g g ,  W ittg e n s te in  does n o t make a  t h i n g 's  symp­

toms c o n c e p tu a lly  c o n s t i t u t i v e  o f  th e  th in g .  F o r  W it tg e n s te in , 

th e  symptoms o f  X a r e  mere s ig n s  o f  i t ,  w h ile  i t s  c r i t e r i a  a r e  

co n n ec ted  in  m eaning w ith  th e  term  "X" and used  i n  te a c h in g  i t . l ^

° I b i d .

9l b i d . , 9 7 . d e g g 's  c r i t i c i s m  ig n o re s  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  
t h a t  we l e t  e x p e r t s  d e te rm in e  th e  m eanings o f o u r  te rm s f o r  d i s ­
e a s e s .

^^The view  t h a t  th e  c r i t e r i a  o f  X a re  c o n n e c te d  in  mean­
in g  w ith  th e  term  "X" w i l l  be e x p la in e d  in  c h a p te r  IV.



30

We te a c h  a  c h i l d  to  sa y  " I  have a  to o th ach e"  in s te a d  o f  moaning 

and  h o ld in g  i t s  cheek, and  we te a c h  i t  to  say  th a t  someone e l s e  

h as a  to o th a c h e  when t h a t  p e rso n  moans and h o ld s h i s  ch ed c . 

W it tg e n s te in  c a l l s  th e  ty p e s  o f  b e h a v io r  t h a t  a r e  p o in te d  o u t  in  

te a c h in g  a  c h i ld  to  u se  th e  word " to o th ach e"  " c r i t e r i a  f o r  to o th ­

a c h e ."  He c a l l s  "symptoms o f  to o th a c h e "  th in g s  t h a t  a r e  n o t  used 

i n  te a c h in g  th e  word " to o th a c h e , " b u t t h a t  a r e  l a t e r  d is c o v e re d  

to  c o in c id e  w ith  th e  b e h a v io r  t h a t  i s  so used  (B l.B . p .  24 & N .f .L . 

p .  295) .  W it tg e n s te in  d oes n o t m ere ly  say  th a t  c r i t e r i a  a r e  used 

i n  te a c h in g  lan g u ag e , he  im p lie s  t h a t  i f  som ething i s  n o t  so  used , 

i t  i s  n o t a  c r i t e r i o n :

When I  say  th e  ABC to  m y se lf , what i s  th e  c r i t e r i o n  
o f  my d o in g  th e  same a s  someone e ls e  who s i l e n t l y  r e p e a t s  
i t  to  h im se lf?  I t  m igh t be found  th a t  th e  same th in g  
took  p la c e  in  my lum ^nc and i n  h i s .  . . . But th en  d id  we 
le a r n  to  u se  th e  w ords: " to  say  such -and -such  to  o n e s e l f "
by som eone 's n o in t in g  to  a  n ro c e s s  in  th e  la ry n x  o r  th e  
b ra in ?  ( P . I .  #376)

In  t h i s  p a ssa g e , W it tg e n s te in  im p lie s  t h a t  s in c e  we d id  n o t le a r n

to  u se  th e  words " to  s a y  su ch -an d -su ch  to  o n e s e lf"  by som eone 's

p o in t in g  to  a p ro c e s s  i n  th e  la r y n x ,  th e  same th in g  happen ing  in

my la ry n x  and i n  someone e l s e 's  i s  n o t a  c r i t e r io n  f o r  o u r  do ing

th e  same th in g .

We have now se e n  th a t  C le g g 's  i n t e r p r e ta t i o n  o f  W ittg en ­

s t e i n ' s  d i s t i n c t i o n  i s  in a d e q u a te  because  i t  r e v e r s e s  th e  r o l e s  

o f  c r i t e r i a  and  symptoms. B u t , in  in tro d u c in g  h is  d i s t i n c t i o n  

w ith  an  example ta k e n  from  m ed ica l d iag n o se s , W it tg e n s te in  h im se lf  

seem s to  i n d i c a te  t h a t  h i s  d i s t i n c t i o n  i s  th e  one used  in  a c tu a l  

d ia g n o s e s . We must remember, how ever, t h a t  'W ittg en s te in  i s
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p r im a r i ly  co n ce rn ed  w ith  th e  r o l e  o f  c r i t e r i a  in  o u r j u s t i f i c a t i o n s  

o f  c la im s  to  know a b o u t someone e l s e 's  m en ta l s t a t e s .  T hat r o l e  

i s  w hat an  a d e q u a te  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  W it tg e n s te in 's  n o t io n  o f  a 

c r i t e r i o n  m ust e x p la in .

(3 ) A cco rd ing  to  C legg , th e  n o tio n s  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  and

a  symptom used  in  a c tu a l  d ia g n o se s  ap p ly  to  j u s t i f i c a t i o n s  o f

c la im s  to  know a b o u t o th e r s '  m en ta l s t a t e  b ecause  W ittg e n s te in

w orks w ith  t h i s  u n d e r ly in g  an a lo g y :

. . . human b e h a v io r— i n  te rm s o f  w hich we judge  s t a t e s  
o f  mind—can  seem l i k e  a  s e t  o f  m ed ica l symptoms i n  th a t  
i t  may be am biguous. A g ro an  may, f o r  exam ple, in d i c a te  
a  to o th a c h e , d i s g u s t ,  f r u s t r a t i o n ,  o r  a  good many o th e r  
m en ta l s t a t e s  j u s t  a s  a  f e v e r  can  in d i c a te  a  v a r i e t y  o f  
d i s e a s e s .  D ec id in g  w hat a p e rso n  i s  th in k in g  o r  f e e l in g  
i s  l i k e  d e c id in g  w hat a ilm e n t a  p a t i e n t  h a s . C r i t e r i a  
a r e  needed to  e l im in a te  th e  ambiguous p o s s i b i l i t i e s  sug ­
g e s te d  by what may s t r i k e  'is  a s  sym ptom atic b o d ily  s t a t e s  
and b e h a v io r . 11

T h is  i s  a l l  C legg sa y s  a b o u t th e  r o l e  o f  c r i t e r i a  in  d e c id in g  what 

someone e ls e  i s  th in k in g  o r  f e e l i n g .  He g iv e s  no exam ples o f  c r i ­

t e r i a  f o r  m en ta l s t a t e s  and o n ly  one example o f  a  symptom f o r  

m e n ta l s t a t e s :  he s a y s  t h a t  a  g ro an  may be a  symptom o f  to o th a c h e ,

d i s g u s t ,  o r  f r u s t r a t i o n .  B ut i f  a  g ro an  i s  a  symptom o f  to o th a c h e , 

w hat i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  to o th a c h e ?  The cau se  o f  d i s e a s e  symptoms 

i s  o f t e n  th e  c r i t e r i o n  o f  th e  d is e a s e ,  so  p erhaps th e  c a u se  o f  th e  

g ro an  i s  th e  c r i t e r i o n  o f  to o th a c h e . P erhaps th e r e  i s  som ething 

we can n o t obsejrve t h a t  c a u se s  th e  g roan  and i s  th e  c r i t e r i o n  o f  

to o th a c h e . T hat v iew  sounds p la u s ib l e  enough, b u t W it tg e n s te in  

r e j e c t s  i t .

When W it tg e n s te in  d is c u s s e s  c r i t e r i a  and symptoms f o r  

l l c ie g g ,  "Sym ptom s," 93.
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" S 's  b e in g  a b le  to  go o n ,"  he r e j e c t s  a s  m is le a d in g  t h e  n o tio n  o f

c r i t e r i a  and  symptoms u sed  in  m ed ica l d ia g n o s e s :

. . .  He a r e  i n c l in e d  to  s a y  " to  be a b le  to  . . . "  m ust 
mean more th a n  j u s t  u t t e r i n g  th e  fo rm u la  . . . And t h i s ,  
we go o n , show s t h a t  sa y in g  th e  fo rm u la  i s  o n ly  a  symp­
tom o f  B 's  b e in g  a b le  to  go on , and  t h a t  i t  i s  n o t  th e  
a b i l i t y  o f  g o in g  on i t s e l f .  Now w hat i s  m is le a d in g  i n  
t h i s  i s  t h a t  we seem to  in t im a te  t h a t  th e r e  i s  o n e  p e ­
c u l i a r - a c t i v i t y ,  p ro c e s s ,  o r  s t a t e  c a l l e d  " b e in g  a b l e  
t o  go on" w h ich  somehow i s  h id d en  from  o u r  e y e s  b u t  
m a n i f e s t s  i t s e l f  in  th o s e  o c c u r r e n ts  w hich we c a l l  symp­
toms ( a s  a n  in f lam m atio n  o f  th e  mucous membranes o f  th e  
n ose  p ro d u c e s  th e  symptom o f  s n e e z in g ) . T h is  i s  t h e  way 
t a l k in g  o f  symptoms, i n  t h i s  c a s e , m is le a d s  u s .  (B l.B .
p .  113)

The p o in t  h e r e  i s  t h a t  i t  i s  m is le a d in g  t o  th in k  o f  B ’ s  say in g  

th e  fo rm u la  a s  a  m ere symptom p roduced  by a  p e c u l i a r  m en ta l s t a t e  

c a l l e d  " b e in g  a b l e  to  go o n ."  And y e t  t h a t  i s  j u s t  w hat u s in g  

" c r i t e r i o n "  and. "symptom" a s  th e y  a r e  u sed  in  a c tu a l  d iag n o se s  

l e a d s  us to  d o . I t  le a d s  u s to  th in k  t h a t  j u s t  a s  a n  in flam m ation  

o f  t h e  mucous membranes o f  th e  nose  p ro d u ces  th e  symptom o f  

s n e e z in g , o r  j u s t  a s  th e  a n g in a l b a c i l l u s  p ro d u c e s  t h e  symptom o f  

an in f la m e d  t h r o a t ,  so a  c e r t a in  m en ta l s t a t e  c a l l e d  "b e in g  a b le  

to  go on ” p ro d u c e s  th e  symptom o f  s a y in g  th e  fo rm u la , and  a  c e r ­

t a i n  m en ta l s t a t e  c a l l e d  " to o th a c h e "  p ro d u c e s  th e  symptom o f  

m oaning. W it tg e n s te in  w arns us t h a t  i f  we th in k  c r i t e r i a  and 

symptoms f o r  th in g s  l i k e  b e in g  a b le  to  go on an d  h a v in g  a  to o th ­

ac h e  a r e  l i k e  c r i t e r i a  and  symptoms f o r  d i s e a s e s ,  we w i l l  be m is­

l e d  in to  th i n k in g  t h a t  b e in g  a b le  to  go on and  to o th a c h e  a r e  h id ­

den  m en ta l s t a t e s .  We m ust, th e r e f o r e ,  c o n c lu d e  t h a t  C legg i s  

m is ta k e n  in  th in k in g  t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  works w ith  an  u n d e rly in g  

an a lo g y  b e tw een  c r i t e r i a  and symptoms f o r  m en ta l s t a t e s  and  c r i t e ­

r i a  and symptoms u sed  in  a c tu a l  m ed ica l d ia g n o s e s .
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Ue have now seen  th a t  i f  we fo llo w  d e g g  i n  ta k in g  W itt­

g e n s t e in 's  d i s t i n c t i o n  betw een c r i t e r i a  and symptoms to  be th e  

d i s t i n c t i o n  u sed  i n  a c tu a l  m ed ical d iag n o se s , we f a i l  to  under­

s ta n d  i t .  B ut i f  lo o k in g  a t  th e  r o l e  o f  c r i t e r i a  and  symptoms in  

m ed ica l d ia g n o se s  c a n n o t h e lp  us to  u n d e rs tan d  th e  s p e c i a l  type  

o f  s u p p o r t t h a t  c r i t e r i a  can  p ro v id e , th en  w hat can? Perhaps 

ta k in g  a  b ro a d e r  v iew . In s te a d  o f  c o n c e n tra tin g  o n ly  on  th e  

n o tio n s  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  and  a  symptom, we cou ld  a l s o  lo o k  a t  such 

c lo s e ly  r e l a t e d  c o n c e p ts  a s  fa m ily  resem blance , c irc u m s ta n c e , and 

m eaning. In  th e  n e x t  th r e e  c h a p te r s ,  I  do j u s t  t h a t .  I n  I I ,  I  

exam ine th e  c o n n e c tio n  betw een fa m ily  resem b lances an d  c r i t e r i a ;  

i n  I I I ,  I  i n v e s t i g a t e  th e  ty p e s  o f  c ircu m stan ces  and t h e i r  r e l a ­

t io n s h ip s  to  c r i t e r i a ,  and  in  XY, I  examine th e  c o n n e c tio n s  be­

tw een c r i t e r i a  and  m eaning. A f te r  conducting  th e s e  in v e s t ig a t io n s  

and e x p la in in g  w hat ty p e  o f  su p p o r t c r i t e r i a  p ro v id e , I  c l a r i f y  

th e  r o l e  o f  c r i t e r i a  in  W it tg e n s te in 's  a t t a c k  on m en ta lism  and 

e x p lo re  th e  im p l ic a t io n s  o f  t h a t  n o tio n  f o r  some c e n t r a l  p ro b leas  

i n  ep is tem o lo g y  and  th e  p h ilo so p h y  o f  mind.



CHAPTER I I  

CRITERIA AND FAMILY RESEMBLANCES

In  c h a p te r  I ,  I  m entioned how some o f  W it tg e n s te in 's  

rem arks make c r i t e r i a  th e  f e a tu r e s  t h a t  form  fa m ily  resem b lances. 

Few i n t e r p r e t e r s  acknow ledge th e  e x is te n c e  o f  a  c o n n ec tio n  between 

W it tg e n s te in ia n  fa m ily  resem b lances and c r i t e r i a ,  and none g iv e  a

d e t a i l e d  c h a r a c t e r i s a t i o n  o f  th e  c o n n e c tio n .-^  In  t h i s  c h a p te r, I  

ezcamine th e  c o n n e c t io n  betw een W it tg e n s te in ’s  n o tio n  o f  a fam ily  

resem b lance  and h i s  n o t io n  o f  a c r i t e r i o n ,  f o r  c l a r i f y in g  th a t

^ S le n d e l F . Cohen / " W it tg e n s t e in 's  A n ti-E s s e n tia l is m ," 
A u s tr a la s ia n  J o u r n a l  o f  P h ilo so p h y . XLVI, 3 (D ec. 1968)j, 223/ 
eq u a te s  fa m ily  re sem b la n ces  w ith  th e  c r i t e r i a  "w hich lo g i c a l ly  
j u s t i f y  th e  a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  a  g iv en  p re d ic a te  to  d i f f e r e n t  s o r ts  
o f  in s ta n c e s ."  W. G rego ry  Lycan /"N o n in d u c tiv e  E v idence: Recent
Work on W it tg e n s te in 's  'C r i t e r i a ' , "  American P h ilo s o p h ic a l  Quar­
t e r l y . V l l l ,  2 ( A p r i l ,  1971), 1 2 ^  rem arks t h a t  " i t  seems th a t  th e  
c r i t e r i o l o g i c a l  v iew  i s  c lo s e ly  co n n ec ted  to  W it tg e n s te in 's  n o tio n  
o f  'f a m ily  r e s e m b la n c e s ', inasm uch a s  a f a m ily - re s a n b la n c e  term 
m ight w e ll be c o n s t ru e d  to  be one whose a p p l ic a b i l i ty  i s  governed 
by a  lo o s e  s e t  o f  c r i t e r i a ,  whose members o v e r la p  b u t do n o t d i s ­
ju n c t iv e ly  c o n s t i t u t e  a  s t r i c t  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  th e  te r m ." John T.
S . R ich ard so n  / The Grammar o f  J u s t i f i c a t i o n  ( An I n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  
W it tg e n s te in 's  P h ilo so p h y  o f  Language) (New Y ork: S t .  M a r tin 's
P re s s ,  1976) ,  p . 1267 a rg u e s  t h a t  " W it tg e n s te in 's  d is c u s s io n  o f  
c r i t e r i a  makes p r e c i s e l y  th e  same p o in ts  a s  th e  th e s e s  o f  fam ily  
re sem b lan ces  and  b ro ad  b o r d e r l in e s ."  H jalm ar W ennerberg /"T he 
Concept o f  F am ily  R esem blance in  W it tg e n s te in 's  l a t e r  P h ilo so p h y ,"  
T h e o r la , XXXIII (1 9 6 7 ) , 1 2 0 -1 2 ^  u se s  W it tg e n s te in 's  rem arks on 
th e  f l u c tu a t io n  betw een  c r i t e r i a  and symptoms to  su p p o r t h is  
in t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  W i t tg e n s te in 's  n o tio n  o f  a  fa m ily  resem blance.

34
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c o n n e c tio n  w i l l  i l lu m in a t e  b o th  o f  th e s e  im p o rta n t n o t io n s .  F i r s t ,

I  b r i e f l y  examine th e  c o n n e c tio n  betw een th e  n o tio n  o f  a  fam ily  

resem b lance  and th e  n o tio n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n .  Then, I  c l a r i f y  in  

d e t a i l  th e  n o tio n  o f  a  fa m ily  resem b lan ce . F in a l l y , I  n o te  what 

in s ig h t s  o u r  u n d e rs ta n d in g  o f  th e  n o tio n  o f  a  f a m ily  resem b lance  

p ro v id e s  c o n c e rn in g  th e  n a tu r e  o f  c r i t e r i a  and th e  r e l a t i o n s h ip  o f 

c r i t e r i a  to  what th e y  a r e  c r i t e r i a  o f .

The C on n ec tio n  betw een Fam ily Resem blances 

and C r i t e r i a

I t  i s  i n  d i s c u s s in g  human a c t io n s ,  c a p a c i t i e s ,  and d ispo­

s i t i o n s  t h a t  " r f i t tg e n s te in  co n n e c ts  h is  n o tio n  o f  a  f a m ily  resem blance 

w ith  h is  n o tio n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n .  In  d is c u s s in g  th e  a c t i o n s  o f  d e riv ­

ing  and r e a d in g , he p r e s e n ts  exam ples to  show u s  t h a t  we u se  th e  

g e n e ra l te rm s " d e r iv in g "  and  " read in g "  n o t f o r  p a r t i c u l a r  m ental 

a c t s ,  b u t f o r  f a m i l i e s  o f  c a s e s  and th a t  in  d i f f e r e n t  c ircu m stan ces 

we a p p ly  d i f f e r e n t  c r i t e r i a  f o r  a p e r s o n 's  d e r iv in g  o r  re a d in g  ( P .I .

#  ^6^■; em phasis m in e ) . I n  d is c u s s in g  human c a p a c i t i e s  i n  th e  Brown 

Book, he rem arks t h a t  "a  v a s t  n e t  o f  fa m ily  l i k e n e s s e s  co n n ec ts  th e  

c a se s  in  w hich th e  e x p re s s io n  o f  p o s s i b i l i t y ,  ' c a n ' , ' t o  be a b le  t o ’ , 

e t c . ,  a r e  u se d . C e r ta in  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s , we may sa y , appear 

in  th e s e  c a s e s  in  d i f f e r e n t  co m b in a tio n s"  (B r.B . p .  117; emphasis 

m in e ). And in  th e  I n v e s t ig a t io n s  he w r i t e s  t h a t  "The c r i t e r i a  which 

we a c c e p t f o r  ' f i t t i n g ' ,  'b e in g  a b le  t o ' ,  'u n d e r s t a n d in g ',  a r e  much 

more c o m p lic a te d  th a n  m ight ap p ea r a t  f i r s t  s i g h t"  ( P . I .  #182; 

em phasis m in e ) . F i n a l ly ,  i n  d is c u s s in g  th e  d i s p o s i t i o n  o f  b e l i e f ,  

he w r i t e s  b o th  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a  fam ily  o f  c a se s  o f  b e l i e v in g  what you
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sa y  (B r.B . p .  i ^ 5 ;  em phasis m ine) and  th a t  "many d i f f e r e n t  c r i t e r i a  

d i s t i n g u i s h ,  u n d e r d i f f e r e n t  c ir c u m s ta n c e s , c a s e s  o f  b e l ie v in g  what 

you say  from  th o s e  o f  n o t b e l i e v in g  what you sa y "  (B r.B . p .  1% ; 

em phasis m in e ). T h ese  p a ssa g e s  in d i c a te  t h a t  f o r  W it tg e n s te in  a  

fa m ily -re se m b la n c e  te rm  i s  one  f o r  w hich we ap p ly  d i f f e r e n t  c r i t e r i a  

i n  d i f f e r e n t  c irc u m s ta n c e s  r a t h e r  th a n  one c r i t e r i o n  i n  a l l  circum ­

s t a n c e s .  We can  l e a r n  more ab o u t t h i s  c o n n e c t io n  be tw een  fam ily  

re sem b la n ces  and c r i t e r i a  by exam ining th e  d is c u s s io n s  i n  which 

th e s e  p a ss a g e s  o c c u r .

I n  h is  d is c u s s io n s  o f  th e  co n c e p ts  o f  r e a d in g  and 

d e r iv in g  ( P . I .  #156-171  & B r.B . p p . 1 1 9 -125 ), W it tg e n s te in  p re s e n ts  

exam ples to  show t h a t  th e  m e n t a l i s t 's  view  t h a t  we u s e  words lil-:e 

" d e r iv in g "  and " r e a d in g "  to  r e f e r  to  p a r t i c u l a r  m en ta l a c t s  i s  

i n c o r r e c t .  The m e n t a l i s t  i s  a  k in d  o f  e s s e n t i a l i s t  and  b e lie v e s  

t h a t  a l l  exam ples c a n  do i s  show us th e  e s s e n c e  o f  d e r iv in g  (o r  

re a d in g )  th ro u g h  a  v e i l  o f  i n e s s e n t i a l  f e a t u r e s  t h a t  m ust be 

s t r i p p e d  away i f  we w ant to  se e  th e  e sse n c e  o f  d e r iv in g  ( o r  re a d in g ) . 

W it tg e n s te in ,  how ever, i n s i s t s  t h a t  s t r i p p i n g  away th e  f e a tu r e s  o f  

th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c a s e  to  f in d  th e  t r u e  e sse n c e  o f  d e r iv in g  i s  l i k e  

s t r i p p i n g  th e  le a v e s  from  an  a r t ic h o k e  i n  o rd e r  to  f i n d  th e  r e a l  

p l a n t .  J u s t  a s  what i s  e s s e n t i a l  to  th e  a r t ic h o k e  i s  n o t som ething 

h id d e n  b e n e a th  i t s  l e a v e s ,  so  what i s  e s s e n t i a l  to  d e r iv in g  i s  n o t

-soaethiBg-hiddes—beaeath-̂ fehe-d ŝatures—ef̂ t̂he partieulaz^^sasesi--------------

R a th e r , each  p a r t i c u l a r  c a s e  i s  a  member o f  th e  fa m ily  o f  c a se s  o f  

d e r iv in g .  "And in  t h e  same way we a ls o  u se  th e  word ' t o  r e a d ' f o r  

a fa m ily  o f  c a s e s .  And in  d i f f e r e n t  c irc u m s ta n c e s  we a p p ly  d i f f e r e n t
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c r i t e r i a  f o r  a  p e r s o n 's  re a d in g "  ( P . I .  #164 , o f .  B r.B . p .  125).

T hus, W it tg e n s te in  m a in ta in s  t h a t  th e  e x p la n a tio n  o f  t h e  u se  o f  

th e  words " d e r iv in g "  and " re a d in g "  c o n s i s t s  n o t i n  d e s c r ib in g  some 

h id d en  m en ta l a c t i v i t y ,  b u t " in  d e s c r ib in g  a  s e l e c t i o n  o f  examples 

e x h ib i t in g  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s ,  some exam ples show ing th e se  

f e a tu r e s  in  e x a g g e ra t io n , o th e r s  show ing t r a n s i t i o n s ,  c e r t a in  s e r i e s  

o f  exam ples show ing th e  t r a i l i n g  o f f  o f  su ch  f e a t u r e s "  (B r.B . p .  125 ).

W it tg e n s te in  em phasizes and c l a r i f i e s  h i s  v iew  th a t  

" d e r iv in g "  and " re a d in g "  a r e  fam ily -re sem b lan ce  te rm s by comparing 

h i s  d e s c r ip t i o n  o f  exam ples o f  d e r iv in g  and re a d in g  to  what someone 

m igh t do i f  he w anted to  g iv e  us an id e a  o f  th e  f a c i a l  c h a r a c t e r i s ­

t i c s  o f  a c e r t a i n  fa m ily :  he m ight s h e -  u s a  s e t  o f  fa m ily  p o r­

t r a i t s  and draw o u r a t t e n t i o n  to  c e r t a in  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s .

H is main ta s k  would be to  a r ra n g e  th e  p o r t r a i t s  so  t h a t  we could  

s e e  how c e r t a i n  in f lu e n c e s  g ra d u a lly  changed th e  f e a t u r e s ,  in  what 

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  ways th e  fa m ily  members aged , and w hich f e a tu r e s  

a p p ea red  more s t r o n g ly  a s  th e y  d id  so  (B r.B . p .  1 2 5 ) . J u s t  as th e  

p e r s o n 's  g o a l in  e x h ib i t i n g  and a r r a n g in g  th e  p o r t r a i t s  i s  to  g iv e  

u s  an  id e a  o f  th e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s  o f  a  c e r t a i n  fa m ily , so 

W it tg e n s te in 's  g o a l i n  p r e s e n tin g  and a r r a n g in g  exam ples o f  d e r iv in g  

( o r  r e a d in g )  i s  to  g iv e  u s  an  id e a  o f  th e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu re s  o f  

th e  fa m ily  o f  c a se s  o f  d e r iv in g  (o r  r e a d in g ) . And th e s e  c h a ra c te r ­

i s t i c  f e a tu r e s  seem to  be i d e n t i c a l  to  th e  d i f f e r e n t  c r i t e r i a  t h a t  

we a p p ly  in  d i f f e r e n t  c irc u m sta n c e s  f o r  a  p e r s o n 's  d e r iv in g  (o r 

r e a d in g ) .

A d d itio n a l e v id e n c e  th a t  c r i t e r i a  a r e  i d e n t i c a l  w ith  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s  can  be found in  W it tg e n s te in 's  d is c u s s io n



38

o f  th e  co n cep t o f  b e l i e f  (B r.B . pp . 144-146). T h e re , W ittg e n s te in  

t e l l s  u s  t h a t  we re g a rd  c e r t a i n  f a c i a l  e x p re s s io n s , g e s tu r e s ,  and 

to n e s  o f  v o ic e  a s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  th e  e x p re s s io n  o f  b e l i e f  even 

though th e y  a r e  n o t a lw ays p re s e n t  when someone b e l i e v e s  what he 

s a y s .  We r e g a r d  th e  ' t o n e  o f  c o n v ic t io n ',  f o r  exam ple, a s  charac­

t e r i s t i c  o f  t h e  e x p re s s io n  o f  b e l i e f  even though i t  i s  c l e a r  th a t  

th e  to n e  o f  c o n v ic t io n  i s  n o t alw ays p re s e n t when someone b e lie v e s  

what he s a y s .  The m e n ta l i s t  th in k s  t h i s  shows t h a t  th e r e  must be 

som eth ing  e l s e  b eh in d  t h e  to n e  o f  v o ic e , f a c i a l  e x p re s s io n , e t c . , 

t h a t  i s  th e  r e a l  b e l i e f .  But W it tg e n s te in  i n s i s t s  t h a t  i t  does- 

n o t show t h i s  a t  a l l ;  i t  shows t h a t  "many d i f f e r e n t  c r i t e r i a  

d i s t i n g u i s h ,  u n d e r d i f f e r e n t  c irc u m sta n c e s , o a se s  o f  /y o u r /  b e lie v ­

in g  what you sa y  from th o s e  o f  /y o u r /  n o t b e l ie v in g  what you say" 

(B r.B . p . 1 4 4 ). Sometim es th e  c r i t e r i a  th a t  d i s t i n g u i s h  th e  two 

a r e  y o u r f a c i a l  e x p re s s io n , to n e  o f  v o ic e , g e s tu r e s ,  e t c .  Some­

tim e s  th e  c r i t e r i a  t h a t  d i s t i n g u i s h  them a re  n o t th in g s  t h a t  happen 

w h ile  you sp e a k , b u t a  v a r i e ty  o f  a c t io n s  and e x p e r ie n c e s  o f  d i f f e r ­

e n t k in d s  t h a t  happen b e fo r e  and a f t e r  you sp eak . And th e r e  may be 

c a s e s  where th e  c r i t e r i o n  th a t  d is t in g u is h e s  them i s  th e  p resence  

o f  a  s e n s a t io n  o th e r  th a n  th o s e  bound up w ith  f a c i a l  e x p re s s io n s , 

g e s tu r e s ,  to n e  o f  v o ic e ,  e tc  (B r.B . pp . 144-145).

W it tg e n s te in  th in k s  t h a t  th e r e  i s  a  'f a m i ly  o f  c a s e s ' o f  

som eone 's b e l ie v in g  w hat he sa y s  t h a t  i s  analogous to  th e  'fa m ily  

o f  f r ie n d ly  f a c i a l  e x p re s s io n s ' . When we a r e  f i r s t  ask ed  "What 

f e a t u r e  i s  i t  t h a t  c h a r a c t e r i z e s  a  f r ie n d ly  f a c e ? " , we may thinic 

t h a t  th e r e  a r e  c e r t a i n  ' f r i e n d l y  t r a i t s '  each o f  w hich makes a 

fa c e  lo o k  f r i e n d ly  to  a c e r t a i n  d eg ree  and which when p re s e n t in
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la r g e  number c o n s t i t u t e  th e  f r i e n d ly  f a c i a l  e x p re s s io n .  Our ta lk in g  

a b o u t " f r ie n d ly  e y e s ,"  " a  f r i e n d ly  m outh," e t c . ,  seem s to  su p p o rt 

t h i s  id e a .  But th e  sam e e y e s  t h a t  make a  fa c e  lo o k  f r i e n d l y  do n o t 

lo o k  f r i e n d l y ,  o r  even  lo o k  u n f r ie n d ly ,  when com bined w ith  c e r t a in  

w rin k le s  o f  th e  fo r e h e a d ,  l i n e s  around th e  mouth, e t c .  Then why do 

we say  t h a t  th e s e  ey es  make th e  f a c e  lo o k  f r i e n d ly ?  B ecause in  th e  

fa m ily  o f  f r i e n d ly  f a c e s  t h e r e  i s  a  main b ran ch  c h a r a c t e r i z e d  ty  

t h i s  k in d  o f  ey es, a l th o u g h  th e s e  same eyes a r e  fo u n d  i n  th e  fa m ily  

o f  u n f r ie n d ly  fa c e s  w here th e y  do n o t m i t ig a te  th e  u n f r ie n d l in e s s  

o f  th e  e x p re s s io n . And b e c a u se  when we n o t ic e  t h e  f r i e n d l y  

e x p re s s io n  o f  a f a c e ,  o u r  a t t e n t i o n  i s  drawn to  a  p a r t i c u l a r  f e a tu r e ,  

su c h  as th e  " f r ie n d ly  e y e s ' ,  and does n o t r e s t  on o th e r  f e a tu r e s ,  

a lth o u g h  th e y  to o  a r e  r e s p o n s ib l e  f o r  th e  f r i e n d ly  e :cp ressio n  

(B r.B . p .  1 4 5 ).

When we draw o u t  t h e  im p lic a t io n s  o f  W i t tg e n s te in 's  

analogy  betw een th e  fa m ily  o f  c a se s  o f  som eone 's b e l i e v in g  what he 

s a y s  and th e  fam ily  o f  f r i e n d l y  f a c i a l  e x p re s s io n s , we s e e  th a t  

W it tg e n s te in  h o ld s t h a t  a l th o u g h  a t  f i r s t  we may th in k  t h a t  th e r e  

a r e  c e r t a in  t r a i t s  o r  f e a t u r e s  each  o f  which c o n t r ib u t e s  to  

b e l i e f  and which when p r e s e n t  i n  la r g e  number c o n s t i t u t e  i t ,  and 

a lth o u g h  o u r  ta lk in g  a b o u t t h e  " to n e  o f  c o n v ic t io n "  seem s to  su p p o r t 

t h i s  id e a ,  i t  i s  n o t s o ;  f o r  th e  same f e a tu r e  t h a t  c h a r a c t e r i z e s  a 

c a s e  o f  som eone 's b e l i e v in g  w hat he say s  may n o t c o n t r ib u t e  to  

b e l i e f ,  o r  may even c o n t r ib u t e  to  d i s b e l i e f , in  d i f f e r e n t  su rro u n d ­

in g  c irc u m s ta n c e s . Such f e a t u r e s  a s  th e  to n e  o f  c o n v ic t io n  c h a ra c ­

t e r i z e  c a se s  o f  so m eo n e 's  b e l i e v in g  what he say s  n o t b e c a u se  th ey  

alw ays c o n tr ib u te  to  b e l i e f ,  b u t  because  in  th e  fa m ily  o f  c a se s  o f
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som eone’ s  b e l i e v in g  w hat he say s  th e r e  i s  a  m ain b ran ch  c h a ra c te r ­

iz e d  by th e  to n e  o f  c o n v ic t io n , a lth o u g h  th e  same to n e  o f  vo ice  i s  

found i n  c a s e s  o f  som eone 's  d is b e l ie v in g  w hat he s a y s  w here i t  does 

n o t m i t i g a te  th e  d i s b e l i e f .  And because  when we n o t i c e  t h a t  some­

one b e l i e v e s  w hat he s a y s ,  o u r a t t e n t i o n  i s  drawn to  a  p a r t i c u l a r  

f e a t u r e ,  su ch  a s  th e  to n e  o f  v o ic e , and does n o t r e s t  on o th e r  

fe a tu re s^  a lth o u g h  th e y  to o  a r e  re s p o n s ib le  f o r  t h i s  b e in g  a  case 

o f  som eone 's  b e l i e v in g  w hat he say s  (Cp. B r.B . pp . 1 4 5 -1 4 6 ).

We have now se e n  th a t  W ittg e n s te in  c o n s id e r s  c e r t a in  

f a c i a l  e x p re s s io n s ,  g e s tu r e s ,  and to n e s  o f  v o ic e ,  and  c e r t a in  

a c t i o n s  and e x p e r ie n c e s  t h a t  happen b e fo re  and  a f t e r  someone speaks 

to  be c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s  o f  som eone's b e l ie v in g  w hat he says 

even though  th e y  do n o t o ccu r in  a l l  c a se s  o f  som eone 's  b e lie v in g  

w hat he says and  do o c c u r  in  c a s e s  o f  som eone 's d is b e l i e v in g  what 

he s a y s .  T hese f e a t u r e s  c h a r a c te r iz e  th e  m ain b ra n c h e s  o f  th e  

f a m ily  o f  c a s e s  o f  som eone 's  b e l ie v in g  what he sa y s  and  s e rv e  as 

th e  d i f f e r e n t  c r i t e r i a  t h a t  d i s t i n g u is h ,  u n d e r  d i f f e r e n t  circum ­

s ta n c e s ,  c a s e s  o f  som eone 's  b e l ie v in g  what he sa y s  from  th o s e  o f  

h i s  n o t b e l i e v in g  w hat he sa y s .

T hus, fa m ily  resem b lances and c r i t e r i a  a r e  co n n ec ted  in  

t h a t  f o r  fa m ily -re s e m b la n c e  c o n c e p ts , such  a s  som eone 's  re a d in g  o r  

b e l i e v in g  w hat he s a y s , th e  many d i f f e r e n t  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  fe a tu re s  

t h a t  form  th e  re sem b la n ces  among th e  fa m ily  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  cases 

a r e  i d e n t i c a l  w ith  th e  d i f f e r e n t  c r i t e r i a  t h a t  we a p p ly  i n  d i f f e r ­

e n t c ir c u m s ta n c e s . The c l a r i f i c a t i o n  o f  t h i s  c o n n e c tio n  i l lu m i­

n a te s  b o th  th e  n o tio n  o f  a  fam ily  resem b lance  and th e  n o tio n  o f a 

c r i t e r i o n .
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Fam ily  Resem blances

I n  t h e  T r a c t a tu s . W ittg e n s te in  so u g h t to  e lu c id a te  th e  

e s s e n c e  o r  g e n e ra l  form  o f  a l l  p ro p o s i t io n s  and  a l l  lan g u ag e . But, 

when he abandoned th e  a  p r i o r i  method o f  t h e  T r a c ta tu s  and began 

to  lo o k  a t  th e  a c tu a l  phenomena o f  la n g u a g e , he  fo und  t h a t  " th ese  

phenomena have  no one th in g  in  common w hich makes u s u se  th e  same 

word f o r  a l l ,  b u t a r e  r e l a t e d  to  one a n o th e r  i n  many d i f f e r e n t  ways" 

( p . I .  # 6 5 ) .  In  th e  T r a c t a tu s . he had m a in ta in e d  t h a t  words a re  

names o r  s im p le  s ig n s  which r e f e r  to  o b je c t s  an d  t h a t  th e  meaning 

o f  a  word i s  th e  o b je c t  t h a t  i t  names. B ut, when he began to  look 

a t  how w ords a r e  a c tu a l ly  u se d , he found  t h a t  t h e i r  u se  was much 

more c o m p lic a te d  th a n  he had supposed . He had  assum ed t h a t  a  g en e ra l 

term  m ust name an e lem en t (o r  com bination  o f  e le m e n ts )  t h a t  i s  p re s e n t 

i n  a l l  th e  c a s e s  to  w hich i t  a p p l ie s  and a b s e n t  from a l l  th e  cases 

to  w hich i t  does n o t a p p ly , b u t he found t h a t  t h e  u se  o f  many such 

te rm s i s  b a sed  n o t on th e  p re se n c e  o f  a common e le m e n t, b u t on th e  

p re s e n c e  o f  fa m ily  re se m b la n c e s .

When W it tg e n s te in  in tro d u c e d  th e  n o t io n  o f  a  fam ily  resem ­

b la n c e  i n  th e  B lue Book and in  th e  P h ilo s o p h ic a l  I n v e s t ig a t io n s , he 

u sed  "game" a s  an exam ple o f  a  g e n e ra l te rm  whose u s e  i s  based no t 

on a  common e lem en t, b u t on fa m ily  re se m b la n c e s .

We a r e  i n c l in e d  to  th in k  t h a t  th e r e  m ust b e  som eth in g  in  
common to  a l l  games, s a y , and t h a t  t h i s  common p ro p e r ty  i s  
th e  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  f o r  a p p ly in g  th e  g e n e ra l  te rm  "game" to  
th e  v a r io u s  games; w hereas games form a  fa m ily  th e  members 
o f  w hich have fa m ily  l ik e n e s s e s . Some o f  them have th e  
same n o se , o th e r s  th e  same eyebrows and  o th e r s  a g a in  th e  
same way o f  w alk in g ; and th e s e  l i k e n e s s e s  o v e r la p .  (B l.B .
p . 17)

C o n sid e r f o r  example th e  p ro c e e d in g s  t h a t  we c a l l  
"gam es". I  mean board-gam es, ca rd -g am es, b a ll-g a m e s ,
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Olympic games, and  so  o n . What i s  common to  them a l l ? — 
D o n 't s a y : "T here  m ust be  som eth ing  common, o r  th e y  would
n o t be c a l l e d  ’g a m e s '" —b u t lo o k  and s e e  w hether th e r e  i s  
a n y th in g  common to  a l l . —F or i f  you lo o k  a t  th an  you w i l l  
n o t s e e  som eth ing  t h a t  i s  common to  a l l , b u t s i m i l a r i t i e s ,  
r e l a t i o n s h i p s ,  and  a  w hole s e r i e s  o f  them a t  t h a t .  To 
r e p e a t :  d o n 't  th in k ,  b u t  lo o k ! —Look f o r  example a t  b o a rd -
games; w ith  t h e i r  m u l t i f a r io u s  r e l a t i o n s h ip s .  Now p ass  to  
ca rd -gam es; h e re  you f i n d  many co rrespondences w ith  th e  
f i r s t  g ro u p , b u t many common f e a tu r e s  drop o u t ,  an d  o th e r s  
a p p e a r . When we p a s s  n e x t to  b a ll-g am es , much t h a t  i s  
common i s  r e t a in e d ,  b u t much i s  l o s t . — Are th e y  a l l  
'a m u s in g '?  Compare c h e s s  w ith  noughts and c r o s s e s .  Or i s  
th e r e  alw ays w inn ing  and  lo s in g ,  o r  c o m p e titio n  betw een 
p la y e r s ?  T hink  o f  p a t i e n c e .  In  b a l l  games th e r e  i s  
w inn ing  and  lo s in g ;  b u t  when a  c h i ld  throw s h i s  b a l l  a t  
th e  w a ll and c a tc h e s  i t  a g a in ,  t h i s  f e a tu r e  h as d is a p ­
p e a re d . Look a t  th e  p a r t s  p la y e d  by s k i l l  and  lu c k ;  and 
a t  th e  d i f f e r e n c e  betw een  s k i l l  in  ch ess  and s k i l l  in  
t e n n i s .  T hink now o f  games l i k e  r i n g - a - r in g - a - r o s e s ;  h e re  
i s  th e  e lem en t o f  amusement, b u t how many o th e r  c h a r a c t e r ­
i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  have d is a p p e a re d !  And we can go th ro u g h  
th e  many, many o th e r  g ro u p s  o f  games in  th e  same way; can 
s e e  how s i m i l a r i t i e s  c ro p  up and d is a p p e a r .

And th e  r e s u l t  o f  t h i s  exam ination  i s :  we s e e  a
co m p lica ted  netw ork  o f  s i m i l a r i t i e s  o v e rla p p in g  and  c r i s s ­
c ro s s in g :  som etim es o v e r a l l  s i m i l a r i t i e s ,  som etim es s im i­
l a r i t i e s  o f  d e t a i l .

I  can  th in k  o f  no b e t t e r  e x p re s s io n  to  c h a r a c t e r i z e  
th e s e  s i m i l a r i t i e s  th a n  " fa m ily  re sem b lan ces" ; f o r  th e  
v a r io u s  re sem b la n ces  betw een members o f  a fa m ily : b u i ld ,
f e a t u r e s ,  c o lo u r  o f  e y e s , g a i t ,  tem peram ent, e t c .  e t c .  
o v e r la p  and c r i s s - c r o s s  i n  th e  same w ay.—And I  s h a l l  sa y : 
'gam es ' form  a  f a m ily .  ( P . I .  #66 -6?)

In  th e s e  p a s s a g e s ,W it tg e n s te in  a t t a c k s  what he c o n s id e r s  to  be a

p r im i t i v e ,  o v e r s im p l i f ie d  id e a  o f  th e  way g e n e ra l te rm s  fu n c t io n ,

v i z . ,  th e  id e a  t h a t  th e  m eaning o f  a  g e n e ra l term  i s  some e lem ent

(o r  com b in a tio n  o f  e le m e n ts )  common to  e v e ry th in g  to  w hich i t

a p p l i e s  (B l.B . p p . 1 7 -1 9 ) . F o llow ing  Riohman, G r i f f i n ,  e t  a l . , I

have c a l l e d  t h i s  view  " e s s e n t ia l i s m "  and c h a ra c te r iz e d  i t  a s  th e

view  t h a t  th e  r e f e r e n t s  o f  a  g e n e ra l  term  must have som eth ing  in
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c o m m o n .13 I  u n d e r l in e  th e  word "m ust" to  em phasize t h a t  W ittgen­

s t e i n  i s  a t t a c k in g  n o t  th e  v iew  th a t  th e  r e f e r e n t s  o f  a  g e n e ra l 

term  have so m eth in g  i n  common, b u t th e  view  t h a t  th e y  m ust have 

som eth ing  in  common. W it tg e n s te in  th in k s  t h a t  e s s e n t i a l i s t s  

( in c lu d in g  th e  e a r l y  W it tg e n s te in )  have n o t examined t h e  u se  o f  

g e n e ra l  te rm s and  found  t h a t  th e y  r e f e r  to  common e le m e n ts , b u t 

have m ere ly  assum ed t h a t  g e n e ra l  te rm s m ust r e f e r  to  s u c h  e lem en ts . 

F o r  i f  th e y  had  lo o k e d  a t  how g e n e ra l term s such  a s  "game" a c tu a l ly  

f u n c t io n ,  th e y  w ould have found  n o t com m on'elem ents, b u t  fam ily  

re se m b la n c e s .

A f te r  c o n s id e r in g  a  few f e a tu r e s  t h a t  m ight s e r v e  a s  th e  

elem ent common to  a l l  gam es, W it tg e n s te in  co n c lu d es  t h a t  th e r e  i s  

n o th in g  common to  a l l  games ( P . I .  # 6 6 ) .  But how can  he conclude  

t h i s  w ith  such  c o n fid e n c e ?  C o u ld n 't th e r e  be a  common e lem en t th a t  

he has o v e rlo o k ed ?  S e v e ra l  o f  h is  c r i t i c s  co n ten d  t h a t  th e y  have 

found  su ch  an e le m e n t. K h a tchadou rian  a rg u es  t h a t  a l l  games "have 

a  common c a p a c i ty  to  p ro d u ce  p l e a s u r e . . . i n  th e  p la y e r  o r  p la y e r s  

a n d /o r  th e  s p e c t a t o r s . . .u n d e r  s ta n d a rd  c o n d it io n s  o r  i n  normal 

c o n te x t s . M a n d e l b a u m  s u g g e s ts  t h a t  a l l  games have i n  common 

th e  pu rp o se  f o r  w hich th e y  were in v e n te d ,"  e . g . ,  th e  p o t e n t i a l i t y  

o f  a game to  be  o f  a b s o rb in g  n o n -p r a c t ic a l  i n t e r e s t  to  e i t h e r  

p a r t i c i p a n t s  o r  s p e c t a t o r s . "-3  And M anser a rg u e s  t h a t  a l l  games

13see  c . I .  p .  2 . C f. Richman, "Som ething Common," 822; 
G r i f f i n ,  " W ittg e n s te in ,  U n iv e r s e ls , and Fam ily  R esem b lances,"  635-

^^H aig K h a tch ad o u rian , "Common Names and ' F am ily  Resem­
b l a n c e s ' , "  in  P i t c h e r ,  C o l le c t io n , pp . 210-211 .

^^M aurice Mandelbaum, "Fam ily R esem blances an d  G en e ra l­
i z a t i o n  C oncern ing  th e  A r ts ,"  American P h ilo s o n h ic a l  Q u a r te r ly , I I  
3 ( J u ly  1963) ,  221.
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a r e  so  c a l l e d  "b e c a u se  th e y  a l l  have a  s i m i la r  r o l e  in  human a c t i v ­

i t y , "  v i z .  " th e  a r e a  o f  a  game i s  'm arked o f f  e i t h e r  l i t e r a l l y  o r  

c o n c e p tu a lly  from t h e  norm al a r e a  o f  human l i f e ,  t h a t  o f  genuine 

'a c t i o n '  to  w hich m oral p r e d i c a te s  a p p l y . B u t  th e s e  c r i t i c s  

f a i l  to  r e a l i z e  t h a t  W it tg e n s te in 's  c o n te n t io n  i s  n o t sim p ly  t h a t  

a l l  th e  th in g s  t h a t  we c a l l  "games" have n o th in g  in  common. I f  i t  

w ere , i t  would c e r t a i n l y  be f a l s e ;  f o r  a l l  games have in  common 

t h a t  th e y  a r e  a c t i v i t i e s ,  t h a t  th e y  have a t  l e a s t  one p a r t i c i p a n t ,  

and t h a t  th e y  ta k e  p la c e  w ith in  a c e r t a i n  s p e c i f i a b le  r e g io n  o f  

sp a c e  a t  a  c e r t a i n  s p e c i f i a b l e  t im e ,^7 In d eed , W it tg e n s te in  him­

s e l f  i n d i c a te s  t h a t  a l l  games a r e  p ro c e e d in g s  ( P . I .  # 66) .  H is 

c o n te n t io n  i s  n o t t h a t  games have n o th in g  in  common, b u t t h a t  th e y  

have n o th in g  in  common "w hich makes us u se  th e  same word, f o r  a l l "  

( P . I .  # 65) ,

E s s e n t i a l i s t s ,  a f t e r  a l l ,  assume n o t m erely  t h a t  th e re  

i s  some e lem en t common to  a l l  th e  r e f e r e n t s  o f  a  g e n e ra l  term , 

b u t t h a t  th e  u se  o f  a  g e n e ra l  term  i s  such  t h a t  th e r e  m ust be a  

common e lem en t. And a c c o rd in g  to  W it tg e n s te in ,  th e y  make t h i s  

assu m p tio n  f o r  two r e a s o n s .  F i r s t ,  th e y  th in k  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  a  

common elem en t i s  n e c e s s a ry  to  e x p la in  why a term  a p p l i e s  to  so 

many d i f f e r e n t  th i n g s .  They th in k  t h a t  a l l  games, f o r  example, 

m ust have som eth ing  i n  common o r  th ey  would n o t a l l  be  c a l l e d

l^A nthony R. M anser, "Games and  Fam ily  R esem blances," 
P h ilo so p h y , XLII (1 9 6 7 ), 217-218 .

- 7 c f .  K e ith  C am pbell, "Fam ily R esem blance P r e d i c a te s ,"  
American P h ilo s o n h ic a l  Q u a r te r ly . I I ,  3 ( J u ly  1965), 241; G r i f f in ,  
" W ittg e n s te in , U n iv e r s a ls ,  and  Fam ily  R esem blances,"  637.
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"gam es" ( P . I .  # 6 6 ) ,  Second, th e y  th in k  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  a  common 

e lem en t i s  n e c e s s a ry  to  e x p la in  why a  term  a p p l i e s  to  a  p a r t i c u l a r  

th i n g .  They th in k  we m ust be aw are o f  a  common elem ent w henever 

we c o r r e c t l y  a p p ly  a g e n e ra l  term  to  som eth ing  and t h a t  th e  aware­

n e s s  o f  t h i s  common e lem en t j u s t i f i e s  o u r  a p p ly in g  th e  te rm . Thus, 

w henever we c o r r e c t l y  c a l l  som eth ing  a  game, we m ust f i r s t  have 

i d e n t i f i e d  i t  by n o tin g  th e  p re s e n c e  o f  th e  elem en t common to  a l l  

games (B r.B . p p . 130, 1 3 6 ) .

W it tg e n s te in  th in k s  t h a t  i f  th e r e  w ere an  e lem en t t h a t  

pe rfo rm ed  th e s e  im p o r ta n t f u n c t io n s ,  we would s u r e ly  e i t h e r  know 

w hat i t  was o r  be a b le  to  d is c o v e r  i t  q u i t e  e a s i l y .  T hat i s  why 

he  i n s t r u c t s  u s  to  lo o k  and se e  w hether th e r e  i s  a n y th in g  common 

to  a l l  th e  th in g s  t h a t  we c a l l  "games" ( ? . I .  # 6 6 ) . Richman and 

M anser co n ten d  t h a t  W i t tg e n s te in 's  i n s t r u c t i o n  i s  u n c le a r  because  

W it tg e n s te in  h as  n o t t o l d  u s  "what we a r e  to  lo o k  f o r "; he  h as n o t 

s p e c i f i e d  w hat i s  to  c o u n t a s  "som eth ing  common."1® W ittg e n s te in  

d oes le a v e  h im s e lf  open to  t h i s  c r i t i c i s m ,  f o r  w h ile  s e a rc h in g  f o r  

an  e lem en t common to  a l l  games, he  sa y s  n o th in g  ab o u t th e  fu n c t io n s  

t h a t  such  an e lem en t i s  supposed  to  p e rfo rm . N o n e th e le ss , i f  we 

lo o k  a t  th e  p a ss a g e s  im m ed ia te ly  b e fo re  and a f t e r  h i s  s e a r c h  f o r  

a  common e le m e n t, we w i l l  s e e  t h a t  t h i s  e lem en t i s  supposed  to  

e x p la in  why we ap p ly  th e  same term  to  v a r io u s  th i n g s .  And i f  we 

lo o k  a t  r e l a t e d  p a ss a g e s  in  th e  B lue  and Brown Books (B l.B . p .  17 

& B r.B . pp . 13 0 , 136) ,  we w i l l  s e e  t h a t  t h i s  elem ent i s  a l s o  sup ­

p o sed  to  e x p la in  why we a p p ly  a  g iv e n  term  to  a  p a r t i c u l a r  th in g .

^®Richman, "Som ething Common," 823-824; M anser, "Games 
and  Fam ily  R esem b lances,"  212-213.
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In  a t t a c k in g  e s s e n t i a l i s n ,  W it tg e n s te in  c o n s id e r s  th e  

f u n c t io n s  t h a t  th e  common e lem en t i s  supposed  to  p e rfo rm  and a rgues 

t h a t  th e r e  need n o t  b e , and  g e n e ra l ly  i s  n o t ,  a  common elem ent th a t  

p e rfo rm s th o s e  f u n c t io n s .  Most i n t e r p r e t e r s  c o n c e n t r a te  on  W ittgen­

s t e i n ' s  a t t a c k s  on th e  assu m p tio n  th a t  th e r e  must be  an  elem ent t h a t  

e x p la in s  why we a p p ly  a  te rm  to  so  many d i f f e r e n t  th in g s  and la r g e ly  

ig n o re  h i s  a t t a c k s  on th e  assu m p tio n  t h a t  t h e r e  m ust be an  elem ent 

t h a t  e x p la in s  why we a p p ly  a  term  to  a  p a r t i c u l a r  t h i n g .  Perhaps 

one re a s o n  f o r  t h i s  i s  t h a t  w h ile  many o f  W i t tg e n s te in 's  a t t a c k s  on 

th e  fo rm er a ssu m p tio n  o c c u r  i n  th e  I n v e s t ig a t io n s , m ost o f  h is  

a t t a c k s  on th e  l a t t e r  o c c u r  in  th e  B lue and Brown B ooks. I t  seems 

c l e a r  to  me t h a t  no ad eq u a te  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  W it tg e n s te in 's  

d o c t r in e  o f  fa m ily  r e s s n b la n c e s  w i l l  be fo rthcom ing  u n t i l  h is  

a t t a c k s  on b o th  a ssu m p tio n s  have been c a r e f u l l y  exam ined.

A ccording to  W it tg e n s te in ,  e s s e n t i a l i s t s  assum e t h a t  

th e  r e f e r e n t s  o f  a  g e n e ra l  term  m ust have some e lem en t i n  common 

p a r t l y  becau se  th e y  th in k  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  su c h  an  e lem en t i s  

n e c e s s a ry  to  e x p la in  why a  g e n e ra l  term  su ch  a s  "game" a p p l i e s  to  

so  many d i f f e r e n t  k in d s  o f  th i n g s .  In  s e c t io n  s i x t y - s i x  o f  th e  

I n v e s t ig a t io n s . W it tg e n s te in  c o n s id e r s  v a r io u s  e lem en ts  t h a t  might 

e x p la in  why a l l  th e  d i f f e r e n t  k in d s  o f  games a r e  c a l l e d  "games" and 

th e n  r e j e c t s  each  one b ecau se  he f in d s  a  game, o r  gam es, w hich la c k s  

t h a t  e lem en t. He r e j e c t s  amusement because  he  does n o t  c o n s id e r  

c h e s s  to  be a m u s i n g . jjg r e j e c t s  c o m p e tit io n  betw een p la y e r s

^^One c o u ld  a rg u e  t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  i s  s a y in g  n o t  th a t  
c h e s s  i s  unam using, b u t t h a t  amusement in  c h e s s  i s  d i f f e r e n t  from 
amusement in  nough ts and c r o s s e s .  A lthough I  f in d  th e  l a t t e r  i n t e r ­
p r e t a t i o n  a  more p la u s ib l e  a cco u n t o f  th e  f a c t s ,  I  a c c e p t  th e  form er 
b ecau se  i t s  seems to  be a more a c c u ra te  re n d e r in g  o f  th e  p a ssag e  in  
Q u e s t i o n .
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because  i n  p a t i e n c e  th e r e  i s  no such  e lem en t. He r e j e c t s  w inning 

and lo s in g  b ecau se  "when a  c h i ld  throw s h is  b a l l  a t  t h e  w a ll and 

c a tc h e s  i t  a g a in ,  t h i s  f e a tu r e  h as  d is a p p e a re d ."  And h e  r e j e c t s  

s k i l l  and  lu c k  b e c a u se  n e i t h e r  i s  p re s e n t in  c h i l d r e n 's  games 

l i k e  r i n g - a - r i n g - a - r o s e s .  W it tg e n s te in 's  s t r a t e g y  i n  t h i s  s e c t io n  

i s  to  underm ine th e  s t r o n g  e s s e n t i a l i s t ' s  view  t h a t  a l l  games must 

have som eth ing  u n iq u e  in  common by a rg u in g  t h a t  th e  v a r io u s  c a n d i­

d a te s  f o r  th e  u n iq u e  common elem ent a r e  n o t even common to  a l l  

g am es.20 P u t d i f f e r e n t l y ,  he a t t a c k s  th e  s t ro n g  e s s e n t i a l i s t ' s  

view  t h a t  th e r e  m ust be  an  e lem ent (o r  com b ina tion  o f  e lem en ts ) 

t h a t  can  fu n c t io n  a s  a  n e c e s s a ry  and s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t io n  f o r  a 

g e n e ra l te r m 's  a p p l i c a t i o n  by a rg u in g  th a t  th e  v a r io u s  p roposed  

e lem en ts can n o t even f u n c t io n  as  n ece ssa ry  c o n d it io n s  f o r  i t s  

a p p l i c a t i o n .21 Of c o u rs e ,  i f  t h i s  were th e  whole o f  W it tg e n s te in 's  

a t t a c k ,  he would have l e f t  open th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  an 

elem ent common and  p e c u l i a r  to  a l l  games, w hich can  fu n c t io n  as  a 

n e c e ssa ry  and s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d it io n  f o r  so m e th in g 's  b e in g  a  game, 

t h a t  he h a s  o v e r lo o k e d . T h is i s  n o t th e  whole o f  h i s  a t t a c k ,

^ " S t r o n g  e s s e n t i a l  ism" i s  th e  view t h a t  t h e  r e f e r e n t s  
o f  a  g e n e ra l  te rm  m ust have in  common some elem en t ( o r  com bination  
o f  e le m e n ts )  t h a t  i s  p e c u l i a r  to  them and t h a t  c a n  f u n c t io n  a s  a  
n e c e s s a ry  and s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d it io n  f o r  th e  te r m 's  a p p l i c a t i o n .  I t  
i s  c o n tr a s te d  w ith  th e  view  th a t  th e  r e f e r e n t s  o f  a  g e n e ra l  term  
must have in  common some elem ent (o r  com bination  o f  e ls n e n ts )  th a t  
need n o t be p e c u l i a r  to  them , b u t t h a t  can f u n c t io n  a s  a  n e c e ssa ry  
c o n d it io n  f o r  th e  te r m 's  a p p l ic a t io n .

^ Ic p . J .E .  L lew elyn , "Fam ily R esem blance," P h ilo s o p h ic a l 
Q u a r te r ly , X VIII (196-3), 344; G r i f f in ,  " W ittg e n s te in ,  U n iv e rsa l s ,  
and t'am ily  R esem b lan ces,"  6 j6 ;  W ennerberg, "The C oncept o f  Fam ily 
R esem blance," 107-110; C ohen,“W it tg e n s te in 's  A n t i - E s s e n t i a l i s m ," 
212.



48

how ever, and I  s h a l l  exam ine i t s  o th e r  a s p e c ts  a f t e r  d is c u s s in g  

th e  p roblem s w ith  t h i s  o n e .

U n t i l  now, I  have s a i d  n o th in g  abou t e i t h e r  th e  s tro n g  

e s s e n t i a l i s t ' s  view  o f  d e f i n i t i o n  o r  W it tg e n s te in 's  a t t a c k  on i t .  

One o f  th e  c o r o l l a r i e s  o f  s t r o n g  e s s e n t i a l  ism i s  t h a t  a  g e n e ra l 

te rm  can  be s t r i c t l y  d e f in e d  by a p p e a lin g  to  th e  e lem en t (o r  

co m b in a tio n  o f  e le m e n ts )  t h a t  i s  common and u n ique  to  i t s  r e f e r ­

e n ts  and t h a t  s e r v e s  a s  a  n e c e s s a ry  and s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t io n  f o r  

i t s  a p p l i c a t i o n .  T hus, we can  d e f in e  "human b e in g "  a s  " r a t i o n a l  

a n im a l"  b ecau se  th e  c o m b in a tio n  o f  r a t i o n a l i t y  and  a n i n a l i t y  i s  

common and p e c u l i a r  to  human b e in g s  and s e rv e s  a s  a  n e c e s s a ry  and 

s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t io n  f o r  so m e th in g 's  b e in g  human. W it tg e n s te in  

b e l ie v e s  t h a t  by a t t a c k in g  s t ro n g  e s s e n t i a l i s n  he i s  underm in ing  

th e  view  th a t  ev e ry  g e n e r a l  te rm  can be s t r i c t l y  d e f in e d  i n  t h i s  

way. But, s e v e r a l  o f  h i s  c r i t i c s  p o in t  o u t t h a t  even i f  th e r e  i s  

no common and u n iq u e  e lem en t t h a t  s e rv e s  a s  a  n e c e s s a ry  and 

s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t io n  f o r  so m e th in g 's  b e in g  a  game, th e  te rm  "game" 

m ight s t i l l  be  s t r i c t l y  d e f in e d  by form ing  a  d i s ju n c t io n  o f  th e  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s —amusement, co m p e titio n  betw een p la y e r s ,  

w inn ing  and  lo s in g ,  and  s k i l l  and lu c k —t h a t  form th e  fa m ily  

re sem b lan ces among th e  v a r io u s  g a m e s . 22 At f i r s t  g l a n c e , t h i s  

c r i t i c i s m  seem s w a rra n te d . F o r i f  W it tg e n s te in 's  c o n te n t io n  th a t  

"gam e," e . g . ,  i s  a  fam 11 y - r e s am biance term  i s  m ere ly  th e  c o n te n t io n

22Hichman, "Som ething Common," 825-826; G r i f f i n ,  "V /itt- 
g e n s te in ,  U n iv e r s e ls , and  Fam ily  R esem blances," 648-649; V/enner- 
b e rg , "The Concept o f  F am ily  R esem blance," 119: R ich a rd so n , The 
Grammar o f  J u s t i f i c a t i o n  p . 84; Ardon Lyon, "Fam ily R esem blance, 
V agueness, and Change o f  M e a n in g ,"  T h e o r ia , XXXIV (1 9 6 8 ), 70 -72 .
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t h a t  th e r e  i s  no e l s a e n t  common and p e c u l i a r  to  a l l  games t h a t  can 

fu n c t io n  a s  a  n e c e s s a ry  and  s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d it io n  f o r  th e  c o r r e c t  

a p p l i c a t io n  o f  th e  te rm  "gam e," th e n  th e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu re s  

t h a t  form th e  fa m ily  re sem b la n ces  among th e  v a r io u s  games m ight 

se rv e  a s  s u f f i c i e n t ,  th o u g h  n o t a s  n e c e s s a ry , c o n d i t io n s  f o r  th e  

te rm ’s  c o r r e c t  a p p l i c a t i o n ;  and  i t  c o u ld  th e n  be s t r i c t l y  d e fin e d  

by fo rm ing  t h e i r  d i s ju n c t io n .  Indeed , we m ight go so  f a r  a s  to  

a rg u e  t h a t  th e  r e f e r e n t s  o f  a  fa m ily -re sa m b ia n c e  te rm  do have 

som eth ing  in  common, v i z . ,  th e  d is ju n c t io n  o f  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  

f e a t u r e s .  W it tg e n s te in , how ever, r i g h t l y  r e j e c t s  t h i s  l a s t  p ro ­

p o sa l a s  "o n ly  p la y in g  w ith  w ords":

But i f  someone w ished  to  sa y : "T here i s  som eth ing
common to  a l l  th e s e  c o n s t ru c t io n s —namely th e  d is ju n c t io n  
o f  a l l  t h e i r  common p r o p e r t i e s " — I  sh o u ld  r e p ly :  Now you
a re  o n ly  p la y in g  w ith  w ords. One m ight a s  w e ll sa^f:
"Som ething ru n s  th ro u g h  th e  whole th r e a d —nam ely th e  con­
tin u o u s  o v e r la p p in g  o f  th o s e  f i b r e s .  ( P . I .  # 67 )

We co u ld , however, w ithd raw  o u r  l a s t  p ro p o s a l and s t i l l  i n s i s t  th a t

a  fam ily -re sem b lan ce  te rm  can  be s t r i c t l y  d e f in e d  by fo rm ing  th e

d is ju n c t io n  o f  i t s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s .  I  s h a l l  soon p re s e n t

an in t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  W it tg e n s te in ’ s  n o tio n  o f  a  fa m ily  resem blance

t h a t  e l im in a te s  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  d i s ju n c t iv e  d e f i n i t i o n .  But

b e fo re  I  do , I  want to  s k e tc h  th e  o th e r  prob lem s w ith  w hich such

an in t e r p r e t a t i o n  m ust d e a l .

We have seen  th a t^ a r c o r d in g  to  W it tg e n s te in ,  th e  e ssen - 

t i a l i s t  p o s i t s  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  a  common e lem en t p a r t l y  to  answer 

th e  q u e s t io n  "Why do we c a l l  a l l  th e s e  d i f f e r e n t  th in g s  by th e  

same name?" And i f  we lo o k  a t  th e  p a ssa g e s  im m ed ia te ly  b e fo re  and 

a f t e r  W it tg e n s te in ’s s e a r c h  f o r  th e  common e le m e n t, we s e e  t h a t
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W it tg e n s te in  in t ro d u c e s  fa m ily  resem b lances a s  an  a l t e r n a t i v e  

answ er to  th e  same q u e s t io n .  He in tro d u c e s  th e  game ana logy  to  

make i t  p la u s ib l e  t h a t  we c a l l  th e  v a r io u s  p a r t s  o f  language  

"lan g u ag e"  b ecau se  th e y  a r e  r e l a t e d  to  one a n o th e r  i n  many 

d i f f e r e n t  w ays. And i n  s e a rc h in g  f o r  th e  elem en t common to  a l l  

gam es, he w ants us t o  s e e  t h a t  th e  v a r io u s  games a r e  c a l l e d  "games" 

b e c a u se  o f  fa m ily  re sem b la n ces  betw een them . F in a l ly ,  when he 

com pares games to  numbers to  c l a r i f y  h is  a s s e r t i o n  t h a t  games 

form  a  fa m ily , he b e g in s  w ith  th e  q u e s t io n  "Why do we c a l l  

som eth ing  a  'n u m b e r '? "  ( P . I .  # 67)

When th e  e x is te n c e  o f  fam ily  re sem b lan ces i s  tak en  to  

be an a l t e r n a t i v e  answ er to  th e  q u e s t io n  "Why do we c a l l  a l l  

th e s e  d i f f e r e n t  th in g s  by th e  same name?" a number o f  problem s 

a r i s e ,  in c lu d in g  what Richman c a l l s  th e  Problem  o f  Wide-Onen 

T e x tu re ;

. . . t h e  n o tio n  o f  fa m ily  resem b lances may a cco u n t f o r  
o u r  ex te n d in g  th e  a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  a g iv e n  g e n e ra l  te rm ; 
b u t i t  does n o t seem to  p la c e  any l i m i t  on t h i s  p ro c e s s .
I f  i t  i s  to  s e rv e  a s  an a l t e r n a t i v e  to  th e  e s s e n t i a l i s t  
(" so m eth in g  common") view  o f  (some o r  a l l )  g e n e ra l  te rm s , 
i t  m ust acco u n t f o r  o u r  l im i t i n g  t h e i r  a p p lc a t io n  on  p a in  
o f  f a i l i n g  to  ac c o u n t f o r  t h e i r  u s e f u ln e s s .23

Richman acknow ledges t h a t  p ro p o n en ts  o f  th e  fa m ily -re se m b la n c e  view

do n o t in te n d  to  im ply  t h a t  a  g e n e ra l  te r m 's  a p p l i c a t i o n  i s  u n lim ite d ,

b u t i n s i s t s  t h a t  i f  th e y  a r e  to  a v o id  t h i s  a b su rd  im p lic a t io n ,  they

m ust s p e c i f y  w hat s o r t s  o f  s i m i l a r i t i e s  d e te rm in e  th e  a p p l i c a b i l i t y

o f  a  g e n e ra l  te rm . Or a s  Simon p u ts  i t ,  th e y  m ust s p e c i f y  when a

resem b lan ce  i s  a  fa m ily  r e s e m b l a n c e . 2^ Pompa a ls o  d is c u s s e s  th i s

2 3 H ich m an , "Som ething Common," 829.

2 ^ '! ic h a e i A. Simon, "When i s  a  Resem blance a  Fam ily 
R esem blance?," Mind, IXXVIII (1969 ), 409.
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prob lem , a rg u in g  t h a t  s in c e  any two th in g s  e i t h e r  re se m b le  each 

o th e r  i n  some way o r  can  be r e l a te d  to  one a n o th e r  by a  s e r i e s  o f  

in te rm e d ia te  c a s e s ,  W i t tg e n s te in 's  n o tio n  o f  a  fa m ily  resem blance  

i s  u s e l e s s  u n le s s  someone can  g iv e  u s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  d e c id in g  

w hich re sem b la n ces  a r e  fa m ily  re sem b la n ces . We c e r t a i n l y  would 

n o t w ant to  say  t h a t  a l l  resem b lances a r e  fa m ily  re se m b la n c e s , f o r  

th e n  s t r e e t  f i g h t i n g ,  w hich resem b les  box ing  a t  l e a s t  a s  much as 

box ing  re se m b le s  c h e s s ,  would have to  be  c l a s s i f i e d  a s  a  game.

H ence, t h e  need  f o r  a  c r i t e r i o n  t h a t  d e te rm in e s  w hich resem blances 

a r e  fa m ily  r e s e m b la n c e s .25

C lo se ly  t i e d  to  th e  problem  o f  w ide-open  t e x t u r e  i s  what 

I  w i l l  c a l l  th e  Froblem  o f  In a p p ro p r ia te  A nalogs. S e v e ra l  i n t e r ­

p r e t e r s  a rg u e  t h a t  i t  i s  in a p p r o p r ia te  to  compare th e  s i m i l a r i t i e s  

s h a re d  by th e  r e f e r e n t s  o f  a  g e n e ra l te rm , su ch  a s  “gam e," to  th e  

re sem b lan ces  sh a re d  by th e  members o f  a  fa m ily  b ecau se  w h ile  

W it tg e n s te in  a p p e a ls  to  fa m ily  resem b lances to  answ er th e  q u e s tio n  

"Why do we c a l l  a l l  th e s e  d i f f e r e n t  th in g s  by th e  same name?", th e  

an a lo g o u s  q u e s t io n  "Why do we c a l l  a l l  th e s e  d i f f e r e n t  p e o p le  

members o f  th e  same fa m ily ? "  i s  answ ered by a p p e a l in g  n o t  to  

fa m ily  re se m b la n c e s , b u t to  a n c e s t ry .  As Pompa e x p la in s ,  th e  

an a lo g y  b re a k s  down b ecau se  " th e  con cep t o f  a  fa m ily  i s  independen t 

o f ,  and l o g i c a l l y  p r i o r  t o ,  t h a t  o f  th e  re sem b lan ces  betw een  i t s  

m em bers," w hereas th e  c o n cep t o f  a game i s  supposed  to  depend on, 

and be l o g i c a l l y  p o s t e r i o r  t o ,  t h a t  o f  th e  s i m i l a r i t i e s  betw een

Pompa, "Fam ily R esem blance," P h ilo s o p h ic a l  ' ^ a r t e r l y , 
XVII ( 1967) ,  65- 66; a l s o  c f .  G r i f f in ,  " W ittg e n s te in ,  U n iv e r s a ls , and 
Fam ily  R esem b lances,"  644, and W ennerberg, "The Concept o f  Fam ily 
R esem blance ,"  115-117.
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i t s  r e f e r e n t s .  The c o n c e p t o f  a fam ily  i s  in d e p e n d e n t o f  t h a t  o f  

fam ily  re s e m b la n c e s , f o r  a  p e r s o n 's  fam ily  m em bership i s  d e te rm in ed  

by h is  a n c e s t r y ,  n o t by w h e th e r he  re sem b le s  o th e r  members o f  th e  

fa m ily .26  ^  Simon p o in t s  o u t ,  i t  i s  c o n c e iv a b le  t h a t  a  p e rs o n

have no o b v io u s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s  in  common w ith  o th e r  mem­

b e rs  o f  h i s  own f a m i ly . 27

Y e t, W it tg e n s te in  a p p a re n tly  h o ld s  t h a t  t h e  c o n c e p t o f  

a game depends on t h a t  o f  th e  s i m i l a r i t i e s  betw een i t s  r e f e r e n t s ,  

f o r  he b e l i e v e s  t h a t  we can n o t j u s t i f y  o u r c la im  t h a t  so m eth in g  i s  

a game w ith o u t e s t a b l i s h i n g  t h a t  i t  re sem b le s  o th e r  gam es. In d eed , 

f o r  W it tg e n s te in ,  i t  i s  in c o n c e iv a b le  t h a t  one game have no c h a ra c ­

t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  in  common w ith  o th e r s .  Pompa a s s e r t s  t h a t  th e  

concept o f  a fa m ily  i s  l o g i c a l l y  p r i o r  to  t h a t  o f  f a m ily  resem ­

b lan ces b ecau se  w h ile  we can  e s t a b l i s h  t h a t  p e o p le  b e lo n g  to  th e  

same fa m ily  w ith o u t e s t a b l i s h in g  t h a t  th e r e  a r e  f a m ily  re sem b la n ces  

betw een them , we c a n n o t e s t a b l i s h  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  f a m ily  resem ­

b lan ces  w ith o u t e s t a b l i s h i n g  fa m ily  m em bership. Y e t, W it tg e n s te in  

a p p a re n tly  m a in ta in s  t h a t  th e  co n c e p t o f  a  game i s  l o g i c a l l y  p o s te ­

r i o r  t o  t h a t  o f  th e  s i m i l a r i t i e s  betw een i t s  r e f e r e n t s ,  f o r  he u ses  

th o se  s i m i l a r i t i e s  to  e x p la in  how we ex ten d  o u r  c o n c e p t o f  a  game.

I t  sh o u ld  now be  c l e a r  t h a t  i f  we ta k e  t h e  e x is te n c e  o f  

fam ily  re se m b la n c e s  t o  b e  an  a l t e r n a t i v e  answ er t o  th e  q u e s t io n  

"Why do we c a l l  th e s e  d i f f e r e n t  th in g s  by th e  same nam e?", we w i l l  

be fa c e d  w ith  t h e  p rob lem s o f  w ide-open  t e x t u r e  and  in a p p r o p r ia te

26pompa, "F am ily  R esem blance," 6 5 .

2?Sim on, "When i s  a  R esem blance a  F am ily  R esem blance?”
409.
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a n a lo g y . I  do ta k e  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  fam ily  resem b lances to  be an 

a l t e r n a t i v e  answ er to  t h i s  q u e s t io n ,  bu t I  th in k  t h a t  a n  ad eq u a te  

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  th e  d o c tr in e  o f  fam ily  resem b lances c an  so lv e  

th e s e  p rob lem s. Such an in t e r p r e t a t i o n  m ust ta k e  in to  acco u n t 

n o t o n ly  W it tg e n s te in 's  a t t a c k  on  th e  assum ption  t h a t  t h e r e  m ust 

be a  common e lem en t to  e x p la in  why we ap p ly  th e  same g e n e ra l  term  

to  so  many d i f f e r e n t  k in d s  o f  t h i n g s , b u t a ls o  h is  a t t a c k  on th e  

assu m p tio n  th a t  t h e r e  m ust be a  common elem ent to  e x p la in  why we 

a p p ly  a g e n e ra l  te rm  to  a  p a r t i c u l a r  th in g .  Having exam ined W itt­

g e n s t e i n 's  a t t a c k  on th e  f i r s t  assu m p tio n , I  now tu r n  t o  h i s  a t t a c k  

on th e  second .

H i t tg e n s te in  d is c u s s e s  th e  second assum ption  in  th e  Broun 

Book, where he t e l l s  us t h a t  th e  e s s e n t i a l i s t  th in k s  t h a t  w henever 

we c o r r e c t ly  ap p ly  a  g e n e ra l  term  to  som eth ing , a c e r t a i n  in te rm e ­

d ia r y  s t e p  m ust ta k e  p la c e ,  v i z . ,  n o t ic in g  th e  p re sen ce  o f  a  common 

e le m e n t. We m ight e x p e c t W it tg e n s te in  to  a g re e  t h a t  t h e r e  m ust be 

an  in te rm e d ia ry  s t e p  and  th e n  to  a rg u e  th a t  i t  c o n s i s t s  in  n o t ic in g  

n o t  th e  p re se n c e  o f  a  common e lem en t, b u t th e  p re sen ce  o f  some o f  

th e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  t h a t  form fa m ily  re sem b la n ce . Y et, he 

does n o t do t h i s ,  b u t a rg u e s  t h a t  th e r e  need be no in te rm e d ia ry  

s t e p ;  f o r  we can  im m ed ia te ly  a p p ly  a  g e n e ra l term  to  so m eth ing .

The e s s e n t i a l i s t  assum es t h a t  n o t i c in g  th e  p re sen ce  o f  a  common 

e lem en t i s  a  s e p a r a te  a c t  t h a t  m ust p reced e  th e  a c t  o f  a p p ly in g  

th e  g e n e ra l  te rm . But W it tg e n s te in  a rg u es  t h a t  th e r e  need be no 

s e p a r a te  a c t ,  f o r  what we c a l l  " n o t ic in g  th e  p re sen ce  o f  th e  common 

e lem en t"  may c o n s i s t  p a r t i a l l y  o r  w holly  in  be in g  prom pted to  app ly  

th e  g e n e ra l  te rm . He a ls o  i n s i s t s  t h a t  a lth o u g h  th e  grammar o f



5^

c e r t a i n  g e n e ra l  te rm s seem s to  su g g e s t th e  n e c e s s i ty  o f  an  in te rm e­

d ia r y  s t e p ,  th e r e  need be  no su c h  s t e p ;  f o r  such  te rm s a r e  used in  

c a s e s  w here th e r e  i s  none (B r.B . p .  130)* A cco rd in g ly , an  essen ­

t i a l i s t  m ight th in k  t h a t  th e r e  m ust be an elem en t su ch  a s  amusement 

t h a t  i s  common to  a l l  gam es, f o r  we can n o t c o r r e c t l y  c a l l  som ething 

a  game u n t i l  we have ta k e n  th e  in te rm e d ia ry  s te p  o f  n o t i c in g  th a t  

i t  i s  am using. B ut W it tg e n s te in  would a rg u e  t h a t  we o f t e n  c o r r e c t ly  

c a l l  som eth ing  a  game w ith o u t  h av in g  ta k e n  any su ch  s t e p .  According 

to  him , such  s t e p s  a r e  p o s s ib le ,  b u t n o t n e c e s s a ry . I  may n o tic e  

t h a t  som eth ing  i s  am using b e fo r e  I  c a l l  i t  a  game, b u t I  need  n o t 

do s o .  The c o r r e c t  u se  o f  th e  word does n o t r e q u i r e  su c h  in te rm e­

d ia r y  s t e p s ,  and som etim es we do n o t ta k e  them . M oreover, when we 

do ta k e  them , what we n o t i c e  i s  n o t th e  p re sen ce  o f  a  common e lem en t, 

b u t th e  p re se n c e  o f  some o f  th e  v a r io u s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s  t h a t  

form  fam ily  re se m b la n c e s .

Having exam ined W it tg e n s te in 's  a t t a c k s  on th e  e s s e n t i a l ­

i s t ' s  a ssu m p tio n s , I  can  now a d d re s s  th e  problem s w ith  th e  n o tio n  

o f  a fam ily  re sem b la n ce . E a r l i e r  we saw th a t  i f  th e  d i f f e r e n t  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s  t h a t  form  th e  fa m ily  re sem b la n ces  among a  

g e n e ra l  te r m 's  r e f e r e n t s  w ere s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d it io n s  f o r  i t s  a p p l i ­

c a t i o n ,  i t  c o u ld  be s t r i c t l y  d e f in e d  by form ing t h e i r  d i s ju n c t io n .  

B ut s in c e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  a r e  i d e n t i c a l  w ith  c r i t e r i a ,  

w hich need n o t be and  g e n e r a l ly  a r e  n o t s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d it io n s  f o r  

w hat th e y  a r e  c r i t e r i a  o f ;  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s  need n o t be and 

g e n e r a l ly  a r e  n o t s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d it io n s  f o r  a te r m 's  a p p l i c a t i o n .

I f  we reexam ine W i t tg e n s te in 's  d is c u s s io n  o f  th e  concep t 

o f  b e l i e f ,  we f in d  t h a t  th e  f e a tu r e s  t h a t  c h a r a c t e r i z e  th e  v a r io u s
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c a s e s  o f  som eone 's  b e l ie v in g  what he say s  a r e  n o t s u f f i c i e n t  con­

d i t i o n s  f o r  th e  a s c r i p t i o n  o f  b e l i e f .  F o r W it tg e n s te in  m a in ta in s  

t h a t  th o s e  f e a t u r e s  do n o t alw ays c o n tr ib u te  t o  b e l i e f  a n d  some­

tim es  even c o n t r ib u t e  to  d i s b e l i e f  (B r.B . pp . 1 4 5 -1 4 6 ). C le a rly , 

th e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  o f  b e l i e f  a r e  i n s u f f i c i e n t  f o r  th e  

t e r m 's  a p p l i c a t i o n ,  and  th e  same seems to  be t r u e  o f  t h e  f e a tu re s  

t h a t  c h a r a c t e r i z e  th e  v a r io u s  games. B eing am using i s  a  c h a ra c ­

t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e  o f  games, b u t i t  i s  n o t a  s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d it io n  

f o r  s o m e th in g 's  b e in g  a  game because  many am using th in g s  a r e  no t 

gam es. And th e  same i s  t r u e  o f  c o m p e tit io n , w inn ing  and  lo s in g ,  

and  s k i l l  and lu c k ;  th e y  a r e  n o t s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t io n s  f o r  being  

a  game becau se  many th in g s  t h a t  have th e s e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  a re  

n o t gam es. T hus, we ca n n o t s t r i c t l y  d e f in e  th e  term  "game" by 

s a y in g  t h a t  so m eth in g  i s  a game i f  and on ly  i f  i t  in v o lv e s  e i th e r  

amusement o r  c o m p e tit io n  betw een p la y e r s  o r  w inning  and lo s in g  o r  

s k i l l  and lu c k .  And th e  same i s  t r u e  o f  a l l  fam ily -re se m b la n c e  

te rm s : th e y  ca n n o t be s t r i c t l y  d e f in e d  by fo rm in g  th e  d is ju n c t io n

o f  th e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  t h a t  s e rv e  a s  o u r  c r i t e r i a  f o r  

t h e i r  a p p l i c a t i o n  b e c a u se  th o s e  f e a tu r e s  a r e  n o t s u f f i c i e n t  con­

d i t i o n s  f o r  t h e i r  a p p l i c a t i o n .  Lycan i s  th u s  c o r r e c t  in  su g g e s tin g  

t h a t  a  fa m ily -re s e m b la n c e  term  i s  a term  whose a p p l i c a b i l i t y  i s  

governed  by c r i t e r i a  t h a t  "do n o t d i s ju n c t iv e ly  c o n s t i t u t e  a s t r i c t  

d e f i n i t i o n  o f  th e  te rm .

Having e l im in a te d  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  d i s ju n c t iv e  d e f i ­

n i t i o n ,  I  tu r n  to  t h e  p rob lem s o f  w ide-open t e x t u r e  and in a p p ro p r ia te

^^Lycan, "N o n in d u c tiv e  & /id en ce ,"  121.
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a n a lo g y . We saw e a r l i e r  t h a t  i n t e r p r e t e r s  co n ten d  t h a t  we 

can  s o lv e  th e  prob lem  o f  w ide-open t e x tu r e  by d e te rm in in g  which 

re sem b la n ces  a r e  fa m ily  resem b lances. And s in c e  f a m ily  resem blances 

a r e  form ed by c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s ,  we c o u ld  a l s o  s o lv e  th e  

problem  by s p e c i f y in g  which f e a tu re s  a r e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c .  The 

f e a t u r e s  t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  c o n s id e rs  to  be c a n d id a te s  f o r  th e  

e lem en t common to  a l l  games a re  a l l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  o f  

gam es. They s t i c k  o u t a s  somehow b e ing  im p o rta n t to  so m e th in g 's  

b e in g  a  game. We ap p e a l to  them to  e x p la in  why two v e ry  d i f f e r e n t  

th in g s  a r e  b o th  c a l l e d  'gam es' and em phasize them when u s in g  "game" 

m e ta p h o r ic a l ly .  We a ls o  appea l to  them to  s e t t l e  d is a g re e m e n ts  

a b o u t w h e th e r som eth ing  i s  a  game. C h a r a c t e r i s t ic  f e a t u r e s  e x p la in  

why we c a l l  su ch  d i f f e r e n t  th in g s  as s o l i t a i r e ,  t e n n i s ,  and chess 

'g am es’ by h e lp in g  to  show th e  c o n n ec tio n s  betw een them .

W it tg e n s te in  t a l k s  abou t c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  in  d i s ­

c u s s in g  th e  c o n c e p t o f  b e l i e f .  When asked  why we s a y  t h a t  a c e r ta in  

ty p e  o f  eyes m akes a  fa c e  look  f r ie n d ly ,  he answ ers t h a t  we say  th i s  

b ecau se  in  th e  f a m ily  o f  f r ie n d ly  fa c e s  th e r e  i s  a  "m ain branch" 

c h a r a c t e r i z e d  by t h a t  ty p e  o f  eyes and b ecau se  when we n o t i c e  th e  

f r i e n d l y  e x p re s s io n  o f  a  f a c e , o u r  a t t e n t i o n  i s  draw n to  t h a t  

p a r t i c u l a r  f e a t u r e  and n o t to  o th e r s ,  a lth o u g h  th e y  to o  a r e  respon ­

s i b l e  f o r  th e  f r i e n d ly  ex p re s s io n  (B r.B . p .  1^5)* T hus, c h a ra c te r ­

i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  mark th e  main b ranches o f  a  fa m ily -re s e m b la n c e  con­

c e p t  and  o f t e n  c a p tu r e  o u r  a t t e n t io n  when we n o t i c e  t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  

th in g s  f a l l  u n d e r  such  co n cep ts .

None o f  t h i s  seems very  h e lp f u l ,  how ever, f o r  we w i l l  no t 

s o lv e  th e  problem  o f  w ide-open t e x tu r e  u n t i l  we e x p la in  how
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c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  d e te rm in e  w hether a  term  a p p l i e s  to  p a r t i c ­

u l a r  t h in g s .  At f i r s t ,  we th o u g h t t h a t  th e y  p ro v id e d  s u f f i c i e n t  

c o n d i t io n s  f o r  th e  te r m 's  a p p l ic a t io n ,  so t h a t  two o r  more th in g s  

c o u ld  be subsumed u n d e r  th e  same fam ily -re sem b lan ce  te rm  i f  and 

o n ly  i f  each  had a t  l e a s t  one o f  th e  f e a tu r e s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  

t h e  te r m 's  r e f e r e n t s .  B u t, we now know t h i s  w i l l  n o t  do because 

i n d iv id u a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s  a re  n o t s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d it io n s  

f o r  th e  te r m 's  a p p l i c a t i o n .  W ell, th e n , p e rh ap s  th e  p o s s e s s io n  

o f  two o r  th r e e  o r  some l a r g e r  minimum number o f  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  

f e a t u r e s  i s  s u f f i c i e n t .  Pompa and Manser p ro p o se  t h i s  i n t e r p r e ­

t a t i o n  when th e y  s u g g e s t  t h a t  in  in tro d u c in g  th e  n o tio n  o f  a  

fa m ily  re sem b la n ce  W it tg e n s te in  c la im s t h a t  th e  p o s s e s s io n  o f  a 

c e r t a i n  minimum num ber o f  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o u t o f  a s p e c i f i e d  s e t  

i s  a  s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t io n  f o r  th e  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  o f  som eth ing  

u n d e r a g iv e n  g e n e ra l  c o n c e p t . 29 Simon a t t a c k s  t h i s  i n t e r p r e t a ­

t i o n ,  a rg u in g  t h a t  t h e  e x is te n c e  o f  fa m ily  re sem b la n ces  betw een 

d i f f e r e n t  th in g s  can  e x p la in  why we ap p ly  a g e n e ra l  te rm  to  them 

o n ly  when com bined w ith  th e  n o tio n  o f  a  "paradigm  c a s e ,"  i . e . ,  a  

c a s e  t h a t  in c lu d e s  a l l  th e  f e a tu r e s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  a  g iv e n  

g e n e ra l  c o n c e p t. A ccord ing  to  Simon, a  g e n e ra l term  l i k e  "game" 

a p p l i e s  to  two o r  m ore d i f f e r e n t  th in g s  i f  and o n ly  i f  each  

p o s s e s s e s  some o f  th e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  p o sse sse d  by th e  paradigm  

c a s e  o f  a game. T hus, a lth o u g h  th e r e  i s  no f e a t u r e ,  o r  s e t  o f

^9pompa, "F am ily  R esem blance, " 66-67; M anser, "Games 
and  Fam ily  R esem b lan ces,"  211; David Coder, "Fam ily R esem blances 
and  Paradigm  C a se s ,"  D ia lo g u e . VI (196?) 362.
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f e a t u r e s ,  t h a t  a  th in g  m ust have to  h e  a game, th e r e  i s  a  s e t  o f  

f e a tu r e s  t h a t  d e f in e s  a  paradigm  c a se  o f  a  gam e.30

I  f i n d  Sim on’s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  u n s a t i s f a c to r y  because  

th e r e  i s  no t e x t u a l  ev id en c e  f o r  i t  and b e c a u se  i t  r u l e s  o u t 

som eth ing  t h a t  W i t tg e n s te in 's  d o c tr in e  o f  f a m ily  re sem b la n ces  

a llo w s , v i z .  m u tu a lly  e x c lu s iv e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s .  On 

S im o n 's  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  none o f  th e  f e a t u r e s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  a 

g e n e ra l  c o n c e p t l i k e  game can  be m u tu a lly  e x c lu s iv e  b ecau se  every 

such  c o n c e p t m ust have a  paradigm  c a se  t h a t  in c lu d e s  a l l  i t s  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s .

S im o n 's  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  seem s a c c e p ta b le  a t  f i r s t ,  f o r  

none o f  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s  o f  games m en tioned  by I '/ ittg en - 

s te in - - a m u s 8 a e n t ,  c o m p e tit io n  betw een p la y e r s ,  w inn ing  and lo s in g , 

and s k i l l  and lu c k —a r e  m u tu a lly  e x c lu s iv e .  In d e e d , W ittg e n s te in  

even m en tio n s  games t h a t  have a l l  o f  th e s e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s :  

t e n n i s ,  b o ard -g am es, ca rd -gam es, and b a ll-g a m e s . N o n e th e le s s , i f  

we lo o k  c a r e f u l l y  a t  th e  n a tu re  o f  a c tu a l  fa m ily  re sem b la n ces  and 

a t  W it tg e n s te in 's  a p p l i c a t i o n s  o f  th e  n o tio n  o f  a  fa m ily  resem ­

b la n c e , we w i l l  f i n d  t h a t  h i s  n o tio n  a llo w s a g e n e ra l  c o n c e p t to  

have m u tu a lly  e x c lu s iv e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s .

I n  th e  I n v e s t i g a t i o n s , W it tg e n s te in  rem arks t h a t  he  can 

th in k  o f  no b e t t e r  e x p re s s io n  to  c h a r a c t e r i z e  th e  s i m i l a r i t i e s  

betw een th e  v a r io u s  games th a n  " ' fa m ily  re s e m b la n c e s ' ; f o r  th e  

v a r io u s  re se m b la n c e s  betw een members o f  a  fa m ily ;  b u i ld ,  f e a tu r e s ,

3^Simon, "When i s  a  Resem blance a  F am ily  R esem blance?," 
4 12-43 ; C f. C oder, "F am ily  R esem blances and Paradigm  C a se s ,"  363.



59

c o lo u r  o f  e y e s , g a i t ,  tem peram ent, e t c .  e t c .  o v e r la p  and  c r i s s ­

c ro s s  in  th e  same way" ( P . I .  # 6 ? ) .  C o n sid e rin g  th e  resem b lances 

W it tg e n s te in  m en tions h e re ,  we s e e  t h a t  f o r  some f a m i l ie s  th e r e  

can be no paradigm  b ecau se  th e  v a r io u s  members o f  th e  fa m ily  

e x h ib i t  more th a n  one c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  b u i ld ,  ty p e  o f  n o se , e t c .

And th e  v a r io u s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  b u i ld s ,  n o se s , e t c . ,  a r e  m u tu a lly  

e x c lu s iv e ; f o r  i t  i s  in c o n c e iv a b le  t h a t  one p e rs o n  have  two 

d i f f e r e n t  b u i ld s  ( s l i g h t  and s to c k y )  o r  two d i f f e r e n t  noses 

(Homan and  p u g ).

W it tg e n s te in 's  a p p l i c a t io n  o f  th e  d o c tr in e  o f  fa m ily  

resem b lan ces to  th e  c o n c e p t o f  b e l i e f  p ro v id e s  f u r t h e r  ev id en ce  

t h a t  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  may be m u tu a lly  e x c lu s iv e .  In  d i s ­

c u ss in g  som eone 's b e l i e v in g  what he say s  (B r .3 .  pp. 144-146), 

W it tg e n s te in  t e l l s  u s t h a t  i t s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  in c lu d e  

c e r t a in  f a c i a l  e x p re s s io n s , g e s tu r e s ,  and to n e s  o f  v o ic e  w hich a re  

com parable to  th e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s  o f  a  f r i e n d ly  f a c e .  But 

c e r t a in l y  some o f  th e  f e a t u r e s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  a f r i e n d l y  fa c e  

a r e  m u tu a lly  e x c lu s iv e .  T here i s ,  f o r  exam ple, more th a n  one s o r t  

o f  f r i e n d ly  mouth; and  s in c e  a  p e rs o n  can n o t have two s o r t s  o f  

m ouths a t  once, th e  v a r io u s  s o r t s  o f  f r ie n d ly  mouths a r e  m u tu a lly  

e x c lu s iv e .  S im ila r ly ,  th e r e  m ight be more th a n  one to n e  o f  v o ic e  

t h a t  i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  b e l i e f ,  and s in c e  a  p e rso n  can n o t have 

two d i f f e r e n t  to n e s  o f  v o ic e  a t  once , th e  v a r io u s  to n e s  o f  v o ice  

t h a t  a re  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  b e l i e f  would be m u tu a lly  e x c lu s iv e .

I  th in k  we can  now conc lude  th a t  W i t tg e n s te in 's  d o c tr in e  

o f  fam ily  resem b lances a llo w s  a g e n e ra l  te r m 's  r e f e r e n t s  to  have 

m u tu a lly  e x c lu s iv e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s  and i s ,  th e r e f o r e ,
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in c o m p a tib le  w ith  S im on 's n o t io n  o f  a  paradigm  c a s e . We m ust, 

t h e r e f o r e ,  r e j e c t  S im on 's i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  and r e tu r n  to  Pompa and  

M a n se r 's  s u g g e s t io n  t h a t  th e  p o s s e s s io n  o f  a  c e r t a i n  minimum 

number o f  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o u t  o f  a s p e c i f ie d  s e t  i s  s u f f i c i e n t  

f o r  a  g e n e ra l  t e r m 's  a p p l i c a t i o n .  T h is  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  seems 

p ro m is in g , f o r  i t  n e i t h e r  makes in d iv id u a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s  

s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d it io n s  n o r  d is a l lo w s  m u tu a lly  e x c lu s iv e  c h a r a c te r ­

i s t i c  f e a t u r e s .  Y et, I  j o i n  R ichardson  in  r e j e c t i n g  i t  b ecause  

th e r e  i s  no t e x t u a l  e v id en c e  f o r  i t . 31 i  would o n ly  add  th a t  th e r e  

i s  te x t u a l  ev id en c e  t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  r e j e c t s  i t .  F o r  in  d i s c u s s ­

in g  th e  co n cep t o f  b e l i e f ,  he  w r i te s  t h a t  th e  same c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  

f e a t u r e s  t h a t  c o n t r ib u t e  to  b e l i e f  in  one c o n te x t may n o t c o n t r ib ­

u te  to  b e l i e f ,  o r  may even c o n t r ib u t e  to  d i s b e l i e f ,  in  d i f f e r e n t  

su rro u n d in g  c ir c u m s ta n c e s . T hus, W ittg e n s te in  h o ld s t h a t  c h a ra c ­

t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  a re  n o t th e  o n ly  th in g s  t h a t  d e te rm in e  th e  

g e n e ra l  te r m 's  a p p l i c a b i l i t y ;  r a t h e r ,  th e y  combine w ith  th e  c i r ­

cum stances in  w hich th e y  o c c u r  to  d e te rm in e  i t .  Now i t  lo o k s  a s  

i f  we can  p ro v id e  a  p r e c i s e  fo rm u la t io n  o f  th e  n o t io n  o f  a  fa m ily  

re sem b lan ce  t h a t  s o lv e s  th e  problem  o f  w ide-open t e x t u r e  by 

in c lu d in g  th e  c irc u m s ta n c e s  i n  o u r  fo rm u la t io n . I  w i l l  d e te rm in e  

w h e th e r t h i s  can  be done in  c h a p te r  I I I .

I  m ust now tu r n  to  th e  problem  o f  in a p p r o p r ia te  an a lo g y .

We saw e a r l i e r  t h a t  b o th  Pompa and Simon f in d  i t  in a p p r o p r ia te  to  

com pare th e  s i m i l a r i t i e s  s h a re d  by th e  r e f e r e n t s  o f  a  g e n e ra l term  

such  a s  "game" to  th e  re sem b la n ces  sh a re d  by th e  members o f  a  fam ily

3 iR ic h a rd so n , The Grammar o f  J u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  p . 84.
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b ecau se  w h ile  W it tg e n s te in  in t ro d u c e s  fa m ily  re s e m b la n c e s  a t  l e a s t

p a r t l y  to  an sw er th e  q u e s t io n  "Why do we c a l l  a l l  th e s e  d i f f e r e n t

th in g s  by th e  same name?", th e  analogous q u e s t io n  "Why do we c a l l

a l l  th e s e  d i f f e r e n t  p eo p le  members o f  th e  same fa m ily ? "  i s  answered

by a p p e a l in g  n o t t o  fa m ily  re sem b lan ces , b u t  t o  a n c e s t r y .  In

d e fe n s e  o f  W it tg e n s te in ,  I  would f i r s t  p o in t  o u t  t h a t  h e  compares

th e  s i m i l a r i t i e s  betw een a  g e n e ra l  te r m 's  r e f e r e n t s  to  a  v a r ie ty

o f  t h i n g s .  I n  th e  Brown Book, he com pares th e  s i m i l a r i t i e s  between

th e  c a s e s  o f  com paring  to  th e  f i b e r s  o f  a th r e a d  o r  ro p e :

We f i n d  t h a t  w hat co n n ec ts  a l l  th e  c a s e s  o f  com paring  i s  a 
v a s t  number o f  o v e r la p p in g  s i m i l a r i t i e s ,  an d  a s  soon  a s  we 
s e e  t h i s ,  we f e e l  no lo n g e r  com pelled  to  s a y  t h a t  th e r e
m ust be some o n e  f e a tu r e  common to  them a l l .  What t i e s  
th e  sh ip  to  th e  w harf i s  a  ro p e , and th e  ro p e  c o n s i s t s  of 
f i b r e s ,  b u t i t  does n o t g e t  i t s  s t r e n g th  from  any f i b r e  
w hich ru n s  th ro u g h  i t  from  one end to  th e  o t h e r ,  b u t  from 
th e  f a c t  t h a t  th e r e  i s  a  v a s t  number o f  f i b r e s  o v e rla p p in g , 
(B r.B . p .  87; C f. P . I .  #26 , 6?)

And, a s  we saw e a r l i e r ,  he compares th e  f e a t u r e s  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  

exam ples o f  d e r iv in g  to  th e  le a v e s  o f  an a r t i c h o k e  and  sa y s  th a t  

we m isg u id e d ly  b e l i e v e  t h a t  to  f in d  th e  r e a l  a r t i c h o k e  we must 

d iv e s t  i t  o f  i t s  le a v e s  (B r.B . p. 125 & P . I .  # 1 6 4 ) .  M oreover, 

when W it tg e n s te in  com pares th e  s i m i l a r i t i e s  b e tw een  th e  v a rio u s  

games to  th e  re sem b la n ces  betw een th e  members o f  a  f a m ily , he i s  

n o t im p ly in g  t h a t  th e  two a r e  a l i k e  in  ev e ry  r e s p e c t ,  b u t  i s  only  

em phasiz ing  t h a t  th e y  a re  a l i k e  m  t h e i r  c o m p le x ity : i n  b o th  "we

se e  a  c o m p lic a te d  netw ork  o f  s i m i l a r i t i e s  o v e r la p p in g  and  c r i s s ­

c ro s s in g "  ( p . I .  # 6 6 ) .

S in c e  th e  an a lo g y  o f  fam ily  re se m b la n c e s  i s  supposed to  

i l l u s t r a t e  th e  co m p lex ity  o f  th e  s i m i l a r i t i e s  b e tw een  th e  r e f e r e n ts  

o f  a  g e n e ra l  term  l i k e  "game, " i t s  s t r e n g th  o r  w eakness l i e s  in  th e
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d e g re e  to  w hich th e  netw ork  o f  resem b lan ces betw een th e  r e f e r e n t s  

o f  su ch  a  term  i s  l i k e  t h a t  betw een th e  v a r io u s  members o f  a  

fa m ily . W it tg e n s te in  a s s e r t s  t h a t  th e  two netw orks o f  re sem b lan ces  

a r e  a l i k e  i n  t h a t  b o th  in v o lv e  th e  o v e r la p p in g  and  c r i s s - c r o s s i n g  

o f  s i m i l a r i t i e s . B ut w hat does W ittg e n s te in  mean when h e  speaks 

o f  " s i m i l a r i t i e s  o v e r la p p in g  and  c r i s s - c r o s s in g "  ( P . I .  # 6 6 )?  H ost 

i n t e r p r e t e r s  n e v e r  r a i s e  t h i s  q^uestion, p erhaps b e c a u se  th e y  th in k  

W it tg e n s te in 's  m eaning i s  c l e a r .  B ut K e ith  Campbell r a i s e s  i t  and 

g iv e s  a  s a t i s f a c t o r y  an sw er to  i t . 32

Campbell a rg u e s  t h a t  to  say  t h a t  a  fa m ily -re s e m b la n c e  

te r m 's  s i m i l a r i t i e s  o r  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s  " o v e r la p "  i s  to  say  

t h a t  each c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e  o ccu rs  w ith  a t  l e a s t  two d i f f e r e n t  

co m b in a tio n s o f  o th e r  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s  and to  sa y  t h a t  th ey  

" c r i s s - c r o s s "  i s  to  say  t h a t  no two lo g ic a lly / ' in d e p e n d e n t c h a ra c -  

t e r i s i t i c  f e a tu r e s  a lw ays o c c u r  to g e th e r .  To d e te rm in e  w h e th e r 

C am p b e ll's  fo rm u la t io n  a d e q u a te ly  c a p tu re s  W it tg e n s te in 's  m eaning,

I  w i l l  a tte m p t to  a p p ly  i t  to  b o th  th e  resem b lan ces betw een  fam ily  

members t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  m en tions and th e  re sem b lan ces  betw een 

games t h a t  he m en tio n s .

In  in t ro d u c in g  th e  n o tio n  o f  a  fam ily  re se m b la n c e  in  th e  

B lue Book. W it tg e n s te in  m en tio n s  th r e e  re sem b lan ces  betw een  fa m ily  

members : "some o f  them have th e  same n ose , o th e r s  th e  same eye­

brow s, and o th e r s  a g a in  th e  same way o f  w alk ing : and  th e s e  l i k e ­

n e s s e s  o v e r la p "  (B l.B . p .  1 7 ) .  To s a t i s f y  C am pbell' s  v e r s io n  o f  

th e  o v e rla p p in g  re q u ire m e n t, each  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e  m ust

32cam pbell, "F am ily  Resemblance P r e d i c a te s ,"  238-244 .
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o c c u r  w i th  a t  l e a s t  two d i f f e r e n t  c o m b in a tio n s  o f  o t h e r  c h a r a c ­

t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s .  The c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  n o se , f o r  ex am p le , c a n n o t  

o c c u r  o n ly  w ith  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  eyebrow s an d  th e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  

w a lk , b u t  m u st a l s o  o c c u r  e i t h e r  w i th  th e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  eyebrow s 

b u t  w i th o u t  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  w a lk , o r  w i th o u t  th e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  

ey eb ro w s b u t  w i th  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  w a lk , o r  w i th  n e i t h e r  th e  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  ey eb ro w s n o r  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  w a lk . O f c o u r s e ,  

i f  we lo o k  a t  v a r io u s  f a m i l i e s ,  we may f i n d  some i n  w h ic h  a  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  n o se  a lw a y s  o c c u r s  t o g e t h e r  w i th  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  

ey ebrow s an d  a  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  w a lk ; b u t  C am p b e ll' s  r e q u ir e m e n t  

a p p l i e s  n o t  t o  a l l  t h e  a c t u a l  m em bers o f  a  f a m i ly ,  b u t  t o  a l l  i t s  

u o s s ib l e  m em bers.

To s a t i s f y  C a m p b e l l 's  c r i s s - c r o s s i n g  r e q u ir e m e n t ,  no two 

l o g i c a l l y  in d e p e n d e n t  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  c an  a lw ay s  o c c u r  

t o g e t h e r .  The c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  n o se  an d  th e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  w alk , 

f o r  ex am p le , a r e  l o g i c a l l y  in d e p e n d e n t  an d  c a n n o t a lw a y s  o c c u r  

t o g e t h e r .  A g a in , i f  we lo o k  a t  v a r io u s  f a m i l i e s ,  we may f i n d  some 

i n  w h ich  a  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  n o se  an d  a  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  w alk  a lw ay s 

o c c u r  t o g e t h e r ;  b u t  C a m p b e ll ' s  r e q u ir e m e n t  a p p l i e s  n o t  t o  a l l  th e  

a c t u a l  m em bers o f  a  f a m i l y ,  b u t  t o  a l l  i t s  p o s s ib l e  m em bers.

In d e e d ,  i t  seem s c l e a r  t h a t  s i n c e  C am pbell c o n s id e r s  a l l  p o s s ib l e  

f a m i ly  m em bers, t h e  ' f a m i l y '  we h a v e  b e e n  c o n s id e r in g  w o u ld  h ave  

to  i n c lu d e  i n d i v i d u a l s  e x h i b i t i n g  a l l  o f  t h e  f o l lo w in g  c o m b in a tio n s  

o f  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s :
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FÆIILY MEMBER CHARACTERISTIC FEATURES

Nose Eyebrows Walk

a  X X X
b X X 0
c X 0 X
d  X 0 0
e 0 X X
f  0 X 0
g  O C X
h 0 0 0

T h is  t a b l e  e n a b le s  u s  to  s e e  th a t  th e  fa m ily  in  q u e s t io n  s a t i s f i e s  

C am p b e ll's  e x p la n a t io n  o f  W it tg e n s te in 's  t a l k  o f  o v e r la p p in g  and 

c r i s s - c r o s s i n g  s i m i l a r i t i e s ,  a c c o rd in g  to  w hich every  c h a r a c t e r ­

i s t i c  f e a tu r e  o c c u rs  w ith  a t  l e a s t  two com bina tions o f  o th e r  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  and no two lo g i c a l l y  independen t c h a ra c ­

t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  a lw ays o c c u r  to g e th e r .

The fa m ily  t h a t  we have been c o n s id e r in g  in c lu d e s  no 

m u tu a lly  e x c lu s iv e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s ,  b u t a  fa m ily  t h a t  d id  

in c lu d e  su ch  f e a t u r e s  co u ld  f i t  C am pbell's  e x p la n a tio n . We can 

se e  t h i s  i f  we add to  o u r  fa m ily  a  second  ty p e  o f  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  

n ose , f o r  o u r  fa m ily  would th e n  have two m u tu a lly  e x c lu s iv e  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  and would in c lu d e  in d iv id u a l s  e x h ib i t in g  

a l l  o f  th e  fo l lo w in g  co m b in a tio n s o f  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  :

FAMILY MEMBER CHARACTERISTIC FEATURES

Nosei Nose? Eyebrows Walk

a X 0 X X
b X 0 X 0
c X 0 0 X
d X 0 0 0
e 0 X X X
f 0 X X 0
o 0 X 0 X
h 0 X 0 0
i 0 0 X X
j 0 0 X 0
k c 0 c X
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A q u ic k  g la n c e  a t  t h e  p r e c e d in g  t a b l e  show s t h a t  a  f a m i ly  t h a t  

i n c l u d e s  m u tu a l ly  e x c l u s i v e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s ,  a s  t h i s  one  

d o e s ,  c an  f i t  C a m p b e ll ' s  e x p la n a t io n  o f  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  t a l k  o f  

o v e r la p p in g  a n d  c r i s s - c r o s s i n g  s i m i l a r i t i e s .  We c a n ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  

c o n c lu d e  t h a t  C a m p b e ll ' s  e x p la n a t io n  i s  c o m p a t ib le  w i th  my 

c r i t i c i s m  o f  S im o n ’ s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  d o c t r i n e  o f  

f a m i ly  r e s e m b la n c e s .

H aving  a p p l i e d  C am p b e ll ' s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  t o  t h e  re se m ­

b la n c e s  b e tw een  f a m i ly  members m en tio n ed  by W i t t g e n s te in ,  I  s h a l l  

now a p p ly  i t  t o  t h e  re s e m b la n c e s  b e tw een  gam es m e n tio n e d  b y  him . 

When W i t t g e n s t e in  d i s c u s s e s  t h e  v a r io u s  gam es ( P . I .  # 6 6 ) ,  h e  

c h o o s e s  ex am p les  t h a t  i l l u s t r a t e  t h e  v a r io u s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  

f e a t u r e s  o f  gam es an d  th e  :ray i n  w hich th o s e  f e a t u r e s  o v e r la p  and 

c r i s s - c r o s s .  He e x p l i c i t l y  m en tio n s  th e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  

o f  am usem ent, w in n in g  a n d  l o s i n g ,  c o m p e t i t io n  b e tw ee n  p l a y e r s ,  and 

s k i l l  an d  l u c k .  The p a r t i c u l a r  games a n d  ty p e s  o f  gam es h e  

m e n tio n s  a r e  b o a rd -g a m e s ,  c a rd -g a m e s , b a l l - g a m e s ,  O lym pic  gam es, 

c h e s s ,  n o u g h ts  a n d  c r o s s e s ,  p a t i e n c e ,  t h e  c h i l d r e n 's  gam es o f  

th ro w in g  a  b a l l  a g a i n s t  a  w a l l  and  c a t c h in g  i t  an d  r i n g - a - r i n g - a -  

r o s e s ,  an d  t e n n i s .  The o c c u r r e n c e  o f  t h e  v a r io u s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  

f e a t u r e s  i n  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  gam es th a t  W it tg e n s te in  m e n t io n s  c a n  be 

r e p r e s e n t e d  by  t h e  f o l lo w in g  t a b l e . 33

3 3 i o m it  t h e  f e a t u r e s  o f  s k i l l  a n d  lu c k  f o r  u n l ik e  
am usem en t, w in n in g  an d  l o s i n g ,  and  c o m p e t i t io n  b e tw ee n  p l a y e r s ;  
t h e s e  two f e a t u r e s  a r e  n o t  s im p ly  p r e s e n t  i n  o r  a b s e n t  from  
v a r io u s  gam es. They o c c u r  i n  v a r io u s  gam es i n  d i f f e r i n g  d e g r e e s  
t h a t  a r e  r e l a t i v e  to  o n e  a n o th e r .  The m ore s k i l l  a  game r e q u i r e s ,  
t h e  l e s s  lu c k  i t  in v o lv e s  an d  v i c e  v e r s a .
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GAMES CHARACTERISTIC FEATURES

Amusement W inning and  C om petition  
L osing  between

P la y e rs

Chess O X  X
N oughts and  C ro sse s  X X X
P a tie n c e  X x34 0
Throw ing a  B a ll  A g a in s t a

W all and  C a tc h in g  I t  X 0 0
R in g -a -R in g -a -R o se s  X 0 0
T enn is  X X  X

The games W it tg e n s te in  m en tio n s f i t  C am pbell' s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  f o r  

each  o f  th e  th r e e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s  o c c u rs  w ith  a t  l e a s t  two 

d i f f e r e n t  co m b in a tio n s  o f  o th e r  f e a tu r e s ,  and no two o f  th e s e  

l o g i c a l l y  in d e p e n d e n t f e a tu r e s  o c c u r  to g e th e r  in  e v e ry  game men­

tio n e d .

Cur su c c e s s  in  ap p ly in g  C am pbell's  e x p l i c a t i o n  o f  W itt­

g e n s t e in 's  t a l k  o f  o v e r la p p in g  and c r i s s - c r o s s in g  s i m i l a r i t i e s  to  

b o th  th e  re sem b la n ces  betw een fam ily  members and th e  resem blances 

betw een games m en tio n ed  by W ittg e n s te in  g iv e s  u s good  rea so n  to  

th in k  t h a t  C am pbell' s  e x p l i c a t io n  a d e q u a te ly  c a p tu r e s  W it tg e n s te in 's  

view  o f  th e  n a tu r e  o f  th e  co m p lica ted  netw ork o f  o v e r la p p in g  and

3^1 m a in ta in  t h a t  W ittg e n s te in  h e ld  t h a t  p a t i e n c e  
in v o lv e s  w inn ing  and  lo s in g .  But he i s  u n c le a r  on t h i s  p o in t ,  and 
one c o u ld  a rg u e  t h a t  he h e ld  t h a t  p a tie n c e  does n o t in v o lv e  w inning 
and lo s in g  and t h a t  w inn ing  and lo s in g  and c o m p e tit io n  betw een 
p la y e r s  o c c u r  to g e th e r  i n  a l l  o f  th e  games he m e n tio n s . But i f  
W it tg e n s te in  d id  h o ld  t h a t  th e r e  i s  no w inning  and  l o s i n g  in  
p a t i e n c e ,  h is  r e a s o n in g  m ust have been t h a t  w inn ing  and  lo s in g  p re ­
suppose  c o m p e tit io n  betw een p la y e r s  and t h a t  s in c e  t h e r e  i s  no such 
c o m p e tit io n  in  p a t i e n c e ,  th e r e  can be no w inning and  lo s in g  in  i t  
e i t h e r .  On t h i s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  w inning and lo s in g  a r e  lo g ic a l ly  
d ep en d en t on c o m p e t it io n  between p la y e r s ;  and s in c e  th e  c r i s s ­
c ro s s in g  re q u ire m e n t does n o t ap p ly  to  two l o g i c a l l y  dependen t 
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s ,  C am pbell' s  v e rs io n  o f  th e  o v e r la p p in g  and 
c r i s s - c r o s s i n g  re q u ire m e n ts  would s t i l l  be s a t i s f i e d  by th e  games 
W it tg e n s te in  m e n tio n s .
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c r i s s - c r o s s i n g  r e s e m b la n c e s  b e tw ee n  b o th  t h e  r e f e r e n t s  o f  a  g e n e r a l  

te rm  l i k e  "game" a n d  t h e  m em bers o f  a  f a m i ly .

I n  a p p ly in g  C a m p b e l l 's  e x p l i c a t i o n  to  b o th  t h e  re sem ­

b la n c e s  b e tw een  gam es a n d  th o s e  b e tw een  f a m i ly  m em bers, we en coun­

t e r e d  w hat Sim on a n d  Pompa c o n s i d e r  to  b e  a  c r u c i a l  d i f f e r e n c e  

b e tw e e n  th o s e  r e s e m b la n c e s ,  v i z . ,  t h a t  t h e  c l a s s  o f  a l l  p o s s ib l e  

f a m i ly  m em bers i n c l u d e s  a n  i n d iv i d u a l  who h a s  none o f  t h e  f e a t u r e s  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  t h e  f a m i ly ,  w h e rea s  t h e  c l a s s  o f  a l l  p o s s ib l e  

gam es d o e s  n o t  i n c l u d e  a  game t h a t  h a s  none o f  t h e  f e a t u r e s  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  g a m e s. F o r  w h i le  i t  i s  c o n c e iv a b le  t h a t  t h e r e  

i s  a  f a m i ly  member who h a s  no c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  i n  common 

w i th  o t h e r  m em bers o f  h i s  f a m i ly ,  i t  i s  in c o n c e iv a b le  t h a t  th e r e  

i s  a  game t h a t  h a s  no c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  i n  common w ith  

o t h e r  gam es; a  game m u st p o s s e s s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  t o  w hich 

we c a n  a p p e a l  t o  j u s t i f y  c a l l i n g  i t  a  gam e. I  a g r e e  t h a t  t h e  c l a s s  

o f  f a m i ly  members d i f f e r s  from  t h e  c l a s s  o f  games i n  t h a t  th e  

f o r m e r  in c lu d e s  i n d i v i d u a l s  h a v in g  none o f  t h e  f e a t u r e s  c h a r a c t e r ­

i s t i c  o f  th e  c l a s s  w h i le  t h e  l a t t e r  e x c lu d e s  them . B u t u n l ik e  

Pompa an d  Sim on, I  do n o t  c o n s i d e r  t h i s  t o  b e  a  c r u c i a l  d i f f e r e n c e  

b e tw ee n  th e  co m plex  n e tw o rk s  o f  r e s e m b la n c e s  b e tw een  t h e  members 

o f  t h e  two c l a s s e s .  F o r  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  p u rp o se  i n  i n t r o d u c in g  th e  

d o c t r i n e  o f  f a m i ly  re s e m b la n c e s  was to  c a l l  a t t e n t i o n  to  t h e  com­

p le x  n e tw o rk  o f  r e s e m b la n c e s  among th e  r e f e r e n t s  o f  a  g e n e r a l  term  

l i k e  "g am e,"  an d  t h o s e  re s e m b la n c e s  a r e  e x a c t l y  l i k e  t h e  re sem ­

b la n c e s  among t h e  m em bers o f  a  f a m i ly  i n  t h a t  b o th  s a t i s f y  Camp­

b e l l ' s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  v iew  t h a t  a  f a m i ly - re s e m ­

b la n c e  c o n c e p t 's  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  o v e r la n  and  c r i s s - c r o s s .
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H aving  exam in ed  t h e  n o t io n  o f  a  f a m i ly  r e s e m b la n c e  and 

i t s  c o n n e c t io n  to  t h e  n o t io n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  a n d  h a v in g  d e a l t  w ith  

t h e  p ro b le m s  o f  d i s j u n c t i v e  d e f i n i t i o n ,  w id e -o p en  t e x t u r e ,  and 

i n a p p r o p r i a t e  a n a lo g y ,  I  now t u r n  t o  t h e  c e n t r a l  c o n c e r n  o f  th e  

d i s s e r t a t i o n ,  v i z .  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  b e tw ee n  c r i t e r i a  a n d  w hat th e y  

a r e  c r i t e r i a  o f .

C r i t e r i a

Upon ex am in in g  t h e  c o n n e c tio n  b e tw een  t h e  n o t io n  o f  a  

f a m i ly  re se m b la n c e  an d  t h e  n o t io n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n ,  we fo u n d  t h a t  

t h e  many c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  t h a t  fo rm  t h e  f a m i ly  re se m b la n c e s  

among a  g e n e r a l  t e r m 's  r e f e r e n t s  a r e  i d e n t i c a l  to  t h e  d i f f e r e n t  

c r i t e r i a  t h a t  we a p p ly  i n  d i f f e r e n t  c i r c u m s ta n c e s  f o r  t h a t  te rm .

And upon ex am in in g  t h e  d o c t r i n e  o f  f a m ily  re s e m b la n c e s ,  we found  

t h a t  a  f a m ily - re s e m b la n c e  te rm  h a s  ( l )  s e v e r a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  

f e a t u r e s  t h a t  a r e  (2 )  n e i t h e r  n e c e s s a r y  (3 )  n o r  s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i­

t i o n s  f o r ,  b u t  n e v e r t h e l e s s  j u s t i f y  i t s  c o r r e c t  a p p l i c a t i o n ,  and 

(4-) w h ich  may b e  m u tu a l ly  e x c l u s i v e ,  an d  (5 ) m ust o v e r la p  and  

c r i s s - c r o s s .  From t h e s e  f i n d in g s ,  we c an  draw  s e v e r a l  c o n c lu s io n s  

a b o u t  th e  n a tu r e  o f  c r i t e r i a  a n d  t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  w h a t th e y  

a r e  c r i t e r i a  o f .

( l )  When W ittg e n s te in  in tro d u c e s  th e  term  " c r i t e r io n "  

in  th e  B lue Book, he t a l k s  ab o u t th e  p re sen ce  o f  a  c e r t a i n  b a c i l lu s  

in  som eone 's  b lood  b e in g  " th e  c r i t e r i o n ,  o r  what we may c a l l  th e  

d e f in in g  c r i t e r i o n  o f  an g in a"  (B l.B . pp. 24—2 5 ). By u s in g  th e  

d e f i n i t e  a r t i c l e  and th e  q u a l i f i e r  "d e f in in g "  and by rem ark ing  

t h a t  " to  say  'A man has an g in a  i f  t h i s  b a c i l lu s  i s  fo u n d  i n  him'
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i s  a  ta u to lo g y  o r  i t  i s  a  lo o s e  way o f  s t a t i n g  th e  d e f i n i t i o n  o f 

'a n g in a '"  (B l.B . p .  2 5 ) .  W it tg e n s te in  in d ic a te s  t h a t  he th in k s  

t h a t  th e r e  i s  o n ly  one  c r i t e r i o n  o f  a n g in a—th e  p re s e n c e  o f  th e  

b a c i l l u s  so -a n d -so  in  som eone 's  b lo o d —which p ro v id e s  a  n ecessary  

and s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t io n  f o r  a  p e r s o n 's  hav ing  a n g in a . S ince  the  

a n g in a  p a ssag e  i s  w here W it tg e n s te in  f i r s t  in t r o d u c e s  th e  term 

" c r i t e r i o n , " i t  i s  n a tu r a l  to  assume th a t ,  l i k e  " a n g in a ,"  o th e r  

te rm s t h a t  have c r i t e r i a  each  have one and o n ly  one  d e f in in g  

c r i t e r i o n ,  w hich s e r v e s  a s  a  n e c e ssa ry  and s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d it io n  

f o r  t h e i r  c o r r e c t  a p p l i c a t i o n .  A lthough we a r e  n a t u r a l l y  le d  to  

make t h i s  assu m p tio n , a  q u ic k  g la n c e  a t  some o f  th e  p a s s a g e s  we 

have e:camined in  t h i s  c h a p te r  w i l l  show th a t  i t  i s  i n c o r r e c t .

F or, a s  we have s e e n , W it tg e n s te in  t a lk s  ab o u t b o th  " d i f f e r e n t  

c r i t e r i a  f o r  a p e r s o n 's  re a d in g "  ( p . l .  # l 6^ ) ,  and "many d i f f e r e n t  

c r i t e r i a  / t h a ^  d i s t i n g u i s h ,  under d i f f e r e n t  c ir c u m s ta n c e s , cases 

o f  b e l i e v in g  w hat you sa y  from th o se  o f  no t b e l i e v in g  w hat you say" 

(B r.B . p . 1 4 4 ). He a l s o  g e n e ra l ly  u se s  th e  e x p re s s io n s  " c r i t e r i a  

o f  X" and "a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  X" r a t h e r  th an  th e  e x p re s s io n  " th e  

c r i t e r i o n  o f  X, " w hich we would ex p ec t him to  u se  i f  he h e ld  th a t  

a  g e n e ra l  term  can have o n ly  one c r i t e r io n .  I t  now seem s c l e a r  th a t  

W it tg e n s te in  th in k s  a  g e n e ra l  term  may have more th a n  one c r i t e ­

r i o n .  We have a ls o  l e a r n e d  th a t  W ittg e n s te in  b e l i e v e s  t h a t  many 

g e n e ra l  te rm s a r e  fa m ily -re se m b la n c e  term s, i . e . ,  te rm s  whose 

r e f e r e n t s  p o s s e s s  n o t a  common and p e c u l ia r  e lem en t t h a t  s e rv e s  as  

a  n e c e s s a ry  and s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d it io n  f o r  t h e i r  a p p l i c a t i o n ,  b u t 

many d i f f e r e n t  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s  th a t  s e rv e  a s  th e  d i f f e r e n t  

c r i t e r i a  f o r  t h e i r  a p p l i c a t i o n .  T h ere fo re , a  g e n e ra l  term  th a t  i s  

i  f - j m i l v - r e s e n b l a n o e  t e r m  m u s t  h a v e  more  t h a n  o n e  o r l a e r i o n ,
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(2 ) As He saw e a r l i e r ,  W it tg e n s te in  a t t a c k s  th e  s tro n g  

e s s e n t i a l i s t s '  v iew  t h a t  th e r e  must be an  elem en t t h a t  i s  common 

and p e c u l i a r  to  a l l  o f  a  g e n e ra l  te r m 's  r e f e r e n t s  and  th a t  se rv e s  

a s  a  n e c e s s a ry  and  s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d it io n  f o r  i t s  a p p l i c a t i o n  by 

a rg u in g  t h a t  th e  v a r io u s  c a n d id a te s  f o r  th e  elem en t e s s e n t i a l  to  

a l l  games a r e  n o t  even n e c e s s a ry  c o n d it io n s  f o r  so m e th in g 's  being  

a  game. S in c e  th e  v a r io u s  c a n d id a te s  f o r  th e  e s s e n t i a l  elem ent 

a r e  th e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s  o f  games and  s in c e  th e  c h a r a c te r ­

i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  o f  games a r e  i d e n t i c a l  w ith  th e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  some­

t h i n g 's  b e in g  a  game, th e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  s o m e th in g 's  b e in g  a  game 

a r e  n o t n e c e s s a y  c o n d i t io n s  f o r  s o m e th in g 's  b e in g  a game. Thus, 

W it tg e n s te in ia n  c r i t e r i a  need n o t be n e c e s s a ry  c o n d it io n s  f o r  what 

th e y  a r e  c r i t e r i a  o f .

(3 ) As He saw e a r l i e r ,  W i t tg e n s te in 's  c o n te n t io n  th a t  

f o r  a g e n e ra l  te rm  such  a s  "game" th e r e  i s  no e lem en t common and 

p e c u l i a r  to  i t s  r e f e r e n t s  t h a t  s e rv e s  a s  a  n e c e s s a ry  and s u f f i ­

c i e n t  c o n d it io n  f o r  i t s  a p p l i c a t io n  seems to  a llo w  such  a  term  to  

be d e f in e d  by fo rm in g  th e  d is ju n c t io n  o f  i t s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  

f e a t u r e s .  B ut i n  exam in ing  th e  co n n e c tio n  betw een fa m ily  resem ­

b la n c e s  and c r i t e r i a ,  we le a rn e d  t h a t  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  d is ju n c ­

t i v e l y  d e f in in g  a  fam ily -re sem b lan ce  term  i s  r u le d  o u t  because  th e  

in d iv id u a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s  t h a t  s e r v e  a s  o u r  c r i t e r i a  do 

n o t p ro v id e  s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d it io n s  f o r  th e  te r m 's  a p p l i c a t i o n .  Yet, 

t h i s  le a v e s  open  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  th e  com b in a tio n  o f  a  c e r t a in  

minimum number o f  c r i t e r i a  would p ro v id e  a  s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d itio n  

f o r  th e  te r m 's  a p p l i c a t i o n ,  ( in d e e d . Pompa and M anser su g g es t
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t h a t  t h i s  i s  W i t tg e n s te in 's  v ie w .)  But on W it tg e n s te in 's  view 

t h i s  p o s s i b i l i t y  i s  r u l e d  o u t  because  th e  c irc u m s ta n c e s  i n  which 

c r i t e r i a  o c c u r  a l s o  p la y  a  r o l e  in  d e te rm in in g  w h e th e r th e  term  

a p p l i e s .  In d eed , h i s  rem arks su g g e s t t h a t  th in g s  f u n c t io n  as  

c r i t e r i a  o n ly  in  c e r t a i n  c irc u m s ta n c e s . The r o l e  o f  c irc u m sta n c e s  

i n  th e  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  w i l l  be in v e s t ig a te d  in  th e  n ex t 

c h a p te r .  B efo re  b e g in n in g  th a t  in v e s t i g a t io n ,  how ever, I  want 

to  l i s t  th e  o th e r  c o n c lu s io n s  t h a t  we may now draw c o n c e rn in g  th e  

n a tu r e  o f  c r i t e r i a  and  t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s h ip  to  w hat th e y  a r e  c r i t e ­

r i a  o f .

(4 ) In  s e a r c h in g  f o r  a  p r e c is e  fo rm u la t io n  o f  th e  n o tio n  

o f  a fa m ily  re sem b la n ce  t h a t  would s o lv e  th e  problem  o f  w ide-open  

te ;c tu re , we c o n s id e re d  and r e j e c te d  b o th  Pompa and H an se r’ s  and 

S im on 's I n t e r p r e t a t i o n s .  We had to  r e j e c t  S im on 's i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  

b ecau se  we d is c o v e re d  t h a t  W it tg e n s te in 's  d o c tr in e  o f  fa m ily  resem ­

b la n c e s  a llo w s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  to  be m u tu a lly  e x c lu s iv e .  

S in c e  we now know t h a t  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s  a r e  i d e n t i c a l  w ith  

c r i t e r i a ,  we can c o n c lu d e  t h a t  a  t h i n g 's  c r i t e r i a  can  be m u tu a lly  

e x c lu s iv e  and t h a t  we can n o t u se  S im on 's n o tio n  o f  a  paradigm  c a se  

i n  e x p l i c a t in g  W i t tg e n s te in 's  v iew  o f  th e  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p .35

(5) F in a l ly ,  in  s e a rc h in g  f o r  a  s o lu t io n  to  th e  problem  

o f  in a p p r o p r ia te  a n a lo g y , we le a rn e d  th a t  W it tg e n s te in  th in k s  t h a t  

th e  s i m i l a r i t i e s  be tw een  th e  v a r io u s  sames a r e  l i k e  th e  re sem b lan ces

35For a th e o ry  th a t  com bines th e  n o tio n  o f  a paradigm  c a se  
w ith  th e  n o tio n  o f  a  critedon, s e e  M ichael Anthony S lo te ,  "The Theory 
o f  Im p o rta n t C r i t e r i a , "  J o u rn a l o f  F h ilo so tih y , L X III ( i 960) ,  211- 
22^. S lo te  re c o g n iz e s  t h a t  h i s  th e o ry  i s  in c o m p a tib le  w ith  W ittgen ­
s t e i n ' s  n o t io n  b e c a u se  h i s  th e o ry  makes c r i t e r i a  l o g i c a l l y  n e c e ssa ry  
c o n d i t io n s .
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b e tw e e n  t h e  v a r io u s  m em bers o f  a  c e r t a i n  f a m i ly  i n  t h a t  i n  b o th  

"we s e e  a  c o m p l ic a te d  n e tw o rk  o f  s i m i l a r i t i e s  o v e r la p p in g  and  

c r i s s - c r o s s i n g "  ( P . I .  # 6 6 ) ,  S in c e  we now know t h a t  t h e  c h a r a c ­

t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  t h a t  fo rm  t h i s  com plicated  n e tw o rk  o f  o v e r la p p in g  

a n d  c r i s s - c r o s s i n g  s i m i l a r i t i e s  a r e  o u r  c r i t e r i a ,  we c a n  co n c lu d e  

t h a t  a c c o r d in g  t o  W i t t g e n s t e in ,  t h e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  g e n e r a l  te rm s  

m ay, a n d  t h e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  f a m ily - re s e m b la n c e  te rm s  m u s t, o v e r la p  

an d  c r i s s - c r o s s .  And a c c o r d in g  t o  C a m p b e ll 's  e x p l i c a t i o n ,  t h i s  

m eans t h a t  i t  m u st b e  p o s s i b l e  f o r  e a c h  c r i t e r i o n  o f  a  f a m i ly -  

r e s e m b la n c e  te rm  t o  o c c u r  w i th  a t  l e a s t  tw o d i f f e r e n t  c o m b in a tio n s  

o f  o t h e r  c r i t e r i a  f o r  t h a t  te rm  a n d  w i th o u t  a n y  o n e  o f  t h e  o th e r  

c r i t e r i a  f o r  t h a t  te rm  t h a t  a r e  lo g i c a l l y  in d ep en d en t o f  i t .

T h is  c o n c lu d e s  o u r  exam ination  o f  W it tg e n s te in ’ s  no tio n  

o f  a  fa m ily  re sem b la n ce  and i t s  c o n n ec tio n  to  h is  n o tio n  o f  a 

c r i t e r i o n .  I t  h as  l e d  u s to  a  number o f  in s ig h t s  co n ce rn in g  th e  

n a tu r e  o f  c r i t e r i a  and  t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s h ip  to  what th e y  a r e  c r i t e r i a  

o f .  We have le a r n e d  ( l )  t h a t  a  g e n e ra l  term  may, and a  fa m ily -  

re sem b lan ce  term  m u st, have more th an  one c r i t e r i o n ,  (2 ) t h a t  c r i ­

t e r i a  need  n o t be n e c e s s a ry  c o n d it io n s  f o r  what th e y  a r e  c r i t e r i a  

o f ,  (3 ) t h a t  n e i t h e r  one n o r  a c e r t a in  minimum number o f  th e  c r i ­

t e r i a  f o r  a  fa m ily -re se m b la n c e  term  p ro v id e  a  s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d itio n  

f o r  i t s  a p p l i c a t i o n ,  (4 ) t h a t  a g e n e ra l t e r m 's  c r i t e r i a  may be 

m u tu a lly  e x c lu s iv e , and  (5 ) may o v e r la p  and c r i s s - c r o s s .  Nonethe­

l e s s ,  th e  n o tio n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  rem ains o b sc u re , f o r  i t  i s  s t i l l  

u n c le a r  how c r i t e r i a  a r e  co n n ec ted  to  what th ey  a r e  c r i t e r i a  o f .

H ap p ily , o u r  in v e s t ig a t io n s  have g iv en  u s some in d ic a t io n  

o f  w hat o th e r  n o t io n s  we m ight e:camine to  g a in  a d d i t io n a l  in s ig h ts
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i n t o  t h e  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p .  One su c h  n o t io n  i s  t h a t  o f  th e  

c o n t e x t ,  s u r r o u n d in g s , o r  c ir c u m s ta n c e s  i n  w h ich  c r i t e r i a  a r e  

p r e s e n t .  I n  C h a p te r  I I I ,  I  exam ine W i t t g e n s t e in ’s  re m a rk s  on th e  

ty p e s  o f  c i r c u m s ta n c e s  an d  t h e i r  r o l e s  i n  t h e  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n ­

s h i p .



CHAPTEH I I I  

CRITERIA AND CIRCUMSTANCES

We f in d  W it tg e n s te in 's  view  o f  th e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  betw een 

c r i t e r i a  and what th e y  a r e  c r i t e r i a  o f  o b scu re  p a r t l y  becau se  we 

f a i l  to  r e a l i z e  t h a t  c irc u m s ta n c e s  p la y  a  c r u c i a l  r o l e  i n  t h a t  

r e l a t i o n s h i p .  I t  i s  o n ly  n a tu r a l  to  th in k  t h a t  th e  c r i t e r i a l  

r e l a t i o n s h i p  c o n ta in s  j u s t  two im p o rta n t e lem en ts : c r i t e r i a  and

w hat th e y  a r e  c r i t e r i a  o f .  5 u t  i t  a c tu a l ly  c o n ta in s  t h r e e :  

c r i t e r i a ,  what th ey  a r e  c r i t e r i a  o f ,  and c ir c u m s ta n c e s . And to 

u n d e rs ta n d  i t ,  we m ust know how th e s e  th r e e  e lem en ts  a r e  connected .

W ittg e n s te in  w r i t e s  t h a t  "many d i f f e r e n t  c r i t e r i a  d i s t i n ­

g u is h ,  u n d e r  d i f f e r e n t  c ir c u m s ta n c e s , c a se s  o f  b e l i e v in g  w hat you 

s a y  from th o s e  o f  n o t b e l i e v in g  what you say" (B r.B . p .  144) and 

t h a t  " in  d i f f e r e n t  c irc u m s ta n c e s  we ap p ly  d i f f e r e n t  c r i t e r i a  f o r  

a  p e r s o n 's  re a d in g "  ( P . I .  # 1 6 4 ) . B ut he t e l l s  u s n e i t h e r  th e  

n a tu r e  o f  th e s e  " d i f f e r e n t  c irc u m s ta n c e s"  n o r  t h e i r  r o l e  in  c r i ­

t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s .  The o n ly  h in t s  he g iv e s  u s  a r e  o b sc u re  rem aiks 

l i k e  t h i s :

When we sa y  "S u re ly  t h e r e  must be som ething e l s e  b eh in d  
th e  mere u t t e r i n g  o f  t h e  fo rm u la  /w h ich  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n

74



75

o f  b e in g  a b le  to  go o n /  a s  t h i s  a lo n e  we sh o u ld  n o t  c a l l  
'b e in g  a b le  t o .  . th e  word "behind" h e re  i s  c e r t a i n l y
u sed  m e ta p h o r ic a lly ,  and  'b e h in d ' th e  u t te r a n c e  o f  th e  f o r ­
m ula may be th e  c irc u m s ta n c e s  u n d e r which i t  i s  u t t e r e d .
(B r.B . p . 113)

A lthough m ost i n t e r p r e t e r s  m ention c irc u m s ta n c e s  when 

d is c u s s in g  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s ,  some f a i l  to  acknow ledge th e  

im p o rta n t r o l e  c ir c u m s ta n c e s  p la y  i n  such  r e l a t i o n s .  And th o s e  

i n t e r p r e t e r s  who do acknow ledge t h e i r  r o l e  e x p la in  i t  d i f f e r e n t l y .

A lb r i t to n  a s s e r t s  t h a t  in  th e  Blue Book S f i t t g e n s te i n 's  

v iew  i s  t h a t  lan g u ag e  d i c t a t e s  t h a t  u n d e r c e r t a in  c ir c u m s ta n c e s , 

a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  X e n t a i l s  X.3& C a n fie ld  c a l l s  t h i s  " th e  e n ta i lm e n t 

v ie w ,"  and s t a t e s  i t  l i k e  t h i s :  " I I .  I t  i s  a  r u l e  o f  lan g u ag e

t h a t :  I f  G, and i f  th e  background  c ircu m stan ces  a r e  su c h  and such ,

th e n  3 . "37 On t h i s  v iew , i f  S i s  th e  s t a t e  o f  hav ing  a  to o th a c h e  

and G i s  a  c e r t a in  k in d  o f  b e h a v io r  t h a t  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  S, 

h o ld in g  y o u r cheek , f o r  exam ple, th en  p ro v id ed  t h a t  th e  background 

c irc u m s ta n c e s  a r e  a p p r o p r ia t e ,  th e  s ta te m e n t t h a t  someone i s  h o ld ­

in g  h is  cheek  p lu s  a s t a t a a e n t  o f  th e  c ircu m stan ces  i n  w hich  he i s  

d o in g  so e n t a i l  th e  s ta te m e n t  t h a t  he has a to o th a c h e .

C a n f ie ld  a rg u e s  t h a t  th e  e n ta ilm e n t view a p p e a rs  to  f i t  

W i t tg e n s te in 's  rem arks i n  b o th  th e  B lue Book and th e  I n v e s t ig a t io n s  

o n ly  because  i t  i s  d e c e p t iv e ly  s im i l a r  to  th e  fo l lo w in g  v iew  which 

does f i t  them : " I .  I n  c e r t a i n  background c irc u m s ta n c e s  ( th in g s

3 ^ o g e r s  A lb r i t t o n ,  "On W it tg e n s te in 's  Use o f  t h e  Term 
'C r i t e r i o n ' , "  in  P i t c h e r ,  C o l le c t io n , pp . 230-241.

37 john  C a n f ie ld , " C r i t e r i a  and R ules o f  L an g u ag e ,"  
P h ilo s o p h ic a l  Review, LXXIII (J a n u a ry  1974), 78; s e e  a l s o  h is  
W it tg e n s te in : Language and W orld (A m herst: U n iv e r s i ty  o f  Massa­
c h u s e t ts  P re s s ,  1981 ), p p . 65- 67 .
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a s  th e y  g e n e ra l ly  a r e  when th e  p ie c e  o f  language  in  q^uestion i s  

u s e d ) :  i t  i s  a  r u l e  o f  la n g u ag e  t h a t  i f  C, th en  S . "38 F i r s t

espoused  by A lb r i t to n  i n  th e  1966 p o s t s c r i p t  to  h i s  a r t i c l e ,  t h i s  

v iew  resem b le s  th e  e n ta i lm e n t  view  in  many r e s p e c t s .  Each in c lu d e s  

c irc u m s ta n c e s j each i s  a  h y p o th e t ic a l  s ta te m e n t whose a n te c e d e n t 

c o n ta in s  th e  c r i t e r i o n  and whose consequen t i s  th e  th in g  f o r  which 

i t  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n ,  an d  each  i s  a  r u l e  o f  language  t h a t  a llo w s  a 

th in g  to  have s e v e r a l  c r i t e r i a .  The o n ly  d i f f e r e n c e  betw een th e  

two v iew s ap p ea rs  to  b e  t h a t  w h ile  th e  e n ta i lm e n t v iew  makes back­

ground  c irc u m sta n c e s  an  e x p l i c i t  p a r t  o f  th e  a n te c e d e n t,  C a n f ie ld 's  

view  makes them an  I m p l i c i t  p a r t ;  and t h a t  d i f f e r e n c e  seem s in s ig ­

n i f i c a n t .  Indeed , C a n f ie ld  h im s e lf  say s  t h a t  i t  would be i n s ig n i f ­

i c a n t  2̂  th e  background  c irc u m sta n c e s  were r e a d i ly  s t a t a b l e  by th e  

sp e a k e rs  o f  th e  la n g u a g e .

B ut, s in c e  we do n o t know th e  background c ircu m stan ces

f o r  o u r  c r i t e r i a l  r u l e s ,  th e  d i f f e r e n c e  betw een th e  two v iew s i s

th e  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i s t i n c t i o n  betw een r u l e s  o f  lan g u ag e  t h a t  in c lu d e

s ta te m e n ts  o f  th e  r e l e v a n t  background c irc u m sta n c e s  an d  r u l e s  o f

lan g u ag e  t h a t  do n o t  in c lu d e  such  s ta te m e n ts ,  b u t o p e r a te  a g a in s t

an  unexam ined, and t h e r e f o r e  u n s ta ta b le ,  background o f  n o rm ally

e x i s t i n g  c ir c u m s ta n c e s . To c l a r i f y  t h i s  d i s t i n c t i o n ,  C a n fie ld

g iv e s  th e  fo llo w in g  exam ple:

I f  I  sa y  th a t  I  s h a l l  c a l l  th e  s e n te n c e  in  th e  r ig h t-h a n d  
c o m e r  "A" I  have s t a t e d  a  c r i t e r i o n :  th e  c r i t e r i o n  f o r
a s e n te n c e 's  b e in g  A ( i n  t h i s  c o n te x t)  i s  t h a t  i t  be th e  
se n te n c e  in  th e  r ig h t- h a n d  c o m e r . One o f  th e  background  
c o n d it io n s  r e l e v a n t  h e re  i s  t h a t  se n te n c e s  do n o t  w ander

3 8 c a n f ie ld ,  " C r i t e r i a  and R ules o f  L an g u ag e ,” 78 .
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a b o u t on b la c k b o a rd s , so  t h a t  what i s  a t  one moment i n  th e  
r ig h t-h a n d  c o m e r  m igh t ap p ea r in  th e  n e x t i n  th e  le f t - h a n d  
c o m e r .  39

Having g iv e n  t h i s  exam ple, C a n fie ld  w r i te s  t h a t  i f  we ig n o re  

background c o n d it io n s  o th e r  th an  th e  one m en tioned  and  in s ta n t i a t e  

b o th  ( I . )  h is  view  and  ( l l . )  th e  e n ta i lm e n t view  f o r  t h i s  example, 

we g e t :

I * .  I t  i s  th e  c a s e  t h a t  se n te n c e s  do n o t w ander a b o u t
on b la c k b o a rd s  and  i t  i s  a  r u l e  o f  lan g u ag e  t h a t  i f
som eth ing  i s  a  s e n te n c e  in  th e  r ig h t-h a n d  c o m e r  o f  th e
b o a rd , th e n  i t  i s  A.

I I * .  I t  i s  a  r u l e  o f  language t h a t ;  I f  s e n te n c e s  do no t 
wander ab o u t on b la c k b o a rd s , and i f  som eth ing  i s  a  sen ten ce  
i n  th e  r ig h t-h a n d  c o m e r  o f  th e  b o a rd , th e n  i t  i s  A . ^

The d if f e r e n c e  betw een th e  r u l e s  o f  lan g u ag e  in  I*  and  I I *  i s  th a t  

I I *  c o n ta in s  a  s ta te m e n t o f  th e  background c irc u m s ta n c e —sen tences 

do n o t wander a b o u t on b lack b o a rd s--w h e rea s  I*  does n o t ,  a lthough  

i t  does o p e ra te  i n  a  w orld  in  which s e n te n c e s  do n o t w ander about

on b la c k b o a rd s . A cco rd in g ly , i f  th e r e  were a p e o p le  who d id  no t

p o s s e s s  a  lan g u ag e  r i c h  enough to  s t a t e  t h i s  background  circum ­

s ta n c e ,  o r  who w ere unaw are o f  i t s  e x is te n c e ,  th e y  c o u ld  use I* , 

b u t n o t I I * .

C a n f ie ld  a rg u e s  t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  h o ld s  c r i t e r i a l  ru le s  

o f  lan g u ag e  to  be l i k e  I* :  th ey  a re  made a g a in s t  a  background o f

n o rm ally  e x i s t i n g  c irc u m s ta n c e s , b u t do n o t in c lu d e  a  s ta te m e n t o f  

th o se  c irc u m s ta n c e s . In d eed , C a n fie ld  i n s i s t s  t h a t  W ittg e n s te in  

th in k s  we do n o t know th e  background c irc u m s ta n c e s  f o r  o u r  c r i t e r i a l

39i b i d . ,  79 .

40lbid.
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r u l e s  and co u ld  o n ly  s t a t e  them, i f  we c o u ld  e v e r  s t a t e  them a t  

a l l ,  a f t e r  a co m p le te  co n cep tu a l a n a ly s i s  o f  c r i t e r i a l l y  governed 

c o n c e p ts .

C a n f ie ld  c la im s  th a t  f a i l u r e  to  r e c o g n iz e  th e  d if fe re n c e

betw een  h i s  view  and  th e  e n ta ilm e n t view  l e d  K enny, Lycan, Hacker,

C h ih a ra  and  F odo r to  ad o p t th e  n o n in d u c tiv e -e v id e n c e  v iew  accord ing

to  w hich i t  i s  a  n e c e s s a ry  t r u th  t h a t  a c r i t e r i o n  o f  X i s  evidence

f o r  X .^2 In  p r e s e n t in g  t h i s  in t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  b o th  Kenny and Lycan

a p p e a l to  th e  n o t io n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  p roposed  in  Sydney Shoem aker's

S elf-K now ledge an d  S e l f - I d e n t i t y ;

We may c h a r a c t e r i z e  th e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  th e  t r u t h  o f  a  
judgem ent a s  th o s e  s t a t e s  o f  a f f a i r s  t h a t  a r e  (w hose 
e x is te n c e  w ould b e ) d i r e c t  and n o n in d u c tiv e  ev id en c e
in  f a v o r  o f  th e  t r u t h  o f  th e  judgem ent. . . I f  s o -  
a n d - s o 's  b e in g  th e  c a se  i s  a c r i t e r i o n  f o r  t h e  t r u t h  
o f  a judgem en t, . . t h e  a s s e r t io n  t h a t  i t  i s  ev id en c e  
in  f a v o r  o f  t h e  t r u t h  o f  th e  judgem ent i s  n e c e s s a r i l y  
( l o g i c a l ly )  r a t h e r  th a n  c o n tin g e n tly  t r u e . ^3

Kenny c a p tu r e s  th e  h e a r t  o f  Shoem aker's e x p la n a t io n  i n  t h i s  s logan :

" I f  X i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  Y, th en  i t  i s  a  n e c e s s a ry  t r u t h  th a t  X i s

ev id en c e  f o r  Y. He th e n  adds t h a t  t h i s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  allow s

^^I b i d . , 79 -81 ; and h is  W it tg e n s te in : Language and
W orld, p p . 57 -58 , 65- 69 .

42i b i d . , 77- 87 , and h is  W it tg e n s te in : Language and
W orld, p p . 65- 6 9 . Kenny, " C r i te r io n ,"  E n cy c lo p ed ia  o f  P h ilo so p h y .

1967, I I ,  259- 261 . Lycan, "N oninductive E v id e n c e ."  P . M. 3. Hacker, 
I n s ig h t  and  I l l u s i o n  ( W ittg e n s te in  on P h ilo so p h y  and  th e  M etaphysics 
o f  E x p e rie n ce ) (New Y ork: Oxford U n iv e rs ity  P r e s s ,  1972), pp. 283-
3 09 . C h a rle s  3 . C h ih a ra  and J .  A. F odor, "O p e ra tio n a lism  and O rdi­
nary^ Language: A C r i t iq u e  o f  W it tg e n s te in ," in  P i t c h e r ,  C o lle c tio n , pp.
384—419.

^3sydney Shoemaker, Self-K now ledge and  S e l f - I d e n t i t y  
( I t h a c a :  C o rn e ll U n iv e r s i ty  P re s s , 1963), p p . 3 -^*

4% enny , " C r i te r io n ,"  259.
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f o r  more th a n  one c r i t e r i o n  o f  th e  same s t a t e  o f  a f f a i r s  s in c e  

th e r e  i s  n o th in g  c o n t r a d ic to r y  i n  s e v e r a l  th in g s  h e in g , hy lo g ic a l  

n e c e s s i ty ,  ev id en c e  f o r  a  p a r t i c u l a r  s t a t e  o f  a f f a i r s .

C h ih ara  and F odor w r i t e  t h a t  f o r  W it tg e n s te in :

X i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  Y i n  s i t u a t i o n s  o f  ty p e  S i f  th e  very  
m eaning o r  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  ' Y' ( o r ,  a s  W it tg e n s te in  m ight 
have p u t  i t ,  i f  th e  "g ram m atica l"  r u l e s  f o r  th e  u se  o f  ' Y ') 
j u s t i f y  th e  c la im  t h a t  one can  re c o g n iz e , s e e ,  d e te c t ,  o r  
d e te rm in e  th e  a p p l i c a b i l i t y  o f  ' Y' on th e  b a s i s  o f  X in  
norm al s i t u a t i o n s  o f  ty p e  S. H ence, i f  th e  above r e l a t i o n  
o b ta in s  betw een  X and  Y, and i f  someone ad m its  t h a t  X b u t 
d e n ie s  Y, th e  burden  o f  p ro o f  i s  upon h ^  to  show t h a t  
som eth ing  i s  abnorm al i n  th e  s i t u a t i o n . -̂5

L ik e  C a n f ie ld ’s  view  and th e  e n ta i lm e n t  view , v a r io u s  fo rm u la tio n s

o f  th e  n o n in d u c tiv e -e v id e n c e  view  acknow ledge t h a t  c irc u m sta n c e s

p la y  a  r o l e  in  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s .  C hihara and F o d o r 's  fo rm u la­

t i o n  r e f e r s  to  th e  s i t u a t i o n  in  w hich  c r i t e r i a  f u n c t io n ,  and Lycan' s  

th r e e  e x p la n a t io n s  a l l  m en tion  th e  s i t u a t i o n  o r  c a se  i n  which 

c r i t e r i a  o b ta in .  Lycan e x p la in s  " I f  X i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  Y, th e n  

i t  i s  a  n e c e s s a ry  t r u t h  t h a t  X i s  ev id en c e  f o r  Y" i n  th e  fo llo w in g  

th r e e  w ays. F i r s t ,  i f  someone su p p o ses  X -b u t-n o t-Y  in  some 

s i t u a t i o n , th e n  he m ust show t h a t  th e r e  i s  som eth ing  e x tr a o rd in a ry  

a b o u t t h a t  s i t u a t i o n  in  o r d e r  to  e s t a b l i s h  h i s  c la im . Second, m  

an o rd in a ry  c a s e  i n  w hich I  know t h a t  X o b ta in s  and i n  w hich th e re  

i s  no re a s o n  to  th in k  t h a t  Y d oes n o t ,  though i t  i s  n o t  l o g i c a l ly  

in c o h e re n t f o r  me to  suppose  t h a t  Y does n o t o b ta in , i t  i s  lo g i c a l l y  

in c o h e re n t f o r  me to  demand f u r t h e r  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  t h a t  Y o b ta in s .  

T h ird , someone who u n d e rs ta n d s  th e  way Y-language  w orks w i l l  se e  t h a t  

in  an o rd in a ry  c a s e , a sk in g  f o r  f u r t h e r  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  i s  im proper.

^ 5 c h ih a ra  and F o d o r, " O p e ra tio n a lism ,"  p . 397.

^ "^ y ca n , " îro n in d u c tiv e  3v id e r .c e ,"  110; em phasis mine.
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A lthough C a n f i e l d 's  v iew , th e  e n ta ilm e n t view , and th e  

n o n in d u c tiv e -e v id e n c e  v iew  a l l  g iv e  c ircu m stan ces  a  r o l e  in  th e  

c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h ip ,e a c h  c h a r a c te r i z e s  t h a t  r e l a t i o n s h ip  d i f ­

f e r e n t l y .  I f  we l e t  P s ta n d  f o r  a  c e r t a in  p sy c h o lo g ic a l s t a t e ,  

e v e n t, o r  p ro c e s s  and  B f o r  a  c e r t a i n  k in d  o f  b e h a v io r  t h a t  i s  a  

c r i t e r i o n  f o r  P , th e n  th e  th r e e  v iew s can  be s t a t e d  a s  fo llo w s :

1 . th e  e n ta i lm e n t v ie w ; I t  i s  a  r u l e  o f  language  t h a t :
I f  B, and i f  th e  background 
c irc u m sta n c e s  a r e  such  and such , 
th e n  P .

2 . C a n f ie ld 's  v ie w : In  c e r t a in  background c irc u m s ta n c e s :
i t  i s  a  r u le  o f  language  t h a t  i f  B, 
th e n  P .

3 . n o n in d u c tiv e -e v id e n c e
v iew : I t  i s  a  n e c e ssa ry  t r u t h  t h a t  B i s

ev id en c e  f o r  p .

Thus, i t  lo o k s  a s  i f  we m ust e i t h e r  choose between th e s e  views o r  

r e j e c t  a l l  t h r e e .  In d e e d , C a n f ie ld  in d ic a te s  t h a t  th e s e  a r e  ou r 

a l t e r n a t i v e s .  B ut he f a i l s  to  r e a l i z e  t h a t  th e r e  i s  a n o th e r  a l t e r ­

n a t i v e :  we can  r e j e c t  t h e  a ssu m p tio n  on which th e s e  v iew s seem to

be b a se d , v i z . ,  t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  th in k s  a l l  ty p e s  o f  c ircu m stan ces  

p la y  th e  same r o l e  in  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s .  In  t h i s  c h a p te r ,  I  

a rg u e  t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  th in k s  th e r e  a re  two ty p e s  o f  c ircum ­

s t a n c e s —g e n e ra l  and  p a r t i c u l a r —t h a t  p la y  d i f f e r e n t  r o l e s  in  

c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s .  I  a l s o  d is c u s s  m isu n d e rs tan d in g s  t h a t  r e s u l t  

from  f a i l i n g  to  r e a l i z e  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e s  in  th e s e  r o l e s .  F in a l ly ,

I  a t te m p t to  fo rm u la te  a  s a t i s f a c t o r y  in t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  W ittgen ­

s t e i n ' s  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  by com bining p o r t io n s  o f  th e  th r e e  

i n t e m r e t a t i o n s .
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G en e ra l C ircum stances 

In  th e  I n v e s t ig a t io n s . W it tg e n s te in  w r i t e s  t h a t  he i s  

i n t e r e s t e d  in  th e  co rre sp o n d en ce  betw een co n c e p ts  and  v e ry  g en era l 

f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e :  f a c t s  t h a t  a r e  seldom  n o tic e d  b e c a u se  o f  t h e i r

g r e a t  g e n e r a l i t y  ( P , I .  p p . 5^ , 2 3 0 ) . O ften  th e s e  a r e  f a c t s  about 

v a r io u s  r e g u l a r i t i e s  in  n a tu r e ,  in c lu d in g  th e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  

b e h a v io r  o f  human b e in g s . I n  d is c u s s in g  th e  co n c e p t o f  a  to o th ­

a c h e , f o r  exam ple, W it tg e n s te in  em phasizes th e  f a c t  t h a t  people  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c a l l y  behave i n  c e r t a in  ways w hich we c a l l  ex p ress io n s  

o f  to o th a c h e  ( N .f .L .  p .  2 9 0 ) . I n  d is c u s s in g  th e  c o n c e p t o f  

" s e e in g  r e d ,"  he  em phasizes b o th  th e  f a c t  t h a t  p e o p le  c h a ra c te r ­

i s t i c a l l y  e x p re s s  w hat th e y  see  and th e  f a c t  t h a t  p e o p le  sometimes 

c o n c e a l what th e y  s e e  (N .f .L .  pp. 2 8 6 -2 8 7 ). .And in  d is c u s s in g  the 

co n cep t o f  p e rs o n a l i d e n t i t y ,  he em phasizes bo th  th e  f a c t  th a t  a 

p e r s o n ’s body changes i t s  app ea ran ce  o n ly  g ra d u a l ly  an d  compara­

t i v e l y  l i t t l e  and th e  f a c t  t h a t  a  p e r s o n 's  v o ic e , c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  

h a b i t s ,  e t c . ,  o n ly  change s lo w ly  and w ith in  a  narrow  ra n g e  (BI.B . 

p .  6l ) .

W it tg e n s te in  t a l k s  abou t th e  r o l e  o f  su ch  g e n e ra l  f a c t s

o f  n a tu r e  in  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s  i n  d is c u s s in g  th e  problem  of

p e r s o n a l  id e n t i t y :

T h is  le a d s  u s to  c o n s id e r in g  th e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  th e  id e n t i f y  
o f  a  p e rs o n . U nder w hat c irc u m sta n c e s  do we s a y : "This
i s  th e  same p e rs o n  whom I  saw an  h o u r ago"? O ur a c tu a l  
u se  o f  th e  p h ra s e  " th e  same p e rso n "  and o f  th e  name o f  a 
p e rso n  i s  b a se d  on th e  f a c t  t h a t  many c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  
w hich we u se  a s  c r i t e r i a  f o r  i d e n t i t y  c o in c id e  i n  th e  v a s t 
m a jo r i ty  o f  c a s e s .  I  am a s  a  r u l e  re c o g n iz e d  by th e  
appea ran ce  o f  my body. My body changes i t s  a p p ea ran ce  
o n ly  g ra d u a l ly  and c o m p a ra tiv e ly  l i t t l e ,  and l ik e w is e  my 
v o ic e , c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  h a b i t s ,  e t c .  o n ly  change s lo w ly  and
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w ith in  a  narrow  ra n g e . We a re  in c l in e d  to  u se  p e r s o n a l  
names in  th e  way we do , o n ly  a s  a  consequence o f  th e s e  
f a c t s . (B I.B . p .  6l ;  em phasis mine)

T hus, a c c o rd in g  to  W it tg e n s te in ,  o u r concep t o f  p e rs o n a l i d e n t i t y

i s  based  on th e  f a c t  t h a t  th e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  w hich s e r v e  a s  o u r

c r i t e r i a  f o r  p e rs o n a l i d e n t i t y  a re  r e l a t i v e l y  perm anen t: th ey

change s lo w ly  and w ith in  a  narrow  range and so  g e n e r a l ly  c o in c id e .

To h e lp  u s  u n d e rs ta n d  th e  s ig n if ic a n c e  o f  t h i s  f a c t ,  

W it tg e n s te in  im ag in es w hat w ould happen i f  i t  changed . F i r s t  he 

im ag ines t h a t  a l l  human b o d ie s  look  a l i k e  and d i f f e r e n t  s e t s  o f  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  change t h e i r  h a b i t a t io n  among th e s e  b o d ie s .  "Such 

a  s e t  o f  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  m igh t be, say ,  m ild n e s s , to g e t h e r  w ith  a 

h ig h  p itc h e d  v o ic e , and  slow  movements, o r  a c h o le r ic  tem peram ent, 

a  deep v o ic e , a n d  j e r k y  m ovem ents. . . "  (B 1 .3 . p .  6 l ) .  T hen he 

t e l l s  u s  t h a t  in  th e s e  c irc u m s ta n c e s , a lth o u g h  i t  w ould be  p o s s ib le  

to  g iv e  th e  b o d ie s  nam es, we would be a s  l i t t l e  in c l in e d  to  do so 

a s  we a r e  to  g iv e  names to  th e  c h a ir s  o f  o u r  d in ing -room  s e t ;  we 

w ould, how ever, be in c l in e d  to  g iv e  names to  th e  s e t s  o f  c h a ra c te r ­

i s t i c s .  In  o th e r  w ords, i f  a l l  b od ies  lo o k ed  a l i k e ,  we w ould no t 

be  in c l in e d  to  u se  b o d i ly  ap pearance  a s  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  p e rs o n a l 

i d e n t i t y ;  b u t i f  d i f f e r e n t  s e t s  o f  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  changed  t h e i r  

h a b i t a t i o n  among th e  i d e n t i c a l  b o d ie s , we would be i n c l in e d  to  use  

th o s e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  a s  c r i t e r i a  o f  p e rs o n a l i d e n t i t y .

Mext, W it tg e n s te in  im agines th a t  i t  i s  u s u a l  f o r  human 

b e in g s  to  have two c h a r a c t e r s  so t h a t  a  p e r s o n 's  s i z e ,  sh a p e , and 

b e h a v io r  p e r io d i c a l ly  undergo  a  com plete change. Each p e rs o n  has 

two such  s t a t e s  and la p s e s  from  one to  th e  o th e r  l i k e  D r. J e k y l l
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and Mr. Hyde. In  th e s e  c irc u m s ta n c e s , W it tg e n s te in  w r i t e s ,  we 

would s t i l l  be i n c l in e d  to  u se  b o d ily  ap p ea ran ce , v o ic e ,  c h a ra c ­

t e r i s t i c  h a b i t s ,  e t c . ,  a s  c r i t e r i a  f o r  p e rs o n a l i d e n t i t y .  But 

in s te a d  o f  sa y in g  th e r e  was one p e rso n  in h a b i t in g  each  human body, 

we w ould be i n c l in e d  to  say  th e r e  w ere two and to  g iv e  e ach  a  name.

In  d is c u s s in g  th e s e  im ag inary  c a s e s , W it tg e n s te in  i s  n o t 

m aking h y p o th e se s  a b o u t what c a u se s  u s  to  choose o u r  c r i t e r i a .  He 

i s  n o t  sa y in g  t h a t  i f  c e r t a i n  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  w ere  d i f f e r ­

e n t ,  we would d e c id e  to  u se  d i f f e r e n t  c r i t e r i a  and  w ou ld , th e r e f o r e ,  

have d i f f e r e n t  c o n c e p ts .  He d is c u s s e s  such  c a se s  b e c a u se  h e  th in k s  

t h a t  i f  someone b e l i e v e s  (a s  he once d id )  t h a t  c e r t a i n  c r i t e r i a  

and th u s  c e r t a in  c o n c e p ts  a r e  a b s o lu te ly  th e  c o r r e c t  o n e s  and th a t  

h av in g  d i f f e r e n t  ones vrould mean n o t r e a l i z i n g  so m eth in g  t h a t  we 

r e a l i z e ,  th e n  im ag in in g  c e r t a i n  v e ry  g e n e ra l f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  to  

be d i f f e r e n t  from w hat we a r e  used  to  w i l l  make th e  u se  o f  d i f f e r ­

e n t  c r i t e r i a ,  and th u s  th e  fo rm a tio n  o f  d i f f e r e n t  c o n c e p ts ,  

i n t e l l i g i b l e  to  him ( P . I .  p .  2 3 0 ).

W it tg e n s te in 's  view  o f  th e  r o l e  o f  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  

n a tu r e  in  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s  i s  o b scu re  because  W it tg e n s te in  

im ag in es  d i f f e r e n t  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu re  to  show b o th  th e  a r b i ­

t r a r i n e s s  and th e  n o n a r b i t r a r in e s s  o f  c r i t e r i a  (Z . # 3 5 8 ) .  He 

im ag in es them to  show t h a t  o u r  c r i t e r i a  a r e  a r b i t r a r y  i n  t h a t  they  

a r e  n o t th e  o n ly  o nes c o n c e iv a b le  and in  t h a t  th e y  a r e  th in g s  "we 

f i x .  "^7  But he a l s o  im ag ines them to  show th a t  o u r  c r i t e r i a  a re  

n o n - a r b i t r a r y  in  t h a t  th e y  canno t be chosen a t  p le a s u r e ,  f o r  t h e i r

^ ^ y i t t g e n s t e i n 's  view  t h a t  c r i t e r i a  a r e  th i n g s  "we f ix "  
w i l l  be d is c u s s e d  in  C h ap te r IV.
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s i g n i f i c a n t  u se  r e q u i r e s  a  'background o f  c e r t a in  g e n e ra l  f a c t s .

A ccord ing  to  W it tg e n s te in ,  c r i t e r i a  and th e  co n c e p ts  they  

g overn  fu n c t io n  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  o n ly  g iv en  c e r t a in  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  

n a tu re  :

. . .we sh o u ld  have  no u se  f o r  th e s e  words / ’’s e e in g  r e d / /  
i f  t h e i r  a p p l i c a t i o n  was s e v e re d  from th e  c r i t e r i a  o f  
b e h a v io r .  T hat i s  t o  s a y : to  th e  lan g u ag e  game w hich  we
p la y  w ith  th e s e  w ords i t  i s  b o th  e s s e n t i a l  t h a t  p e o p le  
who p la y  i t  behave i n  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  way we c a l l  e x p re s s ­
in g  ( s a y in g ,  show ing) w hat th e y  s e e , and a ls o  t h a t  some­
tim es  th e y  more o r  l e s s  e n t i r e l y  co n cea l w hat th e y  s e e .

B a la n c e . The p o in t  o f  th e  game depends on w hat 
u s u a l ly  h ap p en s. . . . (N .f .L . p p . 286-287)

Here W it tg e n s te in  t e l l s  u s  t h a t  th e  language-gam e w ith  th e  words

" s e e in g  re d "  depends on  two g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e :  th e  f a c t  t h a t

p eo p le  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c a l l y  e x p re s s  what th e y  s e e  and  th e  f a c t  th a t  

peo p le  som etim es more o r  l e s s  e n t i r e l y  co n cea l 'what th e y  s e e . He 

th e n  m en tions b a la n c e  and  say s  th e  p o in t  o f  th e  language-gam e 

depends on w hat u s u a l ly  h appens, which i s  t h a t  p e o p le  e x p re s s  what 

th ey  s e e .  T h is  n o t io n  o f  b a la n c e  i s  e x p la in e d  in  th e  fo llo w in g  

p a ssag e :

And i f  th in g s  w ere q u i t e  d i f f e r e n t  from  w hat th e y  a c tu a l ly  
a r e — i f  th e r e  w ere f o r  in s ta n c e  no c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  e x p re s s io n  
o f  p a in ,  o f  f e a r ,  o f  jo y ; i f  r u l e  became e x c e p tio n  and  
e x c e p tio n  r u l e ;  o r  i f  b o th  became phenomena o f  ro u g h ly  equal 
f re q u e n c  y — t h i s  w ould make o u r  norm al language-gam es lo s e  
t h e i r  p o in t . - - T h e  p ro c e d u re  o f  p u t t in g  a  lump o f  c h e e se  on 
a  b a la n c e  and  f i x i n g  th e  p r i c e  by th e  tu r n  o f  th e  s c a l e  
would lo s e  i t s  p o in t  i f  i t  f r e q u e n tly  happened f o r  su ch  
lum os to  su d d en ly  grow o r  s h r in k  f o r  no o b v io u s  r e a s o n .
(P .r . #142)

T h is  p a ssag e  makes i t  c l e a r  t h a t  by "b a la n c e "  W it tg e n s te in  means 

a  b a la n c e  betw een r u l e  and  e x c e p tio n . I n  t'ne language-gam e w ith  

th e  words " s e e in g  r e d , " th e  r u l e ,  o r  w hat u s u a l ly  h appens, i s  th a t
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p eo p le  e x p re s s  what th e y  se e  hy e x h ib i t in g  b e h a v io ra l  c r i t e r i a  f o r  

s e e in g  re d  (by  sa y in g  o r  show ing t h a t  th e y  se e  som eth ing  r e d ) .

The e x c e p tio n , o r  w hat o c c a s io n a l ly  happens, i s  t h a t  p eo p le  conceal 

w hat th e y  s e e  e i t h e r  by f a i l i n g  to  e x h ib i t  b e h a v io ra l  c r i t e r i a  f o r  

s e e in g  re d  o r  by e x h ib i t i n g  b e h a v io ra l  c r i t e r i a  f o r  s e e in g  o th e r  

c o lo r s .  W i t tg e n s te in 's  p o in t  i s  t h a t  th e  language-gam e w ith  the 

words " s e e in g  re d "  w orks o n ly  so  lo n g  a s  t h i s  b a la n c e  betw een ru le  

and e x c e p tio n  i s  m a in ta in e d . I f  we ap p ly  t h i s  re a s o n in g  to  the 

language-gam e w ith  th e  word " to o th a c h e ," th e  r e s u l t i n g  view  i s  

t h a t  th e  language-gam e w ith  th e  word " to o th a c h e "  depends on the 

f a c t  t h a t  p e o p le  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c a l l y  e x p re ss  th e  f a c t  t h a t  th ey  have 

to o th a c h e s  by d o ing  th in g s  l i k e  m oaning, h o ld in g  t h e i r  cheeks, and 

sa y in g , " I  have a  to o th a c h e ,” and on th e  f a c t  t h a t  p eo p le  occasion­

a l l y  co n c e a l t h e i r  to o th a c h e s  by n o t do ing  such  th in g s  o r  by say ing , 

" I  do n o t have a  to o th a c h e ."  So lo n g  a s  t h i s  b a la n c e  i s  m ain tained , 

th e  language-gam e w i l l  work; b u t i f  p e o p le  co m p le te ly  s topped  doing 

th in g s  l i k e  h o ld in g  t h e i r  ch eek s, m oaning, and s a y in g ,  " I  have a 

to o th a c h e ,"  when th e y  had  to o th a c h e s , o r  i f  do ing  so  became the 

e x c e p tio n  r a t h e r  th a n  th e  r u l e ,  o u r language-gam e w ith  th e  word 

" to o th a c h e "  would become p o in t l e s s .

Thus, a c c o rd in g  to  W it tg e n s te in ,  th e  s ig n i f i c a n c e  o f  a 

language-gam e in  w hich we u se  c e r t a in  k in d s  o f  b e h a v io r  a s  c r i t e r i a  

f o r  a  c e r t a i n  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e  depends on th e  f a c t  t h a t  people 

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c a l l y  ( o r  u s u a l ly ,  o r  a s  a  r u l e )  e x h ib i t  such  behav io r 

when th ey  a r e  i n  t h a t  s t a t e .  I f  do ing  so became u n c h a r a c te r i s t i c  

( o r  in f r e q u e n t ,  o r  th e  e x c e p t io n ) ,  th e n  u s in g  such  b e h a v io r  as  th e  

c r i t e r i o n  f o r  th e  s t a t e  in  q u e s t io n  would be p o in t l e s s .
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W ittg e n s te in  c l e a r l y  th in k s  th e  s i g n i f i c a n t  u se  o f  

c r i t e r i a  and th e  c o n c e p ts  th e y  g o v ern  depends upon, o r  p resupposes, 

th e  e x is te n c e  o f  c e r t a i n  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e .  I f  we im agine 

th o s e  f a c t s  to  be d i f f e r e n t ,  th e n  we can  no lo n g e r  im agine th e  

a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  o u r  c o n c e p ts , f o r  th e  r u l e s  f o r  t h e i r  a p p l i c a t io n  

have no an a lo g u e  in  th e  new c irc u m s ta n c e s .  W ittg e n s te in  e x p la in s  

h is  view  o f  th e  r o l e  o f  g e n e ra l  c irc u m s ta n c e s  in  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a ­

t i o n s  by com paring a  c r i t e r i a l  r u l e  to  a  law . A law , he t e l l s  u s, 

i s  d e s ig n e d  to  ap p ly  to  human b e in g s .  And a  j u r i s t  can  a p p ly  th i s  

law  to  any  c a se  t h a t  o r d i n a r i l y  comes h i s  way. Thus, th e  law  has 

i t s  u se ; i t  makes s e n s e . N e v e r th e le s s ,  i t s  v a l i d i t y  p resupposes 

a l l  s o r t s  o f  th in g s .  And i f  th e  c r e a tu r e  who i s  to  be judged  i s  

q u i t e  d i f f e r e n t  from o rd in a ry  human b e in g s , i t  w i l l  th e n  be 

im p o ss ib le  to  a p p ly  th e  law  to  him ( z ,  # 3 5 0 ) . E x p lic a t in g  th e  

a n a lo g y , we f i n d  t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  th in k s  a  c r i t e r i a l  r u l e  f o r  a 

g iv e n  co ncep t i s  d e s ig n e d  to  f u n c t io n  u n d e r c e r t a in  g e n e ra l  circum ­

s ta n c e s .  And we can a p p ly  t h a t  r u l e  so lo n g  a s  th e  r e le v a n t  g en e ra l 

f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  rem ain  th e  sam e. Thus, th e  c r i t e r i a l  r u l e  and th e  

co n cep t t h a t  i t  go v ern s have t h e i r  u se ; th e y  make s e n s e . N everthe­

l e s s ,  t h e i r  v a l i d i t y  p re su p p o se s  a l l  s o r t s  o f  th in g s .  And i f  th e  

g e n e ra l  c irc u m s ta n c e s  u n d e r w hich th e  r u l e  i s  to  be u sed  a r e  q u ite  

d i f f e r e n t  from th e  o rd in a iry  o n e s , i t  w i l l  th e n  be im p o ss ib le  to  

u se  i t .

We have seen  t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  ta k e s  c e r t a in  v e ry  g en era l 

f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  to  be th e  n e c e s s a ry  background f o r  th e  s ig n i f i c a n t  

fu n c t io n in g  o f  c r i t e r i a l  r u l e s .  He does n o t  seem to  th in k  th a t
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th e s e  f a c t s  a r e  s ta te d , i n  th e  c r i t e r i a l  r u l e s ,  f o r  he w r i t e s  th a t  

th e y  a r e  h a rd ly  e v e r  m en tioned  and m o stly  do n o t  s t r i k e  u s  because 

o f  t h e i r  g r e a t  g e n e r a l i t y  ( P . I .  pp. 56 , 23 0 ), B ut i f  g e n e ra l  

c ir c u m s ta n c e s  a r e  th e  n e c e s s a ry  background f o r ,  b u t  n o t s t a t e d  in ,  

c r i t e r i a l  r u l e s ,  th e n  t h e i r  r o l e  i s  a c c u ra te ly  p o r t r a y e d  by Can­

f i e l d ' s  v iew : in  c e r t a i n  background c irc u m s ta n c e s , i t  i s  a  r u le

o f  lan g u ag e  t h a t  i f  B, th e n  P . No d o u b t, t h i s  i s  why C a n f ie ld  

t h in k s  he has fo und  an  a d eq u a te  in t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  W it tg e n s te in 's  

v iew  o f  th e  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n .  What C a n f ie ld  f a i l s  to  r e a l i z e ,  

how ever, i s  t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  th in k s  th e r e  a r e  two ty p e s  o f  circum ­

s ta n c e s  which p la y  d i f f e r e n t  r o l e s  in  th e  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n :  

th e r e  a re  th e  g e n e ra l  c ircu m stan ces  t h a t  s e rv e  a s  th e  ae c a ssa r j-  

background f o r  th e  o p e ra t io n  o f  c r i t e r i a ,  and th e r e  a r e  th e  p a r ­

t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s  which p la y  o th e r  r o l e s  i n  th e  c r i t e r i a l  

r e l a t i o n .

C a n f ie ld  a p p a re n t ly  in c lu d e s  b o th  th e  r e l e v a n t  g e n e ra l 

f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  and th e  c ircu m stan ces  o f  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c a s e  in  

h i s  "background  c irc u m s ta n c e s ."  In  w r i t in g  t h a t  o u r  n o t hav ing  

d e te rm in e d  w hat th e  background c irc u m sta n c e s  a r e  d o es  n o t  b o th e r  

us becau se  a lth o u g h  i t  i s  l o g i c a l l y  p o s s ib le  f o r  them to  change, 

th e y  i n  f a c t  rem ain  u n c h a n g e d , h e  i s  d is c u s s in g  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  

n a tu r e .  L ike  W it tg e n s te in , he im agines c a se s  i n  w hich c e r t a i n  

g e n e r a l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  have changed. But he a l s o  c i t e s  " p a s t  

b e h a v io r  and th e  su r ro u n d in g s  t h a t  would ex c lu d e  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  

t h a t  Jo n es  i s  a c t i n g  in  a  p i  ay "^9 as  background c o n d i t io n s ,  and

C a n f ie ld , " C r i t e r i a  and R ules o f  L an g u ag e ," 8 0 -8 1 . 

'*'9lbid., 77.
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th e y  a r e  c l e a r ly  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s . He a ls o  q u o te s  Z e t te l  

s e c t io n  116 in  w hich W it tg e n s te in  e x p l i c i t l y  r e f e r s  to  " p a r t i c u l a r  

c ir c u m s ta n c e s ."  In  w r i t in g  " in  g e n e ra l ,  in  a  c r i t e r i a l  r u l e  used 

to  te a c h  a  la n g u ag e  game o r  u sed  in  th e  p r a c t i c e  o f  one , th e r e  

w i l l  he no s ta te m e n t g iv e n  o f  g e n e ra l f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  and  norm ally  

e x i s t i n g  c irc u m s ta n c e s  t h a t  form  th e  background a g a in s t  w hich th e  

c r i t e r i o n  i s  u s e d ,"50 C a n f ie ld  a p p a re n t ly  u se s  "n o rm a lly  e x is t in g  

c irc u m s ta n c e s"  to  r e f e r  to  n o rm ally  e x i s i t i n g  p a r t i c u l a r  c ircum ­

s ta n c e s  .

W it tg e n s te in  s a y s  th in g s  t h a t  seen  to  s u p p o r t  C a n f ie ld 's

v iew  o f  th e  r o l e  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m sta n c e s  in  th e  c r i t e r i a l

r e l a t i o n .  In  d is c u s s in g  th e  u se  o f  th e  word " c u b e ," he a s k s  u s to

suppose t h a t  when someone h e a rs  th e  word " c u b e ," b o th  a p i c t u r e  o f

a  cube and  a  method o f  p r o j e c t io n  come b e fo re  h i s  m ind; and v a rio u s

m ethods o f  p r o j e c t io n  a r e  e x p la in e d  to  him so t h a t  he may go on to

a p p ly  th e n . Now, W it tg e n s te in  w r i t e s :

. . . l e t  us a sk  o u r s e lv e s  when we sh o u ld  sa y  t h a t  t h e
method t h a t  I  in te n d  comes b e fo re  h is  mind.

Now c l e a r l y  we a c c e p t two d i f f e r e n t  k in d s  o f  
c r i t e r i a  f o r  t h i s :  on th e  one hand th e  p i c t u r e  (o f  
w h a tev e r k in d )  t h a t  a t  some tim e  o r  o th e r  comes b e fo re
h is  m ind; on th e  o t h e r ,  th e  a p p l i c a t io n  w hich  in  th e
c o u rse  o f  tim e —he makes o f  w hat he im ag in es . . . .

Can th e r e  be a  c o l l i s i o n  betw een p ic t u r e  and 
a p p l ic a t io n ?  T here  can , inasm uch a s  th e  p i c t u r e  makes 
us e x p e c t a  d i f f e r e n t  u s e , b ecau se  p eo p le  in  g e n e ra l 
a p p ly  t h i s  p ic t u r e  l i k e  t h i s .

I  want to  s a y : we have h e re  a  norm al c a s e ,  and
abnorm al c a s e s .

I t  i s  o n ly  i n  norm al c a se s  th a t  th e  u se  o f  a word

5^Ibid., 79: emphasiIS m in e .
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i s  c l e a r l y  p r e s c r ib e d ;  we know, a re  in  no doub t, what 
to  sa y  in  t h i s  o r  t h a t  c a s e .  The more abnorm al th e  
c a s e , th e  more d o u b tf u l  i t  becomes what we a r e  to  s a y .
( P . I .  #141-142)

A ccording to  W it tg e n s te in ,  th e  u se  o f  a  word o r  e x p re s s io n  i s  

c l e a r l y  p r e s c r ib e d  so  t h a t  we know what to  say  o n ly  i n  normal 

c a s e s ;  and W it tg e n s te in  seem s to  mean by "norm al c a se s "  "ca se s  

i n  w hich th e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  th e  u se  o f  a word o r  e x p re s s io n  

c o in c id e ."  In  abnorm al c a s e s  i n  which th e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  a  w o rd 's  

u se  c o l l i d e ,  th e  w o rd 's  u se  i s  n o t c le a r ly  p r e s c r ib e d ,  and we do 

n o t  know what to  s a y . I t  now lo o k s  as  i f  C a n f ie ld 's  view  may 

c o r r e c t l y  r e p r e s e n t  th e  r o l e s  o f  b o th  ty p es  o f  c ircu m stan ces  in  

th e  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n ,  f o r  W it tg e n s te in  h im se lf  w r i t e s  t h a t  th e  

u se  o f  a  word i s  c l e a r l y  p r e s c r ib e d  on ly  in  norm al c a s e s ,  which 

can  be ta k e n  to  mean t h a t  l i k e  c e r t a in  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu re , 

norm al p a r t i c u l a r  c ir c u m s ta n c e s  p ro v id e  th e  n e c e ssa ry  background 

f o r  th e  s i g n i f i c a n t  fu n c t io n in g  o f  c r i t e r i a l  r u l e s .

B ut th e r e  i s  a  problem  w ith  C a n f ie ld 's  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  

t h e  r o l e  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s  in  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s :  

a lth o u g h  i t  a p p e a rs  to  b e  su p p o r te d  by a  p assag e  in  w hich W ittgen­

s t e i n  a p p a re n t ly  t a l k s  a b o u t a c o l l i s i o n  o f  c r i t e r i a ,  i t  sean s  to  

make su ch  a  c o l l i s i o n  im p o s s ib le .  I t  a s s e r t s  t h a t  c r i t e r i a  

fu n c t io n  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  o n ly  in  norm al p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m sta n c e s , 

and  i f  "norm al p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m sta n c e s"  means "c ircu m stan ces  in  

w hich c r i t e r i a  c o in c i d e , " th e n  an a c tu a l  c o l l i s i o n  o f  c r i t e r i a  i s  

im p o s s ib le .  Newton C a rv e r  a rg u e s  t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  th o u g h t an 

a c tu a l  c o l l i s i o n  o f  c r i t e r i a  i s  im p o ss ib le , so p e rh ap s we can 

s o lv e  t h i s  problem  w ith  C a n f ie ld 's  in t e r p r e t a t i o n  by a p p e a lin g  to
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C a r v e r 's  a n a ly s i s  o f  W it tg e n s te in 's  p o s i t i o n  on th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  

o f  c r i t e r i a l  c o n f l i c t s . -5̂

C r i t e r i a l  C o n f l ic ts  

C a rv e r a rg u e s  t h a t  a lth o u g h  W ittg e n s te in ’ s  n o t io n  o f  a 

c r i t e r i o n  makes a  c o n f l i c t  o f  c r i t e r i a  c o n c e iv a b le , i t  does n o t 

a llo w  an  a c tu a l  c o n f l i c t  among th e  v a r io u s  c r i t e r i a  o f  a  g iv en  

c o n c e p t . To su p p o r t  h is  v iew , C arver a p p e a ls  to  th e  fo llo w in g  

p a s s a g e :

. . . t h e  o rd in a ry  u se  o f  th e  word "person" i s  w hat one 
m igh t c a l l  a  co m p o site  u se  s u i t a b l e  under th e  o rd in a ry  
c irc u m s ta n c e s . I f  I  assum e, a s  I  do , t h a t  th e s e  c i r ­
cum stances a r e  changed , th e  a p p l i c a t io n  o f  th e  term  
"p e rso n "  o r  " p e r s o n a l i ty "  has th e re b y  changed; and i f  
I  w ish to  p r s s a —/3 t h i s  term  and g iv e  i t  a u se  a n a lo ­
gous to  i t s  fo rm e r u s e , I  am a t  l i b e r t y  to  choose b e ­
tw een many u s e s ,  t h a t  i s ,  betw een many d i f f e r e n t  k in d s  
o f  an a lo g y . One m igh t say  in  such  a case  t h a t  th e  term  
" p e r s o n a l i ty "  h a s n ' t  g o t one le g i t im a te  h e i r  o n ly . (B I.B .
p . 62)

A ccording to  C a rv e r, t h i s  p a ssa g e  in d ic a te s  t h a t  i f  th e  c r i t e r i a  

f o r  a  g iv en  co n cep t c e a se  to  c o in c id e , th e  concep t b re a k s  a p a r t ;  

and  th e  e x p re s s io n  f o r  i t  no lo n g e r  has any c l e a r  u s e .  Conse­

q u e n tly ,  th e r e  would be no s e n s e  in  c o n tin u in g  to  c a l l  th e  phe­

nomena t h a t  u sed  to  f u n c t io n  a s  c r i t e r i a  " c r i t e r i a "  and no sen se  

i n  sp eak in g  o f  a  " c o n f l i c t  o f  c r i t e r i a . "  Thus, C a rv e r  co n c lu d es 

t h a t  'W ittg e n s te in  h o ld s  th e  seem ingly  p a ra d o x ic a l p o s i t i o n  th a t  

" c r i t e r i a  which in  f a c t  c o in c id e  m ight p o s s ib ly  c o n f l i c t ,  b u t th a t  

th e r e  co u ld  n o t be an  a c tu a l  c o n f l i c t  among th e  v a r io u s  c r i t e r i a

^^Hewton C a rv e r , " 'W ittg en s te in  on C r i t e r i a , "  symposium 
in  Knowledge and S x p e r ie n c e , e d i te d  by G. D. R o ll in s  ( P i t t s b u rg h :  
u n iv e r s i t y  P re s s ,  1962), p p . 69- 70 .
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o f  a  s in g le  c o n c e p t ."52 He th en  adds t h a t  th e  a p p a re n t paradox 

d is a p p e a rs  when we rem em ber t h a t  th e  a p p l ic a t io n  o f  c r i t e r i a  

p resu p p o ses  th e  c irc u m s ta n c e s  t h a t  no rm ally  o b ta in  and  t h a t  where 

th e s e  c irc u m sta n c e s  do n o t o b ta in ,  o u r  c r i t e r i a  do n o t app ly  and, 

f o r  a l l  p r a c t i c a l  p u rp o s e s , c ease  to  e x i s t .

C a r v e r 's  a n a ly s i s  o f  c r i t e r i a l  c o n f l i c t s  i s  in a c c u ra te  

because  W ittg e n s te in  n e v e r  c la im s t h a t  f o r  every  term  whose 

a p p l i c a t io n  i s  go v e rn ed  by c r i t e r i a ,  th e  v a r io u s  phenomena th a t  

s e rv e  a s  i t s  c r i t e r i a  in v a r ia b ly  c o in c id e . On th e  c o n tr a ry ,  a s  

we saw in  c h a p te r  I I ,  W it tg e n s te in  a rg u es t h a t  many g e n e ra l  term s 

a re  fa m ily -re se m b la n c e  te rm s whose c r i t e r i a  do n o t in v a r ia b ly  

c o in c id e , b u t o v e r la p  and  c r i s s - c r o s s .  Nor does W ittg e n s te in  

claim  t h a t  th e  v a r io u s  phenomena which commonly s e rv e  a s  o u r c r i ­

t e r i a  f o r  a  g iv e n  term  j u s t i f y  th e  te r m 's  a p p l i c a t io n  o n ly  when 

th ey  a r e  c o in s t a n t i a t e d .  F o r him , such  b e h a v io ra l e x p re s s io n s  as 

a p e r s o n 's  m oaning, h o ld in g  h is  cheek , and say in g  " I  have a  to o th ­

ache" s e rv e  a s  o u r  c r i t e r i a  f o r  som eone's hav ing  a  to o th a c h e ; and 

when a  p e rso n  moans and  sa y s  " I  have a  to o th a c h e "  w ith o u t ho ld in g  

h is  cheek , h i s  moaning and  sa y in g  " I  have a to o th a c h e "  can  s e rv e  

a s  o u r  c r i t e r i a  f o r  h i s  hav ing  a  to o th a c h e . A ccording to  C arv er, 

on th e  o th e r  hand, when a  p e rso n  moans and say s  " I  have a to o th ­

ache" w ith o u t h o ld in g  h is  cheek , h is  moaning and s a y in g  " I  have a 

to o th a c h e "  can n o t s e rv e  a s  o u r  c r i t e r i a  f o r  h is  h av in g  a  to o th a c h e . 

I f  th e y  co u ld , t h i s  would be a c a se  o f  a c tu a l  c r i t e r i a l  c o n f l i c t ;  

b u t s in c e  th ey  c a n n o t, i t  i s  o n ly  a  case  in  which some o f  th e

52ibid.
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phenomena t h a t  s e r v e  a s  o u r  c r i t e r i a  f o r  to o th a c h e  in  o th e r  c i r ­

cum stances a r e  p r e s e n t .

F o r W it tg e n s te in ,  moaning and say in g  " I  have a  too th ach e"  

c an  f u n c t io n  a s  o u r  c r i t e r i a  f o r  som eone's hav in g  a  to o th a c h e  a p a r t  

from  th e  b e h a v io r  o f  h o ld in g  th e  cheek . And when th e y  do , we have 

a  c a se  i n  w hich c r i t e r i a  f a i l  to  c o in c id e , b u t n o t  a  c a s e  in  which 

c r i t e r i a  c o n f l i c t  b e c a u se , f o r  W ittg e n s te in , c a s e s  in  w hich  some 

b u t  n o t a l l  o f  th e  phenomena t h a t  no rm ally  s e rv e  a s  o u r  c r i t e r i a  

f o r  a  g iv e n  co n c e p t a r e  p r e s e n t  and fu n c t io n  a s  c r i t e r i a  a r e  cases 

i n  w hich c r i t e r i a  f a i l  to  c o in c id e , b u t th ey  a r e  n o t c a s e s  in  

w hich  c r i t e r i a  c o n f l i c t . C a rv e r 's  e q u a tio n  o f  "a  c o n f l i c t  o f  

c r i t e r i a "  w ith  "a  c a s e  in  which some, b u t n o t a l l ,  o f  th e  c r i t e r i a  

f o r  a  g iv en  c o n c e p t a r e  p r e s e n t"  i s  n o t 'W ittg e n s te in ’s .  W ittgen­

s t e i n ' s  c a se s  i n  w h ich  c r i t e r i a  c o n f l i c t  a r e  c a se s  in  w hich 

c o n f l i c t i n g  c r i t e r i a — i . e . ,  c r i t e r i a  f o r  v a r io u s  c o n f l i c t i n g  

t h i n g s —a re  p r e s e n t .  In  d is c u s s in g  th e  many d i f f e r e n t  c r i t e r i a  

t h a t  a  man may have f o r  p o in t in g  to  h is  eye, W it tg e n s te in  w r ite s :  

"we can  im ag ine  a  p e rs o n  hav in g  th e  k in a e s th e t ic  s e n s a t io n  o f 

m oving h i s  hand , and  th e  t a c t u a l  s e n s a tio n , in  h i s  f i n g e r s  and 

f a c e ,  o f  h i s  f i n g e r s  moving o v e r  h is  fa c e , w hereas h is  k in a e s ­

t h e t i c  and  v i s u a l  s e n s a t io n s  sh o u ld  have to  be d e s c r ib e d  a s  th o se  

o f  h is  f i n g e r s  moving o v e r  h is  knee" (B I.B . p .  5 2 ) .  T h is  i s  a 

c a s e  o f  c r i t e r i a l  c o n f l i c t  because i t  in c lu d e s  c r i t e r i a  f o r  two 

c o n f l i c t i n g  th i n g s — " h is  f i n g e r s  moving o v e r h i s  fa c e "  and  "h is  

f i n g e r s  moving o v e r  h i s  k n e e ."  In  d is c u s s in g  th e  c o l l i s i o n  be­

tw een  th e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  when th e  in te n d e d  method o f  p r o je c t io n
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comes b e fo re  som eone 's  m ind, W it tg e n s te in  w r ite s  t h a t  th e  two c r i ­

t e r i a —th e  p i c t u r e  and  th e  a p p l i c a t i o n —can c o l l i d e  i n  t h a t  th e  

p i c t u r e  m akes u s e x p e c t a  d i f f e r e n t  a p p l i c a t io n .  T h is  i s  a  case  

o f  c r i t e r i a l  c o n f l i c t  b e c a u se  th e  p ic tu r e  makes u s e x p e c t an  

a p p l i c a t i o n  d i f f e r e n t  from , and  th u s  i n  c o n f l i c t  w ith , th e  a c tu a l  

a p p l i c a t i o n  ( P . I .  # 1 4 1 -1 4 2 ) .

F o r  W it tg e n s te in ,  a  c a se  i n  which c r i t e r i a  'c o in c i d e ' 

may be e i t h e r  ( l )  a  c a s e  i n  w hich a l l  th e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  a  g iv en  

c o n cep t a r e  p r e s e n t ,  (2 )  a  c a s e  in  w hich no c o n f l i c t i n g  c r i t e r i a  

a r e  p r e s e n t ,  o r  (3 ) a  c a se  i n  w hich a l l  th e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  a  g iv en  

con cep t a r e  p r e s e n t  and  no c o n f l i c t i n g  c r i t e r i a  a r e  p r e s e n t .

C a rv e r  i s  a p p a re n t ly  unaw are o f  t h i s  am b ig u ity . C i t in g  pages 

s i x ty - t h r e e  and s i :c ty - f o u r  o f  th e  B lue Book, he a s s e r t s  t h a t  when 

W ittg e n s te in  say s  th e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  'P '  c o in c id e , he means " th e  

v a r io u s  phenomena, each  o f  w hich i s  commonly ( o r  som etim es) u sed  

a s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  ' ? '  i n  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s , a r e  in v a r ia b ly  

a s s o c ia te d  ( o r  v e ry  n e a r ly  s o ) . " •53  B ut in  th e  v e ry  p a s s a g e  C arv e r 

c i t e s ,  W it tg e n s te in  c o n t r a s t s  c a s e s  i n  which c r i t e r i a  " c o in c id e ” 

b o th  w ith  c a se s  i n  w hich c r i t e r i a  f a i l  to  c o in c id e  b ecau se  o n ly  

some o f  th e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  th e  th in g  in  q u e s t io n  a re  p r e s e n t  and 

w ith  c a se s  i n  w hich c r i t e r i a  c o n f l i c t  b ecau se  c r i t e r i a  f o r  con­

f l i c t i n g  th in g s  a r e  p r e s e n t .  W it tg e n s te in  im ag ines t h a t  w h ile  h is  

ey es a r e  s h u t  and v is u a l  c r i t e r i a  a r e ,  th e r e f o r e ,  a b s e n t ,  he has 

th e  k in a e s th e t i c  e x p e r ie n c e  o f  r a i s i n g  h is  hand to  h i s  eye and th e  

p e c u l i a r  t a c t i l e  s e n s a t io n  o f  to u c h in g  h is  eye. T h is  i s  a  c a se  in

53c-arver, " W i t tg e n s te in  on C r i t e r i a , "  p . 69 .
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w hich c r i t e r i a  f a i l  to  c o in c id e , and i t  i s  c o n tr a s te d  w ith  c a se s  

i n  which b o th  th e s e  e x p e r ie n c e s  and  v is u a l  c r i t e r i a  a r e  p re s e n t ,  

i . e . ,  w ith  c a se s  in  w hich c r i t e r i a  'c o in c id e ' i n  th e  se n se  t h a t  

a l l  th o s e  f o r  a  g iv e n  c o n c e p t a r e  p r e s e n t .  Som eone's hav ing  th e  

k in a e s th e t i c  e x p e rie n c e  o f  r a i s i n g  h i s  hand to  h is  eye and th e  

t a c t i l e  s e n s a t io n  o f  to u c h in g  h i s  n o se , on th e  o th e r  hand, i s  a  

c a s e  in  w hich c r i t e r i a  c o n f l i c t ; and  i t  i s  c o n tr a s te d  w ith  c a se s  

i n  which someone has th e  k in a e s th e t i c  ex p e rien ce  o f  r a i s i n g  h is  

hand to  h is  eye and th e  t a c t i l e  s e n s a t io n  o f  to u c h in g  h is  eye, 

i . e . ,  w ith  c a se s  in  w hich  c r i t e r i a  'c o in c id e ' i n  th e  se n s e  t h a t  

th e y  a r e  a l l  c r i t e r i a  f o r  th e  same th in g .  F a i l in g  to  re c o g n iz e  

t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  d i s t i n g u i s h e s  d i f f e r e n t  se n se s  in  which c r i t e r i a  

"c o in c id e "  p ro b ab ly  le d  G ar-fer to  eq u a te  "c a se s  in  w hich c r i t e r i a  

f a i l  to  c o in c id e "  w ith  " c a s e s  in  which c r i t e r i a  c o n f l i c t . "

C a r v e r 's  view  t h a t  'W ittg e n s te in  a llo w s  no a c tu a l  ca se s  

o f  c r i t e r i a l  c o n f l i c t ,  i . e .  no a c tu a l  c a se s  in  which c r i t e r i a  f a i l  

to  c o in c id e , i s  u n a c c e p ta b le ; f o r  W it tg e n s te in  a llo w s  b o th  a c tu a l  

c a s e s  i n  w hich c r i t e r i a  f a i l  to  c o in c id e  and a c tu a l  c a se s  in  which 

c r i t e r i a  c o n f l i c t .  W it tg e n s te in  h o ld s  th a t  many g e n e ra l  te rm s a re  

fam ily -re se m b la n c e  te rm s whose c r i t e r i a  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c a l l y  f a i l  to  

c o in c id e .  And he e x p l i c i t l y  s t a t e s  t h a t  th e r e  can be an  a c tu a l  

c o l l i s i o n  betw een th e  d i f f e r e n t  k in d s  o f  c r i t e r i a  f o r  th e  in ten d ed  

m ethod o f  p r o je c t io n  coming b e fo re  som eone's mind ( P . I .  # l 4 l ) .  

F u rth e rm o re , in  d is c u s s in g  th e  problem  o f  p e rs o n a l i d e n t i t y  (w hich 

C a rv e r u se s  to  su p p o r t h i s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ) , W it tg e n s te in  w r i te s  

t h a t  th e  many c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  t h a t  se rv e  a s  o u r  c r i t e r i a  f o r
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p e rs o n a l  i d e n t i t y  c o in c id e  i n  th e  " v a s t  m a jo r i ty "  o f  c a s e s  and, 

th u s ,  im p lie s  t h a t  in  a  few a c tu a l  c a s e s ,  th e y  f a i l  to  c o in c id e  

(B I.B . p . 61) .5 ^  A g a in s t F reu d , he a rg u e s  t h a t  i t  would be  i n t e r ­

e s t in g  and im p o rta n t i f  th e  v a r io u s  c r i t e r i a  f o r  th e  r i g h t  i n t e r ­

p r e t a t i o n  o f  a dream g e n e r a l ly  c o in c id e d , b u t i t  i s  q u e e r  to  c laim  

( a s  F reu d  seems to )  t h a t  th e y  m ust a lw ays c o in c id e  (L.&C. p . 4 6 ) .  

W ith  s l i g h t  m o d i f ic a t io n ,  W it tg e n s te in 's  c r i t i c i s m  o f  F reud  

a p p l i e s  to  C a rv e r; i t  i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  and im p o rta n t i f  th e  v a rio u s  

c r i t e r i a  f o r  som eth ing  g e n e r a l ly  c o in c id e , b u t i t  i s  q u e e r  to  

c la im  (a s  C a rv e r d o es) t h a t  th e y  m ust a lw ays c o in c id e . In d eed , 

no onewho r e a l i z e d  t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  e q u a te s  a  fam ily -re sem b lan ce  

t e r m 's  c r i t e r i a  w ith  i t s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s  would make such  

a  c la im .

C a rv e r c o n fu se s  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m sta n c e s  w ith  g e n e ra l 

o n e s . In  i n t e r p r e t i n g  th e  p a ssag e  on p e r s o n a l i d e n t i t y  (B I.B . 

p .  62) ,  he ta k e s  " o rd in a ry  c irc u m s ta n c e s"  to  mean " th e  norm al 

c irc u m s ta n c e s  in  w hich c r i t e r i a  c o in c id e "  and "assum ing t h a t  th e s e  

c irc u m s ta n c e s  a r e  changed" to  mean "assum ing th a t  th e  c ircu m stan ces  

o f  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c a se  a r e  abnorm al in  t h a t  c r i t e r i a  do n o t  c o in ­

c id e ."  I n s p e c t in g  b o th  W it tg e n s te in 's  u se  o f  "abnorm al c a se "  in  

s e c t io n s  l 4 l  and 142 o f  th e  I n v e s t ig a t io n s  and h is  exam ples o f  

w hat o c c u rs  when th e  o rd in a ry  c irc u m s ta n c e s  un d er w hich we u se  th e  

word "p e rso n "  a re  changed (B I.B . pp . 61 -62 ) w i l l  show t h a t  C a rv e r 's  

e q u a tio n s  a r e  n o t W i t tg e n s te i n 's .  When W it tg e n s te in  d is c u s s e s

5 ^ . g . ,  a f t e r  someone has gone on a  c ra s h  d i e t ,  had a  
sex -ch an g e  o p e ra t io n , o r  been b ad ly  m u t i la te d  in  a  c a r  w reck.



96

abnorm al c a se s  ( P . I .  #141-14-2), he d is c u s s e s  e x c e p t io n a l  cases 

t h a t  o c c u r  when th e  r e l e v a n t  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  rem ain  th e  

sam e. He m a in ta in s  t h a t ,  th e  r e le v a n t  g e n e ra l f a c t s  o f  n a tu re  

b e in g  w hat th e y  a r e ,  t h e r e  can be a  c o l l i s i o n  betw een  th e  two c r i ­

t e r i a  f o r  when th e  in te n d e d  method o f  p r o j e c t io n  comes b e fo re  

so m eo n e 's  m ind. The p i c t u r e  and  th e  a p p l i c a t i o n  can  c o n f l i c t  

b ecau se  a lth o u g h  p e o p le  g e n e r a l ly  ap p ly  t h i s  p i c t u r e  l i k e  t h i s  

(norm al c a s e s ) , th e y  may and  som etim es do a p p ly  i t  d i f f e r e n t ly  

(abnorm al c a s e s ) .

When W it tg e n s te in  d is c u s s e s  w hat would happen i f  th e  

o r d in a r y  c irc u m s ta n c e s  u n d e r  w hich we u se  th e  word "p e rso n "  were 

changed , how ever, he d is c u s s e s  n o t e x c e p tio n a l c a se s  t h a t  o ccu r 

when th e  r e le v a n t  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu re  rem ain  th e  same, cut 

im ag in a ry  c a se s  w hich c o u ld  o c c u r  i f  th e  r e le v a n t  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  

o f  n a tu r e  w ere d i f f e r e n t .  He im ag ines w hat w ould happen i f  a l l  

human b o d ie s  lo o k ed  a l i k e  and d i f f e r e n t  s e t s  o f  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  

changed t h e i r  h a b i t a t i o n  among th e s e  b o d ie s  o r  i f  i t  w ere u su a l 

f o r  human b e in g s  to  have two c h a r a c te r s ,  l i k e  D r. J e k y l l  and Mr. 

Hyde (B l.B . pp . 6 1 -6 2 ) .

I n  e q u a tin g  "abnorm al c a se s  in  w hich c r i t e r i a  c o n f l i c t "  

w ith  " c a s e s  o c c u r r in g  when th e  o rd in a ry  c irc u m s ta n c e s  a r e  

c h a n g e d ," C a rv e r  a s s im i l a t e s  " c a se s  o c c u r r in g  a s  e x c e p tio n s  when 

th e  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  rem ain  th e  same" to  " c a s e s  im agined 

to  o c c u r  when th e  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  a r e  d i f f e r e n t "  and 

ta k e s  W it tg e n s te in  to  be  sa y in g  t h a t  in  an abnorm al c a se  where 

th e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y  do n o t c o in c id e , th e  concept
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o f  a  p e r s o n  b r e a k s  a p a r t ,  a n d  t h e  te rm  " p e r s o n "  a n d  p e o p l e 's  

nam es no l o n g e r  h a v e  an y  c l e a r  u s e .  B u t W i t t g e n s te in  i s  n o t s a y ­

in g  t h a t ;  h e  i s  s a y in g  t h a t  i f  t h e  g e n e r a l  f a c t s  o f  n a t u r e  on  

w h ic h  o u r  u s e  o f  t h e  te rm  " p e r s o n "  a n d  p e o p l e 's  nam es a r e  b a se d  

w ere  d i f f e r e n t ,  t h e  c o n c e p t  o f  a  p e r s o n  w ould  b re a k  a p a r t ,  an d  

t h e  te rm  " p e r s o n "  a n d  p e o p l e 's  nam es w ould  no l o n g e r  h a v e  any 

c l e a r  u s e .  T h u s, W i t t g e n s te in  t h in k s  o u r  c o n c e p ts  a r e  s t u r d i e r  

an d  m ore f l e x i b l e  t h a n  C a r v e r  w ou ld  h a v e  u s  b e l i e v e .  C a rv e r  

w o u ld  h a v e  u s  b e l i e v e  t h a t  'W it tg e n s te in  t h i n k s  o u r  c o n c e p ts  a llo w  

no a c t u a l  c o n f l i c t s  o f  c r i t e r i a .  B u t W i t t g e n s te in  m a in ta in s  t h a t  

o u r  c o n c e p ts  a l lo w  a c t u a l  c o n f l i c t s  o f  c r i t e r i a  ^  e x c e p t io n a l  

c a s e s . W hat th e y  do n o t  a l lo w  i s  t h a t  th o s e  c a s e s  become th e  

r u l e ,  f o r  th e n  o u r  e x p re s s io n s  would lo s e  t h e i r  p o in t  ( p . I .  -1̂ 2').

We c a n  now c o n c lu d e  t h a t  C a r v e r 's  a n a l y s i s  o f  c r i t e r i a l  

c o n f l i c t s  m u st be  r e j e c t e d .  N o n e th e le s s ,  we may b e  a b le  to  s a l ­

v a g e  C a n f i e l d 's  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  f o r  C a n f ie ld  n e v e r  s t a t e s  t h a t  

"n o rm al p a r t i c u l a r  c i r c u m s ta n c e s "  a r e  " c i r c u m s ta n c e s  i n  w h ich  

c r i t e r i a  c o i n c i d e , " an d  t h a t  e q u a t io n  i s  w hat w o u ld  make h i s  

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  in c o m p a t ib le  w i th  'W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  d o c t r i n e  o f  c r i ­

t e r i a l  c o n f l i c t s .  I  s h a l l  now ex am ine  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  re m a rk s  on 

p a r t i c u l a r  c i r c u m s ta n c e s  a n d  th e n  s e e  w h e th e r  a n  e x p la n a t io n  o f  

"n o rm al p a r t i c u l a r  c i r c u m s ta n c e s "  c a n  b e  g iv e n  t h a t  w i l l  make 

C a n f i e l d 's  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  a c c e p t a b l e .
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P a r t i c u l a r  C ircum stances 

In  t a l k in g  ab o u t th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s , o r  th e  

c irc u m s ta n c e s  o f  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c a se , W it tg e n s te in  i s  t a lk in g  

a b o u t th e  p a r t i c u l a r  s i t u a t i o n  o r  c o n te x t in  w hich someone does 

so m eth ing , in c lu d in g  n o t  o n ly  th e  p h y s ic a l  and tem poral s e t t i n g  

i n  w hich he does i t ,  b u t a ls o  what happens b e fo re  and a f te rw a rd s . 

D isc u s s in g  what p o in t in g  to  a  t h i n g 's  shape r a t h e r  th a n  i t s  c o lo r  

c o n s i s t s  in ,  he w r i t e s  t h a t  w hether we sh o u ld  say  t h a t  someone 

p o in te d  to  th e  sh ap e  and  n o t th e  c o lo r  would depend on " th e  c i r ­

cum stances— t ^ a t  i s ,  on what happened b e fo re  and a f t e r  th e  

p o in t in g "  ( P . I .  # 3 5 )-  He a ls o  w r i t e s :  "We u se  th e  w ords 'm e a n in g ',

'b e l i e v i n g ' ,  ' i n t e n d i n g ' ,  in  su ch  a way t h a t  th ey  r e i e r  to  c e r t a in  

a c t s ,  s t a t e s  ox mind g iv e n  c e r t a i n  c irc u m s ta n c e s" and e;xp la ins t h i s  

by d is c u s s in g  th e  u se  o f  th e  e x p re s s io n  "checkm ating somebody"

(B r.B . p . 1^7; em phasis m in e ). I f  two peo p le  were p la y in g  a  game 

o f  ch ess  and one a t t a c k e d  th e  o t h e r 's  k in g  so t h a t  no escap e  o r  

d e fe n se  was p o s s ib le ,  we would sa y  t h a t  th e  one p a r tn e r  had 

checkm ated th e  o th e r .  B ut i f  a  c h i ld  p la y in g  w ith  chessm en p la c e d  

some o f  them on a  c h e s s  b o a rd  and went th ro u g h  th e  m o tio n s o f  

a t t a c k in g  a  k in g , we w ould n o t say  t h a t  th e  c h i ld  had checkm ated 

someone (B r.B . p .  1 ^ 7 ) . A ttack in g  a  k in g  so t h a t  no e scap e  o r  

d e fe n se  i s  p o s s ib le  i s  checkm ating  somebody o n ly  in  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  

c irc u m s ta n c e s  o f  " p la y in g  a  game o f  c h e s s ,"  " s o lv in g  a  ch ess  

p ro b lem ,"  and so on ( P . I .  # 3 3 ) . S im ila r ly ,  fo llo w in g  th e  o u t l in e  

o f  som eth ing  w ith  y o u r  eyes a s  you p o in t  to  i t  i s  p o in t in g  to  th e  

t h i n g 's  shape  o n ly  in  su ch  p a r t i c u l a r  c ircu m stan ces  a s  p la y in g  a 

game o f  p ic k in g  o u t sh ap es  ( P . I .  # 3 3 -3 5 ).
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F o r W it tg e n s te in ,  th e  d i f f e r e n c e  betw een g e n e ra l  c ircum ­

s t a n c e s  and p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m sta n c e s  i s  th e  obv ious d i f f e r e n c e  

b etw een  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  and th e  p a r t i c u l a r s  o f  an  i n d i ­

v id u a l  s i t u a t i o n ,  and th e  d i f f e r e n c e  betw een p a r t i c u l a r  c ircum ­

s t a n c e s  and c r i t e r i a  i s  ro u g h ly  t h a t  betw een a  p e r s o n 's  p a r t i c u l a r  

s i t u a t i o n  ( s e t t i n g  o r  c irc u m sta n c e s)  and h is  re sp o n se  to  i t .  

A lthough  m ost i n t e r p r e t e r s  e x p la in  th e  d i f f e r e n c e  betw een 

p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s  and c r i t e r i a  in  t h i s  w ay,-5-5 t h i s  

e x p la n a t io n  i s  n o t co m p le te ly  a c c u ra te ;  f o r  W it tg e n s te in  som etim es 

in c lu d e s  some o f  th e  p e r s o n 's  re sp o n se s  a s  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s . 

He w r i t e s  t h a t  w hether we sh o u ld  say  t h a t  someone p o in te d  to  th e  

sh ap e  and n o t th e  c o lo r  would depend on " th e  c ir c u m s ta n c e s—th a t  

i s ,  on what happened b e fo re  and a f t e r  th e  p o in t in g "  ( ? . I .  #35)> 

and t h a t  w hat happened b e fo re  and a f t e r  th e  p o in t in g  m igh t in c lu d e  

c e r t a i n  o f  th e  p e r s o n 's  p re v io u s  and su b seq u en t r e s p o n s e s .  More­

o v e r , in  c h a p te r  I I ,  we le a rn e d  t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  e q u a te s  " c r i t e ­

r i a "  w ith  " c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a tu r e s "  and com pares c r i t e r i a  f o r  

b e l i e v in g  what you say  to  f r i e n d ly  f a c i a l  f e a tu r e s ,  i n s i s t i n g  th a t  

we sa y  th e s e  ey es make th e  f a c e  lo o k  f r i e n d ly  p a r t l y  b e c a u se  when 

we n o t ic e  th e  f r i e n d ly  e x p re s s io n  o f  a  f a c e ,  o u r  a t t e n t i o n  i s  

draw n to  a  p a r t i c u l a r  f e a tu r e ,  such  a s  th e  ' f r i e n d l y  e y e s ' ,  and 

does n o t  r e s t  on o t h e r  f e a tu r e s  a lth o u g h  th e y , to o , a r e  r e s p o n s ib le  

f o r  t h e  f r i e n d ly  e x p re s s io n  (B r.B . p . 1 ^ 5 ) . A pplying th e s e  rem arks 

to  c r i t e r i a  f o r  p s y c h o lo g ic a l s t a t e s ,  we g e t som eth ing  l i k e  t h i s :  

we sa y  t h a t  t h i s  p ie c e  o f  b e h a v io r  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  th e  s t a t e  in

55See, f o r  exam nle, H y d e ,"W ittg en s te in  and C r i t e r i a ,"
p .
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q u e s t io n  b e c a u s e  o u r  a t t e n t i o n  i s  draw n to  i t  an d  d o e s  n o t  r e s t  

on  o t h e r  a s p e c t s  o f  th e  s i t u a t i o n — in c lu d in g  t h e  p e r s o n 's  o t h e r  

r e s p o n s e s — a l th o u g h  th e y  to o  a r e  r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  o u r  a s c r i b i n g  

t h e  s t a t e  i n  q u e s t io n  t o  t h a t  p e r s o n .  T h u s , t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  

c i r c u m s ta n c e s  i n c l u d e  n o t  o n ly  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  p h y s i c a l  a n d  tem ­

p o r a l  s e t t i n g ,  b u t  a l s o  w ha t p e o p le ,  in c lu d in g  th e  p e r s o n  e x h ib ­

i t i n g  t h e  c r i t e r i a l  r e s p o n s e ,  s a y  an d  do b e f o r e  an d  a f t e r  t h e  

c r i t e r i a l  r e s p o n s e  i s  e x h i b i t e d .

Now t h a t  we h a v e  a n  id e a  w hat W i t tg e n s te in  c o u n ts  a s  

p a r t i c u l a r  c i r c u m s ta n c e s ,  we c an  i n v e s t i g a t e  h i s  v iew  o f  t h e i r  

r o l e  i n  t h e  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p .  As we saw i n  c h a p t e r  I I ,  

W i t tg e n s te in  t h in k s  a  c r a v i n g  f o r  g e n e r a l i t y  m akes p e o p le  ig n o re  

th e  c i r c u m s ta n c e s  o f  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c a s e  an d  lo o k  f o r  so m e th in g  

common to  a l l  t h e  c a s e s  t o  w h ich  we a p p ly  a  g e n e r a l  te rm  ( 3 1 .E. 

p p . 1 7 - 2 0 ) .  As I  a rg u e d  i n  c h a p t e r  I ,  he a l s o  t h in k s  t h a t  t h i s  

s e a r c h  f o r  a  common e le m e n t h a s  r e s u l t e d  i n  m e n ta lism — t h e  m is ­

le a d i n g  v iew  t h a t  w h a t s t a n d s  b e h in d  and  g iv e s  im p o r ta n c e  to  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  e x p r e s s io n s  o f  to o th a c h e ,  b e in g  a b le  t o  go  on , 

e t c . ,  a r e  p e c u l i a r  m e n ta l  s t a t e s ,  e v e n t s ,  o r  p r o c e s s e s .  He shows 

how m e n ta lism  d e v e lo p s  a n d  why i t  i s  m is le a d in g  when h e  im a g in e s  

a  game w here  A w r i t e s  down a  s e r i e s  o f  num bers w h ile  B w a tc h e s  

him an d  t r i e s  t o  f i n d  a  law  f o r  t h e  s e r i e s  (B r .B . p p . 1 1 2 -1 1 4  k 

P . I .  A^151-155)« I f  B s u c c e e d s ,  he  s a y s ,  "How I  c an  go o n . "  

A c co rd in g  to  W i t t g e n s t e in ,  a l l  s o r t s  o f  t h in g s  can  h a p p e n  h e r e .

F o r  ex am p le , w h ile  A w r i t e s  down th e  num b ers , B m ig h t t r y  d i f f e r e n t  

fo rm u la s  to  s e e  i f  th e y  f i t  t h e  s e r i e s .  A f t e r  A w r i t e s  " 1 9 ,"  3
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t r i e s  t h e  fo rm u la  " a ^  = + n  -  1" a n d  th e  n e x t  num ber c o n f irm s

h i s  g u e s s .  O r p e rh a p s  B d o e s  n o t  t r y  d i f f e r e n t  f o r m u la s ,  b u t  

w a tc h e s  A w r i t e  down t h e  s e r i e s  o f  num bers w i th  a  f e e l i n g  o f  

t e n s io n  a n d  w i th  a l l  s o r t s  o f  v ague  id e a s  f l o a t i n g  th r o u g h  h i s  

h e a d , auid t h e n  s a y s  t o  h i m s e l f ,  " H e 's  s q u a r in g  a n d  a lw a y s  a d d in g  

o n e ."  O r B may s im p ly  l o o k  a t  t h e  s e r i e s ,  s a y  "O f c o u r s e  I  can  

go o n ,"  a n d  c o n t in u e  i t .  O r he  may s a y  n o th in g  and  s im p ly  c o n ­

t i n u e  t h e  s e r i e s .  I n  e a c h  c a s e ,  B c o u ld  c o n t in u e  th e  s e r i e s ,  b u t  

i n  e ac h  c a s e  s o m e th in g  d i f f e r e n t  to o k  p l a c e :  i n  o n e , h e  t r i e d

d i f f e r e n t  fo rm u la s  u n t i l  h e  fo u n d  o n e  t h a t  f i t  t h e  s e r i e s ;  i n  

a n o th e r ,  h e  d i d  n o t  t r y  d i f f e r e n t  f o r m u la s ,  b u t  w a tch e d  u n t i l  h e  

th o u g h t  o f  t h e  fo rm u la  t h a t  f i t ;  i n  o t h e r s ,  he  n e i t h e r  t r i e d  

d i f f e r e n t  fo rm u la s  n o r  th o u g h t  o f  th e  one  t h a t  f i t ,  c u t  s im p ly  

w a tc h e d  a n d  th e n  c o n t in u e d  th e  s e r i e s  w i th  o r  w i th o u t  s a y in g  "Of 

c o u r s e  I  c a n  go o n "  ( B r .B .  p p . 112-113 & P . I .  # 1 3 1 ).

F a c ed  w i th  t h e s e  d i f f e r e n t  c a s e s ,  we a r e  te m p te d  to  t h in k

( a s  th e  m e n t a l i s t  d o e s )  t h a t  a l th o u g h  t h e r e  d o e s  n o t  a p p e a r  to  be

a n y  e le m e n t common to  them  a l l ,  t h e r e  m u st be o n e  o r  we w ould  n o t

c a l l  them  a l l  c a s e s  o f  B’ s  b e in g  a b le  to  go o n .  T h is  t e m p ta t io n ,

W i t t g e n s t e in  s a y s ,  m is le a d s  u s .

. . .we a r e  i n c l i n e d  t o  s a y  " to  b e  a b l e  t o .  . . "  m u st 
mean m ore th a n  j u s t  u t t e r i n g  th e  f o r m u la —a n d  i n  f a c t  
m ore th a n  an y  o n e  o f  t h e  o c c u r r e n c e s  we h a v e  d e s c r ib e d .
And t h i s ,  we go o n , show s t h a t  s a y in g  th e  fo rm u la  was 
o n ly  a  symptom o f  B 's  b e in g  a b le  to  go o n , a n d  t h a t  i t  
was n o t  th e  a b i l i t y  o f  g o in g  on  i t s e l f .  Now w hat i s  
m is le a d in g  i n  t h i s  i s  t h a t  we seem  to  i n t i m a t e  t h a t  
t h e r e  i s  one  p e c u l i a r  a c t i v i t y ,  p r o c e s s ,  o r  s t a t e  c a l l e d  
" b e in g  a b le  to  go o n "  w h ich  somehow i s  h id d e n  from  o u r  
e y e s  b u t  m a n i f e s t s  i t s e l f  i n  th o s e  o c c u r r e n c e s  w h ich  we 
c a l l  sym ptom s ( a s  a n  in f la m m a tio n  o f  th e  m ucous membzranes 
o f  t h e  n o se  p ro d u c e s  t h e  symptom o f  s n e e z i n g ) . T h is  i s
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th e  way t a l k in g  o f  symptoms, in  t h i s  c a s e ,  m is le a d s  u s .
When we sa y  "S u re ly  th e r e  m ust he som eth ing  e l s e  b eh in d  
th e  m ere u t t e r i n g  o f  th e  fo im u la , a s  t h i s  a lo n e  we 
s h o u ld  n o t  c a l l  'b e in g  a b le  t o .  . th e  word "beh ind"
h e re  i s  c e r t a i n l y  u sed  m e ta p h o r ic a lly , and  'b e h in d ' th e  
u t t e r a n c e  o f  th e  fo rm u la  may be th e  c ir c u m s ta n c e s  u n d e r  
w hich i t  i s  u t t e r e d .  (B r.B . p . 113)

S in c e  so m eth in g  d i f f e r e n t  happens i n  each c a s e , we a r e  in c l in e d  to

s a y  t h a t  th e  d i f f e r e n t  o c c u rre n c e s  canno t be a l l  th e r e  i s  to  B 's

b e in g  a b le  to  c o n tin u e  th e  s e r i e s .  They m ust be th e  symptoms o f

some p e c u l i a r  m e n ta l s t a t e  c a l l e d  "b e in g  a b le  to  go on" t h a t  i s

h id d en  from  u s ,  b u t  m a n ife s ts  i t s e l f  in  th o s e  o c c u r r e n c e s  we c a l l

sym ptom s. T hus, th e  d i f f e r e n t  c a se s  do c o n ta in  a  common elem ent,

v i z . ,  th e  m en ta l s t a t e  o f  be in g  a b le  to  go o n . A cco rd in g ly , when

B u t t e r s  th e  fo rm u la  o r  say s "Now I  can go on , " we sa y  t h a t  he can

c o n tin u e  th e  s e r i e s  b ecause  we th in k  h is  sa y in g  su ch  th in g s  i s  a

symptom o f  th e  p re s e n c e  o f  th e  m en ta l s t a t e  o f  b e in g  a b le  to  go on.

When a  p a r r o t  u t t e r s  th e  form ula o r  say s "Now I  can  go o n ,"  however,

we do n o t sa y  t h a t  he can  c o n tin u e  th e  s e r i e s  b ecau se  we do not

th in k  t h a t  th e  p a r r o t ' s  say in g  such  th in g s  i s  a  symptom o f  th e

p re s e n c e  o f  th e  m en ta l s t a t e  o f  b e in g  a b le  to  go o n .

What h as  happened now, W it tg e n s te in  t e l l s  u s , i s  t h i s :  

th e  e s s e n t i a l i s t  assu m p tio n  t h a t  t h e r e  m ust be so m eth in g  common to 

a l l  c a s e s  o f  B 's  b e in g  a b le  to  c o n tin u e  th e  s e r i e s  h a s  l e d  us to  

com pare th e  d i f f e r e n t  th in g s  th a t  happen when B can c o n tin u e  to 

th e  symptoms o f  a d i s e a s e .  We have reaso n ed  t h a t  j u s t  a s  an 

in f lam m atio n  o f  th e  mucous membranes o f  th e  nose  p ro d u c e s  th e  

symptom o f  s n e e z in g , so a h idden  m en ta l s t a t e  c a l l e d  "b e in g  ab le  

to  go on" p ro d u ces  th e  o c c u rre n c e s  we c a l l  symptoms o f  b e in g  ab le
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to  go o n . B ut t h i s  c o m p a riso n  m is le a d s  u s .  We t h i n k  t h a t  th e  

p re s e n c e  o f  t h e  m e n ta l  s t a t e  d e te rm in e s  w h e th e r  B c a n  c o n t in u e  th e  

s e r i e s  and  t h a t  s u c h  o c c u r r e n c e s  a s  B 's  u t t e r i n g  t h e  fo rm u la  o r  

s a y in g  "Now I  c an  go o n "  a r e  m ere  symptoms o f  t h a t  s t a t e ,  an d  

t h i s  l e a d s  u s  t o  m is u n d e r s ta n d  th e  r o l e  o f  su c h  o c c u r r e n c e s  i n  th e  

la n g u a g e -g a m e , t o  s e a r c h  f o r  a  m e n ta l s t a t e  c a l l e d  " b e in g  a b le  to  

go on" t h a t  c a n n o t  p o s s ib l y  b e  fo u n d , an d  to  ig n o r e  t h e  c irc u m ­

s t a n c e s  o f  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  c a s e .

W i t tg e n s te in  i n s i s t s  t h a t  so  lo n g  a s  we assum e th e  

e x is te n c e  o f  a  h id d e n  m e n ta l  s t a t e  w h ich  d e te rm in e s  w h e th e r  we 

s a y  t h a t  B c a n  c o n t in u e  th e  s e r i e s ,  we w i l l  b e  l e d  t o  t h e  m is ta k e n  

v iew  t h a t  su c h  o c c u r r e n c e s  a s  B 's  u t t e r i n g  th e  fo rm u la  o r  s a y in g  

"Now I  can  go on" c an  f u n c t i o n  o n ly  a s  sym ptom s o f  t h a t  s t a t e .  I f  

we abandon  th e  a s s u m p tio n  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  s u c h  a  s t a t e ,  h o w ev er, we 

w i l l  be  f r e e  t o  ex am in e  s u c h  o c c u r r e n c e s  t o  s e e  how th e y  a c t u a l l y  

f u n c t i o n .  And when we ex am in e  them , we w i l l  f i n d  t h a t  th e y  

f u n c t io n  n o t  a s  sym ptom s, b u t  a s  c r i t e r i a ,  o r  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  

f e a t u r e s ,  f o r  so m e o n e 's  b e in g  a b le  to  go o n .

W i t t g e n s te in  t h in k s  t h a t  co m p arin g  o c c u r r e n c e s  l i k e  B 's  

u t t e r i n g  th e  fo rm u la  o r  s a y in g  "Now I  c a n  go on" to  d i s e a s e  symp­

to m s n o t o n ly  l e a d s  u s  t o  m is u n d e r s ta n d  t h e  r o l e  o f  su c h  o c c u r ­

r e n c e s ,  b u t  a l s o  l e a d s  u s  t o  lo o k  f o r  a  m e n ta l  s t a t e  c a l l e d  "b e in g  

a b l e  to  go o n ” t h a t  c a n n o t  p o s s ib l y  be fo u n d  b e c a u se  i t  i s  a  

g ra m m a tic a l f i c t i o n : a  f i c t i t i o u s  e n t i t y  t h a t  p u r p o r t s  to  e x p la in

t h e  u se  o f  a  w ord o r  p h r a s e ,  b u t  f a i l s  t o  do s o .  When we fo u n d  

n o th in g  common to  t h e  v a r io u s  c a s e s  o f  B 's  b e in g  a b l e  to  go o n , we
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i n s i s t e d  t h a t  t h e r e  m ust he a  common elem ent and  concluded  th a t  s in c e  

He had n o t  found  i t ,  i t  m ust be h id d en . A ccord ing  to  W ittg e n s te in , 

o u r  in s i s t e n c e  r e v e a le d  a  m istaken  assum ption  a b o u t th e  u se  o f  th e  

p h ra s e  "b e in g  a b le  to  go o n ,"  v i z . ,  t h a t  ev e ry  c a se  o f  som eone's 

b e in g  a b le  to  go on has a  common elem ent t h a t  j u s t i f i e s  o u r  c a l l in g  

i t  a  c a se  o f  so m eo n e 's  b e in g  a b le  to  go on . And t h a t  m istaken  

a ssu m p tio n  le d  u s  to  lo o k  f o r  a h idden  m en ta l s t a t e .  W ittg e n s te in  

com pares o u r  e r r o r  h e re  to  th e  e r r o r  o f  someone who, when to ld  

t h a t  th e  word " c h a i r "  does n o t mean t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  c h a i r ,  t r i e s  

to  lo o k  in s id e  to  f i n d  th e  r e a l  meaning o f  th e  w ord " c h a i r ."  His 

s e a r c h  i s  m isg u id ed  because  i t  i s  b ased  on th e  m is ta k e n  assum ption 

t h a t  th e  word " c h a i r "  i s  a  p ro p e r  name. A nalogously , o u r  search  

f o r  th e  h id d en  m e n ta l s t a t e  c a l l e d  "be ing  a b le  to  go on" i s  m is­

g u id e d  becau se  i t  i s  based  on th e  m istak en  assu m p tio n  t h a t  th e  

p h ra s e  "b e in g  a b le  to  go on" r e f e r s  to  a  common e lem en t th a t  i s  

p r e s e n t  in  a l l  c a s e s  o f  som eone 's b e in g  a b le  to  go on and j u s t i f i e s  

o u r  c a l l i n g  them c a s e s  o f  b e in g  a b le  to  go on (B r.B . p . 113 & P . I .

# 1 5 3 -1 5 5 ) .

W it tg e n s te in  th in k s  we sh o u ld  n o t s e a r c h  f o r  th e  m ental 

s t a t e  c a l l e d  "b e in g  a b le  to  go on" n o t o n ly  b ecau se  we would be 

s e a r c h in g  f o r  a  g ram m atica l f i c t i o n ,  b u t a ls o  b e cau se  se a rc h in g  

f o r  i t  tu r n s  us away from th e  o n ly  exam in a tio n  t h a t  can  h e lp  us to  

u n d e rs ta n d  th e  u se  o f  th e  p h ra se  "being  a b le  to  go o n , ” i . e . ,  th e  

ex am in a tio n  o f  su c h  th in g s  a s  B 's  u t t e r i n g  th e  fo rm u la  o r  say ing  

"Now I  can  go on" and  o f  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s  in  which 

th o s e  th in g s  o c c u r  (B l.B . pp . 1 9 -20 ).
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We assum ed th e  e x is te n c e  o f  a  m en ta l s t a t e  c a l l e d  "being  

a b le  to  go on" because  we th o u g h t such  o c c u rre n c e s  a s  B 's  u t t e r in g  

th e  fo rm u la  c o u ld  show u s  t h a t  B co u ld  c o n tin u e  th e  s e r i e s  o n ly  i f  

th e y  w ere symptoms o f  su c h  a  s t a t e .  B ut W it tg e n s te in  a rg u e s  t h a t  

su c h  o c c u rre n c e s  show u s  t h a t  B can  c o n tin u e  th e  s e r i e s  w ith o u t 

b e in g  symptoms o f  such  a  s t a t e ,  f o r  w hat s ta n d s  b eh in d  su ch  o c c u r­

re n c e s  and e n a b le s  them to  j u s t i f y  o u r  sa y in g  B can  c o n tin u e  th e  

s e r i e s  i s  n o t  some p e c u l i a r  m en ta l s t a t e ,  b u t th e  c irc u m sta n c e s  o f  

th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c a s e . T hus, c e r t a in  k in d s  o f  b e h a v io r  do n o t  show 

us som eth ing  i s  so o n ly  when th e y  a r e  symptoms o f  p e c u l i a r  m en ta l 

s t a t e s ,  e v e n ts ,  o r  p ro c e s s e s ;  th e y  show us som eth ing  i s  so  o n ly  in  

c e r t a i n  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s  (B r.B . p p . 115-11^- & P . I .  2154- 

155)-  B’ s u t t e r i n g  th e  fo rm u la , f o r  e-xample, does n o t show us 

t h a t  he can  c o n tin u e  th e  s e r i e s  o n ly  when i t  i s  a  symptom o f  a 

p e c u l i a r  m en ta l s t a t e ;  i t  shows u s  t h a t  he can c o n tin u e  i t  o n ly  in  

such  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s  a s  p la y in g  th e  game o f  c o n tin u in g  

th e  s e r i e s  and o n ly  g iv e n  su c h  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s  a s  t h a t  B 

h a s  le a r n e d  a lg e b r a  and  h a s  u sed  such  fo rm u la s  b e fo re  ( P . I .  #179)•

A ccord ing  to  W it tg e n s te in ,  th e n , c e r t a i n  k in d s  o f  behav­

i o r  f u n c t io n  a s  c r i t e r i a  f o r  a  p a r t i c u l a r  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e ,  

e v e n t, o r  p ro c e s s  o n ly  i n  c e r t a i n  p a r t i c u l a r  c ir c u m s ta n c e s . But 

in  which p a r t i c u l a r  c ir c u m s ta n c e s?  Malcolm a t te m p ts  to  answ er 

t h i s  q u e s t io n  i n  " W ittg e n s te in ’ s  P h ilo s o p h ic a l  I n v e s t i g a t io n s ."  

w here he a rg u e s  t h a t ,  f o r  W it tg e n s te in , p r o p o s i t io n s  d e s c r ib in g  

th e  c r i t e r i o n  o f  som eone’ s  b e in g  in  p a in  do n o t l o g i c a l l y  e n t a i l  

th e  p r o p o s i t io n  "Ke i s  i n  p a in "  b ecau se  "a c r i t e r i o n  i s  s a t i s f i e d
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o n ly  i n  c e r t a i n  c i r c u m s t a n c e s . The e x p r e s s io n s  o f  p a in  a r e  

n o t  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  p a in  when som eone i s  r e h e a r s i n g  f o r  a  p la y ,  

a c t i n g  u n d e r  h y p n o t ic  s u g g e s t io n ,  e n g a g in g  i n  a  ho aux, a n d  so  o n . 

M a lc o lm 's  e x p la n a t i o n  d o e s  n o t  seem to  f i t  W i t t g e n s t e in ’ s  re m a rk s ; 

h o w ev er, f o r  when W i t t g e n s te in  s a y s  t h a t  v a r io u s  t y p e s  o f  b e h a v io r  

a r e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  a  c e r t a i n  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e ,  e v e n t ,  o r  p r o c e s s  

o n ly  i n  c e r t a i n  c i r c u m s ta n c e s . t h e  c i r c u m s ta n c e s  h e  r u l e s  o u t  a r e  

n o t  t h o s e  o f  p r e t e n d in g ,  r e h e a r s i n g ,  a c t i n g  u n d e r  h y p n o s is ,  e t c . ;  

b u t  t h o s e  i n  w h ich  t h e  b e h a v io r  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  e i t h e r  f o r  some 

o t h e r  p s y c h o l o g ic a l  s t a t e ,  e v e n t ,  o r  p r o c e s s  o r  f o r  no p sy c h o lo g ­

i c a l  s t a t e ,  e v e n t ,  o r  p r o c e s s .

B i s  a c r i t e r i o n  o f  ?  o n ly  in  c e r t a in  c irc u m s ta n c e s

W it tg e n s te in  r e p e a te d ly  say s  t h a t  v a r io u s  ty p e s  o f  

b e h a v io r  a r e  c r i t e r i a  "o n ly  in  c e r t a in  c i r c u m s ta n c e s ."  He ta lk s  

a b o u t o u r  a p p ly in g  d i f f e r e n t  c r i t e r i a  in  d i f f e r e n t  c ircu m stan ces  

f o r  a  p e r s o n 's  r e a d in g  ( P . I .  #164) and a b o u t th e  many d i f f e r e n t  

c r i t e r i a  t h a t  d i s t i n g u i s h ,  u n d e r d i f f e r e n t  c ir c u m s ta n c e s , som eone's 

b e l i e v in g  w hat he s a y s  from  h is  n o t b e l ie v in g  i t  (B r.B . p .  144).

He e v en  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  c r i t e r i a  f o r  so m e o n e 's  b e l i e v i n g  w h a t he 

s a y s  a r e  l i k e  " f r i e n d l y  f a c i a l  f e a t u r e s "  i n  t h a t  j u s t  a s  t h e  same 

e y e s  t h a t  make a  f a c e  lo o k  f r i e n d l y  do n o t  lo o k  f r i e n d l y ,  o r  even 

lo o k  u n f r i e n d l y ,  when com bined  w ith  c e r t a i n  w r in k le s  o f  t h e  f o r e ­

h e a d , l i n e s  a ro u n d  t h e  m ou th , e t c . ;  so  t h e  sam e f e a t u r e  t h a t  c h a r ­

a c t e r i z e s  a  c a s e  o f  b e l i e v i n g  w ha t you  s a y  may n o t  c o n t r i b u t e  to

^°M alcolm , " W i t tg e n s te in 's  P h ilo s o p h ic a l  In v e s t i g a t i o n s , "
p. 85.
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■ belief, o r  may even c o n t r ib u te  to  d i s b e l i e f ,  i n  d i f f e r e n t  su rround ­

in g  c irc u m s ta n c e s  (B r.B . pp . 144-146 ). I n  Z e t t e l . he  w r i t e s :

I f  someone behaves in  su ch -an d -su ch  a  way u n d e r 
su c h -a n d -su c h -c irc u m s ta n c e s , we say  t h a t  he i s  s a d .
( z .  #526)

P a in -b e h a v io r  and  th e  b e h a v io r  o f  s o r ro w .—T hese 
can  o n ly  be  d e s c r ib e d  a lo n g  w ith  t h e i r  e x te r n a l  o c c a s io n s .
( i f  a  c h i l d 's  m o th er le a v e s  i t  a lo n e  i t  may c ry  b e c a u se  i t  
i s  sa d ; i f  i t  f a l l s  down, from  p a in . )  B eh av io r and  k in d  
o f  o c c a s io n  b e lo n g  to g e th e r .  (Z . #492)

I n  t h e s e  p a s s a g e s ,  t h e  c ir c u m s ta n c e s  i n  w h ich  a  c e r t a i n  

ty p e  o f  b e h a v io r  i s  n o t  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  a  c e r t a i n  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  

s t a t e ,  e v e n t ,  o r  p r o c e s s  a r e  n o t  c ir c u m s ta n c e s  i n  w h ich  som eone i s  

p r e te n d in g  o r  r e h e a r s i n g  f o r  a  p l a y ,  b u t  c i r c u m s ta n c e s  i n  w h ich  

t h e  b e h a v io r  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  some o t h e r  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e ,  

l o r  W i t t g e n s te in ,  o n e  a n d  th e  sam e ty p e  o f  b e h a v io r  may b e  an  

e x p r e s s io n  o f  o n e  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e  i n  o n e  s i t u a t i o n  a n d  a n  

e x p r e s s io n  o f  a n o t h e r  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e  i n  a  d i f f e r e n t  s i t u a t i o n .  

C ry in g , f o r  ex am p le , i s  p a in - b e h a v io r  i n  a  s i t u a t i o n  i n  w h ic h  a  

c h i l d  h a s  f a l l e n  down a n d  s a d n e s s - b e h a v io r  i n  a  s i t u a t i o n  i n  w hich 

a  c h i l d ' s  m o th e r  l e a v e s  i t  a lo n e .  I n  t h e  f o r m e r  c a s e ,  c r y in g  i s  

a n  e x p r e s s io n  o f  p a in  a n d , t h e r e f o r e ,  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  p a i n .  I n  

t h e  l a t t e r  c a s e ,  c r y in g  i s  n o t  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  p a in  b e c a u s e  i t  i s  

n o t  a n  e x p r e s s io n  o f  p a in ,  b u t  a n  e x p r e s s io n  o f  s a d n e s s ,  a n d ,  

h e n c e ,  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  som e o t h e r  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e .

I n  o t h e r  p a s s a g e s ,  t h e  c ir c u m s ta n c e s  i n  w h ich  a  c e r t a i n  

t y p e  o f  b e h a v io r  i s  n o t  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  a  c e r t a i n  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  

s t a t e ,  e v e n t ,  o r  p r o c e s s  a r e  n o t  c ir c u m s ta n c e s  i n  w h ich  som eone 

i s  p r e te n d in g  o r  r e h e a r s i n g  f o r  a  p la y ,  b u t  c i r c u m s ta n c e s  i n  w hich
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th e  b e h a v io r  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  no p sy c h o lo g ic a l s t a t e .  A ccord ing  

to  W it tg e n s te in ,  we a t t r i b u t e  p sy c h o lo g ic a l s t a t e s  to  human b e in g s  

and  w hat a r e  l i k e  them ( P . I .  # 3 6 0 ), We do n o t a t t r i b u t e  th e  a b i l ­

i t y  to  th in k  to  p ie c e s  o f  f u r n i tu r e ,  p la n t s ,  o r  b i r d s ;  and  we 

h a rd ly  a t t r i b u t e  i t  to  dogs (Z . # 1 2 9 ). Nor do we a t t r i b u t e  th e  

a b i l i t y  to  c o n tin u e  a  s e r i e s  o r  th e  a b i l i t y  to  speak  to  o n e s e l f  to  

p a r r o t s  o r  gram ophones ( P . I .  # 3 4 4 ). We ta k e  c e r t a in  u t t e r a n c e s  a s  

c r i t e r i a  f o r  c e r t a i n  p sy c h o lo g ic a l s t a t e s  o n ly  i n  c e r t a in  p a r t i c u ­

l a r  c ir c u m s ta n c e s . U t te r in g  th e  fo rm u la , f o r  exam ple, i s  a  c r i ­

t e r io n  f o r  th e  u t t e r e r ' s  b e in g  a b le  to  c o n tin u e  th e  s e r i e s  o n ly  

i f  th e  u t t e r e r  i s  a  human b e in g  who i s  p la y in g  th e  game o f  c o n tin ­

u in g  th e  s e r i e s  o r  ta k in g  an o r a l  ucam ination  o r  do ing  s c n e th in g  

s i m i l a r .  A p a r r o t 's  u t t e r i n g  th e  fo rm ula i s  n o t a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  

i t s  b e in g  a b le  to  c o n tin u e  th e  s e r i e s ,  n o t because  th e  p a r r o t  i s  

p re te n d in g  o r  r e h e a r s in g  f o r  a  p la y , b u t because  a p a r r o t  i s  n o t 

a  p ro p e r  s u b je c t  f o r  su ch  p sy c h o lo g ic a l s t a t e s .

Thus, when W ittg e n s te in  t a lk s  a b o u t v a r io u s  ty p e s  o f  

b e h a v io r  b e in g  c r i t e r i a  o n ly  in  c e r t a in  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s , 

h i s  p o in t  i s  t h a t  c ry in g ,  f o r  exam ple, i s  n o t a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  p a in  

when i t  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  some o th e r  p sy c h o lo g ic a l s t a t e ,  such  a s  

s a d n e s s , o r  when i t  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  no p sy c h o lo g ic a l s t a t e  ( e . g . ,  

when i t  i s  done by a  d o l l ) .  Malcolm f a i l s  to  r e a l i z e  t h a t ,  f o r  

W it tg e n s te in ,  in  c a l l i n g  a  p ie c e  o f  b e h a v io r  " p a in -b e h a v io r ,  " o r  

"an e x p re s s io n  o f  p a in ,  " we m ust a lr e a d y  have in c lu d e d  th e  circum ­

s ta n c e s  in  which i t  o c c u r r e d . Thus, M alcolm 's rem arks t h a t  "a 

c r i t e r i o n  i s  s a t i s f i e d  o n ly  in  c e r t a in  c irc u m s ta n c e s , " an d  th a t
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" th e  e x p re s s io n s  o f  p a in  a r e  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  p a in "  o n ly  i n  c e r t a in  

s u r ro u n d in g s ^ ?  do n o t e x p la in  why p ro p o s i t io n s  d e s c r ib in g  th e  

c r i t e r i o n  o f  som eone 's  b e in g  i n  p a in  f a i l  to  e n t a i l  t h e  p ro p o s i­

t i o n  "He i s  i n  p a in ."  F o r  a lth o u g h  i t  i s  t r u e  t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  

makes a  c e r t a i n  ty p e  o f  b e h a v io r  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  p a in  o n ly  in  

c e r t a i n  c ir c u m s ta n c e s , one  m ust a l r e a d y  have ta k e n  th o s e  circum ­

s ta n c e s  in t o  acco u n t to  b e  a b le  to  d e sc r ib e  th e  b e h a v io r  a s  "an 

e x p re s s io n  o f  p a in "  o r  "a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  p a in ."  Thus, to  p a rap h ra se  

C a v e ll ,  M alco lm 's ran arfcs  amount to  t h i s :  b e h a v io r  w hich under

c e r t a i n  c ir c u m s ta n c e s , i s  an  e x p re s s io n  o f  p a in ,  and  th e r e f o r e ,  

a c c o rd in g  to  W it tg e n s te in ,  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  p a in , i s  u n d e r  th o s e  

v e ry  c ir c u m s ta n c e s , n o t  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  p a i n . -58

Malcolm f a i l s  to  r e a l i s e  th a t ,  f o r  W it tg e n s te in ,  p a r t i ­

c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s  p la y  v a r io u s  r o l e s  in  th e  c r i t e r i a !  r e l a t i o n ­

s h ip .  F i r s t ,  th e y  d e te rm in e  w h e th e r a  g iv en  p ie c e  o f  b e h a v io r  i s  

f u n c t io n in g  a s  an  e x p re s s io n  o r  c r i t e r i o n  o f  a c e r t a i n  p sy ch o lo g ­

i c a l  s t a t e ,  e v e n t, o r  p ro c e s s .  A cco rd ing ly , i f  w h ile  s i t t i n g  in  

a  d e n t i s t ' s  o f f i c e  w a it in g  to  have a to o th  p u l l e d ,  a  man k e p t  

h o ld in g  h i s  cheek and  m oaning, h is  b eh av io r would be a  c r i t e r i o n  

f o r  h i s  h av in g  a  to o th a c h e .  B ut i f  w h ile  s i t t i n g  i n  a  n ig h tc lu b  

l i s t e n i n g  to  a com edian , a  man who ta d  been la u g h in g  a l l  evening 

m o m en ta rily  h e ld  h is  cheek  and moaned upon h e a r in g  a  p a r t i c u l a r l y  

b ad  jo k e , h i s  b e h a v io r  would n o t  b e  a c r i t e r i o n  f o r  h i s  h av in g  a 

to o th a c h e  b ecau se , u n l ik e  th e  d e n ta l  p a t i e n t ,  he  was n o t

37lb id .

5 8 s ta n le y  C a v e ll ,  The C laM  o f  Reason ( W it tg e n s te in , 
S k e p tic is m , M o ra li ty , and  T ragedy] (¥ew York: O xford  U n iv e rs ity
P re s s ,  1979), p . 4 ] ,
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e x p re s s in g  h is  to o th a c h e , h u t r e a c t in g  to  a  p a r t i c u l a r l y  had jo k e . 

And h i s  moaning and  h o ld in g  h is  cheek w ere, th e r e f o r e ,  n o t  c r i t e ­

r i a  f o r  h i s  h av in g  a  to o th a c h e , h u t  c r i t e r i a  f o r  o th e r  th in g s ,  

su c h  a s  h i s  h av in g  h e a rd  and u n d e rs to o d  th e  jo k e .  Second , th e  

c irc u m s ta n c e s  o f  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c a se  d e te rm in e  w h e th e r a  g iv en  

p ie c e  o f  b e h a v io r  t h a t  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  a  c e r t a i n  p sy c h o lo g ic a l 

s t a t e ,  e v e n t, o r  p ro c e s s  shows u s  t h a t  th e  p e rs o n  e x h ib i t i n g  th e  

b e h a v io r  i s  a c t u a l l y  i n  t h a t  s t a t e .  A c co rd in g ly , i f  w h ile  s i t t i n g  

i n  a  d e n t i s t ’s  o f f i c e  w a itin g  to  have  a  to o th  p u l l e d ,  a  man k ep t 

h o ld in g  h i s  cheek and m oaning, h is  b e h a v io r  w ould b e  a  c r i t e r i o n  

f o r  h i s  h av in g  a  to o th a c h e , and  i f  th e  c irc u m s ta n c e s  w ere norm al, 

w ould show us t h a t  he t e d  a  to o th a c h e . B ut i f  a f t e r  h o ld in g  h is  

cheek and m oaning, th e  d e n ta l  p a t i e n t  su d d en ly  lau g h ed  and  ch ided  

th e  o th e r  p a t i e n t s  f o r  b e in g  sy m p a th e tic , h i s  moaning and  ho ld ing  

h i s  cheek would be c r i t e r i a  f o r  h i s  hav ing  a  to o th a c h e , b u t  would 

n o t  show u s  t h a t  he had one .

In  a t te m p t in g  to  e x p la in  why p r o p o s i t io n s  d e s c r ib in g  th e  

c r i t e r i o n  o f  so m eo n e 's  b e in g  i n  p a in  do n o t e n t a i l  th e  p ro p o s i t io n  

"He i s  in  p a in ,"  Malcolm co n fu ses  th e s e  two r o l e s  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  

c ir c u m s ta n c e s . H is  exam ples o f  c a s e s  i n  w hich so m eo n e 's  p a in -  

b e h a v io r  does n o t show us t h a t  he i s  i n  p a in —p r e te n d in g ,  r e h e a r s ­

in g  f o r  a  p la y , and  a c t in g  un d er h y p n o tic  s u g g e s t io n —a r e  l i k e  th e  

c a s e  o f  th e  d is se m b lin g  d e n ta l  p a t i e n t ,  b u t  h is  e x p la n a t io n  f i t s  

c a s e s  l i k e  t h a t  o f  th e  n ig h tc lu b  p a tr o n .  M alco lm 's  c o n fu s in g  

th e s e  two k in d s  o f  c a se s  i s  u n d e rs ta n d a b le , f o r  i n  b o th ,  someone’s 

b e h a v io r  f a i l s  to  show u s  t h a t  he i s  i n  a c e r t a i n  s t a t e  b ecau se  o f
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th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c ir c u m s ta n c e s . B ut th e  d is se m b lin g  d e n ta l  

p a t i e n t ' s  moaning and  h o ld in g  h is  cheek f a i l  to  show us t h a t  he 

has a  to o th a c h e  n o t ,  a s  Malcolm would say , b ecau se  th e y  a r e  n o t 

c r i t e r i a  f o r ,  o r  do n o t  s a t i s f y  th e  c r i t e r i o n  f o r ,  h i s  h av in g  a 

to o th a c h e . H is moaning an d  h o ld in g  h is  cheek a r e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  

h i s  h av in g  a  to o th a c h e . T h is  i s  su p p o r te d  by th e  f a c t  t h a t  to  

e x p la in  w hat happened in  t h i s  c a s e , we m ust u se  th e  term  

" to o th a c h e "  and sa y  so m eth ing  l i k e  " th e  man was p re te n d in g  to  

have a to o th a c h e "  o r  he was " f e ig n in g  to o th a c h e ."  The d issem ­

b l in g  d e n ta l  p a t i e n t ' s  moaning and  h o ld in g  h is  cheek f a i l  to  show 

us t h a t  he h as a  to o th a c h e  b ecau se  th e  su rro u n d in g  c irc u m sta n c e s  

r e v e a l  t h a t  he i s  o n ly  p re te n d in g  to  have a to o th a c h e . I t  i s  th e  

n ig h tc lu b  p a t r o n ’s  moaning and  h o ld in g  h is  cheek t h a t  f a i l  to  show 

us t h a t  he has a  to o th a c h e  b ecau se  th e y  a r e  n o t c r i t e r i a  f o r ,  o r  

do n o t s a t i s f y  th e  c r i t e r i o n  f o r ,  h i s  hav ing  a  to o th a c h e .

Malcolm c h a r a c t e r i z e s  c a se s  o f  p re te n d in g  to  be i n  p a in  

a s  c a se s  i n  which th e  e x p re s s io n s  o f  p a in  a r e  n o t  c r i t e r i a  f o r  

p a in ,  b u t  th e r e  can  be no su c h  c a se s  f o r  W it tg e n s te in  b ecau se  he 

e q u a te s  " e x p re s s io n s  o f  p a in "  w ith  " c r i t e r i a  o f  p a in "  ( P . I .  #244; 

N .f .L . p . 283) ,  and  b e c a u se  he  c h a r a c te r i z e s  c a se s  o f  p re te n d in g  

to  be i n  p a in  a s  c a s e s  i n  w hich c r i t e r i a  o f  p a in  ( o r  e x p re s s io n s  

o f  p a in , o r  p a in -b e h a v io r )  a r e  p r e s e n t ,  b u t f a i l  to  show u s  th a t  

th e  p e rso n  e x h ib i t i n g  th e n  i s  in  p a in  because  o f  th e  su r ro u n d in g  

c ir c u m s ta n c e s .
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p re te n c e :  c r i t e r i a  o f  P a r e  p r e s e n t ,

b u t  f a i l  to  show us t h a t  P

In  a n a ly z in g  c a se s  o f  p re te n c e , W it tg e n s te in  f i r s t  t e l l s  

u s  we a r e  tem pted  to  th in k  th a t  what d is t in g u is h e s  c a s e s  o f  

a c t u a l l y  b e in g , h a v in g , o r  do ing  som ething from  c a s e s  o f  p re te n c e  

i s  th e  p iresence o f  some p a r t i c u l a r  m en tal s t a t e ,  e v e n t  o r  p ro c e s s . 

We a r e  tem pted  to  t h in k ,  f o r  exam ple, t h a t  what d i s t i n g u i s h e s  

reading-59 from  p re te n d in g  to  re a d  i s  th e  p re se n c e  o f  a  s p e c i a l  

c o n sc io u s  m en ta l a c t i v i t y .  When we compare a  s k i l l e d  r e a d e r 's  

a c t u a l l y  re a d in g  th e  w ords to  a b e g in n e r 's  p re te n d in g  to  re a d  th e  

words by s a y in g  them o f f  by h e a r t ,  we a r e  tem pted  to  th in k  th a t  

th e  d i f f e r e n c e  betw een  th e  two i s  t h a t  th e  c o n sc io u s  a c t i v i t y  o f

re a d in g  i s  p r e s e n t  i n  th e  mind o f  th e  s k i l l e d  r e a d e r ,  b u t  a b se n t

from  th e  mind o f  th e  b e g in n e r . But W ittg e n s te in  i n s i s t s  t h a t  

" th e  same th in g  may ta k e  p la c e  in  th e  c o n sc io u sn e ss  o f  th e  p u p il  

who i s  'p r e te n d in g ' to  r e a d ,  a s  in  t h a t  o f  th e  p r a c t i s e d  r e a d e r  

who i s  'r e a d i n g '"  ( P . I .  #156) so t h a t  what happens i n  c o n s c io u s ­

n e s s  does n o t d i s t i n g u i s h  re a d in g  from p re te n d in g  to  r e a d .  What 

d i s t i n g u i s h e s  them i s  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  s i t u a t i o n .  W it tg e n s te in  

h o ld s  t h a t  c r i t e r i a  f o r  th e  p e r s o n 's  re a d in g  a r e  p r e s e n t  i n  b o th  

c a s e s ,  b u t th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c ircu m stan ces  d e te rm in e  w h e th e r  th e y  

show u s  t h a t  th e  p e rs o n  i s  a c tu a l ly  re a d in g  o r  t h a t  he  i s  o n ly  

p re te n d in g  to  r e a d . The c r i t e r i a  f o r  som eone's r e a d in g  in c lu d e

59P or p u rp o se s  o f  h is  in v e s t ig a t io n ,  W it tg e n s te in  i s  
n o t c o u n tin g  th e  u n d e rs ta n d in g  o f  what i s  re a d  a s  p a r t  o f  'r e a d ­
in g ' . "R eading i s  h e re  th e  a c t i v i t y  o f  re n d e r in g  o u t  lo u d  what 
i s  w r i t te n  o r  p r in te d ;  and  a ls o  o f  w r it in g  from d i c t a t i o n ,  w r i t ­
in g  o u t som eth ing  p r i n t e d ,  p la y in g  from a s c o re , and  so  on" ( P . I .  
# 1 5 6 ).
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h i s  lo o k in g  a t  th e  p r i n t e d  words and say in g  th a n  o u t  lo u d . O rd i­

n a r i l y ,  someone who lo o k s  a t  p r in te d  words and s a y s  them o u t  lo u d  

i s  r e a d in g . I f ,  f o r  exam ple, someone who has le a r n e d  to  r e a d  

E n g lis h  p ic k s  up an  E n g lis h  new spaper he has n e v e r  seen  b e fo r e  

and  w h ile  lo o k in g  a t  i t  say s  th e  p r in te d  words o u t  lo u d , h e  i s  

r e a d in g . But i f  someone who h as n o t le a rn e d  to  r e a d  C y r i l l i c  

s c r i p t  m em orizes a  R u ss ian  se n te n c e  and th en  say s  i t  o u t lo u d  

w h ile  lo o k in g  a t  th e  p r i n t e d  w ords, he i s  j u s t  p re te n d in g  to  read  

( P . I .  # 159) .  In  b o th  c a s e s ,  c r i t e r i a  f o r  th e  p e r s o n 's  r e a d in g  

a r e  p r e s e n t ,  b u t o n ly  i n  th e  f i r s t  case  do th ey  show us t h a t  th e  

p e rs o n  i s  re a d in g . I n  t h a t  c a s e , th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s  

w ere t h a t  th e  man had  been  ta u g h t  to  re ad  E n g lish  and had n e v e r  

se e n  th e  new spaper b e fo r e ;  and  in  th o se  c irc u m s ta n c e s , h i s  lo o k in g  

a t  th e  p a p e r  and s a y in g  th e  p r in te d  words ou t lo u d  showed t h a t  he 

was re a d in g . In  th e  seco n d  c a s e ,  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s  

w ere t h a t  th e  man had  n o t  le a r n e d  to  re a d  C y r i l l i c  s c r i p t ,  b u t  had 

p re v io u s ly  mem orized th e  s e n te n c e ; and in  th o se  c ir c u m s ta n c e s , h is  

lo o k in g  a t  th e  p r i n t e d  s e n te n c e  and say in g  i t  o u t lo u d  d id  n o t 

show t h a t  he was r e a d in g .  Thus, W it tg e n s te in 's  a n a ly s i s  o f  th e  

d i f f e r e n c e  betw een g e n u in e  c a s e s  and ca se s  o f  p r e te n c e  i s  t h a t  

c r i t e r i a  a r e  p r e s e n t  i n  b o th , b u t show us t h a t  th e  th in g  i s  so 

o n ly  i n  th e  fo rm er; and  w hat d e te rm in es  w hether th e y  show u s  t h a t  

th e  th in g  i s  so  i s  n o t  th e  p re s e n c e  o f  some m en ta l s t a t e ,  e v e n t,  

o r  p ro c e s s ,  b u t th e  c ir c u m s ta n c e s  o f  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c a se  (H .P .P .

I ,  # 8 2 4 ).

Thus, f o r  W it tg e n s te in ,  th e  c ircu m stan ces  o f  th e  p a r t i c ­

u l a r  c ase  d e te rm in e  b o th  w h e th e r a c e r t a in  k in d  o f  b e h a v io r  i s  a
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c r i t e r i o n  f o r  a c e r t a i n  p s y c h o lo g ic a l s t a t e  and  w h e th e r b e h a v io r  

t h a t  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  a  c e r t a i n  s t a t e  shows u s  t h a t  th e  p erson  

e x h ib i t i n g  i t  i s  i n  t h a t  s t a t e .  Malcolm f a i l e d  to  d i s t i n g u i s h  

th e s e  r o l e s  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  c ircum s-tances, and  h i s  f a i l u r e  l e d  him 

to  c o n f l a te  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  knowing in  a  p a r t i c u l a r  c a se  

w h e th e r c e r t a i n  b e h a v io r  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  a  c e r t a i n  th in g  w ith  

th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  know ing i n  a  p a r t i c u l a r  c a se  w h e th e r b e h a v io r  

t h a t  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  a  c e r t a in  th in g  shows u s  t h a t  th e  th in g  i s  

s o .  T h is  l e d  him to  th e  m is tak en  view  t h a t ,  f o r  tf i t - tg e n s te in ,  th e  

s a t i s f a c t i o n  o f  th e  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  som eth ing  e s t a b l i s h e s  th e  e x i s t ­

ence o f  t h a t  th in g  beyond q u e s t io n .

M alco lm 's v iew  m ust be  r e j e c te d  b ecau se  i t  i s  incom pat­

i b l e  w ith  ' f i t t g e n s t e i n ’3 g e n e ra l  a n a ly s is  o f  p r e te n c e .  I f ,  a s  

Malcolm m a in ta in s ,  th e  s a t i s f a c t i o n  o f  a  t h i n g ’ s c r i t e r i o n  e s ta b ­

l i s h e s  th e  t h i n g 's  e x is te n c e  beyond q u e s t io n , th e n  th e r e  can be 

no c a s e s  o f  p r e te n c e  a s  c h a ra c te r iz e d  by W it tg e n s te in .  F o r  he 

h o ld s  t h a t  i n  c a se s  o f  p r e te n c e ,  a p e rso n  e x h ib i t s  c r i t e r i a  f o r  

som eth ing ; b u t  b e c a u se  o f  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c ir c u m s ta n c e s , th o s e  

c r i t e r i a  do n o t show us th e  th in g  i s  s o .  M alco lm 's v iew  le a v e s  

no room f o r  t h i s ;  on h i s  v iew , i f  th e  c r i t e r i a  a r e  s a t i s f i e d ,  

th e n  th e  th in g  i s  so  r e g a r d le s s  o f  th e  c irc u m s ta n c e s .

a c t in g  u n d e r  h y p n o s is  and  re h e a r s in g  f o r  a  p la y

On W it tg e n s te in 's  a n a ly s i s ,  c a se s  o f  p re te n d in g  to  be in  

p a in  a r e  c a s e s  i n  w hich c r i t e r i a  f o r  som eone's b e in g  i n  p a in  a r e

^^M alcolm, " W it tg e n s te in 's  P h ilo s o p h ic a l  I n v e s t ig a t io n s ,"
p . 84.
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e x h ib i te d ,  b u t  f a i l  to  show us t h a t  th e  p e rso n  e x h ib i t in g  them i s  

i n  p a in  b ecau se  o f  th e  su r ro u n d in g  c ir c u m s ta n c e s . Malcolm and 

C av e ll g roup  p re te n d in g , a c t in g  u n d e r h y p n o s is , and  r e h e a r s in g  f o r  

a  p l a y . 5 l  B ut would W it tg e n s te in  c h a r a c t e r i z e  a c t in g  u n d e r  hypno­

s i s  and  r e h e a r s in g  f o r  a  p la y  a s  he c h a r a c t e r i z e s  p re te n d in g ?  

A u s tin  a rg u e s  t h a t  i t  i s  m is le a d in g  to  c h a r a c t e r i z e  a c t i n g  a s  

p re te n d in g  to  be  i n  p a in ,  f o r  i n  a c t i n g  th e r e  i s  no q u e s t io n  o f  

th e r e  b e in g  a  " r e a l i ty - d i s s e m b le d ,  ab o u t w hich th e  a u d ie n c e  i s  to  

b e  h o o d w i n k e d . C a v e l l  a rg u e s  t h a t  p re te n d in g , a c t i n g  u n d e r 

h y p n o s is , and  r e h e a r s in g  f o r  a  p la y  a r e  a l i k e  i n  t h a t  i n  d e s c r ib in g  

each , we r e t a i n  th e  co n c e p t o f  p a in .  W ell th e n , would W ittg e n s te in  

c h a r a c t e r i z e  c a se s  o f  a c t i n g  u n d e r h y p n o sis  and  c a se s  o f  a c t in g  in  

a p la y  a s  c a se s  i n  w hich som eone's b e h a v io r  i s  a c r i t e r i o n  f o r  h is  

b e in g  in  p a in ,  b u t f a i l s  to  show us t h a t  he i s  i n  p a in  b ecau se  o f 

th e  s u r ro u n d in g  c irc u m s ta n c e s?

W it tg e n s te in  does n o t d is c u s s  c a se s  o f  a c t in g  u n d e r  hyp­

n o s i s ,  b u t  I  th in k  he would say  t h a t  in  such  c a s e s  a lth o u g h  th e  

p e rso n  e x h ib i te d  c r i t e r i a  f o r  b e in g  i n  p a in ,  th e  su r ro u n d in g  c i r ­

cu m stan ces—v iz .  h i s  b e in g  h y p n o tized  and  h is  p o s t -h y p n o t ic  r e p o r t  

t h a t  he does n o t r e c a l l  b e in g  in  p a in —would show us t h a t  he was 

n o t  r e a l l y  i n  p a in .  T hus, W it tg e n s te in 's  c h a r a c t e r i z a t i o n  o f  

c a s e s  o f  p re te n c e  a p p l i e s  to  c a se s  o f  a c t i n g  u n d e r  h y p n o tic  sug­

g e s t io n .

^ l l b i d . p .  85 : C a v e ll, The Claim o f  R eason, p . 4-5.

ô 2 j . A u s tin , " P re te n d in g ,"  i n  h i s  P h ilo s o p h ic a l  
P ap e rs  (2nd  e d . ; New Y ork: O xford U n iv e rs ity  P r e s s ,  1 970 ), p .
260 .
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Does W it tg e n s te in 's  c h a r a c te r i z a t io n  o f  c a s e s  o f  p re te n c e  

a l s o  a p p ly  to  c a s e s  o f  r e h e a r s in g  f o r  o r  a c t i n g  in  a  p la y ?  There 

i s  a  p a ssa g e  on p la y s  i n  th e  In v e s t ig a t io n s  ;

I  d e s c r ib e  a  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  ex p erim en t: th e  a p p a ra tu s ,
th e  q u e s t io n s  o f  th e  ex p e rim en te r, th e  a c t io n s  an d  r e p l i e s  
o f  th e  s u b j e c t—and th e n  I  sa y  th a t  i t  i s  a  sc e n e  in  a  p l a y .— 
Now e v e ry th in g  i s  d i f f e r e n t .  . . .

I t  i s  l i k e  th e  r e l a t i o n :  p h y s ic a l  o b je c t - s e n s e -
im p re s s io n s . Here we have two d i f f e r e n t  language-gam es 
and a  c o m p lic a te d  r e l a t i o n  betw een th em .—I f  you t r y  to  
red u ce  t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s  to  a  sim p le  fo rm u la  you go w rong.
( P . I .  p . 180)

In  "N otes f o r  th e  'P h i lo s o p h ic a l  L e c tu r e ', "  W it tg e n s te in  e x p la in s  

h i s  view  by su p p o s in g  t h a t  someone a sk s , "Are p e o p le  m urdered in  

t r a g e d ie s  o r  a r e n ’ t  th e y ? "  One answ er to  t h i s  q u e s t io n  i s  " In

some t r a g e d ie s  p e o p le  a r e  m u rd e re d ,” a n o th e r  i s  "P eo p le  a r e n ’ t  

r e a l l y  m urdered on th e  s t a g e ,  th e y  on ly  p re te n d  to  m urder and to  

d i e , "  But th e  l a t t e r  an sw er i s  am biguous, f o r  " p re te n d "  may be 

u sed  i n  e i t h e r  o f  two s e n s e s .  I t  may be used  in  th e  se n se  i n  

w hich E dgar p re te n d e d  to  have l e d  G lo u c e s te r  to  th e  c l i f f .  But 

th e n  th e  answ er would b e  i n c o r r e c t ,  f o r  some c h a r a c t e r s  r e a l l y  d ie  

in  t r a g e d ie s  ( e . g . ,  J u l i e t  a t  th e  end o f  th e  p la y , w hereas e a r l i e r  

sh e  o n ly  p re te n d e d  to  d i e ) . Or i t  may be used  in  t h e  se n s e  i n  

w hich th e  d is se m b lin g  d e n ta l  p a t i e n t  p re te n d e d  to  have a to o th a c h e , 

i . e . ,  i n  th e  o rd in a ry  s e n s e .  And th en  i t  would be c o r r e c t  to  say, 

"P eo p le  a r e n ' t  r e a l l y  m urdered  on th e  s ta g e ,  th e y  o n ly  p re te n d  to  

m urder and to  d i e . "  Thus, th e  words " r e a l l y , " " p r e te n d ,"  " d i e , " 

e t c . ,  a r e  used  in  a  p a r t i c u l a r  way in  sp eak in g  o f  a  p la y  and  

d i f f e r e n t l y  in  o rd in a ry  l i f e .  "The c r i t e r i a  f o r  a man dy ing  in  a 

p la y  a r e n ' t  th e  same a s  th o s e  o f  h is  dying  in  r e a l i t y " ;  in d e e d .



117

one may say  t h a t  th e y  " a r e  u t t e r l y  d i s s im i l a r  though th e r e  i s  o f  

co u rse  a  co n n ec tio n "  ( N .f .P .L .  pp . 5 2 -5 4 ) .

A ccording to  W it tg e n s te in ,  i f  we a r e  u s in g  "p re te n d "  in  

th e  o rd in a ry  s e n s e , i t  i s  c o r r e c t  to  say  t h a t  on th e  s ta g e ,  a c to r s  

p re te n d  to  m urder and  d i e .  T hus, l i k e  Malcolm and C a v e ll , W it t­

g e n s te in  a s s im i la t e s  c a s e s  o f  a c t i n g  i n  a  p la y  to  c a se s  o f  p re te n c e  

and  h o ld s  t h a t  i n  b o th , c r i t e r i a  f o r  p a in  a r e  e x h ib i te d ,  b u t  f a i l  

to  show us t h a t  th e  p e rs o n  e x h ib i t i n g  them i s  in  p a in  because  o f  

th e  su rro u n d in g  c irc u m s ta n c e s . I m p l i c i t  in  W it tg e n s te in 's  c o n t r a s t  

betw een th e  language-gam e o f  t a l k in g  ab o u t a  p la y  an d  o u r o rd in a ry  

language-gam es, how ever, i s  a  d i s t i n c t i o n  between c a s e s  o f  a c t i n g  

in  a  p la y  and c a se s  o f  p r e te n c e  o v e rlo o k ed  by Malcolm and C a v e ll .  

When th e  d is se m b lin g  d e n ta l  p a t i e n t  moans and ho ld s h i s  cheek , h is  

b e h a v io r  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  h i s  hav in g  a  to o th ach e ; b u t  when an  

a c t o r  i n  a  p la y  moans and  h o ld s  h i s  cheek , h is  b e h a v io r  i s  a  c r i ­

t e r io n  n o t f o r  h i s  h av in g  a  to o th a c h e , bu t f o r  h is  c h a r a c t e r 's  

hav ing  o n e . Thus, we m ig h t s a y  t h a t  th e  c ircu m stan ces  o f  th e  

p a r t i c u l a r  c a se  d e te rm in e  n o t  o n ly  what p sy c h o lo g ic a l s t a t e  a  

c e r t a in  ty p e  o f  b e h a v io r  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f ,  b u t a ls o  whose p sy ch o ­

lo g i c a l  s t a t e  i t  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f .  In  o rd in a ry  l i f e ,  a  p ie c e  o f  

b e h a v io r  i s  ty p i c a l l y  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  th e  p sy c h o lo g ic a l s t a t e  o f  

th e  p e rso n  e x h ib i t in g  i t ;  b u t i n  a  p la y , a  p ie c e  o f  b e h a v io r  i s  

t y p i c a l l y  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  th e  p sy c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e  o f  th e  c h a r a c t e r  

p o r tra y e d .

Thus, C av e ll i s  c o r r e c t  i n  h is  b e l i e f  th a t  W it tg e n s te in  

h o ld s  c a se s  o f  a c t i n g  in  a  p la y  to  be l i k e  cases  o f  p re te n c e  in
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t h a t  in  b o th , c r i t e r i a  f o r  p a in  a r e  e x h ib i te d ,  b u t f a i l  to  show 

u s  t h a t  th e  p e rso n  e x h ib i t i n g  them i s  in  p a in  b ecau se  o f  th e  c i r ­

cu m stan ces . B ut C a v e ll i s  wrong i n  f a i l i n g  to  r e a l i z e  t h a t ,  f o r  

W it tg e n s te in ,  c a s e s  o f  a c t i n g  in  a  p la y  d i f f e r  from  c a s e s  o f  p r e ­

te n c e  i n  t h a t  w hereas th e  p r e t e n d e r 's  b e h a v io r  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  

h i s  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e ,  th e  a c t o r ' s  b e h a v io r  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  

h i s  c h a r a c t e r 's  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e .

L ik e  M alcolm, C a n f ie ld  f a i l s  to  re c o g n iz e  th e  v a r io u s  

r o l e s  p a r t i c u l a r  c ir c u m s ta n c e s  p la y  i n  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s .  Can­

f i e l d  w r i t e s :  " in  g e n e r a l ,  i n  a  c r i t e r i a l  r u l e  u sed  to  te a c h  a

la n g u a g e  game o r  u sed  i n  th e  p r a c t i c e  o f  one , th e r e  w i l l  b e  no 

s ta te m e n t g iv e n  o f  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  and no rm ally  e x i s t i n g  

c irc u m s ta n c e s  t h a t  form  th e  background a g a in s t  w hich th e  c r i t e r i o n  

i s  u s e d .  But "n o rm a lly  e jc is t in g  c irc u m sta n c e s"  i s  am biguous :

i t  can  mean ( l )  " c irc u m s ta n c e s  in  which c r i t e r i a  c o in c id e ,"  (w hich 

i s  i t s e l f  am biguous), o r  (2 )  " c irc u m sta n c e s  i n  which a  c e r t a i n  

p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e ,  e v e n t,  o r  p ro c e s s  i s  n o rm ally  to  be e x p e c te d ,"  

o r  ( 3 ) " c irc u m s ta n c e s  i n  w hich one i s  n o t p re te n d in g , r e h e a r s in g ,  

a c t i n g  u n d e r  h y p n o tic  s u g g e s t io n , e t c . "  We have a lr e a d y  se e n  th a t  

n o rm a lly  e x i s t i n g  c irc u m s ta n c e s  i n  th e  f i r s t  s e n s e  do n o t form  th e  

background  n e c e s s a ry  f o r  a  c e r t a i n  ty p e  o f  b e h a v io r  to  be  a  c r i ­

t e r i o n  f o r  a  c e r t a i n  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e ,  e v e n t, o r  p ro c e s s ;  t h a t  

background  i s  fo rm ed by n o rm a lly  e x is t i n g  c irc u m s ta n c e s  i n  th e  

second  s e n s e .  N orm ally  s :c is t in g  c irc u m sta n c e s  i n  th e  t h i r d  sense  

form  th e  background  a g a in s t  w hich a  p ie c e  o f  b e h a v io r  t h a t  i s  a

0 C a n f ie ld , " C r i t e r i a  and  R ules o f  L anguage ," 79 .
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c r i t e r i o n  f o r  a  c e r t a i n  p sy c h o lo g ic a l s t a t e  shows us t h a t  th e  

p e rs o n  e x h ib i t in g  th e  b e h a v io r  i s  i n  t h a t  s t a t e .  C a n f ie ld  g iv e s  

exam ples i l l u s t r a t i n g  b o th  r o l e s  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  c i r c u m s ta n c e s .^

Y et, C a n f ie ld  would c h a r a c t e r i z e  b o th  c a se s  l i k e  th a t  

o f  th e  n ig h tc lu b  p a tr o n  an d  c a se s  l i k e  t h a t  o f  th e  d issem b lin g  

d e n ta l  p a t i e n t  a s  c a s e s  in  which th e  l i n g u i s t i c  r u l e  t h a t  a  c r i ­

t e r io n  e n t a i l s  t h a t  f o r  w hich i t  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  does n o t a p p ly .

B ut t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i z a t i o n  ig n o re s  th e  im p o rta n t d i f f e r e n c e  between 

th e  two ty p e s  o f  c a s e s .  I n  th e  fo rm e r, th e  l i n g u i s t i c  r u l e  does 

n o t a p p ly  b ecau se  no c r i t e r i o n  f o r  th e  th in g  i n  q u e s t io n  i s  

p r e s e n t .  I n  th e  l a t t e r ,  th e  r u le  does n o t a p p ly  because  t h i s  case  

i s  an  e x c e p tio n  to  i t ;  i n  t h i s  c a se , th e  c r i t e r i o n  i s  p r e s e n t ,  bu t 

t h a t  f o r  w hich i t  i s  a c r i t e r i o n  i s  n o t, so t h a t  i n  t h i s  c a se  th e  

c r i t e r i o n  does n o t e n t a i l  t h a t  f o r  w hich i t  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n .  As 

p re s e n te d ,  C a n f ie ld 's  v iew  i s  in a d e q u a te , b u t i t  co u ld  be m od ified  

to  accommo6te th e  v a r io u s  r o l e s  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s  p la y  in  

c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s  and  would th en  re a d  som eth ing  l i k e  t h i s :  

g iv e n  c e r t a in  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e ,  i t  i s  a  r u l e  o f  lan g u ag e  

t h a t  in  c e r t a i n  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s , B (a  c e r t a in  ty p e  o f  

b e h a v io r )  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  P (a  p a r t i c u l a r  p sy c h o lo g ic a l s t a t e ,  

e v e n t, o r  p ro c e s s )  and  i n  such  c irc u m sta n c e s  som eone 's  e x h ib i t in g  

B e n t a i l s  h i s  b e in g  i n  P p ro v id ed  t h a t  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c ircu m stan ces  

a r e  no rm al. I  w i l l  d i s c u s s  w hether t h i s  m o d ifie d  v e r s io n  o f  Can­

f i e l d ' s  v iew  i s  an  a c c e p ta b le  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  W it tg e n s te in 's  

c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h ip  a f t e r  I  have shown how th e  n o n in d u o tiv e -

^ I b i d . .  77.
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e v id en c e  view  acknow ledges and  c h a r a c te r i z e s ,  b u t som etim es con­

f u s e s ,  th e  v a r io u s  r o l e s  p a r t i c u l a r  c ircu m stan ces  p la y  i n  c r i t e ­

r i a l  r e l a t i o n s .

U n lik e  M alcolm and C a n f ie ld , n o n in d u c t iv is t s  acknow ledge 

th e  d i f f e r e n t  r o l e s  p a r t i c u l a r  c ircu m stan ces  p la y  in  c r i t e r i a l  

r e l a t i o n s .  C h ihara  an d  F odor c h a r a c te r iz e  t h e i r  f i r s t  r o l e  by 

s a y in g  t h a t  "X i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  Ï  in  s i t u a t io n s  o f  ty p e  S"; 

t h e i r  seco n d  by s a y in g  t h a t  Y may be a p p lie d  on th e  b a s i s  o f  X 

" in  norm al s i t u a t i o n s  o f  ty p e  S ."  In  e x p la in in g  W it tg e n s te in 's  

n o t io n  o f  a c r i t e r i o n ,  C h ihara  and  Fodor c o n s id e r  th e  game o f  

b a s k e tb a l l  in  w hich " th e  b a l l  g o in g  th ro u g h  th e  b a s k e t s a t i s f i e s  

a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  s c o r in g  a  f i e l d  g o a l , "65 and e x p la in  t h a t  th e  b a l l  

m ust be " in  p la y "  f o r  i t  to  be p o s s ib le  to  s c o re  a f i e l d  g o a l by 

to s s in g  th e  b a l l  th ro u g h  th e  b a s k e t .  T his e ;cp la ins th e  f i r s t  

r o l e  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  c ir c u m s ta n c e s . But no e x p la n a tio n  i s  g iv en  o f  

t h e i r  second  r o l e .

Complementing C h ih ara  and Fodor, Lycan b a r e ly  m en tions 

th e  f i r s t  r o l e  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s , b u t d is c u s s e s  t h e i r  

second  r o l e  i n  d e t a i l .  A lthough h is  i n i t i a l  in t r o d u c t io n  o f

te r m s  " in  th e  s p e c i a l  c a se  o f  b e h a v io ra l  c r i t e r i a  f o r  m en tal

s t a t e s ,  I  s h a l l  speak  o f  som eone 's f u l f i l l i n g  o r  s a t i s f y i n g  a 

c r i t e r i o n  when h is  b e h a v io r - cum-c ircu m stan ces  c o n s t i t u t e s  t h a t  

c r i t e r i o n ' s  o b ta in in g " ° 6 —sounds l i k e  M alcolm 's in t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  

Lycan d is t i n g u is h e s  th e  two r o l e s  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s ,

oPC hihara and  F odor, "O p e ra tio n a lism , " p . 391.

°®Lycan, "N o n in d u c tiv e  E v id en ce ,"  109.
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w hich Malcolm c o n f l a t e s .  I n  t h i s  p a ssag e , Lycan c h a r a c te r i z e s  th e  

f i r s t  r o l e  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s , v i z .  t h a t  o f  d e te rm in in g  

w h e th e r c e r t a in  'b e h a v io r  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  a  g iv en  p sy c h o lo g ic a l 

s t a t e .  But he n e v e r  e x p la in s  t h i s  r o l e .  H is concern  i s  w ith  th e  

second  r o l e  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s , w hich he d is c u s s e s  in  

d e t a i l  in  h i s  t h r e e  e x p la n a t io n s  o f  th e  n o n in d u c tiv e -e v id e n c e  v iew .

U sing a  c o n te x t  w here in  he and a  s k e p t ic  have observed  

t h a t  a  c r i t e r i o n  X f o r  Y has been  f u l f i l l e d  and  a r e  a rg u in g  ab o u t 

w h e th e r Y o b ta in s ,  Lycan a sk s  u s  to  suppose he i s  r o l l i n g  on th e  

g round , e m i t t in g  a g o n iz e d  s h r ie k s ,  e t c . ,  and  t h a t  th e  s k e p t ic  none­

t h e l e s s  d e n ie s  h i s  b e in g  in  p a in .  A ccording to  L y c a n 's  f i r s t  

e x p la n a tio n  o f  th e  n o n in d u c tiv e -e v id e n c e  v iew , th e  s k e p t ic  must 

j u s t i f y  h is  d e n ia l  by show ing t h a t  th e r e  i s  som eth ing  a x tr a o r d i -  

n a ry  ab o u t th e  s i t u a t i o n ,  e . g . ,  Lycan i s  f a k in g ,  o r  h as a p ro ­

nounced n ervous t i c ,  o r  u s u a l ly  a c t s  t h a t  way when someone read s  

H egel to  h im .^7

A lthough  Lycan c la im s to  be u s in g  a  c o n te x t in  which 

th e  c r i t e r i o n  o f  p a in  h as been f u l f i l l e d ,  some o f  h i s  examples 

a r e  s i t u a t i o n s  i n  w hich som eone 's  r o l l i n g  on th e  g round , e m itt in g  

ag o n ize d  s h r ie k s ,  e t c . ,  a r e  n o t c r i t e r i a  o f  p a in .  I f  Lycan a c ts  

t h a t  way b ecau se  he h as a  pronounced nervous t i c ,  th e n  h i s  b eh av io r 

i s  n o t p a in - b e h a v io r ,  b u t  a  t i c ,  and th u s  does n o t f u l f i l l  a  c r i ­

t e r i o n  o f  p a in .  S im i l a r ly ,  i f  he i s  behaving  l i k e  t h a t  because 

H egel i s  b e in g  re a d  to  him , th e n  h is  b e h a v io r  i s  n o t p a in -b e h a v io r , 

and  does n o t f u l f i l l  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  p a in . A lthough Lycan sometimes

° 7 i b i d . .  111.



122

co n fu se s  th e  d i f f e r e n t  r o l e s  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s , u n l ik e  

Malcolm and  C a n f ie ld , he a t  l e a s t  re c o g n iz e s  t h a t  th e r e  a r e  d i f f e r ­

e n t  r o l e s  an d  a t te m p ts  to  c h a r a c te r i z e  them . I n  f a c t ,  i f  we 

ig n o re  h i s  in a p p r o p r ia te  exam ples and c o n c e n tra te  on h i s  ap p ro ­

p r i a t e  exam ple o f  f e ig n in g  p a in , L y c a n 's  p r e s e n ta t io n  seems to  

e x p la in  a d e q u a te ly  th e  second  r o l e  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m sta n c e s  in  

th e  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p .

A ccord ing  to  L y c a n 's  second  e x p la n a tio n , " I f  X i s  a  c r i ­

t e r i o n  o f  Y, th e n  i t  i s  a  n e c e s s a ry  t r u t h  t h a t  X i s  ev id en c e  f o r  Y" 

a l s o  means t h a t  in  a n  o rd in a ry  c a se  in  w hich I  know t h a t  X o b ta in s  

a n d  in  w hich th e r e  i s  no re a s o n  to  th in k  t h a t  Y does n o t ,  though 

i t  i s  n o t l o g i c a l l y  in c o h e re n t  f o r  me to  suppose  t h a t  Y does no t 

o b ta in ,  i t  i s  l o g i c a l l y  in c o h e re n t f o r  me to  demand, f u r t h e r  ju s ­

t i f i c a t i o n  t h a t  Y o b ta i n s .  Lycan a p p l ie s  t h i s  t h e s i s  to  th e  

s c e p t i c ' s  demand f o r  f u r t h e r  j u s t i f i c a t i o n :

I  go th ro u g h  my j u s t i f i c a t o r y  p ro ced u re  f o r  th e  S c e p t i c 's  
b e n e f i t :  "The s u b j e c t 's  j u s t  been ru n  o v e r  by a  cem ent-
m ix e r; h i s  le g  now has a  90° bend a t  th e  s h in ;  h e 's  scream ­
in g  and beg g in g  f o r  m orphine; h is  f a c ç  i s  h o r r ib ly  con­
t o r t e d .  . . ah , now h e 's  p a sse d  o u t." °®

Lycan has g iv e n  th e  b e s t  p o s s ib le  s o r t  o f  j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  y e t ,  a f t e r

h e a r in g  a l l  t h i s ,  th e  s k e p t i c  s t i l l  i s  n o t s a t i s f i e d .  He w ants

m ore; he w ants a  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  t h a t  in s u re s  th e  s u b j e c t 's  b e in g  in

p a in .  B ut no su ch  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  i s  p o s s i b l e . ^9

A ccording to  L y c a n 's  t h i r d  e x p la n a tio n , " I f  X i s  a  c r i ­

t e r i o n  o f  Y, th e n  i t  i s  a  n e c e s s a ry  t r u t h  t h a t  X i s  ev id en c e  f o r  Y"

° 3 l b i d . . 1 1 2 .

69T h is  p o in t  w i l l  be  d is c u s se d  in  c h a r t e r  Y.
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means t h a t  i f  we u n d e rs ta n d  th e  u se  o f  Y, we w i l l  s e e  th e  impro­

p r i e t y  o f  a s k in g  f o r  f u r th e r  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  b ecau se  c r i t e r i a  a re  

t h e  u l t im a te  c o u r t  o f  ap p ea l in  d e c id in g  q u e s t io n s  to  which they  

a r e  r e le v a n t ,  even though th ey  n e i t h e r  p ro v id e  d e d u c tiv e  c e r t a in ty  

n o r  e x h a u s t th e  m eanings o f  th e  te rm s whose u se  th e y  g o v e rn .70

As i n i t i a l l y  fo rm u la te d , th e  n o n in d u c tiv e -e v id e n c e  view 

re a d :  i f  B ( a  c e r t a i n  k in d  o f  b e h a v io r )  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  P (a

p a r t i c u l a r  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e ,  e v e n t, o r  p r o c e s s ) ,  th e n  i t  i s  a  

n e c e s s a ry  t r u t h  t h a t  B i s  ev idence  f o r  P . H aving se e n  how non in - 

d u c t i v i s t s  acknow ledge and c h a r a c te r i z e  th e  d i f f e r e n t  r o l e s  p a r t i c ­

u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s  p la y  in  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s ,  we can  now s t a t e  

t h e i r  view  a s  fo l lo w s : i f  B i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  P i n  s i t u a t i o n s  o f

ty p e  S , th e n  i t  i s  a n e ce ssa ry  t r u t h  t h a t  3 shows us t h a t  ?  in  

norm al s i t u a t i o n s  o f  ty p e  3 . The n o n in d u c tiv e -e v id e n c e  view  is  

s u p e r io r  to  C a n f ie ld 's  in  t h a t  n o n in d u c t iv is t s  acknow ledge and 

c h a r a c t e r i z e  th e  d i f f e r e n t  ro le s  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s  p la y  in  

c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s .  But i s  th e  n o n in d u c tiv e -e v id e n c e  view  supe­

r i o r  to  my m o d if ie d  v e r s io n  o f  C a n f ie ld ’s  view  w hich  in c lu d e s  th e  

v a r io u s  r o l e s  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m sta n c e s?  B e fo re  an sw ering  th a t  

q u e s t io n ,  I  m ust examine f u r th e r  'W it tg e n s te in 's  v iew s on th e  ty p es  

o f  c irc u m s ta n c e s  and t h e i r  r o le s  i n  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s .

The C r i t e r i a l  R e la t io n s h ip  

My p re v io u s  exam ination  o f  W it tg e n s te in 's  v iew s on th e  

ty p e s  o f  c irc u m s ta n c e s  and t h e i r  r o l e s  in  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s  made

7Ql b i d . , 112. L y can 's  th r e e  e x p la n a tio n s  w i l l  be 
d is c u s s e d  more f u l l y  in  c h a p te rs  lY and Y.
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i t  c l e a r  t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  th in k s  t h e r e  a r e  two ty p e s  o f  circum ­

s t a n c e s —th e  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu re  and  th e  c irc u m s ta n c e s  o f  th e  

p a r t i c u l a r  c a s e — t h a t  p la y  d i f f e r e n t  r o l e s  i n  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s .  

C e r ta in  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu re  p ro v id e  th e  n e c e ss a ry  background 

f o r  th e  s i g n i f i c a n t  fu n c t io n in g  o f  c r i t e r i a l l y  governed  concep ts 

w h ile  th e  c irc u m s ta n c e s  o f  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  c a se  d e te rm in e  w hether 

c e r t a i n  b e h a v io r  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  som eone 's  b e in g  i n  a  c e r t a in  

p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e  and w h eth er b e h a v io r  t h a t  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  

so m eo n e 's  b e in g  in  a  c e r t a i n  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e  shows u s th a t  th e  

p e rso n  e x h ib i t i n g  i t  i s  i n  t h a t  s t a t e .  The d i f f e r e n c e s  betw een th e s e  

ty p e s  o f  c irc u m s ta n c e s  and  t h e i r  r o l e s  i n  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s  

w i l l  become c l e a r e r  i f  we c o n t r a s t  th e  s t a t u s  o f  th e  p ro p o s it io n s  

s t a t i n g  them.

Pro

same s t a t u s  a s  th e  p r o p o s i t io n s  t h a t  M oore?! c la im s to  know: 

b o th  a r e  p a r t  o f  th e  fo u n d a tio n  o f  o u r  la n g u a g e .

I  w ant to  sa y : p ro p o s i t io n s  o f  th e  form o f  e m p irica l
p r o p o s i t io n s ,  and n o t o n ly  p r o p o s i t io n s  o f  l o g i c ,  form  th e  
fo u n d a tio n  o f  a l l  o p e ra t in g  w ith  th o u g h ts  (w ith  la n g u a g e ) ,
(O .G . #401)

I n  th e  p a ssag e  su c c e e d in g  t h i s  o n e , W it tg e n s te in  adds t h a t  th e  

e x p re s s io n  " p r o p o s i t io n s  o f  th e  form o f  e m p ir ic a l  p ro p o s i t io n s "  i s  

th o ro u g h ly  bad and t h a t  " th e  s ta te m e n ts  i n  q u e s t io n  a r e  s ta te m e n ts  

ab o u t m a te r i a l  o b je c t s "  (O .C . # 4 0 2 ) . The p ro p o s i t io n s  he  has in  

m ind h e re  a r e  p r o p o s i t io n s ,  su ch  a s  " th e  e a r t h  e x is te d  f o r  many 

y e a r s  p a s t , "  o f  w hich Moore c la im s  to  have c e r t a i n  know ledge

y iG eorge Edward Moore, "A D efense  o f  Common Sense" in  
h i s  P h ilo s o p h ic a l  P ap ers  (New York: C o l l i e r  Books, 1 9 66 ), pp. 32-
59 .



125

(O.G. # 4 l l ) .  But l i k e  th e  Hoorean p r o p o s i t io n s ,  th e  p ro p o s i t io n s  

"P eop le  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c a l l y  moan and h o ld  t h e i r  cheeks when th ey  

have to o th a c h e s"  and  " P e o p le 's  b o d ie s  change t h e i r  ap p ea ran ce  on ly  

g ra d u a l ly  and c o m p a ra tiv e ly  l i t t l e , " a r e  w hat W it tg e n s te in  c a l l s  

" p r o p o s i t io n s  o f  th e  form  o f  e m p ir ic a l  p r o p o s i t i o n s ,"  f o r  a lth o u g h  

th e y  lo o k  l i k e  e m p ir ic a l  p r o p o s i t io n s ,  th e y  fu n c t io n  l i k e  lo g i c a l  

ones (O.C. # 1 3 6 ). O rd in a ry  e m p ir ic a l p r o p o s i t io n s  a r e  ta u g h t to  

c h i ld r e n ,  s e rv e  a s  h y p o th eses  to  be t e s t e d ,  and a r e  l i a b l e  to  

d o u b t. T hese p r o p o s i t io n s ,  on th e  o th e r  hand , a r e  n o t ta u g h t  to  

c h i ld r e n ,  do n o t s e rv e  a s  h y p o th eses to  be t e s t e d ,  and a r e  exempt 

from  d o u b t.

U n lik e  o rd in a ry  e m p ir ic a l p r o p o s i t io n s ,  " p ro p o s i t io n s  o f  

th e  form o f  e m p ir ic a l p r o p o s i t io n s "  a r e  n o t ta u g h t to  c h i ld r e n .

A c h i ld  " le a rn s  to  b e l i e v e  a h o s t o f  th in g s "  (O.G. # 1 4 4 ) . He 

l e a r n s ,  f o r  exam ple, " t h a t  someone c lim bed  t h i s  m oun ta in  many y e a rs  

ago"(O .G . # 1 4 3 ) . But he does n o t l e a m  t h a t  t h i s  m ountain  e x is te d  

many y e a rs  ago; th e  q u e s t io n  w hether i t  d id  n ev e r a r i s e s .  In  

le a r n in g  t h a t  someone c lim bed  th e  m oun ta in  many y e a r s  ago, however, 

he a ls o  ta k e s  i n  th e  consequence t h a t  th e  m ountain  e x is te d  th e n . 

S im ila r ly ,  a  c h i l d  1 e a rn s  to  i d e n t i f y  p e rs o n s  on th e  b a s is  o f  t h e i r  

a p p e a ra n c e , b u t he does n o t  l e a m  th a t  human b o d ie s  change t h e i r  

ap p ea ran ce  o n ly  g ra d u a l ly  and c o m p a ra tiv e ly  l i t t l e .  In  le a r n in g  

to  i d e n t i f y  p e rs o n s , how ever, he a ls o  ta k e s  in  th e  consequence 

t h a t  human b o d ie s  change g ra d u a l ly  and c o m p a ra tiv e ly  l i t t l e .  

W it tg e n s te in  th in k s  t h i s  i s  how i t  i s  w ith  such  p ro p o s i t io n s :  we

do n o t e x p l i c i t l y  le a r n  them ; we a s s im i la t e  them a lo n g  w ith  what 

we e x p l i c i t l y  l e a m  (O.G. #142-143 , 1 52 ).
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When a c h i l d  i s  le a r n in g  v a r io u s  f a c t s ,  q u e s t io n s  a to u t  

such  th in g s  n e v e r a r i s e  n o t b ecau se  c h i ld r e n  a r e  n o t b r ig h t  enough 

to  th in k  o f  them , b u t b ecau se  su ch  q u e s t io n s  make no s e n s e . W it t­

g e n s te in  d is c u s s e s  w hat w ould happen i f  a  c h i ld  a sked  su ch  q u e s t io n s  

in  th e  fo llo w in g  p a ssa g e :

A p u p i l  and  a  t e a c h e r .  The p u p il  w i l l  n o t l e t  
an y th in g  be e x p la in e d  to  him , f o r  he c o n t in u a l ly  i n t e r r u p t s  
w ith  d o u b ts , f o r  in s ta n c e  a s  to  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  th in g s ,  
th e  meaning o f  w ords, e t c .  The te a c h e r  says "S top  i n t e r ­
ru p t in g  me and do a s  I  t e l l  you . So f a r  y o u r d o u b ts  d o n 't  
make se n se  a t  a l l " .

Or im ag ine  t h a t  t h e  boy q u e s tio n e d  th e  t r u t h  o f  
h is to r y  (and  e v e ry th in g  t h a t  co n n ec ts  up w ith  i t ) —and  even 
w hether th e  e a r th  e x i s te d  a t  a l l  a  hundred y e a rs  b e fo re .

Here i t  s t r i k e s  me a s  i f  t h i s  doubt were h o llo w .
(O.C. 1^310-312)

A ccording to  W it tg e n s te in ,  p ro p o s it io n s  o f  th e  form o f  

e m p ir ic a l p ro p o s i t io n s  a r e  n o t q u e s tio n e d  a s  o rd in a ry  e m p ir ic a l 

p ro p o s i t io n s  a r e ,  f o r  u n l ik e  o rd in a ry  em p ir ic a l p r o p o s i t io n s ,  th ey  

do n o t fu n c t io n  a s  h y p o th ese s  to  be t e s t e d .  We conduct i n v e s t i ­

g a t io n s  to  d e te rm in e  th e  sh ap e  and age o f  th e  e a r th ,  bu t we do n o t 

conduc t in v e s t ig a t io n s  to  d e te rm in e  w hether th e  e a r th  h a s  e x is te d  

d u r in g  th e  l a s t  hundred  y e a r s  (O.G. # 1 3 8 ), which shows t h a t  th e  

p ro p o s i t io n  "The e a r th  has e x i s t e d  d u rin g  th e  l a s t  hundred  y e a rs "  

fu n c t io n s  d i f f e r e n t l y  from p r o p o s i t io n s  ab o u t th e  shape  and age  o f  

th e  e a r th :  th e y  fu n c t io n  a s  h y p o th eses to  be in v e s t ig a te d ,  b u t i t

does n o t.

W it tg e n s te in  th in k s  we assume th e  p ro p o s i t io n  "The e a r th  

has e x is te d  d u r in g  th e  l a s t  hundred  y e a rs "  and o th e r  such  p ro p o s i­

t i o n s  no t b ecause  we can n o t i n v e s t i g a te  e v e ry th in g , and a r e ,  th e r e ­

f o r e ,  fo rced  to  assume them , b u t because  a l l  o p e ra t in g  w ith
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th o u g h ts  o r  la n g u a g e  r e q u i r e s  t h a t  th e y  be exempt from  doub t.

. . . a l l  e n q u iry  on o u r  p a r t  i s  s e t  so  a s  to  exempt 
c e r t a i n  p r o p o s i t io n s  from d oub t, i f  th e y  a r e  e v e r  
fo rm u la te d , (O .G. #88)

T h a t i s  to  say  th e  q u e s t io n s  t h a t  we r a i s e  and 
o u r  d o u b ts  depend  on th e  f a c t  t h a t  some p r o p o s i t io n s  
a r e  exempt from  d o u b t, a r e  a s  i t  were l i k e  h in g e s  on 
w hich th o s e  tu r n .

T hat i s  to  s a y , i t  be longs to  th e  l o g i c  o f  o u r  
s c i e n t i f i c  i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  t h a t  c e r t a i n  th in g s  a r e  in  
deed  n o t d o u b te d . (O.G. #3^1-3^2)

W it tg e n s te in  t h in k s  o u r q u e s t io n s , d o u b ts , and in v e s t i g a t io n s  

r e q u i r e  t h a t  c e r t a i n  p ro p o s i t io n s  be exempt from  d o u b t . When 

L a v o is ie r  c o n d u c ts  experim en ts  to  d e te rm in e  what happens when 

s u b s ta n c e  A r e a c t s  w ith  su b s ta n c e  B, f o r  exam ple, he does no t 

d o u b t t h a t  th e  sam e th in g  w i l l  happen a g a in  g iv e n  th e  same c i r ­

cum stances n o r does he doub t th a t  th e  a p p a ra tu s  he i s  u s in g  i s  

r e a l l y  th e r e .  K is acp e rim en ts  p resu p p o se  th e s e  th in g s  (O.C. 

# 167- 168) .  S im i l a r ly ,  i f  an h i s to r i a n  w ants to  check  th e  accuracy 

o f  th e  s to r y  o f  N apoleon, he does n o t wonder w h eth er a l l  th e  

r e p o r t s  ab o u t him a r e  based  on s e n s e -d e c e p tio n , f o r g e r y ,  e tc .

H is in v e s t i g a t i o n  p re su p p o ses  t h a t  N apoleon a c tu a l ly  e x is te d  (O.G.

#163).

W ittg e n s te in  h o ld s  th a t  l i k e  s c i e n t i f i c  and h i s to r i c a l  

i n v e s t i g a t i o n s ,  o u r  o rd in a ry  language-gam es r e q u i r e  t h a t  c e r t a in  

p r o p o s i t io n s  be exempt from d o u b t. many o f  th e  language-gam es we 

p la y  w ith  th e  word "h an d ,"  f o r  exam ple, r e q u i r e  t h a t  we n o t r a i s e  

d o u b ts  ab o u t th e  e x is te n c e  o f  o u r hands. When someone say s th in g s  

l i k e  "My hands h u r t , "  o r  "My r ig h t  hand i s  w eaker th a n  my l e f t , "  

o r  "L ast y e a r  I  bu rned  my h a n d s ,"  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  h i s  hands i s  

p re su p p o sed . I f  he t r i e d  to  doubt t h e i r  e x is te n c e ,  he would no
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lo n g e r  be p la y in g  o u r o rd in a ry  language-gam es; and we would not 

u n d e rs ta n d  him (O .C , #369-371f 4 4 6 ) . S im ila r ly ,  o u r  u se  o f  some­

o n e 's  m oaning, h o ld in g  h is  c h eek , and  sa y in g  " I  have a  to o th a c h e "  

a s  c r i t e r i a  f o r  h i s  h av in g  a  to o th a c h e  r e q u i r e s  t h a t  we no t r a i s e  

do u b ts  ab o u t w h e th e r p e o p le  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c a l l y  e x p re s s  t h e i r  to o th ­

ach es  by d o in g  th in g s  l i k e  m oaning, h o ld in g  t h e i r  c h e e k s , and sa y ­

in g , " I  have a  to o th a c h e ."  When I  say  o f  someone, " I  know he has 

a  to o th a c h e ; h e 's  moaning and  h o ld in g  h is  ch e e k ,"  th e  r o l e  o f  

moaning and c h e e k -h o ld in g  a s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  e x p re s s io n s  o f  to o th ­

ache  i s  p re su p p o sed . I f  I  t r i e d  to  doubt t h a t  r o l e ,  I  would no 

lo n g e r  be p la y in g  th e  o rd in a ry  language-gam e; and no one co u ld  be 

s u r e  o f  u n d e rs ta n d in g  me. The assum ption  th a t  p e o p le  c h a r a c t e r i s ­

t i c a l l y  e-'Cpress t h e i r  to o th a c h e s  by do ing  th in g s  l i k e  moaning, 

h o ld in g  t h e i r  c h e e k s , and s a y in g  " I  have a to o th a c h e "  i s  e s s e n t i a l  

to  th e  s i g n i f i c a n t  fu n c t io n in g  o f  su ch  b e h a v io r  a s  c r i t e r i a  f o r  

som eone 's  h av in g  a  to o th a c h e . The same i s  t r u e  o f  c r i t e r i a  f o r  

p e rs o n a l i d e n t i t y :  th e  a ssu m p tio n  t h a t  th e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  t h a t

s e rv e  a s  o u r  c r i t e r i a  f o r  p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y  a r e  r e l a t i v e l y  perma­

n e n t i s  e s s e n t i a l  to  th e  s i g n i f i c a n t  fu n c t io n in g  o f  th o s e  c r i t e r i a .

T hus, a l th o u g h  th e y  lo o k  l i k e  e m p ir ic a l p r o p o s i t io n s ,  

p ro p o s i t io n s  s t a t i n g  g e n e ra l  c irc u m s ta n c e s  do n o t have an  e m p ir ic a l 

fu n c t io n .  They a r e  n o t e x p l i c i t l y  le a r n e d ,  n o r a r e  th e y  h y p o th eses 

to  be t e s t e d ,  no r can  th e y  be d o u b te d . T h e ir  f u n c t io n  i s  lo g i c a l ;  

th e y  a r e  p a r t  o f  th e  fo u n d a tio n  o f  o u r  language  and  s t a t e  g e n e ra l 

f a c t s  o f  n a tu re  w hich p ro v id e  th e  n e c e ssa ry  background f o r  th e  

s i g n i f i c a n t  f u n c t io n in g  o f  o u r  c r i t e r i a l l y  governed  c o n c e p ts .
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H aving d e te rm in e d  th e  s t a tu s  o f  p ro p o s i t io n s  s t a t i n g  

g e n e ra l  c ir c u m s ta n c e s , we must now de te rm ine  th e  s t a t u s  o f  

p r o p o s i t io n s  s t a t i n g  n a r t i c u l a r  o n e s . L ike p ro p o s i t io n s  s t a t i n g  

g e n e ra l  c ir c u m s ta n c e s , p ro p o s i t io n s  s t a t i n g  th e  v a r io u s  p a r t i c u l a r  

c irc u m s ta n c e s  in  w hich a  c e r t a i n  k in d  o f  b e h a v io r  fu n c t io n s  as  a 

c r i t e r i o n  f o r  a  c e r t a i n  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e ,  e v e n t, o r  p ro c e s s  

and  shows u s  t h a t  th e  p e rso n  e x h ib i t in g  th a t  b e h a v io r  i s  in  th a t  

s t a t e  g e n e ra l ly  a r e  n o t e x p l i c i t l y  le a rn e d . W it tg e n s te in  w r ite s  

t h a t  we l e a m  th e  u se  o f  th e  word " th in k in g "  u n d er c e r t a i n  p a r t i ­

c u l a r  c ir c u m s ta n c e s , b u t do n o t l e a m  to  d e s c r ib e  th o s e  circum ­

s t a n c e s .  N o n e th e le s s , we can  s t i l l  te a c h  a  c h i ld  to  u se  th e  word, 

f o r  a  d e s c r ip t i o n  o f  th o s e  c irc u m sta n c e s  i s  no t needed f o r  t h a t .

We  sim ply  te a c h  th e  c h i l d  th e  word, under p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s . 

We te a c h  i t  to  a t t r i b u t e  th in k in g  on ly  to  human b e in g s . A lthough 

th e  c h i l d  does n o t e x p l i c i t l y  l e a m  th e  p ro p o s i t io n  "O nly human 

b e in g s  and c r e a tu r e s  t h a t  behave l i k e  them th in k ,"  i t  a s s im i la te s  

i t  in  le a r n in g  to  u se  th e  word " th in k in g "  (Z . # 1 1 4 -1 1 7 ) . Thus, 

th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s  i n  which a  c e r t a in  ty p e  o f  b e h a v io r 

fu n c t io n s  a s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  a  p a r t i c u l a r  p sy c h o lo g ic a l s t a t e  and 

shows us t h a t  th e  p e rso n  e x h ib i t in g  t h a t  b e h a v io r  i s  in  t h a t  s t a t e  

a r e  s i m i l a r  to  th e  r e l e v a n t  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  in  t h a t  n e i th e r  

i s  e x p l i c i t l y  le a r n e d .

N o n e th e le s s , th e r e  a r e  im p o rtan t d i f f e r e n c e s  betw een 

p r o p o s i t io n s  s t a t i n g  g e n e ra l  c ircu m stan ces  and p r o p o s i t io n s  s t a t i n g  

p a r t i c u l a r  o n e s . One im p o rta n t d if f e r e n c e  i s  t h a t  w h ile  p ro p o s i­

t i o n s  s t a t i n g  g e n e ra l  c irc u m s ta n c e s  must be assum ed, p ro p o s i t io n s  

s t a t i n g  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s  may s e r / e  a s  h y p o th e se s  to  be
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t e s t e d .  W it tg e n s te in  w r i t e s  t h a t  B 's  u t t e r i n g  th e  fo rm u la  shows 

u s  h e  can  c o n tin u e  th e  s e r i e s  o n ly  g iven  su ch  p a r t i c u l a r  c ircum ­

s ta n c e s  a s  t h a t  B has le a r n e d  a lg e b ra  and has u sed  su ch  fo rm ulas 

b e fo re  ( P . I .  # 1 7 9 ). We need n o t assume t h a t  B has le a r n e d  a lg e b ra  

and u sed  su ch  fo rm u la s  b e fo re ;  we can conduct in v e s t ig a t io n s  to  

d e te rm in e  w hether th e s e  th in g s  a r e  t r u e .  S im ila r ly ,  we need no t 

assum e th e  t r u t h  o f  su c h  p ro p o s i t io n s  as  "He has le a rn e d  to  re a d  

E n g lish "  and "He has n e v e r  seen  t h i s  new spaper b e fo r e ,"  which 

s t a t e  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s  in  which a p e r s o n 's  lo o k in g  a t  th e  

p r i n te d  words and s a y in g  them o u t lo u d  would show us t h a t  he was 

r e a d in g ;  we can  co n d u c t t e s t s  to  de te rm ine  t h e i r  t r u t h .

P ro p o s i t io n s  s t a t i n g  p a r t i c u l a r  c ircu m stan ces  d i f f e r  

from p ro p o s i t io n s  s t a t i n g  g e n e ra l ones n o t on ly  in  t h a t  th e  fo rm er 

may be t e s t e d  w hereas th e  l a t t e r  must be assum ed, b u t a ls o  in  t h a t  

p r o p o s i t io n s  s t a t i n g  p a r t i c u l a r  c ircu m stan ces  can be doub ted  w h ile  

p r o p o s i t io n s  s t a t i n g  g e n e ra l  ones cannot b e . We can doub t w hether 

someone has le a r n e d  a lg e b r a  o r  p re v io u s ly  used  a lg e b r a ic  fo rm u la s . 

We can  a ls o  do u b t w h e th e r someone has le a rn e d  E n g lish  o r  p re v io u s ly  

s e e n  a  c e r t a i n  new spaper.

I t  sh o u ld  now be c l e a r  t h a t  a lth o u g h  th ey  a r e  l i k e  

p ro p o s i t io n s  s t a t i n g  g e n e ra l  c ircu m stan ces  in  n o t b e in g  e x p l i c i t l y  

le a r n e d ,  p ro p o s i t io n s  s t a t i n g  p a r t i c u l a r  c ircu m stan ces  have a 

d i f f e r e n t  s t a t u s  from th o s e  s t a t i n g  g e n e ra l o n es. P ro p o s it io n s  

s t a t i n g  g e n e ra l  c irc u m s ta n c e s  have a p e c u l i a r  lo g i c a l  r o l e :  th e y

a r e  exempt from doubt and  s e rv e  a s  ru le s  f o r  t e s t i n g ;  p ro p o s i t io n s  

s t a t i n g  p a r t i c u l a r  c ir c u m s ta n c e s , on th e  o th e r  hand, have an
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e m p ir ic a l  r o l e ;  th e y  a r e  n o t exempt from doub t and  can s e rv e  as 

h y p o th e se s  to  be t e s t e d .  T h is  d i f f e r e n c e  i n  th e  r o l e s  o f  th e  

p r o p o s i t io n s  s t a t i n g  them  in d ic a te s  a  d i f f e r e n c e  i n  th e  r o l e s  

g e n e ra l  and p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s  p la y  i n  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s ;  

g e n e ra l  c irc u m s ta n c e s  m ust be assum ed b ecau se  th e y  a re  p a r t  o f  th e  

fo u n d a tio n  o f  o u r  la n g u a g e , w hereas p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m sta n c e s  need 

n o t be assum ed b e c a u se  th e y  a r e  n o t  p a r t  o f  th e  fo u n d a tio n  o f  

la n g u a g e .

We have se e n  t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  th in k s  th e r e  a r e  two 

ty p e s  o f  c ir c u m s ta n c e s — th e  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  and th e  

c ir c u m s ta n c e s  o f  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c a s e —t h a t  p la y  d i f f e r e n t  r o l e s  in  

c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s .  C e r ta in  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu re  p ro v id e  th e  

fo u n d a tio n  f o r  th e  s i g n i f i c a n t  fu n c t io n in g  o f  c r i t e r i a l l y  governed 

c o n c e p ts  w h ile  th e  c irc u m s ta n c e s  o f  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  case  determ ine  

b o th  w h eth er c e r t a i n  b e h a v io r  i s  f u n c t io n in g  a s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  a 

c e r t a i n  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e ,  and i f  s o , w hether i t  shows us th a t  

th e  p e rso n  e x h ib i t i n g  th e  b e h a v io r  i s  i n  t h a t  s t a t e .

The c irc u m s ta n c e s  o f  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c a se  a r e  s i m i la r  to  

g e n e ra l  c irc u m s ta n c e s  i n  t h a t  b o th  a r e  n e c e s s a ry  f o r  c e r t a in  

b e h a v io r  to  be a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  a s p e c i f i c  p s y c h o lo g ic a l s t a t e .

They d i f f e r  i n  t h a t  w h ile  g e n e ra l  c irc u m s ta n c e s  a r e  always assumed 

t o  be p r e s e n t ,  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s  a r e  n o t:  we must observe

th e  c irc u m s ta n c e s  o f  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c a s e  to  d e te rm in e  w hether they  

a r e  such  th a t  b e h a v io r  c an  be a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  th e  s t a t e  in  q u e s t io n . 

D e sp ite  t h i s  d i f f e r e n c e ,  th e s e  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m sta n c e s  in  which 

b e h a v io r  fu n c t io n s  a s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  a c e r t a in  p s y c h o lo g ic a l s t a t e  

a r e  n o t s t a t e d  in  th e  c r i t e r i a l  r u l e  and , th e r e f o r e ,  do no t p lay
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th e  r o l e  a t t r i h u t e d  t o  c irc u m sta n c e s  hy th e  e n ta i lm e n t v iew . Thus, 

i f  we l e t  B s ta n d  f o r  a  c e r t a in  ty p e  o f  b e h a v io r  and  P f o r  a  c e r ­

t a i n  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e ,  e v e n t, o r  p ro c e s s ,  b o th  th e  r o l e  o f  

g e n e ra l  c irc u m s ta n c e s  and t h i s  r o l e  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m sta n c e s  

c an  be c h a r a c te r i z e d  by  sa y in g  t h a t  B fu n c t io n s  a s  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  

P o n ly  in  c e r t a i n  g e n e ra l  and p a r t i c u l a r  c ir c u m s ta n c e s . I n  a p p ly ­

in g  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i z a t i o n  to  c r i t e r i a  f o r  to o th a c h e , we g e t  some­

th in g  l i k e  t h i s :  so m eo n e 's  h o ld in g  h i s  cheek  and  moaning fu n c t io n

a s  c r i t e r i a  f o r  h i s  h a v in g  a to o th a c h e  o n ly  in  c e r t a in  g e n e ra l  

c ir c u m s ta n c e s , e . g . ,  t h a t  p eo p le  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c a l l y  h o ld  t h e i r  

cheeks and  moan when th e y  have to o th a c h e s , and  o n ly  in  th e  

a p p r o p r ia te  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s , i . e . ,  c irc u m s ta n c e s  which 

make i t  c l e a r  t h a t  th e  p e rs o n ’s moaning and h o ld in g  h is  cheek a re  

fu n c t io n in g  a s  c r i t e r i a  f o r  h i s  hav ing  a  to o th a c h e  r a t h e r  th a n  as  

c r i t e r i a  f o r  some o th e r  p sy c h o lo g ic a l s t a t e .

C e r ta in  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s  a l s o  d e te rm in e  w hether 

b e h a v io r  fu n c t io n in g  a s  a c r i t e r i o n  f o r  a  c e r t a i n  p sy c h o lo g ic a l 

s t a t e  shows u s t h a t  t h e  p e rso n  e x h ib i t in g  th e  b e h a v io r  i s  i n  t h a t  

s t a t e .  I n  t h i s ,  t h e i r  r o l e  i s  d i f f e r e n t  from  t h a t  o f  t h e  r e le v a n t  

g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  : th ey  a r e  n o t n e c e s s a ry  f o r  b e h a v io r  to

fu n c t io n  a s  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  th e  s t a t e  i n  q u e s t io n .  But s in c e  they  

a r e  n o t s t a t e d  in  th e  c r i t e r i a l  r u l e ,  th e y  do n o t  p la y  th e  r o l e  

a t t r i b u t e d  to  c irc u m s ta n c e s  by th e  e n ta i lm e n t v iew . T h is  r o l e  o f  

p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s  can  be c h a r a c te r iz e d  by s a y in g : i t  i s  a

r u l e  o f  lan g u ag e  t h a t  in  norm al p a r t i c u l a r  c ir c u m s ta n c e s , someone’s 

e x h ib i t in g  c r i t e r i a  o f  P shows u s t h a t  he i s  in  P .
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We can  now combine th e  p re c e d in g  c h a r a c t e r i z a t io n s  to  

o b ta in  an  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  W it tg e n s te in 's  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t io n s h ip  

t h a t  in c lu d e s  th e  r o l e  o f  g e n e ra l  c irc u m s ta n c e s  and  b o th  r o l e s  o f  

p a r t i c u l a r  c ir c u m s ta n c e s : in  c e r t a i n  g e n e ra l  c irc u m s ta n c e s , i t  i s

a  r u l e  o f  lan g u ag e  t h a t  i n  c e r t a in  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s , B i s  

a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  P , and t h a t  in  norm al p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m sta n c e s  som eone's 

e x h ib i t in g  c r i t e r i a  o f  P shows us t h a t  he i s  in  P . A pplying t h i s  

c h a r a c t e r i z a t i o n  to  c r i t e r i a  f o r  to o th a c h e , we g e t  som eth ing  l i k e  

t h i s :  i n  c e r t a i n  g e n e ra l  c irc u m s ta n c e s , e . g . ,  t h a t  p e o p le  ch a rac ­

t e r i s t i c a l l y  h o ld  t h e i r  cheeks and  moan when th e y  have to o th a c h e s , 

i t  i s  a  r u l e  o f  lan g u ag e  t h a t  in  th e  a p p ro p r ia te  p a r t i c u l a r  c i r ­

cum stances , a  p e rs o n ’s h o ld in g  h is  cheek  and moaning fu n c t io n  as 

c r i t e r i a  f o r  h i s  h av in g  a to o th a c h e , and t h a t  in  norm al p a r t i c u l a r  

c irc u m s ta n c e s , a  p e r s o n 's  e x h ib i t in g  c r i t e r i a  o f  to o th a c h e  shows 

u s t h a t  he h as a to o th a c h e .

I s  su ch  a c o m p lic a te d  fo rm u la t io n  r e a l l y  n e c e ssa ry ?

C o u ld n 't  we s im p ly  say  t h a t  i n  norm al c irc u m s ta n c e s , c r i t e r i a  o f  

P show us t h a t  P, w hereas in  abnorm al c irc u m s ta n c e s  th e y  d o n 't?  

W it tg e n s te in  h im s e lf  w r i t e s :  " I f ,  how ever, one w anted to  g iv e

som eth ing  l i k e  a r u l e  h e re ,  th en  i t  would c o n ta in  th e  e x p re s s io n  

' i n  norm al c ir c u m s ta n c e s '"  (O.C. #27), and "we have h e re  a normal 

c a s e , and abnorm al c a s e s .  I t  i s  o n ly  in  norm al ca se s  t h a t  th e  

u se  o f  a word i s  c l e a r l y  p r e s c r ib e d ;  we know, a re  in  no d o ub t, 

what to  sa y  in  t h i s  o r  t h a t  c a se "  ( P . I .  # 1 4 1 -1 4 2 ). We co u ld  say  

t h a t  in  norm al c irc u m s ta n c e s , c r i t e r i a  o f  p show us t h a t  P, b u t to  

do so would be to  ig n o re  th e  im p o r ta n t d i f f e r e n c e s  betw een th e  

v a r io u s  k in d s  o f  abnorm al c a se s  and what th o s e  d i f f e r e n c e s  re v e a l
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ab o u t th e  ty p e s  o f  c irc u m sta n c e s  and  t h e i r  r o l e s  in  c r i t e r i a l  

r e l a t i o n s .  In  each  o f  th e  fo llo w in g  fo u r  c a s e s ,  we would n o t say  

t h a t  th e  p e rso n  who moans and h o ld s  h is  cheek has a  to o th a c h e .

And in  each c a se  we would n o t sa y  i t  b ecau se  o f  th e  c irc u m s ta n c e s , 

b u t "because  o f  th e  c irc u m s ta n c e s"  has a  d i f f e r e n t  se n se  i n  each 

c a s e :

(1 )  I f  someone l i v i n g  in  a  w orld  where moaning 

and  h o ld in g  o n e 's  cheek w ere n o t n a tu r a l  e x p re s s io n s  

o f  to o th a c h e  moaned and h e ld  h is  cheek , we would n o t 

say  t h a t  he had a  to o th a c h e  because  such  a  w o r ld 's  

g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  would make i t  im p o ss ib le  f o r  

som eone 's moaning and h o ld in g  h is  cheek to  fu n c t io n  

as c r i t e r i a  f o r  h is  hav ing  a to o th a c h e .

( 2) When th e  n ig h tc lu b  p a tro n  moaned and h e ld  

h is  cheek , we d id  n o t say  th a t  he had a to o th a c h e  

because  th e  c irc u m sta n c e s  o f  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c a se  

showed u s t h a t  h is  moaning and h o ld in g  h is  cheek  were 

fu n c t io n in g  n o t a s  c r i t e r i a  f o r  h is  h av ing  a  to o th a c h e , 

b u t as  c r i t e r i a  f o r  o th e r  th in g s ,  such  a s  h is  hav ing  

h e a rd  and u n d e rs to o d  th e  jo k e .

( 3 ) 'When th e  d is se m b lin g  d e n ta l  p a t i e n t  moaned 

and h e ld  h is  cheek , we d id  n o t say  t h a t  he had a  to o th ­

ache  b ecau se , a lth o u g h  h is  moaning and h o ld in g  h is  cheek 

w ere fu n c t io n in g  a s  c r i t e r i a  f o r  h i s  h av ing  a  to o th a c h e , 

th e  c irc u m sta n c e s  o f  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c a se  showed us t h a t  

he was o n ly  p re te n d in g  to  have a to o th a c h e .
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(4) F in a l ly ,  i f  an  a c t o r  on th e  s ta g e  moaned and 

h e ld  h is  cheek , we would n o t  sa y  t h a t  he had a  to o th ­

ache  because  th e  c irc u m s ta n c e s  o f  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  c a se  

would show th a t  h is  m oaning and  h o ld in g  h is  cheek  were 

c r i t e r i a  n o t f o r  h i s  h av in g  a  to o th a c h e , bu t f o r  h is  

c h a r a c t e r 's  hav ing  o ne .

I  have a tte m p te d  to  fo rm u la te  an  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  

W it tg e n s te in 's  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t h a t  acknow ledges th e  two 

ty p e s  o f  c ircu m stan ces  and  a c c u r a t e ly  c h a r a c te r iz e s  t h e i r  v a rio u s  

r o l e s  in  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s .  Many i n t e r p r e t e r s  f a i l  to  do 

e i t h e r .  C arv e r co n fu ses  th e  two ty p e s  o f  c ircu m stan ces  and i s  

th e re b y  le d  to  th e  m is tak en  view  t h a t  W ittg e n s te in  a llo w s  no 

a c tu a l  c r i t e r i a l  c o n f l i c t s .  C a n f ie ld  ad eq u a te ly  c h a r a c te r iz e s  

th e  r o l e  o f  g e n e ra l c ir c u m s ta n c e s , b u t f a i l s  to  d is t i n g u i s h  from 

i t  th e  v a r io u s  r o le s  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s . Malcolm con­

fu s e s  th e  d i f f e r e n t  r o l e s  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  c ircu m stan ces  and is  

th e re b y  l e d  to  th e  m is tak en  view  t h a t  in  c a se s  o f  p re te n d in g  to  

be  in  p a in ,  th e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  p a in  a r e  n o t s a t i s f i e d .  Only th e  

p ro p o n en ts  o f  th e  n o n in d u c tiv e -e v id e n c e  view  d i s t i n g u is h  d i f f e r ­

e n t r o l e s  f o r  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s , and even th e y  som etim es 

c o n fu se  t h e i r  d i f f e r e n t  r o l e s .

Thus f a r ,  th e  n o n in d u c tiv e -e v id e n c e  view —i f  B i s  a  c r i ­

t e r io n  o f  P in  s i t u a t io n s  o f  ty p e  S , th e n  i t  i s  a  n e c e s s a ry  t r u t h  

t h a t  B shows u s t h a t  P i n  norm al s i t u a t i o n s  o f  ty p e  3 —and th e  

m o d ified  v e r s io n  o f  C a n f ie ld ’s v iew — in  c e r t a in  g e n e ra l  c ircum ­

s ta n c e s ,  i t  i s  a  r u l e  o f  lan g u ag e  t h a t  in  c e r t a in  p a r t i c u l a r  

c irc u m s ta n c e s , B i s  a c r i t e r i o n  o f  P , and in  such c irc u m s ta n c e s .



136

som eone’s  e x h ib i t i n g  B e n t a i l s  h is  b e in g  in  P p ro v id e d  t h a t  th o se  

c irc u m s ta n c e s  a r e  no rm al—ap p ea r to  come c lo s e s t  to  b e in g  a c c e p t­

a b le  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  o f  W it tg e n s te in 's  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h ip .

B oth  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  d i f f e r  from m ine—in  c e r t a i n  g e n e ra l  circum ­

s ta n c e s  i t  i s  a  r u l e  o f  language  t h a t  i n  c e r t a i n  p a r t i c u l a r  c i r ­

cum stan ces , B i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  P, and t h a t  in  norm al p a r t i c u l a r  c i r ­

cum stan ces , som eone 's  e x h ib i t in g  c r i t e r i a  o f  P shows u s t h a t  

he i s  i n  P— in  th e  fo l lo w in g  r e s p e c ts :  w hereas th e y  s t a t e  t h a t  in

th e  r i g h t  c ir c u m s ta n c e s , th e  p re sen ce  o f  a  s in g le  c r i t e r i o n  o f  P 

e i t h e r  e n t a i l s  o r  shows us t h a t  P; my i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  s t a t e s  t h a t  

i n  t h e  r i g h t  c ir c u m s ta n c e s , th e  p re se n c e  o f  c r i t e r i a  o f  P shows 

us t h a t  p . T h is  d i f f e r e n c e  i s  s i g n i f i c a n t ,  f o r  a s  I  dem onstra ted  

in  c h a p te r  I I ,  W it tg e n s te in  eq u a te s  th e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  a  fa m ily -  

rese iiib lance  term  w ith  th e  v a r io u s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  th a t  

form th e  re sem b lan ces  among th e  te rm ’s r e f e r e n t s  and  h o ld s  th a t  

even in  th e  r i g h t  c irc u m s ta n c e s , th e  p re se n c e  o f  a  s i n g l e  such 

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e  need n o t j u s t i f y  th e  a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  th e  

te rm . A cco rd in g ly , f o r  a  p sy c h o lo g ic a l fa m ily -re se m b la n c e  term , 

som eone 's  e x h ib i t i n g  a  s i n g le  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  th e  te rm  i n  th e  r i g h t  

c irc u m s ta n c e s  need  n o t show us t h a t  th e  term  a p p l i e s  to  him . I  

p u rp o s e ly  do n o t s p e c i f y  how many c r i t e r i a  a r e  r e q u i r e d  in  th e  

r i g h t  c irc u m s ta n c e s  to  show us t h a t  th e  th in g  i s  so  b ecau se  W itt­

g e n s te in  h o ld s  t h a t  f o r  some th in g s ,  such  a s  a n g in a , one c r i t e r io n  

may be s u f f i c i e n t  to  show us t h a t  th e  th in g  i s  s o , w hereas f o r  

o th e r s ,  su ch  a s  gam es, s e v e r a l  nay be r e q u i r e d .

C a n f ie ld 's  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  d i f f e r s  from b o th  mine and th e  

n o n in d u c t iv i s t s ' i n  t h a t  h is  makes c r i t e r i a l  r u l e s  o f  language
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c o m p lic a te d  e n ta i lm e n ts  o r  t r u t h  c o n d i t io n s , w hereas th e  noninduc­

t i v i s t s '  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  and my in t e r p r e t a t i o n  make c r i t e r i a l  ru le s  

o f  lan g u a g e  c o m p lic a te d  . j u s t i f i c a t i o n  c o n d i t io n s . The s ig n if ic a n c e  

o f  t h i s  d i f f e r e n c e  w i l l  be in v e s t ig a te d  in  c h a p te r  IV . I t  now 

lo o k s  a s  i f  my i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  i s  much c lo s e r  to  th e  n o n in d u c t iv i s t s ' 

th a n  t o  C a n f ie l d 's .

B ut th e  n o n in d u c tiv e -e v id e n c e  view d i f f e r s  from  b o th  my 

view  and  C a n f ie ld 's  v iew  in  f a i l i n g  to  m en tion  g e n e ra l  c ircu m ­

s t a n c e s .  In d e e d , C a n f ie ld  a rg u e s  t h a t  th e  n o n in d u c tiv e -e v id e n c e  

view  i s  an u n a c c e p ta b le  acco u n t o f  W it tg e n s te in 's  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a ­

t io n s h ip  b ecau se  i t  ig n o re s  th e  r o l e  o f  g e n e ra l  c ir c u m s ta n c e s . At 

f i r s t  b lu s h , C a n f ie ld 's  c r i t i c i s m  sean s w a rra n te d . A f te r  p o in t in g  

o u t t h a t  th e  v ie w 's  t a l k  o f  "necessary '' t r u th "  i s  o b scu re  and th a t  

some p h ilo s o p h e rs  may have  been l e d  to  o b je c t  to  th e  view  by an 

i l l e g i t i m a t e  Im p o r ta t io n  o f  th e  modal o p e ra to r ,  w hich y i e l d s  th e  

view  t h a t  " I f  X i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  Y, th en  X i s  n e c e s s a ry  ev idence  

f o r  Y , C a n f i e l d  k eep s  th e  modal o p e ra to r  o u ts id e  th e  c e n t r a l  

p o s i t i o n  and  i n t e r p r e t s  th e  view  a s  fo llo w s : "where X i s  a  c r i ­

t e r i o n  f o r  Y, i t  i s  t r u e  in  a l l  p o s s ib le  w o rld s  t h a t  X i s  ev idence 

f o r  Y . "^3 C a n f ie ld  th e n  a rg u e s  t h a t  a lth o u g h  t h i s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  

o f  th e  n o n in d u c tiv e -e v id e n c e  view  i s  more p la u s ib l e ,  i t  i s  shown 

to  be  f a l s e  by th e  fo l lo w in g  co u n te rex am p le . Suppose t h a t  th e  

c r i t e r i o n  f o r  b e in g  a  g ra n d m a ste r  i n  ch ess  i s  h av in g  a  r a t i n g  

above 2 ,5 0 0 . A ccord ing  to  th e  n o n in d u c tiv e -e v id e n c e  v iew , a

7 2 c a n f ie ld ,  " C r i t e r i a  and Rules o f  L anguage," 85 .

7 3 lb id .
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p e r s o n 's  hav ing  a  r a t i n g  above 2 ,500  i s  ev idence  f o r  h i s  b e in g  a 

g ran d m aste r i n  a l l  p o s s ib le  w o rld s . But we can  im agine a  p o s s ib le  

w orld  in  w hich th e  moment a  c h e ss  m a s te r  ach ie v es  a  r a t i n g  o f  over 

2 ,500  he lo s e s  a l l  h i s  a c q u ire d  knowledge o f  ch e ss  s t r a t e g y  and 

r e v e r t s  to  th e  s t a t e  o f  a  n o v ic e  and in  which t h i s  phenomenon i s  

w e ll known. In  t h i s  w o rld , a  p e r s o n 's  hav ing  ach ie v ed  a  r a t i n g  o f  

o v e r 2 ,500  would n o t b e  ev id en c e  t h a t  he was a  g ran d m aste r, but 

would be ev id en ce  t h a t  he was n o t a  g ran d m aste r. Thus, C a n fie ld  

co n c lu d e s , th e  n o n in d u c tiv e -e v id e n c e  view i s  in c o m p a tib le  w ith  th e  

f a c t  t h a t  W it tg e n s te in !a n  c r i t e r i a  o p e ra te  in  lan g u ag e  a g a in s t  a 

background o f  c e r t a i n  c ir c u m s ta n c e s . I n  th e s e  c irc u m s ta n c e s , we 

u se  X a s  a c r i t e r i o n  o f  Y. T hese c irc u m sta n c e s  do n o t change, and 

we a r e  n o t "incommoded by th e  m ere p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  th e y  m ig h t. "

Yet t h i s  p o s s i b i l i t y  e x i s t s ,  and  because  i t  e x i s t s ,  th e  noninduc­

t iv e -e v id e n c e  view  f a i l s . '^ ^

I n  c h a p te r  IV, I  examine b o th  W it tg e n s te in 's  n o t io n s  o f  

m eaning, c o n v e n tio n , p o s s i b i l i t y ,  and n e c e s s i ty  and th e  c o n n ec tio n s  

betw een th o s e  n o tio n s  and h is  n o tio n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n .  I  th e n  argue  

t h a t  C a n f ie ld 's  c r i t i c i s m  o f  th e  n o n in d u c tiv e -e v id e n c e  v iew  f a i l s  

b ecau se  i t  ig n o re s  t h a t  b o th  th e  p ro p o n en ts  o f  t h a t  view  and  th e  

l a t e r  W it tg e n s te in  em brace c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  n o tio n s  o f  n e c e s s i ty  and 

p o s s i b i l i t y .

7 ^ b i d . . 35-87,



CHAPTER IV

CRITERIA AND MEANING

A ccording to  W it tg e n s te in , a  te rm 's  c r i t e r i a  p la y  an 

e x p l i c i t  r o l e  in  te a c h in g  and le a r n in g  th e  term , and th e  p a r t i c u l a r  

c irc u m s ta n c e s  in  which th o s e  c r i t e r i a  fu n c t io n  p la y  an im p l i c i t  

r o l e  in  th o s e  a c t i v i t i e s .  In  th e  B lue Book, W ittg e n s te in  w r i te s

t h a t  when he le a rn e d  to  u se  th e  p h ra s e  "so -and -so  has a to o th a c h e ,"

t h e  K in d s  o f  b eh av io r (such  as  s o m e o n e ' s  moaning and h o l d i n g  h is

cheek) t h a t  s e rv e  as  c r i t e r i a  f o r  som eone's hav ing  a  to o th a c h e  were

p o in te d  o u t to  him (B l.B . p . 2 4 ) . And in  th e  I n v e s t ig a t io n s , he

in d ic a te s  th a t  a p ro c e ss  i n  th e  la ry n x  o r  b r a in  i s  n o t a  c r i t e r i o n

o f  my do in g  th e  same when 1 sa y  th e  ABC to  m y se lf as  someone e l s e

who s i l e n t l y  r e p e a ts  i t  t o  h im s e lf  i f  someone cou ld  le a r n  th e

m eaning o f  " to  sa y  su c h -a n d -su c h  to  o n e s e lf"  w ith o u t som eone 's

p o in t in g  to  a p ro c e ss  in  t h e  la ry n x  o r  b ra in .

W it tg e n s te in  th o u g h t a te r m 's  c r i t e r i a  p la y  an e x p l i c i t

and e s s e n t i a l  r o l e  in  th e  te a c h in g  and le a r n in g  o f  th e  te rm . And

a c c o rd in g  to  Kenny and R ich a rd so n , t h e i r  e s s e n t i a l  r o l e  in  language

75l e a r n in g  g iv e s  c r i t e r i a  t h e i r  s p e c ia l  in te rm e d ia te  lo g i c a l  s t a t u s .

'^■^Xenny, " C r i te r io n ,"  259 and R ichardson , The Grammar o f  
J u s t i f i c a t i o n , p . 107.
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But W illiam s and  Putnam arg u e  t h a t  th o s e  who sa y  th e  c r i t e r i a  

f o r  X a r e  n e c e s s a r i l y  ev idence  f o r  X b ecau se  th e y  p la y  an e s s e n t ia l  

r o l e  in  le a r n in g  th e  u se  o f  "X" te n d  to  ig n o re  th e  f a c t  t h a t  i t  i s  

n o t a  n e c e s s a ry  t r u t h  t h a t  we e v e r  le a r n e d  la n g u a g e  a t  a l l .  We 

m ig h t have been b o rn  w ith  th e  a b i l i t y  to  sp e a k  a  la n g u a g e , o r  

we m igh t have a c q u ir e d  t h a t  a b i l i t y  by b e in g  g iv e n  e l e c t r i c a l  

sh o ck s o r  by ta lk in g  a  d ru g .^ ^  A lthough t h i s  o b je c t io n  seems to  

a p p ly  to  W it tg e n s te in ,  i t  does n o t; f o r  w h ile  i t  i s  t r u e  t h a t  

W it tg e n s te in  o f t e n  t a l k s  abou t how v a r io u s  w ords a r e  le a r n e d  ( e .g . ,  

P . I .  #77 , Z. # 1 1 4 -117 , 267) ,  he does n o t w ish  to  a rg u e  th a t  

la n g u a g e  m ust be le a r n e d .  In  th e  second  volum e o f  th e  N ach lass, 

he d e c la r e s :

The m eaning o f  a  se n te n c e  l i e s  in  th e  n o m en c la tu re .
The no m en c la tu re  i s  independen t o f  th e  h y ro th e s is  
t h a t  we le a r n e d  t h i s  name in  t h i s  u se  - - i n  o u r  
y o u th  p e rh a p s . The h i s t o r i c a l  (w hich i s  a lw ays 
h y p o th e t ic a l )  c an n o t be o f  any im p o rtan ce  h e re .
(p . 68)

W it tg e n s te in  t a l k s  abou t how v a r io u s  w ords a r e  le a rn e d

n o t b ecau se  he th in k s  language  i s  e s s e n t i a l l y  som eth ing  t h a t  must

be le a r n e d ,  b u t b ecau se  he th in k s  t h a t  we can  l e a r n  a  g r e a t  deal

a b o u t th e  m eaning o f  a word by a sk in g  o u r s e lv e s  how we would teach  

77i t s  u s e  to  a  c h i l d .  For W it tg e n s te in ,  th e  c o n c e p t o f  te a c h in g

^ ^ H ila ry  Putnam, "B ra in s  and B e h a v io r ,"  in  R. J .  B u tle r 
( e d . ) , A n a ly t ic a l  P h ilo sophy  ( Second S e r ie s )  (O x fo rd : B a s i l
B la c k w e ll , 19 6 5 ). p p . 1 -19 ; B. A. 0 . W illiam s , "Knowledge and 
M eaning in  t h e  P h ilo so p h y  o f  M ind," P h i lo s o p h ic a l  Review, LXXVII 
(1968),  216- 228.

77
' Cf .  D. A. T. G asking and A. G. Ja c k so n , "W ittg e n s te in  as 

a T e a c h e r ,"  in  K. T. Pann ( e d . ) ,  Ludwig W it tg e n s te in ; th e  Man and h is  
P h ilo so p h y  (New York: D ell P u b lish in g  C o., I n c . ,  1967 ), pp . 49-55.
No doub t W it tg e n s te in  came to  t h i s  r e a l i z a t i o n  w h ile  te a c h in g  
e lem en ta ry  sc h o o l c h i ld r e n ,  an e x p e rie n c e  t h a t  c o n tr ib u te d  to  h is  
l a t e r  ap p ro ach  to  p h ilo so p h y . C f. K. T . Fann, W it tg e n s te in ' 5 
C o ncep tion  o f  F h ilo soohy  (.Los .Angeles; u n iv e r s i t y  o f  C a li fo rn ia



141

an d  th e  co n cep t o f  m eaning a r e  co n n ec ted  n o t in  t h a t  te a c h in g  i s  

e s s e n t i a l  to  m eaning, h u t i n  t h a t  te a c h in g  com m unicates m eaning--  

som eth ing  t h a t  we a l l  know, b u t te n d  to  ig n o re  when we a r e  th in k in g  

ab o u t m eanings. F o r  W it tg e n s te in ,  what i s  e s s e n t i a l  to  lan g u ag e  i s  

n o t t h a t  i t  i s  le a r n e d ,  b u t t h a t  i t  i s  c o n v e n tio n a l; and  th e  p o in t 

o f  a sk in g  o u rs e lv e s  how we would te a c h  a  c h i l d  th e  u se  o f  a  word i s  

to  d is c o v e r  th e  c o n v e n tio n s  g o v ern in g  th a t  w o rd 's  u se .

L ike  c r i t e r i a ,  t h e  c ircu m stan ces  o f  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  case  

p la y  an  im p o rta n t r o l e  in  te a c h in g  and le a r n in g  la n g u a g e . But 

u n l ik e  c r i t e r i a ,  t h e i r  r o l e  i s  i m p l i c i t :

One 1 ea rn s  t h e  word " th in k " ,  i . e .  i t s  u se , u n d e r 
c e r t a in  c ir c u m s ta n c e s , w hich, however, one does n o t 
le a r n  to  d e s c r ib e .

But I  can  te a c h  a p e rso n  th e  use o f  th e  word 1 
For a d e s c r ip t i o n  o f  th o s e  c ircu m stan ces  i s  n o t 
needed f o r  t h a t .

I  j u s t  te a c h  him th e  word under p a r t i c u l a r  
c ir c u m s ta n c e s . (Z. # l l 4 - l l 6 )

We have se e n  t h a t ,  f o r  W it tg e n s te in , a  te rm ’s  c r i t e r i a  

p la y  an  e x p l i c i t  r o l e ,  and  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s  i n  which 

th o s e  c r i t e r i a  fu n c t io n  p la y  an  im p l i c i t  r o l e  in  te a c h in g  and 

le a r n in g  th e  te rm . What i s  e s s e n t i a l  to  la n g u a g e , how ever, i s  

n o t t h a t  i t  i s  le a r n e d ,  b u t t h a t  i t  i s  c o n v e n tio n a l. T a lk in g  

a b o u t how c r i t e r i a l l y  governed  co n cep ts  a r e  le a r n e d  shows u s th e  

co n v en tio n s  f o r  t h e i r  u s e , and i t  i s  t h e i r  c o n v e n t io n a l i ty  r a t h e r  

th a n  t h e i r  r o l e  in  te a c h in g  and le a r n in g  lan g u ag e  th a t  g iv e s  

c r i t e r i a  t h e i r  s p e c i a l  s t a t u s .  But what a r e  th e s e  ' l i n g u i s t i c  

c o n v e n t io n s ',  and how do th e y 'd e te rm in e  o u r c r i t e r i a ' ?

In  th e  f i r s t  p a r t  o f  t h i s  c h a p te r ,  I  answ er th e s e  q u e s t io n s .  

I  a ls o  show how W it tg e n s te in 's  view th a t  l i n g u i s t i c  c o n v en tio n
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d e te rm in e s  what c o u n ts  a s  a  t h i n g 's  c r i t e r i a  s o lv e s  th e  problem  

o f  w ide-open  t e x t u r e .

In  c h a p te r  I I I ,  I  d is c u s se d  C a n f ie ld 's  a rgum ent t h a t  th e  

n o n in d u c tiv e -e v id e n c e  view  i s  in ad eq u a te  b ecau se  i t  f a i l s  to  

acknow ledge t h a t  W it tg e n s te in ia n  c r i t e r i a  o p e ra te  a g a in s t  a  

background  o f  n o rm a lly  e x is t in g  g e n e ra l c ir c u m s ta n c e s .  I n  th e  

second  p o r t io n  o f  t h i s  c h a p te r ,  I  in v e s t i g a te  W i t tg e n s t e i n 's  

n o t io n s  o f  n e c e s s i ty  and p o s s i b i l i t y  and a rg u e  t h a t  C a n f ie ld 's  

c r i t i c i s m  o f  th e  n o n in d u c tiv e -e v id e n c e  view  m is f i r e s  b e c a u se  i t  

o v e r lo o k s  th e  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  n a tu re  o f  th e  v ie w 's  n o t io n s  o f  

p o s s i b i l i t y  and n e c e s s i t y .

In  th e  t h i r d  p o r t io n  o f  t h i s  c h a p te r ,  I  a rg u e  th a t ,  fo r  

W it t g e n s t e in ,  a  c h a n g e  i n  c r i t e r i a  e n t a i l s  a  c h a n g e  i n  m ean ing  

and  c o n c e p t .  I  th e n  d e fe n d  W i t t g e n s t e in 's  v iew  o f  c o n c e p tu a l  

change a g a in s t  th e  c r i t i c i s m s  o f  contem porary  e m p ir ic a l  r e a l i s t s .

L in g u i s t i c  C onvention

In  re a d in g  t h e  l i t e r a t u r e  on W it tg e n s te in 's  n o t io n  o f  a

c r i t e r i o n ,  one f r e q u e n t ly  e n co u n te rs  th e  a s s e r t i o n  t h a t  W ittg e n s te in

78th in k s  c r i t e r i a  a r e  c o n v e n tio n a l.  In  c h a p te r  I ,  I  a s s e r t e d  th a t  

he th in k s  l i n g u i s t i c  c o n v en tio n  de te rm in es w hat c o u n ts  a s  a  th in g 's  

c r i t e r i a .  The t e x t s  make i t  c l e a r  th a t  W it tg e n s te in  d o es  th in k  

c r i t e r i a  a r e  c o n v e n t io n a l .  In  th e  I n v e s t ig a t io n s . h e  t a l k s  about 

c r i t e r i a ' s  b e in g  th i n g s  t h a t  "we f ix " ( P .I .  HJZl ,  p p . 212, 222) 

and s a y s  t h a t  th e  la n g u a g e  o f  se n se  im p re s s io n s , i n  w hich  s e n s a tio n s

78C a rv e r , " W ittg e n s te in  on C r i t e r i a , " p p . 5 7 -6 3 : Kenny, 
" C r i t e r io n ,"  259; C a v e ll ,  The Claim o f  R eason, pp . 8 6 -1 2 5 ; 
R ich a rd so n , The Grammar o f  J u s t i f i c a t i o n , p p . 1 8 -2 2 .
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o f  wet and c o ld  and c e r t a i n  v is u a l  im p ress io n s a re  c r i t e r i a  f o r  

r a i n ,  " i s  founded on  c o n v e n tio n ” ( P . I .  # 3 54 -355 )- I n  t h e  B lue Book 

he w r i t e s :

The man who s a y s  "o n ly  my p a in  i s  r e a l " ,  d o e s n 't  
mean to  say  t h a t  h e  h as found  o u t by th e  common 
c r i t e r i a —th e  c r i t e r i a ,  i . e . ,  w hich g iv e  o u r  w ords 
t h e i r  common m ean ings—t h a t  o th e r s  who s a id  th e y  had 
p a in s  w ere c h e a t in g .  But what he r e b e l s  a g a in s t  i s  
th e  u se  o f  t h i s  e x p re s s io n  in  co n n ec tio n  w ith  th e s e  
c r i t e r i a .  T h a t i s ,  he o b je c t s  to  u s in g  t h i s  word 
in  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  way in  w hich i t  i s  commonly u se d .
On th e  o th e r  h an d , he i s  n o t aw are t h a t  he i s  
o b je c t in g  to  a  c o n v e n tio n . (B l.B . p . 57)

W it tg e n s te in  c l e a r l y  th in k s  c r i t e r i a  a r e  c o n v e n tio n a l.

H is view em phasizes w hat C arv er c a l l s  " th e  human a n c e s t ry  o f  

79c r i t e r i a . "  F o r W it tg e n s te in ,  c r i t e r i a  a r e  th in g s  t h a t  we

human beings f i x :  we d e c id e  to  u se  " t h i s  r e p r e s s io n  in  co n n ec tio n

w ith  th e s e  c r i t e r i a ” (3 1 .3 .  p . 5 7 ). We d ec id e , f o r  rcam p le , to  use

th e  e x p re s s io n  "S o -an d -so  has a  to o th a c h e "  in  c o n n e c tio n  w ith

th e  c r i t e r i a  o f  m oaning and h o ld in g  o n e 's  cheek . A cco rd ing  to

C arv e r, when W it tg e n s te in  t a l k s  ab o u t c r i t e r i a '  s  b e in g  th in g s  th a t

"we f i x , "  p a r t  o f  w hat he  means i s  t h a t  each human b e in g  f ix e s

h is  own c r i t e r i a .  C a rv e r  s u p p o r ts  h is  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  w ith  th e

fo llo w in g  p assag e  i n  w hich W ittg e n s te in  a l l e g e d ly  g iv e s  an  in s ta n c e

o f  h is  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  so m e th in g 's  b e in g  d i f f e r e n t  from  someone e l s e 's .

In  c o n s id e r in g  what m ig h t be s a id  i f  someone w ere to  a sk  him

w hether he s t i l l  knows w hat he was g o ing  to  say  when in t e r r u p te d ,

W ittg e n s te in  w r i t e s :

I f  I  do know now, and say  i t —does t h a t  mean t h a t  I  had 
a lr e a d y  th o u g h t i t  b e fo re , on ly  n o t s a id  i t ?  Ho. U nless 
you ta k e  th e  c e r t a i n t y  w ith  which I  c o n tin u e  th e  
in te r r u p te d  s e n te n c e  a s  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  th e  th o u g h t 's  
a lr e a d y  hav ing  been  com pleted  a t  t h a t  tim e . ( P . I .  #633)

70
^ G a r . 'e r ,  " W ic - g e n s te in  on C r i t e r i a , "  p . 62.
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T h is  p a ssag e  o n ly  seem s to  su p p o r t th e  view t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  

th in k s  each  human b e in g  f i x e s  h i s  own c r i t e r i a  because  C arv e r 

ta k e s  i t  o u t o f  c o n te x t  and  m i s in te r p r e ts  i t .  He o m its  th e  

p a s s a g e 's  f i n a l  s e n te n c e — "B ut, o f  c o u rse , th e  s i t u a t i o n  and 

th e  th o u g h ts  w hich I  had  c o n ta in e d  a l l  s o r t s  o f  th in g s  to  h e lp  

th e  c o n t in u a t io n  o f  th e  s e n te n c e "  ( P . I .  ^ 633) —and ig n o re s  

su c c e e d in g  p a s s a g e s  t h a t  c l e a r l y  in d ic a te  t h a t  i f  you ta k e  th e  

c e r t a i n t y  w ith  w hich th e  i n t e r l o c u t o r  c o n tin u e s  th e  i n t e r r u p te d  

s e n te n c e  a s  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  th e  th o u g h t 's  a lr e a d y  h a v in g  been 

com pleted  a t  t h a t  t im e , th e n  you a r e  n o t u s in g  th e  'common 

c r i t e r i a ' ,  v i z . ,  t h e  c r i t e r i a  t h a t  th e  sp e a k e rs  o f  th e  lan g u ag e  

have in  common, w hich th e y  le a r n e d  to  use  when th e y  le a r n e d  th e  

lan g u ag e  and w hich g iv e  m eaning to  t h e i r  w ords.

I t  s h o u ld  now be c l e a r  t h a t  when W it tg e n s te in  t a l k s  

ab o u t c r i te r ia 's  b e in g  th in g s  t h a t  "we f i x , "  he means n o t t h a t  each 

p e rso n  f i x e s  h i s  own c r i t e r i a ,  b u t th a t  th e  sp e a k e rs  o f  a  language 

c o l l e c t i v e l y  d e te rm in e  an  e x p r e s s io n 's  c r i t e r i a .  But th o s e  o f  

us who now sp eak  E n g lis h  d id  n o t d e te rm in e  th e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  o u r 

e x p r e s s s io n s . We w ere ta u g h t  to  u se  c e r t a in  e x p re s s io n s  w ith  c e r t a in  

c r i t e r i a .  We d id  n o t ,  f o r  exam ple, d ec id e  to  u se  th e  word 

" to o th a c h e "  in  c o n n e c t io n  w ith  th e  c r i t e r i a  o f  moaning and 

h o ld in g  o n e 's  ch eek ; we w ere ta u g h t to  say  t h a t  someone h a s  a 

to o th a c h e  when he moans and  h o ld s  h is  cheek . R e a liz in g  t h a t  th e  

c u r r e n t  sp e a k e rs  o f  th e  E n g lish  lan g u ag e  d id  n o t d e c id e  w hich 

e x p re s s io n s  would go w ith  w hich c r i t e r i a ,  Lycan s u g g e s ts  t h a t  

when W it tg e n s te in  t a l k s  ab o u t c r i t e r i a ’s be ing  th in g s  t h a t  we f i x ,  

he means t h a t  a t  some (p e rh a p s  f i c t i o n a l )  p o in t  in  h i s to r y  i t
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was s t i p u l a t e d  t h a t  a c e r t a i n  e x p re s s io n  be u sed  in  c o n n e c tio n  

w ith  c e r t a i n  c r i t e r i a L y c a n ' s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  seems p la u s ib l e  

b ecau se  W it tg e n s te in  d o e s  u se  a  s o r t  o f  's p e c u la t i v e  a n th ro p o lo g y ',  

w hich he p ro b ab ly  le a r n e d  from th e  I t a l i a n  econom ist P ie r o  S ra f f a .

In  h is  o n ly  p u b lish e d  w ork. P ro d u c tio n  o f  Commodities by Means 

o f  C om m odities,^^  S r a f f a  u t i l i z e s  what has been c a l l e d  " th e  method 

o f  s p e c u la t iv e  a n t h r o p o l o g y . H e  s t a r t s  h i s  I n v e s t ig a t io n  o f  

th e  p ro c e s s  o f  p ro d u c t io n  by im ag in in g  a s im p le  s o c ie ty  t h a t  

p roduces j u s t  enough to  m a in ta in  i t s e l f  and th e n  b u ild s  up more 

co m p lica ted  form s by g r a d u a l ly  ad d in g  new f e a t u r e s .  T h is  method 

i s  c e n t r a l  to  S r a f f a 's  w hole i n v e s t i g a t io n ,  and W it tg e n s te in 's  

method o f  im ag in ing  s im p le  la n g u a g e - games and th e n  b u i ld in g  up 

more com plicated  ones by g ra d u a lly  ad d ing  new f e a tu r e s  seem s to  be 

an a d a p ta t io n  o f  S r a f f a 's m e t h o d . A l t h o u g h  'W it tg e n s te in 's  use 

o f  t h i s  te c h n iq u e  seems to  make L y c a n 's  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  p la u s ib l e ,  

i t  sh o u ld  n o t le a d  us to  a c c e p t a  l i t e r a l  v e r s io n  o f  h i s  i n t e r p r e ­

t a t i o n ,  f o r  when W it tg e n s te in  im ag ines such p r im i t iv e  language-gam es, 

he i s  n o t making h y p o th e se s  abou t how o u r u se s  o f  lan g u ag e  

o r ig in a t e d ,  b u t c l a r i f y i n g  th e  n a tu r e  o f  su ch  u ses (B l.B . p .  1 ? ) .

®^Lycan, "N o n in d u c tiv e  E v id en ce ,"  117.

® ^Piero S r a f f a ,  P ro d u c tio n  o f  Commodities by Means o f  
Commodities ( P re lu d e  to  a  C r i t iq u e  o f  Economic T heo ry ) (Cam bridge 
U n iv e r s i ty  P re s s ,  196Ôy.

82
W olfe Mays, " R e c o lle c tio n s  o f  W it tg e n s te in ," in  Fann ( e d . ) ,  

W it tg e n s te in , p . 8 3 .

®^Fann, W i t tg e n s te in 's  C on cep tio n , pp . 49 -jO .
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W it tg e n s te in 's  view  t h a t  c r i t e r i a  a r e  th in g s  we f i x  i s  

n o t a  h i s t o r i c a l  h y p o th e s is  abou t th e  o r ig in s  o f  th e  u se  o f  

c r i t e r i a l l y  governed  c o n c e p ts , b u t a  d e s c r ip t i o n  o f  th e  n a tu re  

o f  t h e i r  u se , w hich can be b e t t e r  u n d e rs to o d  when view ed as  an 

a l t e r n a t i v e  to  w hat I  s h a l l  c a l l  " c l a s s i c a l  r e a l i s t  s e m a n t ic s ."

In  th e  T r a c ta tu s , W it tg e n s te in  a rg u ed  t h a t  language 

must be a p ic tu r e  o f  th e  w orld , th e  p ro p o s i t io n s  o f  w hich a re  

e i t h e r  e lem en ta ry  o r  non elem ent airy—a  nonelem en tary  p ro p o s it io n  

being  a  t r u th - f u n c t i o n  o f  e lem en ta ry  p ro p o s i t io n s  and an  e lem en tary  

p ro p o s i t io n  b e in g  a com bination  o f  names, o r  s im p le  s ig n s ,  

p ic tu r in g  an  a tom ic  f a c t  by s h a r in g  w ith  i t  a  common form  o r  

s t r u c t u r e .  The s im p le  s ig n s  com posing e lem en ta ry  p ro p o s it io n s  

name o b je c t s ,  which a re  t h e i r  m eanings; and i f  t h e i r  arrangem ent 

in  an e lem en ta ry  p ro p o s i t io n  co rre sp o n d s  to  an a rrangem en t o f  

o b je c ts  in  th e  w orld  (a  f a c t ) ,  th e  p ro p o s i t io n  i s  t r u e ;  o th e rw ise , 

i t  i s  f a l s e .  The t o t a l i t y  o f  t r u e  e lem en ta ry  p ro p o s i t io n s  

c o n s t i t u t e s  a  com plete  w orld  d e s c r ip t i o n .  I f  o b je c ts  a r e  taken  to  

be p r e e x i s t i n g ,  we g e t what I  s h a l l  c a l l  a  c l a s s i c a l  r e a l i s t  

s e m a n tic s , a c c o rd in g  to  which th e  w o rld  d e te rm in es  w hat language 

must be l i k e ;  i f  o b je c ts  a r e  a s s ig n e d  to  th e  method o f  r e p r e s e n ta t io n ,  

we g e t a  n o m in a lis t  se m a n tic s . F o r  th e  p u rp o se s  o f  t h i s  d i s s e r t a t i o n ,  

I  w i l l  i n t e r p r e t  th e  T ra c ta tu s  in  a  r e a l i s t  fa s h io n . W hether o r  

no t t h i s  i s  th e  c o r r e c t  re a d in g  o f  th e  T r a c t a tu s . i t  i s  a view 

th a t  W it tg e n s te in  h e ld  l a t e r  and w hich was a ls o  h e ld  by R u sse ll and 

F rege , M oreover, W ittg e n s te in  e x p l i c i t l y  a t t a c k s  F re g e 's  re a lism  

in  th e  I n v e s t ig a t io n s , and W it tg e n s te in 's  l a t e r  view o f  language
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i s  p ro p o sed  a s  an a l t e r n a t iv e  to  c l a s s i c a l  r e a l i s t  sem an tic s  and

84-can  be b e t t e r  u n d e rs to o d  when c o n t r a s te d  w ith  i t .

T here a r e  many v a r i e t i e s  o f  " r e a l i s m .” S c h o la s tic

p h ilo s o p h e rs  c o n t r a s t  re a l ism  w ith  nom inalism . In  t h e i r  e a r l i e r  

w r i t in g s ,  Moore and R u sse ll c o n t r a s te d  t h e i r  re a l is m  w ith  B ra d le y 's  

id e a l is m . I  have been  c o n t r a s t in g  W it tg e n s te in 's  e a r ly  re a lism  

w ith  h is  l a t e r  view  o f  la n g u ag e . B e fo re  d is c u s s in g  h is  l a t e r  view, 

how ever, I  sh o u ld  c l a r i f y  my own use  o f  " r e a l i s m ."  I  fo llo w  

Dummett, B aker, e t  a l . ,  in  c h a r a c t e r i z in g  re a lism  as  th e  b e l i e f  

t h a t  ( i )  th e  meaning o f  th e  s ta te m e n ts  o f  a  c e r t a in  c la s s  ( e . g . ,  

m a th em atica l s ta te m e n ts  o r  s ta te m e n ts  ab o u t th e  p h y s ic a l  w orld  o r  

th e  p s y c h o lo g ic a l s t a t e s  o f  o th e r s )  i s  de te rm in ed  by t h e i r  t r u th -  

c o n d it io n s  and (2J th e  t r u t h  o f  such  s ta te m e n ts  i s  d e te rm in ed  

by a r e a l i t y  e x i s t i n g  in d e p e n d e n tly  o f  us and o u r means o f  knowing 

it.85

At f i r s t  g la n c e , d is p u te s  betw een r e a l i s t s  and a n t i ­

r e a l i s t s  a p p e a r  to  tu r n  e i t h e r  on w h e th e r e n t i t i e s  o f  a  p a r t i c u l a r  

ty p e  e x i s t  o r  on w h eth er th e y  a r e  among th e  u l t im a te  c o n s t i tu e n ts  o f  

r e a l i t y .  From th e  l a t t e r ,  i t  i s  a p p a re n t t h a t  a n t i - r e a l i s m  o f te n  ta k e s  

th e  form  o f  re d u c tio n !sm : e n t i t i e s  o f  a  p a r t i c u l a r  ty p e  a r e  n o t among

th e  u l t im a te  c o n s t i t u e n t s  o f  r e a l i t y  b e c a u se  th e y  can be reduced  to  e n t i ­

t i e s  o f  a n o th e r  ty p e . O p p o sitio n  to  m en ta lism , f o r  exam ple, o f te n  ta k e s

84 „C f. C o lin  r h i l l i p s ,  "C o n s tru c tiv ism  and E p is tem o lo g y ," 
F h ilo so p h y , LUX (J a n . 1978), 53 -54 . F o r a  l i s t  o f  n o m in a lis t 
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s ,  s e e  H acker, I n s ig h t  and I l l u s i o n , p . 42 n . 4.

^■^Michael Dummett, "R ealism " in  h is  T ru th  and O ther 
Snigmas (Cam bridge: H arvard  U n iv e rs ity  P re s s ,  1978), pp . 145-165;
Gordon B aker, " C r i t e r i a :  A Hew F oundation  f o r  S em an tics , "R a tio ,
X'/I (D ec. 1974), 156-189: R ichardson , The Grammar o f  J u s t i f i c a t i o n ,
PP- 33 -35 : P h i l l i p s ,  "C o n s tru c tiv ism  and Ip is te m o lo g y ,"  52-53 .
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th e  form o f  b e h a v io r ism —th e  view  t h a t  m ental s t a t e s ,  e v e n ts , 

and  p ro c e s s e s  can b e  re d u c e d  to  b e h a v io r  o r  n e u ra l p ro c e s s e s .

But a n t i-r e a lism  need not be r e d u c t io n is t .  In  m athem atics, fo r  

example, a n t i -r e a l is m  ta k es  th e  form o f  co n stru ctiv ism . According tc  

m athem atical c o n s tr u c t iv ism , "an ex p la n a tio n  o f  the meaning o f  a mathe­

m atica l sta tem en t . . . c o n s i s t s  i n  . . .  a s t ip u la t io n  o f  what i s  to  

count a s  a  p ro o f o f  i t ,  "86 C o n s tr u c t iv is t s  do not a t te n p t  to  reduce  

m athem atical s ta te m a its  to  such s t ip u la t io n s  because a p ro o f can­

n o t be understood ap art from th e  co n c lu s io n  i t  p roves.

A lthough d is p u te s  be tw een  r e a l i s t s  and a n t i - r e a l i s t s  

ap p ea r to  re v o lv e  aro u n d  q u e s t io n s  o f  e x is te n c e ,  th e y  a c tu a l ly  

tu r n  on  q u e s t io n s  o f  t r u t h  and m eaning. F o r r e a l i s t s ,  th e  meaning 

o f  a s ta te m e n t o f  a  c e r t a i n  c l a s s  i s  e x p la in e d  in  te rm s o f  

t r u th - c o n d i t i o n s ;  f o r  each  s ta te m e n t  th e r e  e x i s t s  in  r e a l i t y  

som eth ing  In  v i r t u e  o f  w hich i t  i s  e i t h e r  t r u e  o r  f a l s e .  A 

s t a te m e n t 's  m e a n in g ,th e r e fo re ,  i s  t i e d  n o t to  th e  k in d  o f  ev idence  

we can have f o r  i t ,  b u t to  s t a t e s  o f  a f f a i r s  Independen t o f  o u r 

p o s s e s s io n  o f  e v id e n c e  f o r  them . An example o f  e x p la in in g  th e  

meaining o f  s ta te m e n ts  i n  te rm s  o f  t r u t h  and f a l s i t y  i s  th e  

t r u t h - t a b l e  e x p la n a t io n  o f  s e n t e n t i a l  c o n n e c t iv e s . F o r  c o n s tru c ­

t i v i s t s ,  on  th e  o th e r  hand , t h e  m eaning o f  a s ta te m e n t o f  a  c e r t a i n  

c la s s  i s  e x p la in e d  in  te rm s  o f  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  c o n d it io n s :  f o r  each

s ta te m e n t th e r e  a r e  c o n d i t io n s  u n d e r w hich we a r e  j u s t i f i e d  in  

87a s s e r t i n g  i t .  A s t a t e m e n t 's  m eaning, th e r e f o r e ,  i s  t i e d  

d i r e c t l y  t o  w hat we co u n t a s  e v id e n c e  f o r  i t .  An exam ple o f

® ^um m ett, "R e a lism ,"  p . 153.

87M ichael Dummett, " W i t tg e n s te in 's  Philoscphy  o f  M athem atics ,"  
i n  P i t c h e r ,  C o l l e c t i o n , p . 421 , and h is  "R ea lism ,"  p . 146.
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e x p la in in g  m eaning i n  te rm s o f  j u s t i f i c a t i o n - c o n d i t i o n s  can  be 

ta k e n  from H e y tin g 's  I n t ro d u c t io n  to  I n tu i t io n i s m . T here , th e  

s e n s e  o f  i s  g iv en  by s t i p u l a t i n g  t h a t  "p & q" can  be a s s e r te d  

i f  and  o n ly  i f  b o th  "p" and ”q" can  be a s s e r t e d ,  and th e  sen se  

o f  " v "  i s  g iv e n  by s t i p u l a t i n g  t h a t  "p v q" can be a s s e r t e d  i f

and  o n ly  i f  a t  l e a s t  one o f  "p" and "q" can  be a s s e r t e d .

R e a l i s t s  and  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t s  d is a g re e  n o t o n ly  on th e

k in d  o f  m eaning p o ss e sse d  by s ta te m e n ts  o f  a  c e r t a i n  c l a s s ,  b u t 

a l s o  on th e  n o tio n  o f  t r u t h  a p p ro p r ia te  to  su ch  s ta te m e n ts .  F o r 

r e a l i s t s ,  th e  t r u t h  o f  a s ta te m e n t c o n s i s t s  in  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  

som eth ing  in  r e a l i t y ,  w h e th e r o r  n o t we can have ev id en c e  f o r  i t .  

F o r c o n s t r u c t i v i s t s ,  on th e  o th e r  hand, th e  t r u t h  o f  a s ta te m e n t 

c o n s i s t s  o n ly  in  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  ad eq u a te  ev id en ce  f o r  i t s  

a s s a r t i o n .

I  c a l l  " r e a l i s t "  any  view  th a t  ( l )  e x p la in s  m eaning in  

te rm s o f  t r u th - c o n d i t i o n s  and (2) makes t r u t h  in d ep en d e n t o f  what 

humans can know to  be t r u e .  I  u se  " c l a s s i c a l  r e a l i s t  sem an tic s"  

to  d e s ig n a te  th e  view o f  F re g e  and th e  e a r ly  W it tg e n s te in ,  w hich 

in c lu d e s  n o t o n ly  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  r e a l i s t  th e s e s ,  b u t a ls o  

( 3 ) th e  l o g i c a l  law  o f  exc luded  m idd le  (A o r  n o t A ), (4 ) th e

se m a n tic  p r i n c i p l e  o f  b iv a le n c e  ( every  s ta te m e n t i s  e i t h e r  t r u e  

o r  f a l s e ) ,  and (5 ) th e  t h e s i s  t h a t  se n s e  must be d e te rm in a te .  In  

t h i s  c h a p te r ,  I  a rg u e  t h a t  th e  l a t e r  W it tg e n s te in  h e ld  a c o n s t ru c ­

t i v i s t  view o f  lan g u ag e  a c c o rd in g  to  w hich we d e te rm in e  th e  

m eanings o f  words by f i x in g  c r i t e r i a  f o r  t h e i r  c o r r e c t  ( i . e . ,  

j u s t i f i e d )  a p p l i c a t i o n .

88 A. H ey ting , I n tu i t io n i s m :  An I n t r o d u c t io n ,  t h i r d
e d i t i o n  (.Amsterdam: H o rrh -H o llan d , 1971)
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In  a s s e r t i n g  th a t  "we f i x  c r i t e r i a , "  W it tg e n s te in  is  

a t t a c k in g  b o th  th e  s o p h is t i c a te d  c l a s s i c a l  r e a l i s t  s e m a n tic s  o f  

th e  p h ilo s o p h e r  and  th e  n a iv e  b e l i e f  o f  th e  o rd in a ry  p e rso n  th a t  

f a c t s  j u s t i f y  la n g u a g e . L ike  th e  p h ilo s o p h e r ,  th e  o rd in a ry  

p e rs o n  i s  tem p ted  to  th in k  th a t  grammar i s  a  p r o j e c t i o n  o f  r e a l i t y  

F o r  when a sk e d  to  j u s t i f y  grammar, he i s  d r iv e n  t o  r e f e r  to  

p u t a t i v e  f a c t s  ab o u t th e  w orld . When a sk ed  why we sp eak  o f  fo u r  

p rim a ry  c o lo r s ,  f o r  exam ple, he re sp o n d s , "B ecause  t h e r e  r e a l l y  

a r e  f o u r  p rim a ry  c o lo u r s "  (Z. # 3 3 1 ): he  th in k s  o u r  c o lo r  concep ts 

a r e  j u s t i f i e d  b ecau se  th e y  r e f l e c t  th e  way th e  w o rld  r e a l l y  i s .  

A g a in s t t h i s  v iew  t h a t  th e  w orld  d e te rm in e s  w hat la n g u a g e  must 

be l i k e ,  W it tg e n s te in  a s s e r t s  h is  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  view  t h a t  we 

d e te rm in e  w hat lan g u ag e  must be l i k e  by f i x in g  c r i t e r i a  which 

j u s t i f y  a te r m 's  a s c r ip t i o n .

The i n s p i r a t i o n  f o r  th e  l a t e r  'W it tg e n s te in 's  c o n s tru c -

89t iv i s m  came from  th e  D utch m athem atic ian  L. S . J .  B rouw er. On 

10 March 1928, B rouw er, th e  main p ro ponen t o f  th e  i n t u i t i o n i s t  

p h ilo so p h y  o f  m a th em atic s , came to  Vienna to  g iv e  a  l e c t u r e  

e n t i t l e d  "M athem atics , S c ience  and L anguage ."  A f te r  extrem e 

p e r s u a s io n ,  W it tg e n s te in  a tte n d e d  th e  l e c t u r e  w ith  F e ig l  and 

W aismann. F e ig l  r e p o r t s  t h a t  W ittg e n s te in  l e f t  th e  l e c t u r e  in  a 

s t a t e  o f  ex trem e e x c ite m e n t: "he became e x tre m e ly  v o lu b le  and

began  s k e tc h in g  id e a s  t h a t  were th e  b e g in n in g s  o f  h is  l a t e r  w r i t in g s .  

T h a t ev en in g  m arked th e  r e tu r n  o f  W it tg e n s te in  to  s t r o n g

C f. R ich a rd so n , The Grammar o f  J u s t i f i c a t i o n , p . 18; 
H acker, I n s ig h t  and I l l u s i o n ,  p . 99, and B ak er, "A New F oundation
f o r  S e m a n tic s ,"  172-173.
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p h ilo s o p h ic a l  i n t e r e s t s  and a c t i v i t i e s . "  W it tg e n s te in  a fte rw a rd s

gave c a r e f u l  c o n s id e r a t io n  to  Brouw er’ s  work on m a th em atic s  and

91a l l e g e d ly  h e ld  p r i v a t e  d is c u s s io n s  w ith  him.

In  h is  l e c t u r e ,  Brouwer a rgued  th a t  m a th e m a tic s , sc ien ce ,

and  lan g u ag e  a r e  th e  p rim a ry  ways in  which human b e in g s  impose

o rd e r  and i n t e l l i g i b i l i t y  upon n a tu re ;  th ey  a r e  th e  m a n ife s ta tio n s

o f  o u r  b a s ic  w i l l  t o  l i v e .  To ex p re s s  t h i s  w i l l ,  im pose i t  on

o th e r s ,  and s e c u re  t h e i r  c o o p e ra t io n , human b e in g s  d e v e lo p  systems

o f  com m unication . In  a  p r im i t iv e  s o c ie ty ,  th e  t r a n s m is s io n  o f

w i l l  i s  e f f e c te d  by g e s tu r e s  and c r i e s .  In  a d e v e lo p e d  s o c ie ty ,

i t  i s  e f f e c te d  by more co m p lica ted  system s o f  com m unication

in v o lv in g  complex g ram m atica l r u l e s .  Brouwer em phasized  th e

Im portance  o f  u n d e rs ta n d in g  th a t  o rg an ized  lan g u ag e  i s  th e  p roduct

o f  th e  f r e e  a c t i v i t y  o f  human b e in g s , t h a t  i t  i s  c o n v e n tio n a l ly

ad o p ted  a s  a s o c i a l  in s tru m e n t f o r  th e  com m unication o f  th o u g h ts ,

has  no a b s o lu te  fo u n d a t io n , and may be m o d ified  o r  r e j e c t e d  a t  

92any tim e . I t  i s  no s u r p r i s e  t h a t  someone l i k e  W it tg e n s te in ,  

who found i n s p i r a t i o n  and in s ig h t  in  Schopenhauer, would f in d  

B rouw er's  em phasis on th e  prim acy  o f  th e  w i l l  a p p e a l in g .

90H. F e ig l  a s  q u o ted  in  George P i t c h e r ,  The P h ilo so p h y  
o f  W it tg e n s te in  (Englew ood C l i f f s ,  New J e r s e y : P r e n t ic e - H a l l ,  
1 9 6 4 ), p . 8n.

91 B aker,"A  New F oundation  f o r  S e m a n tic s ,"  173.

B rouw er, "H athem atifc, H is s e n sc h a f t und S prache," 
H o n a tsh e f te  f i i r  M athem atik  und PhysjJc, XXXVI (1 9 2 9 ) , 153-164 . 
Summarized in  H acker, I n s ig h t  and I l l u s i o n , pp . 100-102 and  in  
R ich a rd so n , The Grammar o f  J u s t i f i c a t i o n , pp. 1 8 -2 2 .
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B ro u w er's  view  t h a t  m athem atics and lo g ic  have no 

a b s o lu te  fo u n d a tio n  c o n t r a d ic te d  th e  fundam ental d o c t r in e s  o f  

W it tg e n s te in ’s  T r a c t a tu s . a c c o rd in g  to  which m athem atics and  lo g ic  

a r e  r e f l e c t i o n s  o f  th e  s t r u c t u r e  o f  r e a l i t y .  C onvinced t h a t  Brouwer 

was on th e  r i g h t  t r a c k ,  W it tg e n s te in  g ra d u a lly  abandoned h i s  

e a r l i e r  r e a l i s t  s e m a n tic s  f o r  a  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  th e o ry  o f  lan g u ag e .

In  h is  l a t e r  w r i t in g s ,  W it tg e n s te in  u ses  a range  o f  c lo s e ly  

r e l a t e d  c o n cep ts  to  convey  h i s  c o n s tru c tiv is m . In  th e  I n v e s t ig a t io n s , 

h e  w r i te s  t h a t  th e  ta s k  o f  p h ilo so p h y  i s  to  e r a d ic a te  v a r io u s  

p h i lo s o p h ic a l  m isc o n c e p tio n s  ( in c lu d in g  th o se  o f  th e  T ra c ta tu s )  

by g iv in g  us a " p e rsp ic u o u s  r e p r e s e n ta t io n "  o f  ou r grammar (o r  

way o f  lo o k in g  a t  r e a l i t y  o r  "form o f  r e p r e s e n ta t io n " )  ( p . I .  ,t 122).

He then  i n s i s t s  t h a t  th e  c o n cep t o f  a p e rsp icu o u s  r e p r e s e n ta t io n  

i s  o f  fundam ental s i g n i f i c a n c e  and adds th a t  p h ilo so p h y  can  

d e s c r ib e  lan g u ag e , b u t  c a n n o t g iv e  i t  a fo u n d a tio n  ( P . I .  # 1 2 2 -1 2 ^ ) .

In  th e  I n v e s t ig a t io n s , th e  n o tio n  o f  a  method o f  r e p r e s e n ta t io n  

i s  eq u a ted  w ith  t h a t  o f  a language-gam e ( P . I .  # 5 0 ) . And i n  On 

C e r ta in ty , th e  n o t io n  o f  a  w o r ld - p ic tu r e  in c lu d e s  th e  id e a  o f  a form 

o f  r e p r e s e n ta t io n ,  b u t encom passes more than  j u s t  o u r  c o n c e p ts  and 

t h e i r  lo g i c a l  r e l a t i o n s .  L ik e  K ant, th e  l a t e r  W it tg e n s te in  

m a in ta in ed  t h a t  we c o n s t i t u t e  o r  c o n s tru c t  th e  w o rld . The form- 

im posing  mechanism, how ever, i s  no t th e  In d iv id u a l t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  

ego, b u t th e  s o c i a l  c o n sc io u sn e s s  exp ressed  in  o u r common lan g u ag e . 

Concept fo rm a tio n  i s  a  p a r t  o f  t h i s  c o n s t i t u t i o n ;  th e  fo rm a tio n  o f  

a con cep t g u id es  o u r  e x p e r ie n c e  in to  p a r t i c u l a r  c h a n n e ls , 

d e te rm in in g  how we z e e  th in g s  (R .F.H . p . 123) and c o n s t i t u t i n g  

th e  l i m i t s  o f  th e  e m p ir ic a l  (R.F.M.  p.  121). These l i m i t s
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a r e  n e i t h e r  u n g u aran teed  assu m p tio n s , n o r  i n t u i t e d  t r u t h s ,  b u t

o u r  ways o f  a c t in g  (R .F.M . p .  1? 6 ) .

M oreover, i t  i s  n o t  o n ly  o u r concepts t h a t  c o n s t i t u t e  our

w o r ld - p ic tu r e ,  g u id in g  o u r  e x p e r ie n c e  in to  c h a n n e ls ; i t  i s  a ls o

c o n s t i t u te d  by a wide ra n g e  o f  u n a s s a i la b le  and e n tre n c h e d

e m p ir ic a l  p ro p o s i t io n s ,  w hich  I  r e f e r r e d  to  in  c h a p te r  I I I  a s

" p ro p o s i t io n s  o f  th e  form  o f  e m p ir ic a l  p r o p o s i t i o n s ."

. . .the  r iv e r - b e d  o f  th o u g h ts  may s h i f t .  B ut I  
d i s t i n g u i s h  betw een th e  movement o f  th e  w a te rs  on 
th e  r iv e r - b e d  and t h e  s h i f t  o f  th e  bed  i t s e l f  . . .
And th e  bank o f  t h e  r i v e r  c o n s i s t s  p a r t l y  o f  h a rd  
ro c k , s u b je c t  to  no a l t e r a t i o n  o r  o n ly  an 
im p e rc e p tib le  o ne , p a r t l y  o f  sand which now i n  one 
p la c e  now i n  a n o th e r  g e t s  washed away o r  d e p o s i te d .
(O.C. #97-99)

The w a te rs  o f  th e  r i v e r  a r e  o u r  e m p ir ic a l p r o p o s i t io n s ,  some o f

w hich—e . g . ,  Mcorean p ro p o s it io n s  and p ro p o s i t io n s  t h a t  s t a t e  th e

g e n e ra l  c ircu m stan ces  r e l e v a n t  to  th e  use  o f  c r i t e r i a l l y  governed

co n c e p t s - - f a l l  in to  a  s p e c i a l  c a te g o ry :

I t  m ight be im agined  t h a t  some p ro p o s i t io n s  o f  
th e  form o f  e m p ir ic a l  p ro p o s i t io n s ,  were hard en ed  
and  fu n c tio n e d  a s  c h a n n e ls  f o r  such  e m p ir ic a l 
p ro p o s i t io n s  a s  w ere n o t hardened  b u t f l u id ;  
and  th a t  t h i s  r e l a t i o n  a l t e r e d  w ith  tim e , in  t h a t  
f l u i d  p ro p o s i t io n s  ha rd en g d  and hardened  ones 
became f l u i d .  (O .G . # 9 6 ) .

The banks o f  th e  r i v e r  a r e  o u r  form  o f  r e p r e s e n ta t io n .  H e re ,to o ,

th e r e  a r e  v a r i a t i o n s .  Some c o n c e p ts  rem ain  s t a b l e ,  o th e r s  change,

W ittg e n s te in  som etim es e x p re s se s  h is  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t

a cco u n t o f  p r e p o s i t io n a l  s e n s e  by sp eak in g  o f  c r i t e r i a  o r  grounds

which "we f i x . "  In  th e  B lu e  Book, he e x p l i c i t l y  s t a t e s  t h a t

9 3 The im p lic a t io n s  o f  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  such  p ro p o s i t io n s  
f o r  lo g ic  and ep is tem o lo g y  w ere n ev e r f u l l y  w orked o u t by 
W ittg e n s te in . I  w i l l  t r y  to  d ra w  o u t some o f  th e s e  im p l ic a t io n s  in  
su c c e e d in g  s e c t io n s .
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"words have th o s e  m eanings t h a t  we have g iv e n  them " (B l.B . p . 27); 

and in  th e  I n v e s t ig a t io n s .he a s k s  w hat c r i t e r i o n  o f  i d e n t i t y  we 

f i x  f o r  th e  o c c u rre n c e  o f  c e r t a i n  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  e x p e rie n c e s  

( P . I .  # 322) .  'de can  u n d e rs ta n d  W it tg e n s te in 's  view  t h a t  c r i t e r i a  

a r e  th in g s  t h a t  we f i x  by com paring i t  w ith  B ro u w er's  view  th a t  

th e  e x is te n c e  o f  a lan g u ag e  depends upon some amount o f  agreem ent 

among th e  members o f  a  community w ith  r e g a rd  to  th e  co n v en tio n s 

t h a t  c o n s t i t u t e  th e  la n g u ag e  ( P . I .  ,7240-241 ) .  L ik e  Brouw er, th e  

l a t e r  W it tg e n s te in  h e ld  t h a t  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  a  la n g u a g e -^ ra e  

r e q u i r e s  agreem ent i n  c e r t a i n  fundam en ta l judgem ents ( P . I .  #242 ).

I f  someone i s  t o  p la y  th e  language-gam e w ith  th e  word " r e d , " 

f o r  ex am p le , t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  t h i s  w i l l  d ep en d  upon h i s  own 

an d  o t h e r  p e o p le 's  r e a c t i o n s ;  " th e y  m ust c a l l  t h e  same t h in g s  ' r e d ' ” 

( W .f .L . p . 287).

Thus, in  t a l k in g  abou t c r i te r ia 's  b e in g  th in g s  t h a t  we f i x ,  

'W ittg e n s te in  i s  a s s e r t i n g  t h a t  o u r u se  o f  c r i t e r i a l l y  governed 

co n c e p ts  i s  based  upon a  co nsensus i n  ju d g em en ts . T h is  id e a  o f  a 

co n sen su s i s  an  e s s e n t i a l  p a r t  o f  th e  id e a  o f  a te c h n iq u e  o f  

u se ; one human b e in g  co u ld  n o t employ a te c h n iq u e  j u s t  once in  

h is  l i f e  (R .F .H . I I ,  # 66-67 & P . I .  # 1 9 9 ) . U n derstand ing  th e s e  

c o n n e c tio n s  betw een W it tg e n s te in 's  u se s  o f  " c r i t e r i o n , "  "c o n sen su s ,"  

and " te c h n iq u e "  can h e lp  us to  u n d e rs ta n d  b o th  W it tg e n s te in 's  

n o tio n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  c o r r e c t  u se  and th e  p r i v â t e -lan g u ag e  

argum ent in  which W it tg e n s te in  u se s  t h a t  n o t io n . As I  s t a t e d  

in  c h a p te r  I ,  'W ittg e n s te in  a rg u e s  t h a t  a  l o g i c a l l y  p r iv a te  

language  i s  im p o ss ib le . A sso c ia tin g  "S" w ith  my s e n s a t io n  and 

in te n d in g  to  c a l l  i t  "3" in  th e  f u t u r e  e s t a b l i s h e s  no c r i t e r i o n
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f o r  th e  c o r r e c t  u se  o f  "S" because  such  an in t e n t i o n  p resu p p o ses 

th e  e x is te n c e  o f  a  te c h n iq u e  f o r  u s in g  a s ig n  l i k e  "3" a s  th e  

name o f  a  p r iv a te  o b j e c t . T here can  be no su c h  te c h n iq u e , however, 

f o r  i t  w ould r e q u i r e  a  co n sen su s, and no co n sen su s  i s  p o s s ib le  

h e re . I f  my p r i v a t e  o b je c t  i s  as  p r iv a te  a s  i t  i s  supposed  to  

be , th e n  even I  c a n n o t t e l l  when i t  i s  p r e s e n t  a g a in .  A ccording 

to  W it tg e n s te in ,  th e  te c h n iq u e  o f  u se  o f  a  term  depends on th e  

te r m 's  u s e r  o r  u s e r s  g e n e ra l ly  a g re e in g  in  t h e i r  judgem ents about 

w hether th e  term  a p p l i e s  i n  v a r io u s  c a s e s .  And th e  te c h n iq u e  o f  

a te rm ’ s u se  i s  th e  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  i t s  c o r r e c t  u se ; w hat co u n ts  

a s  a  c o r r e c t  u se  o f  a  term  i s  de te rm ined  by e s t a b l i s h e d  te c h n iq u e s , 

o r  ways o f  do ing  th in g s  ( P . I .  # 1 9 9 ). A p e rso n  u se s  a term  

c o r r e c t ly  i f  he u ses  i t  in  th e  e s ta b l is h e d  way. But i f  t h a t  i s  

so , th e n  th e r e  can  be  no lo g i c a l l y  p r iv a te  lan g u ag e ; f o r  in  

such  a la n g u a g e , th e  e s ta b l i s h e d  te ch n iq u es  t h a t  d e te rm in e  c o r r e c t  

u se  would n e c e s s a r i l y  be la c k in g  because  th e r e  n e i t h e r  i s  n o r 

can  be a  te c h n iq u e  f o r  a p p ly in g  a term  to  a  l o g i c a l l y  p r i v a t e  

o b je c t .

A ccord ing  to  W it tg e n s te in , th e n , th e  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  th e  

c o r r e c t  u se  o f  a  term  i s  th e  e s ta b l i s h e d  way o f  u s in g  i t .  And 

th e  e s ta b l i s h e d  way o f  a p p ly in g  p sy c h o lo g ic a l te rm s to  o th e r s  i s  

on th e  b a s i s  o f  b e h a v io r a l  c r i t e r i a .  W it tg e n s te in 's  view  th a t  

th e s e  b e h a v io ra l  c r i t e r i a  a r e  co n v en tio n a l i s  th e  view th a t  ou r 

use  o f  p sy c h o lo g ic a l te rm s i s  founded on o u r  a g re e in g  in  ta k in g  

c e r t a in  ty p e s  o f  b e h a v io r  to  be c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  r e p r e s s io n s  o f  

c e r t a i n  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e s ,  p ro c e s se s , e v e n ts , e t c .  W it tg e n s te in  

th in k s  t h a t  ou r use  o f  a word l i k e  " to o th a c h e "  r e q u i r e s  us to  a g ree
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in  ta k in g  c e r t a i n  ty p e s  o f  b e h a v io r , such  a s  m oaning and h o ld in g  

one’s  ch eek , t o  be c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  e x p re s s io n s  o f  to o th a c h e . He 

a ls o  th in k s  t h a t  o u r  a g re e in g  in  ta k in g  c e r t a i n  ty p e s  o f  b eh av io r 

to  be  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  e x p re s s io n s  o f  c e r t a in  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e s  

depends upon th e  e x is te n c e  o f  c e r t a in  v e ry  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu re . 

Thus, o u r  a g re e in g  in  ta k in g  b o d ily  ap p ea ran ce , v o ic e , c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  

h a b i t s ,  e t c . ,  a s  c r i t e r i a  f o r  p e rs o n a l i d e n t i t y  i s  b a sed  on th e  

f a c t  t h a t  a  p e r s o n 's  b o d i ly  ap p ea ran ce , v o ic e , c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  

h a b i t s ,  e t c . ,  change o n ly  s lo w ly  and w ith in  a  narrow  ra n g e . And 

ou r a g re e in g  i n  ta k in g  m oaning and h o ld in g  o n e 's  cheek  a s  c r i t e r i a  

f o r  h av in g  a  to o th a c h e  i s  based  on th e  f a c t  t h a t  p eo p le  g e n e ra l ly  

moan and h o ld  t h e i r  ch eek s  when th e y  have to o th a c h e s .  T hus, f o r  

W it tg e n s te in , c e r t a i n  e m p ir ic a l  r e g u l a r i t i e s  l i e  beh ind  o u r  

c r i t e r i a !  r u l e s .  C r i t e r i a !  r u l e s  do no t a s s e r t  t h a t  th e s e  

r e g u l a r i t i e s  o b ta in .  T h e re  a r e  no c r i t e r i a !  r u l e s  o f  th e  form "B 

(a  c e r t a i n  ty p e  o f  b e h a v io r )  g e n e ra l ly  accom panies P (a  p a r t i c u l a r  

p s y c h o lo g ic a l s t a t e ,  e v e n t ,  o r  p ro ce ss),"  and we do n o t t r e a t  

c r i t e r i a !  r u l e s  a s  f a c t u a l  a s s e r t i o n s .  I t  i s  t r u e ,  how ever, th a t  

c r i t e r i a !  r u l e s  have u s e f u l  a p p l ic a t io n s  o n ly  b ecau se  su ch  re g u ­

l a r i t i e s  o b ta in .

W it tg e n s te in 's  v iew  o f  th e  r e l a t i o n s h ip  betw een r e l e v a n t  

g e n e ra l f a c t s  and c r i t e r i a !  r u l e s  i s  n o to r io u s ly  o b sc u re , b u t may 

be c l a r i f i e d  by com parison  w ith  h is  rem arks on th e  r e l a t i o n  

betw een v a r io u s  f a c t s  an d  c a lc u la t i n g .  In  Remarks on th e  Foundations 

o f  M ath em atic s , W it tg e n s te in  w r i te s  th a t  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  

c a lc u la t i n g  depends on v a r io u s  f a c t s .  F or exam ple, o u r  memories 

a re  g e n e ra l ly  good enough f o r  us n o t to  ta k e  numbers tw ic e  o r
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le a v e  any o u t in  c o u n tin g  up to  12 (R.F.M . V, 2 6 ); i n  c o r r e la t in g  

two g roups o f  5 s t r o k e s ,  we p r a c t i c a l l y  alw ays can do so  w ith o u t 

rem a in d e r (K .F .H . I ,  64 )̂ ; someone who has le a r n e d  to  c a lc u l a t e  

n e v e r  c o n tin u e s  to  g e t  d i f f e r e n t  r e s u l t s ,  in  a  g iv en  m u l t i ­

p l i c a t i o n ,  from w hat i s  i n  th e  a r i th m e tic  books (R .F.M . I ,  112 ). 

T hese  a r e  exam ples o f  w hat W it tg e n s te in  c a l l s  th e  " p h y s ic a l ,"  

" p s y c h o lo g ic a l ,"  and  " p h y s io lo g ic a l"  f a c t s  t h a t  make a c t i v i t i e s  

su ch  as c a lc u la t i n g  p o s s ib le .  We m ight have la c k e d  th e s e  and 

o th e r  s im p le  a b i l i t i e s ;  and i f  so , th e r e  would have b een  no , 

su ch  th in g  a s  c a l c u l a t i n g  (R.F.M . V, I ,  1 5 ).

B ut now i t  so u n d s  a s  i f  W i t tg e n s te in  i s  s a y in g  t h a t  t h e  

w o r ld  d e te rm in e s  o u r  c r i t e r i a ,  and t h a t  i s  r e a l i s m .  T he  l a t e r  

W i t tg e n s te in  i s  no r e a l i s t ;  he  h o ld s  t h a t  w h i le  c e r t a i n  g e n e r a l  

f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  e n a b le  a  s o c i e t y  to  make a  c e r t a i n  c h o ic e  o f  

c o n c e p ts  an d  t e c h n iq u e s ,  th e y  do n o t  .j us t  i f  y  t h a t  c h o ic e .  A lthough  

t h e  f a c t  t h a t  p e o p le  g e n e r a l l y  moan an d  h o ld  t h e i r  c h e e k s  when 

t h e y  h av e  to o th a c h e s  e n a b le s  u s  to  u se  m o an in g  and  h o ld in g  th e  

c h e e k  a s  c r i t e r i a  f o r  so m e o n e 's  h a v in g  a to o th a c h e ,  i t  d o e s  n o t 

j u s t i f y  t h a t  u s e .

A ccording to  W it tg e n s te in ,  n o th in g  j u s t i f i e s  o u r  u se

o f  c e r t a i n  e x p re s s io n s  i n  c o n n e c tio n  w ith  c e r t a i n  c r i t e r i a .  Brouwer

i n s i s t e d  t h a t  la n g u a g e  i s  c o n v e n tio n a lly  ad o p ted  as  a  s o c i a l

94-in s t r u m e n t  an d  h a s  no a b s o l u t e  f o u n d a t io n ,  auid W i t t g e n s te in

94B rouw er, "M ath em a tik , W is s e n s c h a f t  und S p ra c h e "  and 
" C o n s c io u s n e s s ,  P h i lo s o p h y ,  an d  M a th e m a tic s , "  P r o c e e d in g s  o f  t h e  
T e n th  I n t e r n a t i o n a l  C o n g re ss  o f  F h ilo s o u h y  CAm sterdam . 1 9 4 0 .  
1235-1249.
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a d o p te d  t h i s  v iew . He h e ld  t h a t  c r i t e r i a  a r e  c o n v e n tio n a l n o t 

o n ly  in  t h a t  th e y  a r e  based  on a  consensus in  judgem en ts , b u t 

a l s o  in  t h a t  th e y  canno t be j u s t i f i e d . F o r W it te n s te in ,  c r i t e r i a  

r e p r e s e n t  th e  l i m i t  o f  j u s t i f i c a t i o n :  th ey  j u s t i f y ,  b u t canno t

th em se lv e s  be j u s t i f i e d .  I f  you w ere asked  how you knew th a t  

som eone had a  to o th a c h e , f o r  exam ple, you m ight answ er t h a t  you 

knew th a t  he had a  to o th a c h e  becau se  he was h o ld in g  h is  cheek ; 

b u t  i f  you w ere th e n  asked  how you know t h a t  someone has a to o th ach e  

when he h o ld s  h is  ch eek , you m ight an sw er, " I  sa y , ^  h a s  a to o th ­

ach e  when he h o ld s  h i s  cheek  because  I  h o ld  my cheek when I  have 

to o th a c h e "  (B l.B . p . 2 4 ) . But w hat i f  you were th e n  a sk ed , "And 

why do you suppose  t h a t  to o th a c h e  co rre sp o n d s  to  h is  h o ld in g  h is  

cheek  j u s t  becau se  y o u r to o th a c h e  c o rre sp o n d s  to  y o u r h o ld in g  

y o u r  cheek?" (B l.B . p .  24) A ccording to  W it tg e n s te in ,  you would 

b e  a t  a  lo s s  to  answ er t h i s  q u e s t io n  b ecause  when you s a id  you 

knew t h a t  he had a  to o th a c h e  because  he was h o ld in g  h is  cheek , 

you s t r u c k  ro c k  bo tto m , t h a t  i s ,  you came down to  c o n v en tio n s  

(Bi .B . p . 24). F o r W it tg e n s te in ,  c r i t e r i a  a re  th e  u l t im a te  c o u r t 

o f  a p p e a l in  d e c id in g  th e  q u e s t io n s  to  which th ey  a r e  r e le v a n t ;  

when we a p p e a l to  c r i t e r i a ,  we have reach ed  th e  l i m i t s  o f  j u s t i ­

f i c a t i o n ,  o r  a s  W it tg e n s te in  p u ts  i t ,  we have reach ed  bedrock  

an d  o u r  sp ad e  i s  tu r n e d .  And we w i l l  be in c l in e d  to  sa y : "This

i s  s im p ly  what we do" ( P . I .  4217)

95The g ro u n d le s sn e s s  o f  c r i t e r i a  w i l l  be d is c u s s e d  more
f u l l y  in  c h a p te r  V.
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A ccording to  W it tg e n s te in , th e n , c r i t e r i a  a r e  c o n v e n tio n a l 

i n  t h a t  o u r  use  o f  c r i t e r i a l l y  governed  c o n cep ts  i s  b ased  on a 

co n sen su s  in  judgem en ts . We a g re e  i n  ta k in g  c e r t a in  ty p e s  o f  

b e h a v io r  a s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  e x p re s s io n s  o f  c e r t a i n  p sy c h o lo g ic a l 

s t a t e s ,  e v e n ts ,  and p ro c e s s e s .  C r i t e r i a  a r e  a ls o  c o n v e n tio n a l 

in  t h a t  th e y  have no a b s o lu te  fo u n d a tio n .

Quine a rg u e s  t h a t  lan g u ag e  can n o t be c o n v e n tio n a l b ecau se  

we c a n n o t co n ce iv e  o f  human b e in g s  who have no lan g u ag e  conven ing  

to  a g re e  on th e  co n v en tio n s  o f  la n g u a g e .96 But i t  seems to  me th a t  

W i t tg e n s te in 's  c o n te n t io n  t h a t  o u r  consensus in  judgem ents 

dev e lo p s  from and i s  s im i la r  to  p r im i t iv e ,  p r e l i n g u i s t i c  b e h a v io r  

o b v ia te s  Q u in e 's  o b je c t io n  to  c o n v e n tio n a l th e o r ie s  o f  la n g u a g e .

When W ittg e n s te in  sp eak s  o f  "a g re e in g  in  ju d g e m e n ts ," 

he i s  r e f e r r i n g  n o t to  ou r a g re e in g  t h a t  c e r t a in  p ro p o s i t io n s  

a r e  t r u e ,  b u t to  th e  agreem ent in  o u r a c t io n s  and r e a c t io n s .

"So you a re  say in g  t h a t  human agreem ent d ec id e s  
what i s  t r u e  and what i s  f a l s e ? " — I t  i s  what human 
b e in g s  say  t h a t  i s  t r u e  and  f a l s e ;  and th ey  a g re e  
i n  th e  lan g u ag e  th e y  u s e . T hat i s  n o t agreem ent 
in  o p in io n s  b u t in  form o f  l i f e .  ( P . I .  # 2 4 l)

W it tg e n s te in  h o ld s  t h a t  human b e in g s  n a tu r a l l y  behave in  c e r t a in

ways when th ey  a r e  in  c e r t a in  s t a t e s .  A p e rso n  who h as a

to o th a c h e , f o r  exam ple, n a tu r a l l y  moans and h o ld s  h is  ch eek .

He a ls o  q u i t e  n a tu r a l l y  w ants to  have h is  p a in  a l l e v i a t e d  and

to  be co m fo rted  u n t i l  i t  i s  a l l e v i a t e d .  O thers n a tu r a l l y  resp o n d

by t r y in g  to  a l l e v i a t e  h is  to o th a c h e  and by co m fo rtin g  him u n t i l

i t  i s  a l l e v i a t e d .  In  c a l l i n g  such  b e h a v io r  " n a tu r a l"  and

96 W. '/ .  0 . Q uine, "F o rw ard ,"  David Lew is, C onven tion :
A P h ilo s o p h ic a l S tudy  (C am bridge: H arvard U n iv e rs ity  p r e s s ,  1969;,
D. x i .
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" p r im i t i v e ,"  W it tg e n s te in  em phasizes th a t  i t  i s  i n s t i n c t i v e ,  

u n le a rn e d , and p r e l i n g u i s t i c .  In  a  p r im it iv e  s o c ie ty ,  to o th a c h e  

would be ex p re s se d  and resp o n d ed  to  w ith  g roans and g e s tu re s ;  

in  o u r  s o c i e ty ,  i t  i s  e x p re s se d  and  responded  to  w ith  g ro a n s , 

g e s tu r e s ,  and la n g u a g e . F o r W ittg e n s te in , o u r s o p h i s t i c a te d  

language-gam e w ith  th e  word " to o th a c h e "  " i s  b u t an a u x i l i a r y  to  

and e x te n s io n  o f"  p r im i t iv e  g ro an s  and g e s tu re s  (R .P .P . I ,  #151; 

N . f . L .  p p . 293-301: Z. #540-545 ; P . I .  #244 ).

In d eed , W it tg e n s te in  h o ld s  th a t  in  o u r s o c i e ty ,  ve ry  

young c h i ld r e n  who have le a r n e d  n e i th e r  to  su p p re ss  no r to  f e ig n  

f e e l i n g s  i n s t i n c t i v e l y  e x p re s s  t h e i r  to o th ach es  by moaning and 

h o ld in g  t h e i r  c h eek s . When th e y  do th o se  th in g s ,  a d u l t s  te a c h  

them to  r e p la c e  t h e i r  p r im i t iv e  b eh av io r w ith  th e  words " I  have 

a to o th a c h e ."  In  le a r n in g  t h i s  l i n g u i s t i c  e jcp ression , th e  c h i ld  

le a r n s  "new p a in -b e h a v io r"  ( P . I .  # 2 4 4 ) . A ccording to  W it tg e n s te in , 

t h i s  le a r n e d  v e rb a l e x p re s s io n  o f  p a in  i s  no more due to  th in k in g  

o r  re a s o n in g  th a n  i s  th e  p r im i t i v e  b eh av io r o f  moaning and h o ld in g  

th e  c h e e k . W it tg e n s te in 's  view  th a t  c e r t a in  l i n g u i s t i c  e x p re s s io n s  

r e p la c e  p r im i t iv e  b e h a v io r a p p l i e s  n o t on ly  to  th e  s e n te n c e s  

we u se  to  t a l k  ab o u t ou r own p sy c h o lo g ic a l s t a t e s ,  b u t a ls o  to  

some o f  th e  s e n te n c e s  we u se  to  t a l k  about th e  p sy c h o lo g ic a l 

s t a t e s  o f  o th e r s .  Not o n ly  " I  have  a to o th a c h e ,"  b u t a ls o  "He 

has a to o th a c h e "  r e p la c e  i n s t i n c t i v e  b e h a v io r . In  Z e t t e l , 

W it tg e n s te in  rem arks t h a t  " i t  i s  a  p r im i t iv e  r e a c t io n  to  te n d  to  

t r e a t  th e  p a r t  t h a t  h u r ts  when someone e l s e  i s  in  p a in "  (Z . # 5 4 0 ). 

He th e n  goes on to  say :

B eing su re  t h a t  someone i s  in  p a in , doub ting
w hether he i s ,  and so on , a r e  so many n a tu ra l
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i n s t i n c t i v e ,  k in d s  o f  r e l a t i o n s h ip  tow ards o th e r  
human b e in g s , and  o u r lan g u ag e  i s  m erely  an 
a u x i l i a r y  to ,  and f u r th e r  e x te n s io n  o f ,  t h i s  
b e h a v io r . Our language-gam e i s  an e x te n s io n  o f  
p r im i t iv e  b e h a v io r .  (F o r  o u r  language- game i s  
b e h a v io r .)  ( i n s t i n c t . )  (Z . #5+5)

T h is  view i s  a ls o  s t a t e d  in  more g e n e ra l term s in  C u ltu re  and

V a lu e :

The o r ig in  and  th e  p r im i t iv e  form o f  th e  la n g u ag e  
game i s  a r e a c t io n ;  o n ly  from  t h i s  can more 
co m p lic a te d  form s deve lop .

Language—I  want to  s a y — i s  a re f in e m e n t,
' i n  th e  b e g in n in g  was th e  d e e d '.  (C.&V. p . 31)

W ittg e n s te in  s a y s ,  in  th e s e  p a ssa g e s , t h a t  lan g u ag e  n o t o n ly

re p la c e s  p r e l i n g u i s t i c  b e h a v io r , b u t se rv e s  a s  an e x te n s io n  o r

re f in e m e n t o f  i t .  S ay ing  " I  have a  to o th ach e"  can s im p ly  ta k e

t h e  p l a c e  o f  m o an in g  an d  h o ld in g  o n e 's  cheek . B ut s a y in g  " I

s t i l l  have a to o th a c h e , bu t i t  does no t h u r t  as much a s  i t  d id

t h i s  m o rn in g ,” o r  " I  have a  s l i g h t  to o th a c h e , bu t I  an n o t  in

enough p a in  to  go to  th e  d e n t i s t "  p ro v id e  f i n e r  d e s c r ip t i o n s

th a n  co u ld  be conveyed  by p r im i t iv e  b e h a v io r .

Thus, W it tg e n s te in  h o ld s  t h a t  ou r n a tu r a l  b e h a v io r  l i e s  a t

th e  fo u n d a tio n  o f  th e  language-gam e in  th e  sen se  t h a t  o u r

language-gam e w ith  th e  word " to o th a c h e ,"  f o r  exam ple, i s  b ased

on b o th  th e  p r im i t i v e  a c t io n s  o f  moaning and h o ld in g  th e  cheek ,

and o u r  p r im i t iv e  r e a c t io n s  to  su ch  b e h a v io r . B u t, f o r  W it tg e n s te in ,

th e r e  i s  a n o th e r  more s t r i k i n g  se n se  in  which our n a tu r a l  b eh av io r

l i e s  a t  th e  bottom  o f  th e  language-gam e—o u r whole com plex

employment o f  la n g u ag e  embodies som ething re sem b lin g  i n s t i n c t .

The most obv ious exam ple o f  t h i s  in s t i n c t i v e  elem ent in  o u r  use

o f  la n g u a g e  i s  t h e  way in  w h ich , when g iv e n  a few ex am p le s  o f
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a w o rd 's  c o r r e c t  u se , p eo p le  sp o n ta n e o u s ly  c o n tin u e  to  u se  th e

word in  th e  same way. T h is  ag reem en t in  r e a c t io n s  can n o t be

g iv e n  any r a t i o n a l  fo u n d a tio n , w hich i s  why i t  i s  c a l l e d  " i n s t i n c t i v e .

I t  l i e s  beyond b e in g  j u s t i f i e d  o r  u n ju s t i f i e d ;  i t  i s ,  a s  i t  w ere,

som eth ing  anim al (O .C . # 3 5 8 -3 5 9 ) . I t  i s  i n s t i n c t i v e  b e h a v io r

l i k e  a s q u i r r e l ' s  g a th e r in g  n u ts  o r  a  d o g 's  ch a s in g  a s q u i r r e l .

"The s q u i r r e l  does n o t i n f e r  by in d u c t io n  t h a t  i t  i s  g o in g  to  

need  s t o r e s  n e x t w in te r  a s  w e ll"  (O.G.  #287 ), and we do n o t say  

t h a t  someone who moans and h o ld s  h i s  cheek has a  to o th ach e  

b ecau se  by analogy  w ith  o u r  own c a se , we b e l ie v e  th a t  he, to o , i s  

e x p e r ie n c in g  p a in "  (Z . # 5 ^ 2 ) . Thus, f o r  W it tg e n s te in , no convening 

i s  r e q u i r e d  to  e s t a b l i s h  t h e  c o n v e n t io n s  o f  o u r  la n g u a g e  b e c a u se  

th e y  a r e  b ased  no t on re a s o n , b u t  on i n s t i n c t .  They a r e  n o t 

t h e  p ro d u c t  o f  a  r e a s o n e d  d e c i s i o n ,  b u t  an  e x te n s io n  an d  r e f in e m e n t  

o f  o u r  n a tu r a l  a c t io n s  and r e a c t io n s .

I f  we com bine W i t t g e n s t e i n ' s  v iew  t h a t  c r i t e r i a  a r e  t h in g s  

t h a t  we f i x  w i th  h i s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  o f  c r i t e r i a  w ith  t h e  c h a r a c ­

t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  o f  a  f a m i ly  re s e m b la n c e  t e r m 's  r e f e r e n t s ,w e  

c a n  s o lv e  t h e  p ro b lem  o f  w id e -o p e n  t e x t u r e ,  a c c o rd in g  t o  w h ich  

W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  d o c t r i n e  o f  f a m i ly  re s e m b la n c e s  c a n n o t s e r v e  a s  an  

a l t e r n a t i v e  to  e s s e n t i a l i s r a  u n l e s s  a  way can  b e  fo u n d  to  d e te rm in e  

w h ich  re s e m b la n c e s  a r e  f a m i ly  r e s e m b la n c e s .  Inasm uch a s  t h e  r u l e s  

o f  gram m ar a r e  d e te rm in e d  by human c o n v e n t io n ,  f a m ily  re s e m b la n c e s  

a r e  s im p ly  th o s e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  c o n v e n t io n a l ly  ta k e n  to  

j u s t i f y  a  c o n c e p t 's  a s c r i p t i o n .  T h u s , to  f i n d  o u t  w hich  re se m ­

b la n c e s  a r e  f a m i ly  r e s e m b la n c e s ,  we n e e d  o n ly  lo o k  to  s e e  w h ich  

f e a t u r e s  a r e  a c t u a l l y  u s e d .  I t  i s  n o t  t h e  w o rld , b u t  we who
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d e te rm in e  which s i m i l a r i t i e s  a r e  im p o rta n t to  u s ; we do no t

c o n s t r u c t  a  co n c e p t w herever we se e  a s i m i l a r i t y  (Z . f 3 8 0 ).

We can  im ag ine  p e o p le  n o t d raw ing  d i s t i n c t i o n s  w here we do,

n o t h av in g  th e  c o n c e p ts  o f  m odesty and sw aggering , e . g . ,  even

th o u g h  th e r e  a r e  m odest p e rso n s  and sw ag g ere rs . Som ething m ust

hang  on a  d i f f e r e n c e  t o  make i t  w orth  p ic k in g  o u t (Z . # 3 7 8 ).

T h ere  a r e  a t  l e a s t  a s  many s i m i l a r i t i e s  betw een s t r e e t - f i g h t i n g

an d  box ing  a s  th e r e  a r e  betw een boxing  and c h e s s .  But w h ile  we

th i n k  th e  s i m i l a r i t i e s  betw een box ing  and ch ess a r e  im p o rtan t

enough to  w a rra n t c l a s s i f y in g  b o th  a s  games, we th in k  th e  d i f f e r e n c e s

betw een  s t r e e t - f i g h t i n g  and boxing  a r e  im p o rtan t enough to  w a rra n t

n o t  c l a s s i f y in g  s t r e e t - f i g h t i n g  as  a  game. Fam ily resem b lances

a r e  th e  f e a tu r e s  deemed im p o rtan t enough to  be f ix e d  as  th e

c r i t e r i a  t h a t  j u s t i f y  th e  a s c r ip t i o n  o f  o u r c o n c e p ts .

A lthough fa m ily -re se m b la n c e  co n cep ts  do n o t have a

w ide-open  t e x tu r e ,  th e y  do have " b lu r re d  edges" ( P . I .  # 7 1 ) .

I n t e r p r e t e r s  who t r y  to  p r e s e n t  fo rm u la tio n s  o f  fa m ily -re se m b la n c e

c o n c e p ts  t h a t  c o m p le te ly  d e te rm in e  w hether each  o b je c t  f a l l s

u n d e r th e  co n cep t f a i l  b ecause  W it tg e n s te in  h o ld s  t h a t  fa m ily -

resem b la n c e c o n c e p ts  a r e  vague: th ey  have no s t r i c t  boundary

b e c a u se  human c o n v e n tio n  has n o t drawn such  a boundary  (B l.B . p . 19:

P . I .  # 68- 69 , 120) .  T h is  view  i s  a c r i t i c i s m  o f  th e  c l a s s i c a l

r e a l i s t  t h e s i s  t h a t  s e n s e  i s  d e te rm in a te , i . e . ,  " th e  se n se  o f  a

s e n te n c e  must be s h a r p ,  w ith  th e  consequence t h a t  i t  i s  d e f i n i t e l y

97t r u e  o r  d e f i n i t e l y  f a l s e  in  any p o s s ib le  w o rld ."  The d e te rm in acy

^'^Baker, "A New F o u n d a tio n  f o r  S em an tic s ,"  I 65 .
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t h e s i s  i s  em bodied  i n  F r e g e 's  p r i n c i p l e  o f  t h e  c o m p le te n e s s  o f  

d e f in i t i o n ^ a c c o r d i n g  t o  w h ich  th e  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  a  c o n c e p t  "m ust 

b e  c o m p le te ,"  i . e .  i t  m u st u n am b iguously  d e te r m in e  w h e th e r  each  

o b j e c t  f a l l s  u n d e r  t h e  c o n c e p t .  In  a  fam ous s i m i l e ,  F re g e  

c o m p a res  th e  e x te n s io n  o f  a  c o n c e p t t o  t h e  d e m a r c a t io n  o f  an  

a r e a  o n  a  p la n e  by  a  c lo s e d  c u rv e ,  im p ly in g  t h a t  j u s t  a s  a n  a r e a  

m u st h a v e  a  s h a r p  b o u n d a ry , f o r  an  a r e a  w i th o u t  a  s h a r p  b o u n d a ry -  

l i n e  i s  n o t  a n  a r e a  a t  a l l ,  so  a  c o n c e p t  m u st h a v e  a  c o m p le te  

d e f i n i t i o n ,  f o r  w i th o u t  a  c o m p le te  d e f i n i t i o n  i t  i s  n o t  a  c o n ce p t 

a t  a l l . 98

W i t t g e n s te in  h e ld  t h e  d e te rm in a c y  t h e s i s  i n  t h e  T r a c t a t u s , 

b u t  r e j e c t e d  i t  i n  t h e  I n v e s t i g a t i o n s . w here  h e  c i t e s  F re g e  

e x p l i c i t l y  an d  c r i t i c i s e s  s e v e r a l  v e r s io n s  o f  th e  p r i n c i p l e  

( p . I .  # 7 1 , 7 6 - 7 7 , 38 , 9 9 - 1 0 0 ) .  W i t tg e n s te in  d e n ie s  t h a t  an  

a r e a  w i th  v ague  b o u n d a r ie s  i s  no a r e a ,  s a y in g  t h a t  a  g e s t u r e  i n  

a  c e r t a i n  d i r e c t i o n  may co n v ey  th e  p o in t  e v en  i f  i t  d o e s  n o t  

d e m a rc a te  a  s t r i c t l y  c i r c u m s c r ib e d  a r e a .  I n  some c i r c u m s ta n c e s ,  

i n e x a c t i t u d e  may b e  w hat i s  r e q u i r e d  ( P . I .  # 7 1 ) .  F r e g e 's  

p r i n c i p l e  i s  l i k e  " s a y in g  t h a t  th e  l i g h t  o f  my r e a d i n g  lam p  i s  

no r e a l  l i g h t  b e c a u s e  i t  h a s  no s h a rp  b o u n d a ry "  ( B l .B .  p .  2 7 ). 

W it t g e n s te in  a l s o  a r g u e s  t h a t  i f  we r e f r a i n  from  im p o s in g  a 

c r y s t a l l i n e  p u r i t y  upon o r d in a r y  la n g u a g e  and  lo o k  a t  t h e  a c t u a l  

u s e  o f  a  w ord l i k e  " g a m e ," we w i l l  s e e  t h a t  " t h e  e x t e n s i o n  o f  

t h e  c o n c e p t  i s  n o t  . . . e v e ry w h ere  c i r c u m s c r ib e d  by r u l e s "  ( P . I .  # 6 8 ) . 

S in c e  t h e  o r d in a r y  u se  o f  a  f a m ily - re s e m b la n c e  te rm  may h a v e  no

98
G o t t lo b  F r e g e ,  C ru n d g e se tc e  d e r  A r i t h r . e t i k . Y o l. I I ,  

v 5 6  in  T r a n s l a t i o n s  fro m  th e  P h i lo s o p h ic a l  W r i t in g s  o f  G o t t lo b  F re g e , 
e d i t e d  by P e t e r  G each an d  Max B lack , se c o n d  e d i t i o n  (O x fo rd :  B a s i l
B l a c k w e l l .  i qWc '‘ - ,  1 - 0 .
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s h a r p  b o u n d a ry , an y  d e f i n i t i o n  we g iv e  su c h  a  te rm  w i l l  b e  

som ewhat a r b i t r a r y .  We may draw  a  s h a r p  b o u n d a ry  f o r  a  p a r t i c u l a r  

p u rp o s e ,  b u t  su c h  a  b o u n d a ry  i s  e n t i r e l y  r e l a t i v e  to  t h e  p u rp o se  

and  s a y s  n o th in g  e s s e n t i a l  a b o u t  t h e  c o n c e p t  i t  s u r r o u n d s  ( P . I .

# 6 8 -6 9 , 76 , 82 , 4 9 9 ) .

S o lv in g  t h e  p ro b le m  o f  w id e -o p en  t e x t u r e  c o m p le te s  my 

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  W i t t g e n s t e i n ' s  n o t io n  o f  f a m i ly  r e s e m b la n c e s .

B u t my i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  h i s  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  h a s  y e t  t o  

b e  c o m p le te d ,  f o r  I  h a v e  y e t  t o  d e te rm in e  w h e th e r  C a n f i e l d 's  

c r i t i c i s m  o f  t h e  n o n in d u c t iv e - e v id e n c e  v iew  i s  w a r r a n t e d .  I  

s h a l l  now i n v e s t i g a t e  b o t h  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  and  t h e  n o n i n d u c t i v i s t s ' 

n o t io n s  o f  n e c e s s i t y  a n d  p o s s i b i l i t y  a n d  th e n  a r g u e  t h a t  

C a n f i e l d 's  c r i t i c i s m  f a i l s  b e c a u s e  he  m i s i n t e r p r e t s  t h e  n o t io n s  

o f  p o s s i b i l i t y  a n d  n e c e s s i t y  h e l d  by p r o p o n e n t s  o f  t h e  n o n i n d u c t i v e -  

e v id e n c e  v ie w .

N e c e s s i t y  a n d  P o s s i b i l i t y  

I n  t h e  T r a c t a t u s . W i t t g e n s te in  a s s e r t e d  t h a t  a l l  n e c e s s i t y  

i s  l o g i c a l  n e c e s s i t y  a n d  e x p la i n e d  l o g i c a l  n e c e s s i t y  i n  t e r m s  o f  

t h e  n o t io n  o f  a  t a u t o l o g y ,  i . e .  a  p r o p o s i t i o n  t h a t  i s  t r u e  f o r  a l l  

t r u t h - v a l u e s  o f  i t s  c o n s t i t u e n t  p r o p o s i t i o n s  a n d  t r u e  u n d e r  a l l  

t r u t h  c o n d i t i o n s  a s  r e v e a l e d  by  t r u t h  t a b l e s .  On h i s  e a r l y  v iew , 

a l th o u g h  an y  la n g u a g e  m u s t ,  when p r o p e r l y  a n a ly z e d ,  show e v e ry  

e s s e n t i a l  f e a t u r e  o f  t h e  fo rm  o f  t h e  w o r ld ,  l o g i c a l  n e c e s s i t y  i s  

n e i t h e r  c o n v e n t io n a l  n o r  r e l a t i v e  to  a  p a r t i c u l a r  la n g u a g e .

L o g ic a l  n e c e s s i t y  an d  p o s s i b i l i t y  a r e  e x p la in e d  i n  te rm s  o f  

o b j e c t s ,  f a c t s ,  an d  p o s s i b l e  w o r ld s  an d  th e  s e m a n t ic s  o f  

l o g i c a l l y  p r o p e r  n am es, e le m e n ta r y  p r o p o s i t i o n s ,  and t r u t h -
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functional composition. Language can represent possible states 

of affairs because it  shares a common structure with the world. 

The concatenation of names in a proposition depicts a possible 

combination of objects in a state of affairs; a set of maximal 

consistent states of affairs is a possible world, and the set of 

all possible combinations of objects fixes the limits of all 

possible worlds. Thus, the early Wittgenstein's criterion for 

necessary truths was roughly equivalent to one of Leibniz's 

criteria for truths of reason—that they are true in all possible 

worlds. His notion of logical possibility was equivalent to 

freedom from contradiction.

When W i t t g e n s te in  r e j e c t e d  th e  c l a s s i c a l  r e a l i s t  

s e m a n t ic s  o f  th e  T r a c t a t u s , he  a l s o  r e j e c t e d  h i s  f o rm e r  a b s o l u t i s t  

n o t io n  o f  n e c e s s i t y ,  r e p l a c i n g  i t  w i th  a  c o n v e n t i o n a l i s t  n o t io n  

a c c o r d in g  to  w h ich  n e c e s s i t y  i s  s im p ly  a  m a t t e r  o f  t h e  l i n g u i s t i c  

r u l e s  t h e  com m unity c h o o s e s  t o  l a y  down. I n  Rem arks on  t h e  

F o u n d a t io n s  o f  M a th e m a tic s . h e  w r i t e s  t h a t  th e  l o g i c a l  m ust 

" c o r r e s p o n d s  to  a  t r a c k "  t h a t  we " l a y  down i n  l a n g u a g e ” an d  

i n d i c a t e s  o u r  i n a b i l i t y  o r  r e f u s a l  t o  d e p a r t  from  a  c o n c e p t  

(R .F .M . p .  1 2 1 ) .  In  t h e  I n v e s t i g a t i o n s  : "The o n ly  c o r r e l a t e

i n  la n g u a g e  to  a n  i n t r i n s i c  n e c e s s i t y  i s  an  a r b i t r a r y  r u l e .  I t  

i s  t h e  o n ly  t h in g  w hich  o n e  c a n  m ilk  o u t  o f  t h i s  i n t r i n s i c  

n e c e s s i t y  i n t o  a  p r o p o s i t i o n "  ( P . I .  v 3 ? 2 ) . The i n e x o r a b i l i t y  o f  

t h e  law s o f  l o g i c  i s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  o u r  i n e x o r a b i l i t y  i n  a p p ly in g  

them  (R .F .M . p .  3 6 ) . T h u s , f o r  t h e  l a t e r  W it tg e n s te in . ,  e s s e n c e s  

a r e  m e re ly  r e f l e c t i o n s  o f  o u r  gram m ar o r  form  o f  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n ;
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th e y  a r e  made r a t h e r  th a n  found  (Z .# 5 5 : P . I .  n '3 ? l”3 7 3 ). A ll 

t a l k  o f  e s s e n c e s , th e r e f o r e ,  i s  a c tu a l ly  t a l k  o f  l i n g u i s t i c  

c o n v e n tio n s , and  w hat seem s t o  he th e  d e p th  o f  e s s e n c e s  i s  a c tu a l ly  

th e  d e p th  o f  o u r  need f o r  su ch  c o n v e n tio n s  (R .F.M . p .  2 3 ) .

W hereas th e  e a r ly  W it tg e n s te in  h e ld  a  n o t io n  o f  a b s o lu te ly  

n e c e s s a ry  t r u t h j  a c c o rd in g  to  w hich n e c e s s a ry  c o n n e c t io n s  e x i s t  

in  th e  n a tu r e  o f  th in g s  and m ust be r e f l e c t e d  i n  ev e ry  lan g u ag e , 

th e  l a t e r  W it tg e n s te in  and  h i s  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  i n t e r p r e t e r s  

h o ld  a  n o t io n  o f  r e l a t i v e l y  n e c e s s a ry  t r u t h ,  a c c o rd in g  to  w hich 

n e c e s s a ry  t r u t h s  d e r iv e  t h e i r  n e c e s s i ty  from  th e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e i r  

t r u t h  i s  n e c e s s a ry  f o r  o u r  w ords and c o n c e p ts  to  f u n c t io n  a s  th ey  

do . On t h e i r  n o t io n ,  n e c e s s i ty  i s  m ere ly  a  f u n c t io n  o f  co ncep tua l 

c o n n e c tio n s  a n d  i s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  r e l a t i v e  to  t h e  s y s te m  o f  c o n c e p ts  

in  o p e ra t io n  and dep en d en t upon t h a t  s y s te m 's  e x i s te n c e .  T h is 

c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  n o t io n  o f  n e c e s s i ty  can  be c l a r i f i e d  by a p p e a l in g  

to  t h e  n o t io n  o f  c o n s t i t u t i v e  r u l e s .

F o r  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t s ,  grammar i s  l i k e  a  game i n  t h a t  

i t  i s  a  ru le -g o v e rn e d  a c t i v i t y  t h e  end o f  w hich i s  i n t e l l i g i b l e  

o n ly  by r e f e r e n c e  to  th e  r u l e s ,  w hich a r e ,  in  t h i s  s e n s e ,  c o n s t i ­

t u t i v e .  The g o a l o f  c h e s s —i . e . ,  checkm ating  y o u r  o p p o n e n t— 

i s  i n t e l l i g i b l e  o n ly  by r e f e r e n c e  to  th e  r u l e s  o f  c h e s s .  The 

r e l a t i v i t y  o f  t h i s  k in d  o f  ru le -g o v e rn e d  a c t i v i t y  can  b e  c o n t r a s te d  

w ith  ru le -g o v e rn e d  a c t i v i t i e s  th e  ends o f  w hich a r e  n o t d e te rm in ed  

by t h e i r  r u l e s .  In  c o o k in g , f o r  exam ple, t h e  end i s  so m eth in g  n o t 

d e te rm in ed  by th e  i n s t r u c t i o n s  i n  th e  cook book, v i z .  good t a s t i n g  

fo o d . W it tg e n s te in  w r i t e s  in  Z e t t e l  t h a t  he  d o es n o t c a l l  cookery  

r u l e s  a r b i t r a r y  because  "cookery"  i s  d e f in e d  by i t s  en d . Speak ing , 

how ever, i s  n o t d e f in e d  by i t s  end ; " th e  u se  o f  la n g u a g e  i s  in
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a  c e r t a i n  s e n s e  au to n o m o u s" (Z . .t320 ). The r u l e s  o t  gram m ar a r e

n o t  l i k e  t h e  r u l e s  o f  c o o k in g , b u t l i k e  t h e  r u l e s  o f  c h e s s :

You co o k  b a d ly  i f  y o u  a r e  g u id e d  i n  y o u r  c o o k in g
by r u l e s  o t h e r  th a n  t h e  r i g h t  o n e s ;  b u t  i f  y o u
f o l lo w  o t h e r  r u l e s  th a n  th o s e  o f  c h e s s  you  a r e  
p l a y in g  a n o th e r  game; an d  i f  y o u  fo l lo w  
g ra m m a tic a l  r u l e s  o t h e r  th a n  s u c h -a n d - s u c h  o n e s ,  
t h a t  d o e s  n o t  mean y o u  sa y  so m e th in g  w rong , n o , 
y o u  a r e  s p e a k in g  o f  so m e th in g  e l s e .  (Z . # 3 2 0 )

W hereas t h e  e a r l y  W i t tg e n s te in  h e ld  t h e  r u l e s  o f  la n g u a g e  to  be

l i k e  t h e  r u l e s  o f  c o o k in g  i n  t h a t  i f  som eone d o e s  n o t  fo l lo w

them , h e  s a y s  s o m e th in g  w rong b e c a u se  h i s  s p e e c h  f a i l s  t o  r e f l e c t

t h e  s t r u c t u r e  o f  r e a l i t y ;  t h e  l a t e r  W i t tg e n s te in  h o ld s  t h e  r u l e s

o f  la n g u a g e  t o  b e  l i k e  t h e  r u l e s  o f  c h e s s  i n  t h a t  i f  som eone

d o e s  n o t  f o l lo w  th e n ,  he  d o e s  n o t  sa y  so m e th in g  w ro n g — he i s

s im p ly  p l a y i n g  a  d i f f e r e n t  lan g u a g e-g a m e.

F o r  th e  l a t e r  W it tg e n s te in ,  n e c e s s i t y  a n d  p o s s i b i l i t y

a r e  r e l a t i v e  t o  gram m ar i n  two w ays. F i r s t ,  th e y  a r e  r e l a t i v e  to

a  p a r t i c u l a r  gram m ar a s  o p p o se d  to  o t h e r  g ram m ars. B o th  w hat i s

n e c e s s a r y  f o r  u s  an d  w hat i s  p o s s ib l e  f o r  u s a r e  d e te r m in e d  by

o u r  p a r t i c u l a r  g ram m ar. I n  a  d i f f e r e n t  fo rm  o f  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n ,

w ha t i s  n e c e s s a r y  i n  o u r  gram m ar m ig h t n o t  b e  n e c e s s a r y ,  a n d  w hat

i s  p o s s i b l e  i n  o u r  gram m ar m ig h t n o t  be  p o s s i b l e .  S ec o n d ,

n e c e s s i t y  an d  p o s s i b i l i t y  a r e  d e te rm in e d  by gram m ar n o t  by r e a l i t y .

At no p o i n t  d o e s  gram m ar come i n t o  c o n f l i c t  w i th  r e a l i t y .

. . .  a s  lo n g  a s  o n e  re m a in s  w i th in  th e  dom ain  
o f  t h e  T ru e -F a lse -G a m e  a ch an g e  i n  gram m ar 
c a n  o n ly  t a k e  u s from  o n e  su ch  game to  a n o th e r ,  
b u t  n e v e r  from  so m e th in g  t r u e  to  so m e th in g  
f a l s e .  Cn t h e  o t h e r  h an d , i f  we s t e p  o u t s i d e  
t h e  dom ain  o f  t h e s e  gam es, th e n  we no lo n g e r  
c a l l  i t  ' l a n g u a g e ' an d  'g ra m m a r ',  and  so  a g a in  
we come i n t o  no c o n t r a d i c t i o n  w ith  r e a l i t y .
(P .G . # 6 8 )
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The relativity of the later Wittgenstein's constructivist 

notions of necessity and possibility is illuminated by his 

discussion of different methods of measurement:

How should we get into conflict with 
truth, if our footrules were made of very soft 
rubber instead of wood and steel?—"Well, we 
shouldn't get to know the correct measurement of 
the table."—You mean: we should not get, or could
not be sure of getting, that measurement which 
we get with our rigid rulers. So if  you had 
measured the table with the elastic rulers and 
said it  measured five feet by our usual way of 
measuring, you would be wrong; but if you say that 
i t  measured five feet by your way of measuring, 
that is correct.—"But surely that isn 't measuring 
at a ll;—It is similar to our measuring and 
capable, in certain circumstances, of fulfilling 
'practical purposes' . { A  shopkeeper might use it  
to treat different customers differently.)
(H.F.K. I, 5)

The two different methods of measurement in this example are 

analogous to two different grammars. Just as there is no 

one absolutely correct method of measurement for all purposes, 

but different methods for different practical purposes, so 

there is no one absolutely correct grammar for all imaginable 

environments or interests, but different grammars for different 

environments or interests. Moreover, just as different methods 

of measurement use different types of rulers, so different 

grammars use different criteria. And as you would fail if  you 

tried to prove the new method of measurement incorrect by using 

one of the elastic rulers and reporting your results in terms 

of the old method of measurement, so Canfield fails when he 

tries to disprove the constructivists' formulation of our criterial 

rules by appealing to an imaginary world with different general 

facts of nature.
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C a n f ie ld  a t t e m p t s  t o  r e f u t e  t h e  n o n in d u c t iv e - e v id e n c e  

v iew  hy im a g in in g  a  w o rld  i n  w hich  i t  would b e  f a l s e  t h a t  so m e o n e 's  

e a r n in g  a  r a t i n g  o f  o v e r  2 ,5 0 0  i s  e v id e n c e  f o r  h i s  b e in g  a  g ra n d ­

m a s te r :

. . .  a  p o s s i b l e  w o r ld  t h a t  i s  l i k e  o u r s  i n  a l l  r e s p e c t s  
c o n c e r n in g  c h e s s ,  i n c l u d i n g  th e  e x i s te n c e  o f  a  n u m e r ic a l  
r a t i n g  sy s te m  o f  e x a c t l y  o u r  k in d ,  b u t  w h ere  a  s t r a n g e  
p h y s i c a l  law  h o l d s .  T he law  i s  t h a t  t h e  moment a  c h e s s  
m a s te r  a c h i e v e s  a  r a t i n g  o f  above 2 ,5 0 0  he  l o s e s  a l l  h i s  
a c q u i r e d  k n o w led g e  o f  t h e  c h e s s  o p e n in g , o f  b a s i c  m id d le  
game s t r a t e g i e s  a n d  t a c t i c s ,  and o f  t h e  p r i n c i p l e s  g o v e rn ­
in g  end  game p l a y .  He a l s o  l o s e s  a l l  t h e  b e n e f i t s  i n  
e x p e r ie n c e  o f  h i s  y e a r s  o f  c h e s s  c o m p e t i t io n .  He r e v e r t s ,  
i n  f a c t ,  t o  t h e  s t a t e  o f  a  n o v ic e .  . . H ere  i t  i s  known 
t h a t  t o  a c h ie v e  a  r a t i n g  o f  o v e r  2,500  i n e v i t a b l y  c a u s e s  
o n e  to  b e  a  m ere  n o v ic e .  . . T h a t o n e  h as  a c h ie v e d  t h i s  
r a t i n g  i s  n o t  e v id e n c e  t h a t  one i s  a  g ra n d m a s te r ;  on  
t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  i t  i s  c o n c lu s iv e  e v id e n c e  t h a t  o n e  i s  n o t  
a  m a s te r  c h e s s  p l a y e r  a t  a l l . 99

On a b s o l u t i s t  n o t i o n s  o f  n e c e s s i t y  and p o s s i b i l i t y ,  C a n f i e l d ' s  

c r i t i c i s m  m ig h t w o r k . ^90 g u t  s e v e r a l  p ro p o n e n ts  o f  t h e  n o n ­

in d u c t i v e - e v id e n c e  v iew  ( in c lu d in g  H ack er, whom C a n f ie ld  c i t e s )  

e x p l i c i t l y  s t a t e  t h a t  t h e i r  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  i s  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t ,  so  

we m ust s e e  how C a n f i e l d 's  c r i t i c i s m  f a r e s  on c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  o f  n e c e s s i t y  an d  p o s s i b i l i t y C a n f i e l d  t r i e s

^ ^ C a n f ie ld ,  " C r i t e r i a  and R u le s  o f  L a n g u a g e ,"  8 5 -8 6 .

lO O g x cep t, p e r h a p s ,  f o r  t h e  rem ark  t h a t  i n  t h i s  p o s s ib l e  
w o r ld  a t t a i n i n g  a  r a t i n g  o f  2 ,5 0 0  i s  " c o n c lu s iv e  e v id e n c e  t h a t  one 
i s  n o t  a  m a s te r  c h e s s  p l a y e r  a t  a l l . "  I  t h in k  W i t t g e n s t e in  w ould 
s a y  t h a t  a t t a i n i n g  a  r a t i n g  o f  2 ,5 0 0  w ould b e  a  symptom t h a t  one 
was n o t  a  m a s te r  c h e s s  p l a y e r ;  how one  a c t u a l l y  p la y e d  a f t e r  
a c h ie v in g  t h i s  r a t i n g  w o u ld  b e  t h e  c r i t e r i o n  o r  c o n c l u s i v e  e v id e n c e  
t h a t  one  was n o t  a  m a s te r  c h e s s  p l a y e r .

i^ ^ H a c k e r ,  B a k e r ,  R ic h a rd so n , and P h i l l i p s  e x p l i c i t l y  
s t a t e  t h a t  t h e i r  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  a r e  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t ;  K enny, L ycan , 
C h ih a ra  a n d  F o d o r do  n o t .
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to  show t h a t  i t  c a n n o t  h e  n e c e s s a r i l y  t r u e  t h a t  "A r a t i n g  o f  o v e r  

2 ,5 0 0  i s  e v id e n c e  f o r  b e in g  a  g ra n d m a s te r"  by  im a g in in g  a  p o s s i b l e  

w o r ld  i n  w h ich  t h a t  s t a te m e n t  i s  f a l s e .  B u t h i s  a t t e m p t  f a i l s  

b e c a u s e  i t  i g n o r e s  t h a t  f o r  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t s ,  n e c e s s i t y  i s  d e te rm in e d  

by c o n v e n t io n  a n d  r e l a t i v e  to  a  p a r t i c u l a r  gram m ar. I f  f o r  u s  i t  

i s  a  n e c e s s a r y  t r u t h  t h a t  som eone who a t t a i n s  a  r a t i n g  o f  o v e r  2 ,5 0 0  

i s  a  g ra n d m a s te r ,  t h a t  n e c e s s a r y  t r u t h  i s  a  c o n v e n t io n  t h a t  we 

h a v e  l a i d  down. As s u c h ,  i t  r e s t s  upon c e r t a i n  g e n e r a l  f a c t s  o f  

n a t u r e  a n d  can  f u n c t i o n  o n l y  i n  a  w o rld  i n  w h ich  th o s e  f a c t s  o b t a i n .  

I n  t h e  w o r ld  C a n f ie ld  im a g in e s ,  t h o s e  f a c t s  do n o t  o b t a in ,  a n d  o u r  

g ra m m a tic a l  r u l e s  c a n n o t  f u n c t i o n  s i g n i f i c a n t l y .  F o r  a l th o u g h  c o n ­

s t r u c t i v i s t s  do n o t  h o ld  t h a t  t h e  r e l e v a n t  g e n e r a l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  

. j u s t i f y  o u r  c o n c e p ts ,  t h e y  do h o ld  t h a t  th e  r e l e v a n t  g e n e r a l  f a c t s  

01 n a tu r e  a r e  r e l a t e d  to  o u r  c o n c e p ts  i n  an  im p o r ta n t  way: th e y

a r e  t h e  n e c e s s a r y  b a c k g ro u n d  f o r  t h e i r  s i g n i f i c a n t  f u n c t i o n i n g .

I n  o t h e r  w o rd s , C a n f i e l d 's  c r i t i c i s m  f a i l s  b e c a u s e  h i s  

im a g in a ry  w o r ld  w ou ld  n o t  b e  c o n s id e r e d  a " p o s s ib le  w o rld "  by  

c o n s t r u c t i v i a t s .  F o r  th e m , " i t  i s  l o g i c a l l y  p o s s ib l e  t h a t  P" 

e x p r e s s e s  i n  t h e  m a t e r i a l  mode t h e  f a c t  t h a t  "P" c an  b e  a s s e r t e d  

w i th  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  a n d , t h e r e f o r e ,  m akes s e n s e  in  a  g iv e n  la n g u a g e .  

M o re o v er, w hat m akes s e n s e  i n  a  g iv e n  la n g u a g e  d ep en d s upon th e  

c o n v e n t io n s  o f  t h a t  la n g u a g e ,  a n d  th o s e  c o n v e n t io n s  p re s u p p o s e  th e  

e x i s t e n c e  o f  c e r t a i n  g e n e r a l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e .  T hus, when a s k e d  to  

im a g in e  a  p o s s i b l e  w o r ld  i n  w h ich  c e r t a i n  t h in g s  a r e  t r u e  ( o r  f a l s e ) ,  

c o n s t r u c t i v i s t s  m ust im a g in e  w o r ld s  i n  w hich  th e  g e n e r a l  f a c t s  o f  

n a tu r e  on  w h ich  o u r  gram m ar i s  b a s e d  h o ld .

T h is  seem s a b s u r d  s in c e  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t s  can  im a g in e  t h e  

w o r ld  C a n f i e l d  d e s c r i b e s ,  b u t  i t  i s  n o t  a b s u r d  b e c a u se
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t h e i r  a b i l i t y  to  im ag ine  such  a w orld  does n o t make i t  "a 

p o s s ib le  w orld  in  w hich i t  makes s e n s e  to  speak  o f  som eone 's 

e a rn in g  a r a t i n g  o f  o v e r  2 ,500  b e in g  ev id en ce  f o r  h is  b e in g  a 

g ran d m aste r"  any more th a n  o u r  a b i l i t y  to  have c e r t a i n  images 

when we h e a r  th e  words " I t  i s  f i v e  o 'c lo c k  on th e  sun"  o r  

"The s to v e  i s  in  p a in "  makes th o s e  e x p re s s io n s  m ean ing fu l 

( p . I .  •r350-355). As W it tg e n s te in  p u ts  i t ,  " th e re  i s  a  la c k  o f  

c l a r i t y  ab o u t th e  r o l e  o f  im a g in a b i l i ty  in  o u r  in v e s t i g a t i o n s .  

Namely, ab o u t th e  e x te n t  to  w hich i t  en su re s  t h a t  a  p ro p o s i t io n  

makes s e n s e "  ( P . I .  # 3 9 5 )• C a n f ie ld  w rongly assum es t h a t  s in c e  

he  can  im agine a  c e r t a i n  w o rld , su ch  a  w orld  i s  p o s s ib l e .

B u t, c o n s t r u c t i v i s t s  l i k e  W it tg e n s te in  and p ro p o n en ts  o f  th e  

n o n in d u c tiv e -e v id e n c e  view  w ould say  t h a t  in  th e  w orld  C a n fie ld  

im ag in e s , th e  p ro p o s i t io n  "A r a t i n g  o f  o v e r  2 ,500  i s  ev idence  

f o r  b e in g  a  g ran d m aste r"  makes no s e n s e  and, th e r e f o r e ,  canno t 

be  f a l s e .

T here  seems to  be  so m eth in g  wrong h e re .  We have seen  

t h a t  th e  l a t e r  W it tg e n s te in  h im s e lf  im agines w o rld s  in  w hich th e  

g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  t h a t  s e r v e  a s  th e  fo u n d a tio n  f o r  o u r 

grammar do n o t h o ld , so  i t  w ould seem th a t  C a n f ie ld  co u ld  

c r i t i c i z e  c o n s tru c t iv is m  by a p p e a l in g  to  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  th e  

w orld  he  d e s c r ib e s .  He c a n n o t do so , how ever, b ecau se  when 

W it tg e n s te in  im ag ines su ch  a  w o rld , he i s  n o t d e s c r ib in g  a 

" p o s s ib le  w orld  in  w hich c e r t a i n  th in g s  a r e  t r u e  ( o r  f a l s e ) . ”

Ke i s  im ag in ing  d i f f e r e n t  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  to  make a 

d i f f e r e n t  grammar i n t e l l i g i b l e  to  u s , and a  d i f f e r e n t  grammar 

w ould have  d i f f e r e n t  c o n v e n tio n s  and , hence , d i f f e r e n t  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  

and d i f f e r e n t  n e c e s s i t i e s .
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T h u s, a l th o u g h  C a n f ie ld  h a s  done a  b e t t e r  j o b  o f  

c h a r a c t e r i z i n g  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  be tw een  c r i t e r i a  a n d  g e n e r a l  

f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  t h a n  m ost o f  t h e  p ro p o n e n ts  o f  t h e  n o n in d u c t iv e -  

e v id e n c e  v i e w , 102 h i s  c r i t i c i s m  o f  t h a t  v iew  f a i l s  b e c a u s e  i t  

m i s i n t e r p r e t s  t h e  n o t io n s  o f  n e c e s s i t y  and  p o s s i b i l i t y  e sp o u se d  

by t h e  v i e w 's  p r o p o n e n ts .1 0 3

A lth o u g h  n o n i n d u c t i v i s t s  do n o t  e x p l i c i t l y  i n c l u d e  th e  

g e n e r a l  c i r c u m s ta n c e s  i n  t h e i r  fo r m u la t io n s  o f  t h e  c r i t e r i a l  

r e l a t i o n s h i p ,  t h e  r o l e  o f  su o h  c ir c u m s ta n c e s  i s  em bod ied  i n  

t h e i r  n o t io n  o f  n e c e s s i t y .  In d e e d , H acker (whom C a n f ie ld  

e x p l i c i t l y  m e n tio n s )  d i s c u s s e s  t h e  r o l e  o f  g e n e r a l  c i r c u m s ta n c e s  

i n  t h e  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p .  When r e s t a t e d  t o  i n c l u d e  t h e  

r o l e  o f  g e n e r a l  c i r c u m s ta n c e s ,  t h e  n o n in d u c t iv e - e v id e n c e  v iew

an d  L yoan n e v e r  m en tio n  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  betw een 
c r i t e r i a  a n d  g e n e r a l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e .  H a c k e r 's  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  t h e  
r e l a t i o n s h i p  i s  t h e  b e s t .

l* ^3 jt i s  s u r p r i s i n g  t h a t  C a n f ie ld  m i s i n t e r p r e t s  t h e  
n o t io n s  o f  n e c e s s i t y  an d  p o s s i b i l i t y  e sp o u sed  by p r o p o n e n ts  o f  th e  
n o n in d u c t iv e - e v id e n c e  v ie w , f o r  i n  " A n th ro p o lo g ic a l  S c ie n c e  F i c t i o n  
a n d  L o g ic a l  N e c e s s i ty "  f  C a n a d ia n  J o u r n a l  o f  P h i lo s o p h y . IV (M arch 
1 9 7 5 ) I ^ 6 7 - ^ 79] I C a n f ie ld  h im s e l f  a t t r i b u t e s  c o n s t r u c t i v i s m  t o  th e  
l a t e r  W i t t g e n s t e in .  B e fo re  r e a d in g  " A n th ro p o lo g ic a l  S c ie n c e  F i c t i o n  
a n d  L o g ic a l  N e c e s s i t y , "  I  th o u g h t  t h a t  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  
im a g in a ry  c a s e s  m ig h t h a v e  c o n t r i b u t e d  to  C a n f i e l d 's  c o n f u s io n  in  
t h a t  C a n f ie ld  m ig h t h av e  w ro n g ly  assum ed t h a t  i n  d i s c u s s i n g  su c h  
c a s e s  W i t tg e n s te in  was im a g in in g  " p o s s ib le  w o r ld s "  i n  w h ich  c e r t a i n  
t h in g s  w e re  t r u e ,  when h e  i s  a c t u a l l y  im a g in in g  'w o r l d s '  i n  w hich  
c e r t a i n  g e n e r a l  f a c t s  o f  n a t u r e  a r e  d i f f e r e n t  t o  make u s  r e a l i z e  
t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  d i f f e r e n t  g ram m ars. Upon r e a d in g  " A n th ro p o lo g ic a l  
S c ie n c e  F i c t i o n  an d  L o g ic a l  N e c e s s i t y ,"  how ever, I  d i s c o v e r e d  t h a t  
C a n f ie ld  was n o t  c o n fu s e d  i n  t h i s  way. In d e e d , he e m p h a s iz e s  t h e  
f a c t  t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  o f t e n  d o e s  a  k in d  o f  " a n th r o p o l o g i c a l  s c ie n c e  
f i c t i o n "  i n  w hich  h e  i n v e n t s  t r i b e s  w ith  new ways o f  b e h a v in g ,  new 
c u s to m s , a n d  new u s e s  o f  la n g u a g e  a g a in s t  t h e  b a ck g ro u n d  o f  a  
ch an g e d  en v iro n m en t ( 4 6 9 ) .
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r e a d s :  g iv e n  c e r t a i n  g e n e r a l  c i r c u m s ta n c e s ,  i f  B i s  a  c r i t e r i o n

o f  P  i n  s i t u a t i o n s  o f  t y p e  3 ,  th e n  i t  i s  a  n e c e s s a r y  t r u t h  t h a t

B show s u s t h a t  P i n  n o rm a l s i t u a t i o n s  o f  ty p e  S . When t h i s

m o d if ie d  v e r s i o n  o f  t h e  n o n in d u c t iv e - e v id e n c e  v iew  i s  com pared

t o  t h e  m o d if ie d  v e r s i o n  o f  C a n f i e l d 's  v iew — in  c e r t a i n  g e n e r a l

c i r c u m s ta n c e s ,  i t  i s  a  r u l e  o f  la n g u a g e  t h a t  i n  c e r t a i n  p a r t i c u l a r

c i r c u m s ta n c e s ,  B i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  P , an d  i n  su c h  c ir c u m s ta n c e s ,

s o m e o n e 's  e x h i b i t i n g  B e n t a i l s  h i s  b e in g  i n  P p r o v id e d  t h a t  th o s e

c ir c u m s ta n c e s  a r e  n o r m a l - - th e  o n ly  d i f f e r e n c e s  b e tw ee n  them  t h a t

c a n  be  s e e n  i s  t h a t  b e tw e e n  a  " r u l e  o f  la n g u a g e "  a n d  a  " n e c e s s a ry

t r u t h "  an d  t h a t  b e tw een  " B 's  e n t a i l i n g  P "and  "B 's  sh o w in g  u s  t h a t

P . "  S i n c e  b o t h  C a n f i e l d  an d  t h e  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  p r o p o n e n t s  c f  t h e

n o n i n d u c t i v e - e v i d e n c e  v iew  h o l d  t h a t  r u l e s  o f  l a n g u a g e  a r e  

104n e c e s s a r y  t r u t h s ,  t h e r e  i s  no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  be tw een  

C a n f i e l d 's  c h a r a c t e r i s i n g  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s  a s  l i n g u i s t i c  

r u l e s  an d  n o n i n d u c t i v i s t s '  c h a r a c t e r i z i n g  them a s  n e c e s s a r y  

t r u t h s .  T h u s , th e  o n ly  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  b e tw ee n  th e  

m o d if ie d  v e r s i o n  o f  C a n f i e l d 's  v iew  an d  t h e  n o n in d u c t iv e - e v id e n c e  

v ie w  i s  t h a t  b e tw ee n  " B 's  e n t a i l i n g  P" an d  "B 's  sh o w in g  u s  t h a t  P.

The d i f f e r e n c e  b e tw e e n  " B 's  e n t a i l i n g  P" and  " B 's  show ing  u s 

t h a t  P" a p p e a r s  to  embody t h e  im p o r ta n t  d i s t i n c t i o n  be tw een  

t r u t h - c o n d i t i o n s  an d  j u s t i f i c a t i o n - c o n d i t i o n s  a n d , h e n c e , th e  

e x tr e m e ly  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  be tw een  a r e a l i s t  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  

o f  t h e  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  a n d  a  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  

o f  i t .  B ut o n e  n a tu r a l  r e a d i n g  o f  "B shows us t h a t  ? "  i s

104
C a n f i e l d ,  L an g u ag e  and Wo r i d , p .  p.
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"3 e n t a i l s  P , "  a n d  o n  t h i s  r e a d i n g ,  t h e  two v iew s a p p e a r  to  

m e rg e . In d e e d , i n  h i s  new to o k ,  C a n f ie ld  h im s e l f  p o i n t s  o u t  

t h a t  o n  th e  m o st p l a u s i b l e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  t h e  n o n in d u c t iv e -  

e v id e n c e  v iew , t h e r e  i s  no  d i s t i n c t i o n  b e tw een  i t  a n d  h i s  own 

view.^*^-^ B u t how c an  t h i s  b e  when C a n f ie ld  i n t e r p r e t s  t h e  

c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n  a s  a  t r u t h - c o n d i t i o n ,  w h e rea s  n o n i n d u c t i v i s t s  

i n t e r p r e t  i t  a s  a  j u s t i f i c a t i o n - c o n d i t i o n ?  A lth o u g h  t h i s  

a s s i m i l a t i o n  o f  t h e  n o n in d u c t iv e - e v id e n c e  v iew  t o  t h e  m o d if ie d  

v e r s i o n  o f  C a n f i e l d 's  v ie w  seem s t o  o b l i t e r a t e  t h e  d i s t i n c t i o n  

b e tw een  r e a l i s m  an d  c o n s t r u c t i v i s m ,  i t  d o es  n o t  do s o .  F o r  

a l th o u g h  th e  d i s t i n c t i o n  b e tw e e n  r e a l i s m  an d  c o n s t r u c t i v i s m  can  

be c h a r a c t e r i z e d  i n  t e rm s  o f  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  b e tw een  e x p la in in g  

m ean in g  in  te rm s  o f  t r u t h - c o n d i t i o n s  and  e x p la in in g  m ean ing  in  

t e r n s  o f  j u s t i f i c a t i o n - c o n d i t i o n s ,  i t  c an  a l s o  be  c h a r a c t e r i z e d  

i n  te rm s  o f  d i f f e r e n t  v ie w s  o f  t r u t h .  F o r  r e a l i s t s ,  a  s t a t e m e n t 's  

t r u t h  i s  d e te rm in e d  by a  r e a l i t y  e x i s t i n g  in d e p e n d e n t ly  o f  us 

an d  o u r  means o f  know ing  i t .  F o r  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t s ,  o n  t h e  o th e r  

h a n d , a  s t a t e m e n t 's  t r u t h  c o n s i s t s  i n  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  o f  a d e q u a te  

e v id e n c e  f o r  i t s  a s s e r t i o n  an d  d e p en d s  upon o u r  c a p a c i t y  f o r  

k n o w led g e . C o n s e q u e n tly ,  b o th  r e a l i s t s  and  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t s  

m ig h t e x p la in  a  s t a t e m e n t ' s  m ean in g  by g iv in g  i t s .  ' t r u t h - c o n d i t i o n s ' .  

B u t s i n c e  t h e i r  n o t io n s  o f  t r u t h  a r e  d i f f e r e n t ,  t h e i r  ' t r u t h -  

c o n d i t i o n s '  w i l l  b e  d i f f e r e n t  k in d s  o f  t h in g s .

A lth o u g h  C a n f ie l d  f o r m u la te s  'W i t t g e n s te i n 's  c r i t e r i a l  

r e l a t i o n s h i p  a s  a  c o m p l ic a te d  t r u t 'a - c o n d i t i o n ,  h i s  v iew  i s  ev ery

- ° ^ I b i d .. pu .  3 5 - 9 0 .
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b i t  a s  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  a s  t h e  n o n in d u c t iv e - e v id e n c e  v iew ; f o r  he 

h o ld s  a  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  v iew  o f  t r u t h . B u t  i f  t h e  n o t io n  o f  

t r u t h  i s  s o  c e n t r a l  t o  t h e  r e a l i s t - c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  d i s t i n c t i o n ,  

i t  c e r t a i n l y  seem s t h a t  I  sh o u ld  h a v e  exam ined  W i t t g e n s t e i n ’s 

re m a rk s  o n  t r u t h  e a r l i e r  i n  t h i s  c h a p t e r .  I  d i d  n o t  do so  b ecau se  

t h o s e  re m a rk s  s h e d  l i t t l e  l i g h t  on  W i t t g e n s t e in ’ s  c o n s t r u c t iv i s m .

'W it tg e n s te in  h im s e l f  n e v e r  d i s p l a y e d  an y  i n t e r e s t  in  

t h e  q u e s t io n  '"What m akes s t a te m e n ts  o f  s u c h - a n d - s u c h  a  k in d  t r u e ? "

H is  u s u a l  r e a c t i o n  t o  su c h  a  q u e s t io n  was t o  d i s m is s  i t  by a p p e a lin g  

to  t h e  re d u n d a n c y  th e o r y  o f  t r u t h ,  a c c o r d in g  to  w h ich  " I t  i s  

t r u e  t h a t  J o n e s  h a s  a  to o th a c h e "  s a y s  no m ore t h a n  " J o n e s  h as 

a  t o o th a c h e , "  a n d  w hat m akes " Jo n es  h as a  t o o th a c h e "  t r u e  i s  

J o n e s ' s  h a v in g  a  to o th a c h e  ( 3 1 .3 .  p p .  3 0 - ] 3 ;  ? . I .

W i t t g e n s te in  d o e s  n o t  h o ld  t h a t  t h i r d - p e r s o n  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e ­

m en ts  l i k e  " J o n e s  h as a  to o th a c h e "  h av e  no t r u t h - c o n d i t i o n s .  He 

h o ld s  t h a t  th e y  h a v e  no in d e p e n d e n t t r u th - c o n d i t io n s  t h a t  c an  be 

s t a t e d  i n  a  n o n - t r i v i a l  way. And h e  d e n ie s  t h a t  u n d e r s ta n d in g  

t h e  m ean in g  o f  s u c h  a  s t a te m e n t  c o n s i s t s  i n  r e c o g n i z i n g  th e  c o n d it io n s  

f o r  su c h  a  s t a te m e n t  t o  be  t r u e  in d e p e n d e n t ly  o f  o u r  m eans o f  

know ing  i t .  F o r  him, u n d e r s ta n d in g  th e  m ean ing  o f  s u c h  s ta te m e n ts  

c o n s i s t s  i n  r e c o g n iz in g  t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  u n d e r  w h ich  we a r e  j u s t i f i e d  

i n  m aking su c h  s t a t e m e n t s .  'We may c a l l  th o s e  c o n d i t i o n s  t r u t h -  

c o n d i t i o n s ,  b u t i f  we do , th e n  we m u st e x p la in  t r u t h  i n  te rm s  o f  

j u s t i f i e d  a s s e r t i b i l i t y . Such an e x p la n a t io n  i n d i c a t e s  t h e  c lo s e

^ ^ ° I b i d . , p .  an d  h i s  " A n t h r o p o l o g i c a l  S c i e n c e  F i c t i o n . '  

107
T h i s  p o s i t i o n  was f i r s t  s k e t c h e d  by ? .  ? .  Ramsey in  

" F a c t s  and P r o p o s i t i o n s ,  " (1927),  i n c l u d e d  i n  R. 3 .  B r a i c h w a i t e ,  
e d i t o r ,  The F o u n d a t io n s  o f  F a t h e n a c l c s  (London: 1 9 3 1 ) ,  p p . I t p - ' - j .
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connection between constructivist semantics and constructivist 

epistemology, which I shall investigate in chapter V. Before 

conducting that investigation, however, I wish to show how a 

constructivist interpretation of Wittgenstein's criterial rela­

tionship clarifies his position on the connections between criterial 

change and conceptual change.

C o n c e p tu a l  Change

It is clear from Wittgenstein's repeated discussions of

the fluctuation between criteria and symptoms that Wittgenstein

r e c o g n iz e s  t h a t  la n g u a g e  c h a n g e s .  Y et some i n t e r p r e t e r s  t a l k

as i f  they think he denies this :

The Wittgenstein Thesis can't explain why all criteria 
and concepts of the system are not fLxed absolutely 
by conventions; i t  doesn't take into account the 
fact that some adjustments must occasionally occur 
in the system in order for its  elements to play 
their explanatory r o l e . 108

As Wennerberg, Hacker, and others point out, Wittgenstein clearly

recognized the dynamic nature of language. In the Investigations,

he writes :

But how many kinds of sentence are there?
Say assertion, question, and command?—There are 
countless kinds: countless different kinds of
use of what we call "symbols," "words," "sentences".
And this multiplicity is not something fixed, 
given once for all; but new types of language, 
new language-games, as we may say, come into 
existence, and others become obsolete and get 
forgotten. ('We can get a rough picture of this
from the changes in mathematics.) (p.I. #23)

(1971), 42.
^^^Janna L. Thompson, "About Criteria," Ratio, XIIi
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I n  Z e t t e l , h e  w r i t e s :  " i t  i s  a  f a c t  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  t h a t  human

b e in g s  a l t e r  t h e i r  c o n c e p t s ,  ex ch an g e  th e n  f o r  o t h e r s  when th e y

l e a r n  new f a c t s ;  when i n  t h i s  way w hat was fo rm e r ly  im p o r t a n t

t o  them  becom es u n im p o r ta n t ,  a n d  v i c e  v e r s a  (Z . # 3 5 2 ) .  And in

On C e r t a i n t y , h e  co m p a res  o u r  gramm ar to  a  r i v e r  b an k  c o n s i s t i n g

p a r t l y  o f  h a r d  r o c k ,  w h ic h  i s  s u b j e c t  o n ly  t o  an  i m p e r c e p t ib l e

a l t e r a t i o n ,  a n d  p a r t l y  o f  s a n d ,  w hich  i s  w ashed from  o n e  p l a c e

t o  a n o th e r  (O .C . # 9 9 ) .

I t  i s  c l e a r  t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  r e c o g n iz e d  t h e  dynam ic

n a tu r e  o f  o u r  la n g u a g e ,  b u t  u n c le a r  how he  c h a r a c t e r i z e d  i t s

c h a n g e s .  F o r  h im , when a  t e r m 's  c r i t e r i a  change  (by  a d d i t i o n ,

s u b t r a c t i o n  o r  r e p la c e m e n t ) ,  d o es  th e  t e r m 's  m ean ing  ch an g e ?

Has a  new c o n c e p t  b e en  c r e a t e d ?  W en n e rb e rg 's  an sw er i s  t h a t

a c c o r d in g  to  W i t t g e n s t e in ,  when a f a m ily - re s e m b la n c e  t e r m 's

c r i t e r i a  ch an g e  (b y  a d d i t i o n ,  s u b t r a c t i o n ,  o r  r e p la c e m e n t ) ,

t h e  t e r m 's  m ean in g  d o e s  n o t  c h a n g e , and  no new c o n c e p t  h a s  

109b e e n  c r e a t e d .  M a lc o lm 's  a n sw e r  i s  t h a t  f o r  'W i t tg e n s te in ,

e v e ry  ch an g e  i n  c r i t e r i a ( w h e t h e r  by a d d i t i o n ,  s u b t r a c t i o n ,  o r  

r e p la c e m e n t)  i s  a  c h a n g e  i n  m ean in g  and  c r e a t e s  a  new c o n c e p t .  

K e n n y ' s  an d  C a r v e r 's  a n sw e r  i s  t h a t ,  f o r  W it tg e n s te in ,  t h e  t e r m 's  

m ean ing  re m a in s  t h e  sam e a s  lo n g  a s  i t s  o l d  c r i t e r i a  a r e  r e t a i n e d .  

I f  an  o ld  c r i t e r i o n  i s  s u b t r a c t e d ,  t h e n —r e g a r d l e s s  o f  w h e th e r  

a new c r i t e r i o n  r e p l a c e s  i t — t h e  t e r m 's  m eaning c h a n g e s  a n d  a

109 _I n  "The C o n c e p t o f  b a m ily  R e se m b la n ce ,"  W en n erb erg
a t t r i b u t e s  to  'W i t tg e n s te in  a  n o t io n  o f  d y n am ica l v a g u e n e s s ,  
a c c o r d in g  to  w h ich  a  g i v e n  f a m ily - re s e m b la n c e  c o n c e p t 's  c h a r a c ­
t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s ,  o r  c r i t e r i a ,  a r e  n o t  f i x e d  f o r  a l l  t im e ,  b u t  
c an  ch an g e  o v e r tim e  (b y  a d d i t i o n ,  s u b t r a c t i o n ,  o r  r e p la c e m e n t ) .
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new concept has been created. But as long as the old criteria 

are retained, the concept remains unchanged even if  new criteria 

are added.

Kenny argues that his interpretation is preferable to 

Malcolm's because i t  is immune to Putnam's criticisms. To 

understand this controversy, then, we must examine Malcolm's 

interpretation, Putnam's criticisms, and Kenny's compromise.

In Dreaming. Malcolm uses what he believes to be 

Wittgenstein's notion of a criterion to argue that if  psychologists 

begin using rapid eye movements (REM) as the criterion of the 

occurrence of dreams, then a new concept will have been created 

that only remotely resembles our ordinary concept of dreaming, 

the sole criterion of which is the subjective report of the 

dreamer. In the fifties , psychological tests, such as the one 

conducted by Dement and Kleitman, established that there is a 

high correlation between the subjective reports of the dreamer 

and REM. Since REM is a phenomenon that has been found through 

experience to correspond to the phenomenon that is our criterion 

for dreaming, i t  is what Wittgenstein would call a symptom of 

dreaming. Now suppose that a psychologist awakens one of his 

subjects during a REM period and asks her whether she was dreaming, 

and she replies that she was not. But, the psychologist reasons 

that since REM was present, the subject must have been dreaming 

and simply forgot the dream when questioned. This psychologist 

is using not the subject’s report but REM as the criterion of 

dreaming. And in doing so, he has abandoned the ordinary criterion 

of dreaming and has made what was a mere symotcm of dreaming into
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its criterion. According to Malcolm, this psychologist has 

created a new concept of dreaming that only remotely resemoles 

our ordinary concept of dreaming and that does not even deserve 

to be called by the same name. He has allowed his desire to 

know more about dreaming to lead him to so transform the concept 

of dreaming that his subsequent discoveries are not even discoveries 

about dreaming.

In "Dreaming and ' Depth Grammar'," Hilary Futnam attacks 

f&lcolm's view of the nature of criterial change, arguing that 

in science, many criterial changes are unaccompanied by conceptual 

changes. Putnam appeals to the historical development of the term 

"acid." In the eighteenth century, the criteria for a substance's 

being an acid were being soluble in water, having a sour taste 

when in a water solution, and turning litmus paper red. Today, 

chemists theoretically define an acid in terms of the notion of 

a "proton-donor." Now, on Malcolm's view, since the criteria for 

something's being an acid have changed, the meaning of the term 

"acid" has changed; and when contemporary chemists talk about 

acids, they are not talking about the same chemical substances 

that eighteenth-century chemists were talking about when they 

talked about acids. Futnam, however, insists that any contemporary 

chemist would say that he is talking about the same chemical 

substances that eighteenth-century chemists were. Indeed, 

according to Putnam, i t  was only in a very restricted sense

Norman Malcolm, Dreaming (London: Routledge and
Kegan Paul, 1 9 5 7 ) , pp. 7 0 -8 2 .
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t h a t  t h e  m e a n in g  o f  t h e  te rm  " a c id "  c h an g e d  when t h e  new 

t h e o r e t i c a l  d e f i n i t i o n  r e p l a c e d  t h e  e i g h t e e n t h - c e n t u r y  

c h e m is t s ' c r u d e  c r i t e r i a .  I t  c h an g e d  i n  t h a t  t h e  t h e o r e t i c a l  

d e f i n i t i o n  c h a n g e d , b u t  i t  re m a in e d  t h e  sam e i n  t h a t  b o th  t h e  

new t h e o r e t i c a l  d e f i n i t i o n  a n d  t h e  o ld  c r i t e r i a  w e re  su p p o se d  

t o  p ic k  o u t  t h e  sam e 'n a t u r a l  k i n d '  o f  c h e m ic a l ,  n a m e ly , a c i d s .  

Putnam  a d m its  t h a t  we c o u ld  l e a r n  t o  s a y ,  w i th  M alco lm , t h a t  

th e  c o n c e p t  c h a n g e s  when t h e  c r i t e r i a  c h a n g e . B u t h e  t h in k s  

t h i s  way o f  c h a r a c t e r i z i n g  c r i t e r i a l  c h a n g e  i s  m is le a d in g  b e c a u se  

i t  o b s c u r e s  j u s t  w ha t o u g h t  t o  b e  s t r e s s e d ,  v i z . ,  t h a t  ch an g e s  

i n  t h e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  s o m e th in g  r e f l e c t  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  we a r e  

g a in in g  m o re  a n d  m ore k n o w led g e  a b o u t  t h a t  t h i n g . T h u s ,  

w h i l e  Malcolm h o l d s  t h a t  a l l  c r i t e r i a  c h a n g e s  n e c e s s a r i l y  

r e s u l t  i n  b o th  c o n c e p tu a l  c h a n g e s  and  r e f e r e n t i a l  c h a n g e s ,

Putnam  c o n te n d s  t h a t  a l t h o u g h  c r i t e r i a l  c h a n g e s  may r e s u l t  

i n  m in o r c o n c e p tu a l  m o d i f i c a t i o n s ,  th e y  do n o t  r e s u l t  i n  

r e f e r e n t i a l  c h a n g e s ;  a n d  t h a t  i s  w hat i s  im p o r t a n t .

Kenny a r g u e s  t h a t  S h o e m a k e r 's  n o t io n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  e n a b le s  

u s t o  m ake a  d i s t i n c t i o n  t h a t  c an  be  u se d  t o  i n t e r p r e t  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  

n o t io n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  i n  a  way t h a t  r e s o l v e s  t h e  K a lco lm -p u tn am  

c o n t r o v e r s y . F o r  o n  S h o e m a k e r 's  n o t io n ,  a l t h o u g h  i t

H i l a r y  P u tn am , "D ream ing  a n d  'D e p th  G ra m m a r ',"  i n  
A n a ly tic  P h i lo s o p h y  (S e c o n d  S e r i e s ) ,  e d i t e d  b y  H. J .  B u t l e r  
(O x fo rd : B a s i l  B la c k w e l l ,  1965), P p . 2 1 8 -2 2 1 .

^ ^ ^ (e n n y , " C r i t e r i o n , "  2 6 0 -2 6 1 , C f ,  Newton C a r v e r ,  
Grammar a n d  C r i t e r i a  ( p h .  D. d i s s e r t a t i o n .  C o r n e l l  U n i v e r s i ty ,
1965) .  p .  250.
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i s  im p o s s ib le  t o  s u b t r a c t  o n e  o f  th e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  a  

c o n c e p t  w i th o u t  c h a n g in g  t h e  c o n c e p t,  i t  i s  p o s s i b l e  

to  ad d  c r i t e r i a  w i th o u t  d o in g  s o .  T ak in g  M a lc o lm 's  

ex am p le , i f  new c r i t e r i a  w ere  ad d ed  to  t h e  c o n c e p t  o f  d re am in g  

so  t h a t  t h e  d r e a m e r 's  w aking  r e p o r t s  c e a s e d  to  be  e v id e n c e  f o r  

h i s  d re a m in g  o r  n o t  d re a m in g , th e n  t h e  c o n c e p t o f  d re a m in g  c l e a r l y  

w ou ld  h a v e  c h a n g e d . B u t i f  new c r i t e r i a  w ere  a d d ed  i n  s u c h  a  

way t h a t  t h e  d r e a m e r 's  w ak in g  r e p o r t s  c o n tin u e d  t o  b e  n o n in d u c t iv e  

e v id e n c e  f o r  h i s  d re a m in g  o r  n o t  d ream in g , th e n  t h e  c o n c e p t  o f  

d re a m in g  w ould  n o t  h a v e  c h a n g e d .

Does 'W i t tg e n s te in  t h in k  t h a t  a  c o n c e p t 's  c r i t e r i a  a r e  

f i x e d  f o r  a l l  t im e  so  t h a t  t h e  c o n c e p t  a u to m a t i c a l ly  c h a n g e s  when 

a new c r i t e r i o n  i s  a d d ed  o r  an  o ld  one s u b t r a c t e d ,  o r  d o e s  he 

t h in k  t h a t  c r i t e r i a  c a n  be  ad d ed  to  o r  p e rh a p s  s u b t r a c t e d  from 

a  c o n c e p t  w i th o u t  t h a t  c o n c e p t 's  ch an g in g ?  The p a s s a g e s  t h a t  seen  

m ost r e l e v a n t  h e r e  a r e  t h o s e  in  w hich W it tg e n s te in  t a l k s  a b o u t 

t h e  f l u c t u a t i o n  b e tw e e n  c r i t e r i a  and  sym ptom s. When i n t r o d u c i n g  

t h e  d i s t i n c t i o n  b e tw e e n  c r i t e r i a  an d  symptoms in  t h e  B lu e  Book, 

'W it tg e n s te in  w r i t e s  t h a t  i n  m ost c a s e s  i f  som eone a s k e d  u s  

w hich  phenom enon was t h e  d e f in i n g  c r i t e r i o n  a n d  w h ich  was t h e  

sym ptom , we w ou ld  b e  u n a b le  to  a n sw er e x c e p t  by m ak ing  a n  a r b i t r a r y  

a d  hoc d e c i s i o n .  F o r  a l th o u g h  i t  may be p r a c t i c a l  t o  d e f i n e  a  

word by m ak ing  o n e  phenom enon i t s  d e f in in g  c r i t e r i o n ,  we c o u ld  

e a s i l y  be  p e r s u a d e d  t o  d e f i n e  t h e  word by m ak ing  a n o th e r  phenomenon

^"■^Kenny, " C r i t e r i o n , "  2 6 0 -2 6 1 ,
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t h a t  was a  symptom a c c o r d in g  t o  o u r  f i r s t  u se  t h e  d e f in i n g  

c r i t e r i o n .  In d e e d , d o c to r s  u s e  nam es o f  d i s e a s e s  " w ith o u t  

e v e r  d e c id in g  w h ich  phenomena a r e  t o  b e  ta k e n  a s  c r i t e r i a  and  

w h ich  as  sy m p to m s,"  a n d  t h i s  n e e d  n o t  b e  a  d e p lo r a b le  u n c l a r i t y .

F o r  we g e n e r a l l y  w ere  n o t t a u g h t  t o ,  a n d  do n o t ,  "u se  la n g u a g e  

a c c o r d in g  to  s t r i c t  r u l e s "  ( B l .B .  p .  2 5 ) .  In  d i s c u s s i n g  th e  

c r i te r io n - s y m p to m  d i s t i n c t i o n  i n  t h e  I n v e s t i g a t i o n s , W it tg e n s te in  

w r i t e s  t h a t  " th e  f l u c t u a t i o n  i n  g ram m ar be tw een  c r i t e r i a  and  

sym ptoms m akes i t  l o o k  a s  i f  t h e r e  w ere  n o th in g  a t  a l l  b u t  

sym ptom s" ( P . l .  # 3 5 ^ ) .  E a r l i e r  i n  t h a t  same work h e  rem ark s  

t h a t  s c i e n t i f i c  d e f i n i t i o n s  f l u c t u a t e  so  t h a t  what c o u n ts  a s  

"an  o b s e rv e d  c o n c o m ita n t"  o r  symptom o f  a  phenomenon to d a y  

w i l l  be u se d  to  d e f in e  i t  tom orrow  ( r . I .  ,->‘7 9 ) .  I h e  m ost s i g n i f i c a n t  

d i s c u s s i o n  o f  t h e  f l u c t u a t i o n  b e tw ee n  c r i t e r i a  and symptoms o c c u rs  

i n  Z e t t e l ;

N o th in g  i s  commoner th a n  f o r  t h e  m ean ing  o f  an  
e x p r e s s io n  to  o s c i l l a t e , f o r  a  phenom enon to  be 
r e g a r d e d  so m e tim es a s  a  sym ptom , so m etim es a s  a  
c r i t e r i o n ,  o f  a  s t a t e  o f  a f f a i r s .  .Ind m o s tly  i n  
su c h  a  c a s e  t h e  s h i f t  o f  m ean in g  i s  n o t  n o te d .
I n  s c i e n c e  i t  i s  u s u a l  t o  make phenom ena t h a t  
a llo w  o f  e x a c t  m easu rem en t i n t o  d e f i n i n g  c r i t e r i a  
f o r  an  e x p r e s s io n ;  and  th e n  o n e  i s  i n c l i n e d  to  
th in k  t h a t  now t h e  p r o p e r  m ean in g  h a s  been  fo u n d .
In n u m e ra b le  c o n f u s io n s  h a v e  a r i s e n  in  t h i s  way.

T h e re  a r e  f o r  exam ple  d e g r e e s  o f  p l e a s u r e ,  b u t  
i t  i s  s t u p i d  t o  s p e a k  o f  a  m easu rem en t o f  p l e a s u r e .
I t  i s  t r u e  t h a t  i n  c e r t a i n  c a s e s  a  m e a su ra b le  
phenomenon o c c u p ie s  th e  p l a c e  p r e v io u s ly  o c c u p ie d  
by a  n o n m e a su ra b le  o n e . T hen  t h e  w ord d e s ig n a t in g  
t h i s  p la c e  c h an g e s  i t s  m e a n in g , a n d  i t s  o ld  
m eaning h a s  becom e m ore o r  l e s s  o b s o l e t e .  (Z . .7438; 
em p h asis  m ine)

I n  t h i s  p a s s a g e ,  W it tg e n s te in  a t t a c k s  a  r e a l i s t  a c c o u n t o f  th e  

d ev e lo p m en t o f  s c i e n t i f i c  t e c h n i q u e s , te rm s ,  and t h e o r i e s  and
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i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t h e  f l u c t u a t i o n  b e tw ee n  c r i t e r i a  and  symptoms in  

o u r  u s e  o f  s c i e n t i f i c  te rm s  in v o lv e s  a  c o n t in u a l  " s h i f t  o f  

m e a n in g ."  He s t a t e s  t h a t  i n  s c i e n c e  i t  i s  common to  make 

phenom ena t h a t  c a n  b e  p r e c i s e l y  m ea su re d  in to  t h e  d e f in in g  

c r i t e r i a  f o r  an  e x p r e s s io n .  .And when t h i s  i s  done, we t h in k  

t h a t  t h e  p r o p e r  m ean in g  o f  t h e  e x p r e s s io n  h a s  been  d i s c o v e r e d .

B u t o u r  t h in k in g  i s  c o n f u s e d .  A m e a s u ra b le  q u a n t i t y  may have 

b e e n  d i s c o v e r e d ,  e . g . ,  t e m p e r a tu r e ;  an d  a  new te c h n iq u e  o f  

m ea su re m e n t i n v e n te d ,  e . g . ,  th e rm o m e tr ic  r e a d in g s .  B u t ,  no 

a b s o l u t e l y  c o r r e c t  m ean ing  h a s  b e e n  d i s c o v e r e d .

W i t tg e n s te in  c l e a r l y  h e ld  t h a t  r e p la c i n g  one c r i t e r i o n  

w i th  a n o th e r  c o n s t i t u t e s  a  c h a n g e  i n  m eaning  and c r e a t e s  a  new 

c o n c e p t .  He w r i t e s  t h a t  i f  a  m e a s u ra b le  phenomenon r e p la c e s  a 

n o n -m e a s u ra b le  o n e  a s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  th e  a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  th e  

r e l e v a n t  te rm , t h e  te rm  i n  q u e s t i o n  c h an g e s  i t s  m eaning ( Z . ,?428). 

I n  th e  I n v e s t i g a t i o n s . he  w r i t e s  t h a t  when a c o n c e p t p r e s e n t s  

s e r i o u s  p h i lo s o p h ic a l  p u z z l e s ,  a s  d o e s  t h e  c o n c e p t o f  th e  

d aw n in g  o f  an  a s p e c t ,  t h i s  c a n n o t  b e  r e s o lv e d  by i n t r o d u c in g  

a  new , e . g .  p h y s i o l o g i c a l ,  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  s e e in g  b e c a u se  r e p l a c i n g  

t h e  o ld  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  c o n e e p t  w i th  a  new p h y s io lo g ic a l  o n e  s c r e e n s  

t h e  o ld  p ro b lem  from  v iew  r a t h e r  th a n  s o lv in g  i t  ( P . I .  p .  2 1 2 ) .

He a l s o  th o u g h t  t h a t  m e re ly  a d d in g  o r  s u b t r a c t i n g  a  c r i t e r i o n  

c o n s t i t u t e s  a  c h an g e  i n  m ea n in g  an d  c r e a t e s  a  new c o n c e p t .  He 

w r i t e s  t h a t  when a  phenom enon i s  r e g a r d e d  "som etim es a s  a  symptom" 

a n d  "so m etim es a s  a  c r i t e r i o n , " t h i s  i s  a  " s h i f t  o f  m eaning"

(Z .  ,'-438), and t h a t  any change  o f  r u l e s  f o r  the  use o f  a term 

c o n s t i t u t e s  a change o f  meaning ( r . I .  p. 147 n . ) .
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On t h e  i s s u e  o f  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  b e tw een  c r i t e r i a !

c h a n g e  an d  c o n c e p tu a l  c h a n g e , W i t t g e n s te in  c l e a r l y  a d o p ts  th e

c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  p o s i t i o n  t h a t  an y  c h a n g e  in  c r i t e r i a  c o n s t i t u t e s

a  c h a n g e  i n  m ea n in g . A lth o u g h  s e v e r a l  p ro p o n e n ts  o f  t h e  n o n - 

11^i n d u c t i v e - e v id e n c e  v iew  i n t e i r p r e t  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  p o s i t i o n  

on  t h i s  i s s u e  a s  I  h a v e , K enny , a n  e a r l y  p ro p o n e n t  o f  t h e  

n o n in d u c t iv e - e v id e n c e  v ie w , a r g u e s  t h a t  new c r i t e r i a  c an  be  

a d d e d  w i th o u t  a  c h an g e  i n  c o n c e p t  o n c e  we a d o p t  S h o e m a k e r 's  

t e s t  f o r  c r i t e r i o n h o o d ,  a c c o r d in g  t o  w h ich  we can  d e te r m in e  w h e th er 

so m e th in g  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  t h e  t r u t h  o f  c e r t a i n  ju d g e m e n ts  by 

a s k in g  w h e th e r  i t  i s  c o n c e iv a b le  t h a t  we o o u ld  " d i s c o v e r  e m p i r i c a l ly  

t h a t  i t  i s  n o t ,  o r  h a s  c e a s e d  t o  b e ,  e v id e n c e  i n  f a v o r  o f  th e  

t r u t h  o f  su c h  j u d g e m e n ts .  T s h a l l  a rg u e  t h a t  S h o e m ak e r 's

t e s t  f o r  c r i t e r i o n h o o d  i s  c o m p a t i b l e  w i t h  W i t t g e n s t e i n ' s  p o s i t i o n  

on t h e  c o n c e i v a b i l i t y  o f  e m p i r i c a l l y  d i s c o v e r in g  a  c r i t e r i a l  

b reak d o w n , b u t  s h o u ld  n o t  b e  t a k e n  t o  mean t h a t  new c r i t e r i a  

c a n  b e  ad d ed  w i th o u t  a  c o n c e p tu a l  c h a n g e .

I n  o p p o s i t io n  t o  S h o em ak er, B. A. 0 .  W illia m s  a r g u e s  t h a t  

we m ig h t  d i s c o v e r  e m p i r i c a l l y  t h a t  so m e th in g  h a s  c e a s e d  t o  be  a 

c r i t e r i o n .  He b a s e s  h i s  a rg u m e n t on  th e  p r e m is e s :  ( l )  c r i t e r i a

do n o t  l o g i c a l l y  e n t a i l  w h a t th e y  a r e  c r i t e r i a  o f  an d  ( 2 ) c r i t e r i a

^^^Hacker, Insight and Illusion, pp. 294-295;
Baker, "A New Foundation for Semantics," 1 3 2 -1 8 3 . 

p .  4 .
^̂ ^Shoemaker, Self-Knowledge and Self-Identity,
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r e s t  on  c e r t a i n  g e n e r a l  f a c t s . W i t t g e n s t e i n  h e ld  ( l )  and  ( 2 ) ,

so  i t  i s  te m p t in g  to  t h in k  t h a t  h e , t o o ,  h e ld  t h a t  c r i t e r i o -

l o g i o a l  b reakdow ns c a n  be  e m p i r i c a l l y  d i s c o v e r e d .

E a r l i e r  i n  t h i s  c h a p t e r ,  I  m e n tio n e d  W i t t g e n s t e in 's

im a g in in g  w o r ld s  i n  w h ich  t h e  i n h a b i t a n t s '  c r i t e r i a  a r e  d i f f e r e n t

from  o u r s .  B u t i n  s u c h  c a s e s ,  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  i n  c r i t e r i a  i s  n o t

so m e th in g  d i s c o v e r e d , i t  i s  so m e th in g  s t i p u l a t e d  i n  d e s c r ib in g  

117t h e  im a g in a ry  w o r ld . A ll  t h e  sam e, W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  c h a r a c ­

t e r i s a t i o n s  o f  th e s e  im a g in a ry  w o r ld s  g iv e  u s  c lu e s  to  h i s  

p o s i t i o n  on  t h e  c o n c e i v a b i l i t y  o f  e m p i r i c a l l y  d i s c o v e r in g  a  

c r i t e r i a l  b reak d o w n . I n  t h e  I n v e s t i g a t i o n s , he  w r i t e s  t h a t  one 

way to  make i n t e l l i g i b l e  t h e  f o r m a t io n  o f  c o n c e p ts  v e ry  d i f f e r e n t  

from  o u rs  i s  by im a g in in g  c e r t a i n  very,' g e n e r a l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  

to  be d i f f e r e n t  from w hat we a r e  u se d  t o ,  f o r  th e n  t h e  fo rm a tio n  

o f  c o n c e p ts  d i f f e r e n t  from  th e  u s u a l  o n e s  becom es i n t e l l i g i b l e  

t o  us ( p . I .  p . 230) .  I n  Z e t t e l , he  w r i t e s  t h a t  a  v e ry  d i f f e r e n t  

e d u c a t io n  m ig h t be " th e  f o u n d a t io n  f o r  q u i t e  d i f f e r e n t  c o n c e p ts ."  

We m ig h t im a g in e , f o r  ex am p le , t h a t  t h e  c h i l d r e n  o f  a  c e r t a i n  

t r i b e  w ere  b ro u g h t up " to  g iv e  no e x p r e s s io n  o f  f e e l i n g  o f  any 

k i n d . " Such a  t r i b e ' s  l i f e  w ould b e  v e r y  d i f f e r e n t  from  o u rs ; 

th e y  w ould n o t  be  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  w hat i n t e r e s t s  u s .  We can

'^ ^ W il l ia m s ,  "K now ledge an d  M eaning I n  t h e  P h ilo so p h y  
o f  M in d ,"  2 2 4 -2 2 5 , 22 7 .

117Compare K r i p k e 's  a rg u m en t t h a t  a  p o s s i b l e  w o rld  i s  
n o t  so m e th in g  v e ry  re m o te  o b s e rv e d  w i th  d i f f i c u l t y  th ro u g h  a 
t e l e s c o p e ,  b u t  r a t h e r  s o m e th in g  t h a t  we c r e a t e  o r  s t i p u l a t e  by 
f o r m u la t in g  a  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  i t .  S a u l  A. K r ip k e , "Naming and 
N e c e s s i t y , " i n  S e m an tic s  o f  N a tu ra l  L a n g u a g e , e d s . D onald  
D av id so n  and  G i l b e r t  Harman (New f o r k :  H u m a n itie s  P r e s s ,  1 972),
p. 2c7.
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im ag in e  s u c h  a  t r i t e  h a v in g  c o n c e p ts  v e ry  d i f f e r e n t  from  o u r s .

" I n  f a c t ,  t h i s  i s  t h e  o n ly  way i n  w h ich  e s s e n t i a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  

c o n c e p ts  a r e  im a g in a b le "  (Z . n*383“3 8 8 ; em phasis m in e ) .  T h ese  

re m a rk s  i n  Z e t t e l  s e e n  in c o m p a t ib le  w i th  W i t t g e n s t e in 's  e a r l i e r  

re m a rk  t h a t  im a g in in g  d i f f e r e n t  g e n e r a l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  i s  a  

way o f  m aking  d i f f e r e n t  c o n c e p ts  i n t e l l i g i b l e  t o  u s .  B u t,  

d e s p i t e  a p p e a ra n c e s  t o  t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  t h e  two s e t s  o f  re m a rk s  

a r e  c o m p a t ib le ;  f o r  t h e  g e n e r a l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  p l a c e  l i m i t s  

on  w hat e d u c a t io n ,  i n t e r e s t s ,  and  fo rm s o f  l i f e  a r e  p o s s i b l e :  

v e ry  d i f f e r e n t  g e n e r a l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  would make o u r  e d u c a t io n ,  

i n t e r e s t s ,  an d  fo rm s o f  l i f e  im p o s s ib le .  I f  o u r  n a t u r a l  p a in -  

b e h a v io r  w ere  q u i t e  d i f f e r e n t ,  f o r  exam ple, we w ould  hav e  a 

d i f f e r e n t  form  o f  l i f e ;  c u r  i n t e r e s t s  w ould be d i f f e r e n t ,  and 

we c o u ld  n o t  be e d u c a te d  a b o u t  p a in  a s  we now a r e .

The c o n v e r s e ,  h o w e v e r , d o es  n o t  h o ld .  G iven  t h e  same 

g e n e r a l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e ,  we m ig h t be  e d u c a te d  d i f f e r e n t l y  and  

h a v e  d i f f e r e n t  fo rm s o f  l i f e  and d i f f e r e n t  i n t e r e s t s .  W i t tg e n s te in  

im a g in e s  t h i s  s o r t  o f  s i t u a t i o n  in  d e s c r ib in g  a  t r i b e  o f  p e o p le  

w i th  o u r  n a t u r a l  p a in  b e h a v io r  who t e a c h  t h e i r  c h i l d r e n  t o  g iv e  

no e x p r e s s io n  o f  f e e l i n g ,  who do n o t  sp e a k  o f  p a in ,  an d  who 

r i d i c u l e  o r  p u n is h  a n y o n e  who c o m p la in s  (Z . v 3 8 3 ) • F o r  W i t tg e n s te in ,  

im a g in in g  a  d i f f e r e n t  e d u c a t io n ,  d i f f e r e n t  i n t e r e s t s ,  a n d  d i f f e r e n t  

fo rm s o f  l i f e  i s  t h e  o n ly  way i n  w h ich  e s s e n t i a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  

c o n c e p ts  a r e  im a g in a b le  b o th  b e ca u se  a s  c h i l d r e n  we a r e  t r a i n e d  

to  u se  c o n c e p ts ,  and  e s s e n t i a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  c o n c e p ts  w ould r e q u i r e  

a d i f f e r e n t  t r a i n i n g ,  a n d  b e c a u se  o u r  i n t e r e s t s  d e te rm in e  o u r  c o n c e p ts .
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We do n o t  c o n s t r u c t  a  c o n c e p t  w henever we s e e  a s i m i l a r i t y ;  

r a t h e r ,  we c o n s t r u c t  a  c o n c e p t  when a  s i m i l a r i t y  i s  Im p o r ta n t  

t o  u s .  A t r i b e  m ig h t ,  f o r  ex am p le , h ave  two c o n c e p ts  a k i n  to  

o u r  c o n c e p t  o f  p a in ,  o n e  b e in g  a p p l i e d  w here  t h e r e  i s  v i s i b l e  

dam age an d  t h e  o t h e r  f o r  t h in g s  l i k e  s to m a c h a c h e . T h is  c o n c e p tu a l  

d i f f e r e n c e  c o u ld  b e  e x p la in e d  by n o t in g  t h a t  i n  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  

t r i b e ,  t h e  d i s t i n c t i o n  b e tw een  e x t e r n a l  dam age, w h ich  a r o u s e s  

p i t y ,  an d  i n t e r n a l  p a i n ,  w here  an y o n e  who c o m p la in s  i s  m ocked, 

i s  im p o r ta n t  ( z .  # 3 7 6 - 3 8 0 ) .  Or we c o u ld  im a g in e  a  game s i m i l a r  

t o  c h e s s  i n  w h ic h  p l a y e r s  who l o s e  t h e i r  pawns l o s e  t h e  gam e, and 

o u r  l a c k  o f  i n t e r e s t  i n  s u c h  a  game c o u ld  be  e x p la in e d  by n o t in g  

t h a t  we f i n d  i t  " u n i n t e r e s t i n g  o r  s t u p i d  o r  to o  c o m p l ic a te d  o r  

so m e th in g  o f  t h e  k in d "  ( ? . I .  # 1 3 6 ) .  T h u s, W i t tg e n s te in  clearly 

t h in k s  t h a t  o u r  p a r t i c u l a r  sy s te m  o f  c o n c e p ts  d ro a ic s  on ( l )  c e r t a i n  

g e n e r a l  f a c t s  o f  n a t u r e ,  ( 2 ) a  p a r t i c u l a r  t r a i n i n g ,  ( 3 ) o u r  i n t e r e s t s ,  

an d  (4 )  o u r  fo rm s  o f  l i f e .

I n  Z e t t e l , W i t tg e n s te in  w r i t e s  t h a t  " i t  i s  e a s y  to  

im a g in e  an d  w ork o u t  i n  f u l l  d e t a i l  e v e n ts  w h ic h , i f  t h e y  a c t u a l l y  

came a b o u t ,  w o u ld  th ro w  us o u t  i n  a l l  o u r  ju d g e m e n ts "  (Z . # 3 9 3 ) .

One w ould  t h in k  t h a t  s i n c e  W it tg e n s te in  h o ld s  t h a t  we c a n  e a s i l y  

im a g in e  s u c h  m om entous e v e n t s ,  h e  c e r t a i n l y  o u g h t t o  h o ld  t h a t  

we c a n  c o n c e iv e  o f  e m p i r i c a l l y  d i s c o v e r in g  a  s i n g l e  c r i t e r i a l  

b reak d o w n . C a n 't  we e m p i r i c a l l y  d i s c o v e r  t h a t  so m e o n e 's  h o ld in g  

h i s  c h ee k  i s  no l o n g e r  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  h i s  h a v in g  a  to o th a c h e  by

Zdwin H a r r i s  d i s c u s s e s  r e q u ir e m e n ts  s i m i l a r  t o  th e s e  
i n  "The p ro b lem  o f  I n d u c t io n  in  th e  L a t e r  W i t t g e n s t e i n , " S o u th ­
w e s te rn  J o u r n a l  o f  P h i lo s o p h y , I I I  (S p r in g  1 9 7 2 ) , 1 3 5 -1 4 6 . He 
c a l l s  ahem " l o g i c a l l y  r.eosssaig ,- c o n d i t i o n s  f o r  a  'g o o d ' la n g u a g e
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noticing that whenever people moan and say "I have a toothache,"

they do not hold their cheeks? ife can discover empirically that

holding the cheek has ceased to accompany moaning and saying, "I

have a toothache," but i t  would be misleading to say that in

doing so, we have empirically discovered that someone’s holding

his cheek has ceased to be a criterion for his having a toothache.

Speaking strictly, what we have empirically discovered is that

one of the general facts of human nature on which our use of

the term "toothache" is based has changed. This factual change,

however, does not automatically abolish the criterial rule connecting

someone's holding his cheek with his having a toothache, for we

could retain the criterial rule despite the change in facts. As

Wittgenstein puts it, we could stay in the saddle no natter hew

much the facts bucked (O.C. .-rOlj-olO). Cf course, if there was

no horse beneath the saddle, we would not go far. And if people

never held their cheeks when they had toothaches, the criterial

rule connecting a person's holding his cheek with his having a

toothache would have no use. Nonetheless, the choice is ours.

Consequently, we cannot empirically discover that something has

ceased to be a criterion because the facts do not determine what

will count as our criteria, wje 'We do not discover that

something has ceased to be a criterion, we decide, on the basis

of our interests and experiences, that something will no longer
1 -to

count as a criterion for us. " '

119-,Someone may discover that at a certain time a group of 
language users decided that something would no longer count as a 
a criterion. But this clearly is not what is meant fay "empirically 
discovering a criteria! breakdown. "
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Do I  w ant t o  s a y ,  th e n ,  t h a t  c e r t a i n  f a c t s
a r e  f a v o r a b le  to  t h e  fo rm a tio n  o f  c e r t a i n  c o n c e p ts ;
o r  a g a in  u n f a v o r a b le ?  And d o e s  e x p e r ie n c e  t e a c h  
u s  t h i s ?  I t  i s  a  f a c t  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  t h a t  hunan  
b e in g s  a l t e r  t h e i r  c o n c e p ts ,  ex ch an g e  them  f o r  
o t h e r s  when th e y  l e a r n  new f a c t s ;  when i n  t h i s  
way w hat was f o r m e r ly  im p o r ta n t  to  th e n  becom es 
u n im p o r ta n t ,  a n d  v i c e  v e r s a . (Z . .#352).

For Wittgenstein, the empirical discovery of a criterial break­

down is inconceivable if  by this we mean the discovery of facts 

that force us to stop using a certain criterion. No factual 

discovery can force us to stop using a criterion. But this is

not to say that there is no connection between our factual ex­

periences and our criteria; for although factual discoveries never 

force us to change our criteria, it is a fact of experience that 

in the light of factual discoveries, we often decide that our 

interests would be better served by different concepts and so 

abandon our old criteria for new ones.

Thus, Shoe.maker'3 test for criterionhood, according 

to which B is not a criterion of P if it is conceivable that 

we could empirically discover that 3 has ceased to be evidence 

for P, is compatible with Wittgenstein's remarks. Moreover, 

although Shoemaker's test allows criteria to be added without 

changing a concept, i t  does not require that they be, and it  is 

quite compatible with a constructivist interpretation which makes 

every change in criteria a change in concept.

I have argued that Malcolm's principle—"to add a 

criterion to a concept is inso facto to change that concept 

(to change the meaning of the relevant expression), and/or to
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120i n t r o d u c e  a  new c o n c e p t  i n  i t s  s t e a d "  — a c c u r a t e ly  r e p r e s e n t s

W i t t g e n s t e in ’ s v iew  o f  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  be tw een  c r i t e r i a ,  ch ange

a n d  c o n c e p tu a l  c h a n g e . L ycan  a rg u e s  t h a t  M a lco lm 's  p r i n c i p l e

m akes much o f  s t a n d a r d  s c i e n t i f i c  p ro c e d u re  i l l e g i t i m a t e  an d

121s h o u l d , t h e r e f o r e ,b e  r e j e c t e d .  I  f i n d  L y c a n 's  c r i t i c i s m  

u n w a r ra n te d ,  f o r  W i t t g e n s te in i a n  c o n s t r u c t iv is m  i s  n o t  a  c r i t i c i s m  

o f  s t a n d a r d  s c i e n t i f i c  p r o c e d u r e .  L ik e  r e a l i s m ,  i t  i s  a n  a c c o u n t, 

e x p la n a t io n ,  o r  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  w hat s c i e n t i s t s  a r e  d o in g  when 

th e y  f o l lo w  s t a n d a r d  s c i e n t i f i c  p r o c e d u r e .  J u s t  a s  t h e  l a t e r  

W i t t g e n s te in  s e e k s  n o t  t o  re fo rm  o r d in a r y  la n g u a g e  o r  m a th e m a tic s , 

b u t  t o  d e s c r i b e  them  i n  s u c h  a  way t h a t  c e r t a i n  c o n f u s io n s  w i l l  

b e  e l im in a t e d  ( P . I .  # 9 0 , 10 9 - 12# ) ,  so  he se e k s  n o t  to  re fo rm  

s c i e n t i f i c  p ro c e d u r e ,  b u t  to  d e s c r i b e  i t  so a s  t o  rem ove c e r t a i n  

p h i lo s o p h ic a l  c o n f u s io n s  t h a t  have a r i s e n  from  o u r  m is u n d e rs ta n d in g  

i t .

M a lc o lm 's  a t t a c k  on  Dement and K le i tm a n 's  r e s e a r c h ,  on 

t h e  o t h e r  h a n d , i s  q u i t e  u n - W i t tg e n s te in i a n . M alcolm  im p l ie s  

t h a t  t h e i r  r e s e a r c h  was c o m p le te ly  w o r th le s s ,  b u t  I  do n o t  t h in k  

W i t t g e n s te in  w ould  h av e  fo u n d  i t  s o .  I  t h in k  h e  w ould  h a v e  s a id  

t h a t  Dement an d  K le itm a n  h ad  d is c o v e r e d  i n t e r e s t i n g  an d  s i g n i f i c a n t  

f a c t s  a b o u t  t h e  common acco m p an im en ts o f  d re am in g , b u t  h a d  s o lv e d

120
Norman M alco lm , "Knowledge o f  O th e r  M in d s ,"  i n  h i s  

K now ledge and C e r t a i n ty  (In g lew o o d  C l i f f s ,  New J e r s e y ;  P r e n t i  
H a l l ,  1 9 6 3 jr~ P F ' 1 3 1 -1 3 2  a s  sa ^ u n a rised  in  L ycan , "N c n in d n c tiv e  
e v id e n c e ,"  120 .

121
L y can , " N o n in d u c tiv e  E v id e n c e ,"  12 0 .
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none of the philosophical puzzles about dreaming—which is as 

it  should be, for Wittgenstein holds that i t  is not the scientists' 

job to solve philosophical puzzles.

Malcolm charges Dement and Kleitman with unwittingly 

creating a completely new concept of dreaming and investigating 

i t  while believing and claiming that they are investigating 

"dreaming," in the ordinary sense of the word. But, Malcolm 

exaggerates the extent of Dement and Kleitman's deviation from 

the ordinary concept of dreaming. R.E.M. is what Wittgenstein 

would call a symptom of dreaming, for it  has been found through 

experience to correspond with the criterion of dreaming, viz. 

the dreamer's subjective report. Wittgenstein holds that symptoms, 

like criteria, can be used to justify knowledge claims. And 

Dement and Kleitman used R.l.H. to justify their claims that 

their subjects were dreaming. So what is Malcolm objecting to? 

tte is objecting to Dement and Kleitman's allowing R.3.M. to 

take precedence over subjective dream reports. But this might 

very well be one of those situations in which, as Wittgenstein 

puts i t, in the light of new factual discoveries, scientists 

decide that it  would be in their interest to replace an ordinary, 

imprecise concept with a more rigorous, quantitative one ( z .  ,t^ 3 8  

& 352). Indeed, one could plausibly contend that rather than 

ignoring the criterial status of subjective dream reports, Dement 

and Kleitman acknowledge i t  in establishing that R.E.M. is evidence 

for dreaming by a series of acperiments in which the subjects are 

awakened during R.3.M. and asked whether they have been dreaming. 

Dement and Kleitman use R.3.M. as evidence for dreaming only after
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e s t a b l i s h i n g  th e  e x i s t e n c e  o f  a  c o r r e l a t i o n  b e tw ee n  R .S .M . and

subjective dream reports, and such a procedure presupposes that

dream reports are reliable evidence for dream ing.lialcolm

is apparently critical of Dement and Kleitman's allowing their

empirical discoveries to lead them to change the concept of

dreaming. But I think Wittgenstein would say that given their

scientific interest in formulating a physiological theory, i t  is

only natural and perfectly appropriate for then to introduce

such a conceptual change. Indeed, according to constructivism,

science progresses not by collecting more and more information

about the true nature of reality, but by replacing old conceptual 

123schemes with new ones.

Thus, although Malcolm is correct in maintaining that 

a change in Wittgensteinian criteria is ioso facto a change in 

meaning and concept, his use of this principle in Dreaming is 

often un-Wittgensteinian. Thus, many of the criticisms of that 

work do not apply to Wittgenstein's notion of a criterion.

The bulk of Putnam's criticisms, however, do apply to 

Wittgenstein's notion, so I shall state them and sketch a possible 

Wittgensteinian response to them. Ziff, Putnam, Chihara, and Fodor 

advocate an empirical realist analysis of psychological concepts

122
Cl. E, M. Gurley, "Dreaming and Conceptual Revision,' 

Australasian Journal of Philosophy, LIU (Aug. 1975), 138; 
Thompson, "About Criteria," 37.

123
Cf. Thomas 3. Kuhn, The Structure of Scientific 

Revolutions, 2nd ed. (Chicago: The University of Chicago Press,
1982J.
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according to which there are no criterial connections between 

psychological states and behavior; rather, the belief that other 

people experience mental states, events, and processes is the 

best explanation of their behavior. On this analysis, in learning 

what psychological terms such as "pain" and "dream" mean, we 

do not learn "criterial connections which sap these terms 

severally into characteristic patterns of behavior." Rather, 

we form "complex conceptual connections which interrelate a wide 

variety of mental states." And we appeal to such a "conceptual 

system" when we try to explain someone’s behavior by reference to 

his motives, intentions, beliefs, and so on.^^  ̂ These contemporary 

empirical realists regard cur ordinary' explanations of someone's 

behavior in terms of anger, lust, sadness, etc., as a kind of 

"psychological theory." For them, the ' inference' to the

mental states of others is an inference from the premise that a 

certain hypothesis would provide the best explanation for the 

evidence to the conclusion that that hypothesis is true.

At first glance, the contemporary empirical realists' 

analysis of psychological concepts might appear to be compatible 

with Wittgenstein's: a Wittgensteinian might say that inferences

124
~ Chihara and Fodor, "Cperationalism and Ordinary 

Language," 413.
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Hilary Putnam, "Other Minds," in Logic and Art:

2ssays in Honor of Nelson Goodman, edited by R. Rudner and I. 
Scheffler (New York: Bobbs-Merrill Company, Inc., 1972), pp. 82-
88. Putnam clarifies a position presented by Paul Ziff in "The 
Simnlicity of Other Minds," Journal of Philosonhy, LXII (1965), 5 7 5 -

126 .Gilbert Harman, "The Inference to the Best explanation, 
Philosophical Review, l l C C d V  (l96ÿ), 88-89.
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based on criterial rules are inferences to the best explanation.

But any appearance of compatibility vanishes when we realize that 

contemporary empirical realists are using "explanation" in a 

theoretical sense. For them, saying "On the basis of this, he 

must have a toothache," is like saying "On the basis of this, there 

must be subatomic particles. Moreover, on their view, a theoretical 

inference that someone has a toothache is to be understood not as 

an analogical inference based on an Inductively established 

correlation between my own behavior and toothache, but as a 

theoretical inference to the best explanation. What makes "He has 

a toothache," the best explanation of a man's moaning and holding 

his cheek is its role in an entire conceptual system that provides 

the best explanation of psychological phenomena. 3uo if tha: 

system is Just our ordinary system of psychological concepts, then 

contemporary empirical realists may seem to differ from 'Wittgenstein 

only in their refhsl to use the word "criterion." The difference, 

however, is much greater than this, for realists hold that our 

ordinary system of psychological concepts is in many ways like 

a scientific theory: it supposedly "fits the facts" best and may

be overthrown by future experience. As we know, Wittgenstein thinks 

it is wrong to believe that we have the conceptual system we do 

because i t  "fits the facts" best or that our conceptual system may 

be overthrown by future experience.

Hyde criticizes the contemporary empirical realists' analysis 

of psychological concepts, arguing that if the entire framework 

of mental predicates and their various relations to behavior were 

theoretical, there would have to he alternatives to it  which
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have been rejected as Infer i or . Putnam seems willing to admit

that there are no alternatives now:

To put it  crudely, the "inference" to the mental 
states of others is what has been called an 
"inference to the best explanation"—or i t  would 
be, except that i t  isn 't an inference: (it isn 't
an inference because, to repeat, no alternative 
is or ever has been in the field.)

But, someday there might be an alternative theory in

which mental states are replaced by neurological events, and on

that day wouldn't we be forced to choose between the new theory

and our ordinary psychological concepts? And doesn't the possibility

of such an alternative theory support empirical realism? Some

argue that o n c e  the requisite discoveries are made and the theory

formulated, all of our ordinary psychological terms will have to

1 og
be replaced by neurological terms. Then, instead of using 

behavior as evidence for what others think and feel, we will rely 

on something like brain-state readings. Such a position is attractive 

to empirical realists who compare our ordinary system of psychological 

concepts to a scientific theory.

^̂ '̂ Hyde, Tittrenstein and Criteria, pp. 97-106 and his 
"Emnlrioal realism and Other Minds," Philosophical Investigations, 
II (Spring 1979), 13-21.

128Putnam, "Other Minds," p.  86. Putnam writes that 
Flantinga’s alternative that there is a demon who has created all 
beings other than me without minds, and who causes them to act 
exactly as if they had minds to fool me is "too silly to consider" 
(p. 98).

17Q
Keith Campbell gave such an argument in "Abstract 

Particulars," a caper presented at the University of Pittsburgh 
Philosophy Department Colloquium on 6 November 1981.
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I  t h in k  '.W ittg e n s te in  would a rg u e  t h a t  c o n te m p o ra ry  

e m p i r ic a l  r e a l i s m  i s  m is ta k e n  in  th in k in g  t h a t  o u r  o r d i n a r y  

sy s te m  o f  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  c o n c e p ts  g e ts  i t s  s t r e n g t h  fro m  e m p ir ic a l  

c o n f i r m a t i o n .  He h o ld s  t h a t  we do n o t  h av e  o u r  sy s te m  o f  

p s y c h o lo g ic a l  c o n c e p ts  b e c a u s e  i t  f i t s  th e  f a c t s  b e s t  n o r  would 

we aban d o n  i t  b e c a u s e  we h a d  d is c o v e r e d  a n o th e r  t h a t  f i t  them  

b e t t e r .  C u r o r d i n a r y  sy s te m  o f  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  c o n c e p ts  g e t s  i t s  

s t r e n g t h  from  i t s  c e n t r a l  r o l e  i n  o u r  l i v e s .  I t  i s  b u i l t  upon o u r  

p r i m i t i v e  a c t i o n s  a n d  r e a c t i o n s  and  u se d  c o n s t a n t l y  i n  o u r  s o c i a l  

i n t e r a c t i o n s .  We c a n n o t  c h o o se  to  d i s b e l i e v e  i t  t h e  way c e r t a i n  

f u n d a m e n ta l i s t s  c h o o s e  n o t  t o  b e l i e v e  i n  e v o lu t io n .  And t h a t  i s  

n o t  b e c a u se  t h e r e  i s  no a l t e r n a t i v e ,  l i l a e  c r e a t i c n i s m ,  i n  th e  f i e l d .  

Z a p i r i c a l  r e a l i s t s  a r e  c o r r e c t  in  c la im in g  t h a t  o u r  o r d in a r y  

la n g u a g e -g a .a e  w i th  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  c o n c e p ts  i s ,  i n  a m anner o f  

s p e a k in g ,  t h e  o n ly  gsjne i n  tow n . B ut w h ile  som eone n i g h t  cho o se  

n o t  to  p l a y  t h e  o n ly  game i n  tow n, we c a n n o t c h o o se  n o t  to  p la y  

t h e  o r d in a r y  la n g u a g e -g a m e s  w ith  o u r  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  c o n c e p ts  a s  

som eone w i th  a  f r e e  e v e n in g  m ig h t c h o o se  n o t  t o  p la y  s o l i t a i r e  even 

th o u g h  h e  knew th e  game a n d  had a deck  o f  c a r d s .  We p l a y  o u r  

o r d in a r y  p s y c h o l o g ic a l  lan g u a g e -g a m e s  a lm o s t  c o n s t a n t l y  w h e th e r 

we l i k e  them  o r  n o t .  To s t o p  p la y in g  them , o n e  w ould  h a v e  to  

com m it s u i c i d e ,  h a v e  h i s  s p e e c h  c e n t e r  rem oved, be b ra in w a sh e d , 

u n d e rg o  so m e th in g  a k in  t o  a  r e l i g i o u s  c o n v e r s io n ,  o r  do so m e th in g  

e q u a l ly  d r a s t i c .  C ur o r d i n a r y  sy s tem  o f  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  c o n c e p ts  i s  

n o t  a th e o r y  f o r m u la te d  by s c i e n t i s t s  to  a c c o u n t  f o r  c e r t a i n  

phenom ena. I t  i s  l e s s  a  c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  human r e a s o n  th a n  an 

e x te n s io n  o f  numan p a s s io n  and  i n s t i n c t .  I t  i s  g ro u n d e d  n o t  in
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thought, but in action. It is, as i t  were, something animal (P.I.

O.C. #402; Z. # 5 4 5 ) . C onsequen tly , any p h i lo s o p h ic a l  th eo ry  

t h a t  com pares o u r  o rd in a ry  system  o f  p sy c h o lo g ic a l co n c e p ts  to  a 

s c i e n t i f i c  th e o ry  I s  h ig h ly  s u s p e c t .



CHAPTER V 

CRITERIA AiYD CERTAINTY

We h a v e  s e e n  t h a t  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  v iew  o f  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  

b e tw ee n  a  c r i t e r i o n  a n d  w h a t i t  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  i s  p r o b le m a t ic ,  f o r  

a l t h o u g h  i t  i s  c l e a r  t h a t  W i t tg e n s te in  t h in k s  a  c r i t e r i o n  p r o v id e s  

e v id e n c e  f o r  w hat i t  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f ,  i t  i s  u n c le a r  w h a t s o r t  o f  

e v id e n c e  he  t h in k s  i t  p r o v i d e s .  A W it tg e n s te in i a n  c r i t e r i o n  does n o r 

l o g i c a l l y  e n t a i l  t h a t  f o r  w hich  i t  i s  a  c r i t e r i o n ,  n o r  d o e s  i t  p ro v id e  

t h e  s im p le  s o r t  o f  I n d u c t i v e  e v id e n c e  p r o v id e d  by sym ptom s. M oreover, 

a l th o u g h  W it tg e n s te in  i n t r o d u c e s  h i s  d i s t i n c t i o n  b e tw een  a  c r i t e r i o n  

a n d  a  symptom w ith  a n  ex am p le  from  m e d ic a l  d i a g n o s i s ,  h i s  d i s t i n c t i o n  

i s  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  d i f f e r e n t  from  t h a t  u se d  in  a c t u a l  m e d ic a l  d ia g n o s e s .

E xam in ing  W i t t g e n s t e i n ' s  n o t io n s  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  an d  a  

symptom l e f t  h i s  v iew  o f  t h e  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  o b s c u r e ,  so  I  

s u b s e q u e n t ly  exam ined  t h e  c o n n e c t io n s  b e tw ee n  h i s  n o t io n  o f  a  

c r i t e r i o n  and  h i s  v iew s  on  f a m i ly  r e s e m b la n c e s ,  c i r c u m s ta n c e s ,  and  

m e a n in g . F in d in g  t h a t  c r i t e r i a  a r e  c o n n e c te d  to  f a m i ly  re se m b la n c e s  

i n  t h a t  t h e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  a  f a m i ly - re s e m b la n c e  te rm  a r e  i d e n t i c a l  to  

t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  t h a t  form  t h e  f a m ily  r e s e m b la n c e s  among 

t h e  t e r m 's  r e f e r e n t s ,  I  c o n c lu d e d  t h a t ,  f o r  W i t t g e n s t e in ,  a  g e n e ra l  

te rm  may have  s e v e r a l  c r i t e r i a  w h ich  n e ed  be n e i t h e r  n e c e s s a r y  n o r

199
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s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t i o n s  f o r  i t s  a p p l i c a t i o n  and  w h ich  may b e  m u tu a l ly  

e x c l u s i v e  a n d  o v e r la p  a n d  c r i s s - c r o s s .

A c co rd in g  to  W i t tg e n s te in ,  t h e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  a  f a m i l y -  

r e s e m b la n c e  te rm  a r e  i n s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t i o n s  f o r  i t s  a p p l i c a t i o n  

b e c a u s e  t h e  c i r c u m s ta n c e s  i n  w hich  th e y  o b t a i n  a l s o  a f f e c t  t h e  t e r m 's  

a p p l i c a t i o n .  T hus, t h e  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  i s  a c t u a l l y  a  t h r e e -  

te rm  r e l a t i o n  i n v o lv in g  n o t  o n ly  c r i t e r i a  and  w hat th e y  a r e  c r i t e r i a  

o f ,  b u t  a l s o  t h e  c i r c u m s ta n c e s  i n  w h ich  c r i t e r i a  o b t a i n .  T h e se  

c i r c u m s ta n c e s  a r e  o f  tw o k in d s s  t h e  r e l e v a n t  g e n e r a l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e ,  

w h ich  p r o v id e  t h e  n e c e s s a r y  b a ck g ro u n d  f o r  t h e  s i g n i f i c a n t  f u n c t io n in g  

o f  o u r  c r i t e r i a ,  an d  t h e  c ir c u m s ta n c e s  o f  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  c a s e ,  w hich 

d e te r m in e  b o th  w h e th e r  b e h a v io r  f u n c t io n s  a s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  so m eo n e 's  

b e i n g  i n  a  c e r t a i n  p s y c h o l o g i c a l  s t a t e  an d  w h e th e r  b e h a v i o r  t h a t  i s  

s o  f u n c t i o n i n g  shows u s  t h a t  t h e  p e rso n  e z c h ib i t in g  i t  i s  i n  t h e  s t a t e  

i n  q u e s t io n .  T hus, i f  we l e t  3 s t a n d  f o r  a  p a r t i c u l a r  ty p e  o f  

b e h a v io r  a n d  P f o r  a  c e r t a i n  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e ,  e v e n t ,  o r  p r o c e s s ,  

W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  s t a t e s :  i n  c e r t a i n  g e n e r a l

c i r c u m s ta n c e s ,  i t  i s  a  r u l e  o f  la n g u a g e  t h a t  i n  c e r t a i n  p a r t i c u l a r  

c i r c u m s ta n c e s ,  B i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  P and  t h a t  i n  n o rm al p a r t i c u l a r  

c i r c u m s ta n c e s ,  so m e o n e 's  e x h i b i t i n g  c r i t e r i a  o f  P show s u s  t h a t  he i s  

i n  P .

W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  c r i t e r i a l  r u l e s  o f  la n g u a g e  a r e  c o n v e n t io n a l  

i n  t h a t  th e y  a r e  b a s e d  o n  a c o n se n su s  i n  ju d g e m e n ts . We a g r e e  in  

t a k i n g  c e r t a i n  n a t u r a l  ty p e s  o f  b e h a v io r  a s  c r i t e r i a  f o r  c e r t a i n  

p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e s ,  e v e n t s ,  an d  p r o c e s s e s .  Our a g re e m e n t d e v e lo p ed  

from  and  d ep en d s  upon p r i m i t i v e  r e a c t i o n s .  L ik e  th em , i t  c a n  be 

g iv e n  no a b s o lu te  r a t i o n a l  f o u n d a t io n .
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Our c r i t e r i a l  r u l e s  o f  language a r e  n e c e s s a ry ,  b u t  t h e i r  

n e c e s s i ty  i s  r e l a t i v e  to  o u r  p a r t i c u l a r  grammar. In d e e d , b o th  what i s  

l o g i c a l l y  n e c e s s a ry  f o r  u s  and what i s  lo g i c a l l y  p o s s ib l e  f o r  u s a re  

d e te rm in ed  by o u r  p a r t i c u l a r  grammar and p resu p p o se  t h e  e x is te n c e  o f 

c e r t a i n  g e n e ra l  f a c t s .  M oreover, W ittg e n s te in  h o ld s  t h e  c o n s t r u c t iv i s t  

view  t h a t  th e  m eaning o f  a term  i s  g iven  by s t a t i n g  i t s  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  

c o n d it io n s  o r  c r i t e r i a  and t h a t  every  change in  c r i t e r i a  c o n s t i t u te s  

a  change i n  m eaning o r  c o n c e p t .

I  s h a l l  co n c lu d e  my in v e s t ig a t io n  o f  W i t tg e n s t e i n 's  c r i t e r i a l  

r e l a t i o n s h i p  by show ing how my c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  c l a r i f i e s  

and i s  c l a r i f i e d  by W it tg e n s te in 's  view s on c e r t a i n  fu n d am en ta l is su e s  

in  ep is tem o lo g y  and th e  p h ilo so p h y  o f  mind.

■fe h a v e  se e n  t h a t  my i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  makes W i t t g e n s t e i n ' s  

c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  i n c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  r e a l i s t  s e m a n t i c s ,  acco rd ing  

to  w hich th e  m eaning o f  s e n te n c e s  abou t p h y s ic a l o b j e c t s ,  th e  psycho­

l o g i c a l  s t a t e s  o f  o th e r s ,  t h e  p a s t ,  e t c . ,  can  be e s t a b l i s h e d  by 

s t a t i n g  c o n d i t io n s  f o r  t h e i r  t r u t h  which a r e  in d ep en d e n t o f  what 

c o u n ts  a s  ev id en c e  f o r  them  o r  o f  w hether th ey  can  be known to  be 

t r u e .  A lso a  d o c t r in e  o f  t r a d i t i o n a l ,  p o s t - C a r te s ia n ,  f o u n d a t io n a l is t  

ep is te m o lo g y , t h i s  t h e s i s  e n a b le s  th e  s k e p t ic  to  a rg u e , " I  know what 

se n te n c e s  a b o u t th e  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e s  o f  o th e r s  mean; w hat X want 

to  know i s  w hat e v id e n c e , i f  any, we have th a t  th e y  a r e  t r u e . "  

T r a d i t io n a l  ep is tem o lo g y  a tte m p ts  to  respond  to  su ch  s k e p t i c a l  

c h a lle n g e s . W i t tg e n s te in 's  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h ip ,  on t h e  o th e r  hand, 

l i n k s  se m a n tic s  and ep is te m o lo g y , th u s  underm ining th e  s k e p t i c 's  

assum p tion  t h a t  m ean in g  and  t r u t h  a re  in d e p e n d e n t  o f  k n o w le d g e .  To 

u n d e r s t a n d  f u l l y  W i t t g e n s t e i n ' s  r e s p o n s e  to  t h e  s k e p t i c ,  we m ust  

exam ine  h i s  n o t i o n s  o f  k now ledge  and c e r t a i n t y .
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Knowledge

In  On C e r t a i n ty . W ittg e n s te in  a rg u es  t h a t  o u r  o rd in a ry  use  

o f  th e  word "know"— and , th e r e f o r e ,  ou r o rd in a ry  c o n c e p t o f  knowledge— 

has th e  fo llo w in g  f e a t u r e s :  ( l )  knowledge c la im s  a r e  j u s t i f i a b l e ;

( 2 ) w h a te v e r  c a n  b e  known c a n  b e  d o u b te d , an d  ( 3 )  k n o w le d g e  c la im s  

c a n  be  m is ta k e n .  I  s h a l l  d i s c u s s  t h e s e  f e a t u r e s  i n  t u r n ,

( 1 ) O r d i n a r i l y ,  i f  som eone knows so m e th in g , h e  c a n  sa y  how 

he  knows i t  (O .C . # 5 5 0 ) .  I f  someone s a y s  he  knows t h a t  M ont B lan c  i s  

4000 m e te rs  h ig h ,  f o r  exam ple, a n d  we a s k  how h e  know s, h e  c a n  answ er 

by  s a y in g  t h a t  he  lo o k e d  up t h e  h e ig h t  o f  Mont B lan c  on  a  m ap. Under 

no rm al c i r c u m s ta n c e s ,  we w ould  th e n  g r a n t  t h a t  he  knew t h e  h e ig h t  o f  

Mont B lanc  (O .C . # 1 7 0 ) .  S i m i l a r ly ,  i f  I  s a y  I  know t h a t  J o n e s  h as a  

to o th a c h e ,  th e n , a s  I  m e n tio n e d  i n  c h a p te r  I ,  i f  a sk e d  h o v  I  knov/, I  

c an  r e s p o n d  e i t h e r  by a p p e a l i n g  to  symptoms — "He h a s  a  re d . p a tc h  on 

h i s  c h e e k " —o r  by a p p e a l i n g  to  c r i t e r i a — "He i s  m o an in g  a n d  h o ld in g  

h i s  c h ee k "  ( B l .B .  p p . 2 4 - 2 5 ) .  C o n se q u e n tly , i n s t e a d  o f  s t a t i n g  

W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  i n  te rm s  o f  c r i t e r i a  o f  P 

sh o w in g  u s t h a t  P , I  c o u ld  s t a t e  i t  i n  te rm s  o f  c r i t e r i a  o f  P 

j u s t i f y i n g  o u r  a s s e r t i o n ,  o r  c la im  to  know, t h a t  P . So m o d if ie d ,  my 

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  s t a t e s  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  v iew  o f  t h e  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n ­

s h ip  a s  f o l lo w s :  i n  c e r t a i n  g e n e r a l  c i r c u m s ta n c e s ,  i t  i s  a  r u l e  o f

la n g u a g e  t h a t  i n  c e r t a i n  p a r t i c u l a r  c ir c u m s ta n c e s  s o m e o n e 's  e x h ib i t in g  

B i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  h i s  b e in g  i n  P and  t h a t  i n  n o rm al p a r t i c u l a r  

c i r c u m s ta n c e s ,  so m e o n e 's  e x h i b i t i n g  c r i t e r i a  o f  P j u s t i f i e s  o u r  

a s s e r t i o n ,  o r  c la im  to  know, t h a t  he i s  i n  p . T h is  f o r m u la t io n  

r e v e a l s  t h e  i n t i m a t e  c o n n e c t io n  betw een  c r i t e r i a ,  j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  and 

know ledge in h e r e n t  i n  t h e  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p .
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W it t g e n s te in  s u p p o r t s  h i s  v iew  t h a t  k n o w led g e  c la im s  a r e  

j u s t i f i a b l e  by  d i s c u s s i n g  p a r t i c u l a r  c a s e s  i n  w h ich  we accom pany o u r  

k n o w led g e  c la im s  w i th  a n  e x p la n a t io n  o f  how we know;

Someone w i th  b a d  s i g h t  a sk s  me: "do y o u  b e l i e v e
t h a t  t h e  t h i n g  we c a n  s e e  t h e r e  i s  a  t r e e ? "  I  r e p l y  " I  
know i t  i s ;  I  c a n  s e e  i t  c l e a r l y  and  am f a m i l i a r  w i th  i t " . -  
-A : " I s  N. N. a t  h om e?"— I :  " Y e s te rd a y  he  w as— I  know he
w as; I  sp o k e  t o  h im ." — A: "Do you know o r  o n ly  b e l i e v e  t h a t
t h i s  p a r t  o f  t h e  h o u s e  i s ^ b u i l t  on  l a t e r  th a n  t h e  r e s t ? " -  
- I :  " I  know i t  i s ;  I  a sk e d  so  and  so  a b o u t  i t . "  (O .C . # 483)

I n  a l l  o f  t h e s e  c a s e s  som eone s a y s  " I  know" an d  m e n tio n s  how he  knows,

o r  a t  l e a s t  c an  do so  (O .G . # 4 8 4 ) .  I f ,  on  t h e  o t h e r  h a n d , som eone s a y s

" I  know" a n d  d o e s  n o t  m e n tio n  how he knows, he  l e a v e s  h i m s e l f  open to

th e  q u e s t io n  "How do you know?" I f  he canno t answ er i t ,  he  does no t

know what he c la im s  to  know. M oreover, i f  he w ants to  d em o n s tra te

h i s  k now ledge ,  h e  c a n n o t  s im p ly  make a knowledge  c l a i m ;  h a  m ust

j u s t i f y  i t .  I f  someone w an ts  to  a s s u r e  me t h a t  h e  knows w ha t  i s

g o in g  on a t  a  c e r t a i n  p l a c e ,  f o r  exam ple, he  w i l l  h a v e  to  g iv e  me

g ro u n d s  w hich  show t h a t  h e  i s  i n  a  p o s i t i o n  to  know w ha t i s  g o in g  on

t h e r e .  I f  h e  c a n n o t  g i v e  an y  g ro u n d s , th e n  I  may r e p ly  t h a t  he does

n o t  know w hat i s  g o in g  o n  t h e r e  a t  a l l .  I  may i n s i s t  t h a t  i f  he

c a n n o t  j u s t i f y  h i s  k n o w le d g e  c la im ,  th e n  he  s h o u ld  n o t  m ake i t  (O.G.

# 4 3 8 ).

To f u r t h e r  e m p h a s iz e  t h e  i n t im a te  c o n n e c t io n  b e tw ee n  

k n o w led g e  c la im s  a n d  j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  W it tg e n s te in  p o i n t s  o u t  t h a t  i n  

many c a s e s  t h e  e x p r e s s io n  " I  know" i s  s im p ly  a s h o r th a n d  way o f  

a s s u r i n g  som eone t h a t  I  h a v e  d o n e  th e  p ro p e r  c h e c k in g — t h a t  I  have 

th e  p r o p e r  g ro u n d s  f o r  my s t a te m e n t  (O .C . # 1 8 ) .  To i l l u s t r a t e  t h i s  

u se  o f  " I  know ," W i t t g e n s t e in  in v e n t s  th e  f o l lo w in g  p r i m i t i v e  la n g u a g e
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A la n g u a g e  gam e: b r in g in g  b u i ld in g  s t o n e s ,  r e p o r t i n g  th e

num ber o f  a v a i l a b l e  s t o n e s .  The num ber i s  so m e tim es e s t im a te d ,  
so m e tim es e s t a b l i s h e d  by c o u n t in g .  T hen t h e  q u e s t io n  a r i s e s  
"Do y o u  b e l i e v e  t h e r e  a r e  a s  many s to n e s  a s  t h a t ? " ,  an d  t h e  
a n sw e r  " I  know t h e r e  a r e — I 'v e  j u s t  c o u n te d  th e m ."  B u t h e r e  
t h e  " I  know" c o u ld  b e  d ro p p e d . I f ,  h o w ever, t h e r e  a r e  
s e v e r a l  ways o f  f i n d i n g  so m e th in g  o u t  f o r  s u r e ,  l i k e  c o u n t in g ,  
w e ig h in g , m e a s u r in g  t h e  s t a c k ,  th e n  th e  s t a te m e n t  " I  know" 
c a n  t a k e  t h e  p l a c e  o f  m e n tio n in g  how I  know. (O .C . # 5 6 4 )

W i t tg e n s te in  i n s i s t s  t h a t  l i k e  t h e  s p e a k e r s  o f  t h i s  p r i m i t i v e  la n g u a g e ,

we u s e  " I  know" a s  s h o r th a n d  f o r  m e n tio n in g  how we know . We make a

k n o w led g e  c la im  o n ly  when we a r e  r e a d y  to  j u s t i f y  i t .  I f  som eone

c a n n o t  j u s t i f y  h i s  k n o w led g e  c la im , th e n  he  s h o u ld  n o t  h a v e  made i t .

F u r th e rm o re ,  i f  som eone m akes a  k n o w le d g e 'c la im  t h a t  c a n n o t  b e  j u s t i f i e d ,

w hat he  c la im s  to  know i s  n o t  t h e  s o r t  o f  t h i n g  t h a t  c a n  b e  known, and

he can n o t know i t  (O .C. #18 , 91, 243, 432, 550,  564 ).

Wittgenstein u s e s  his notion of a  criterion to distinguish 

the knowable from the unknowable. Since Jones's moaning and holding 

his cheek serve as criteria by which I can justify my claim to  know 

t h a t  Jo n e s  h a s  a  t o o th a c h e ,  I can  know t h a t  J o n e s  h a s  a  t o o th a c h e .  But 

t h e r e  i s  n o th in g  t h a t  c o u ld  s e r v e  a s  a  c r i t e r i o n  by w h ic h  I  c o u ld  j u s t i f y  

my c la im  to  know t h a t  I  h a v e  a  to o th a c h e .  In d e e d , i t  m akes no s e n s e  to  

s p e a k  o f  my com ing  to  know o r  f i n d in g  o u t  t h a t  I h av e  a  t o o th a c h e .  

C o n s e q u e n tly ,  I  c a n n o t  s e n s i b l y  c la im  to  know t h a t  I  h a v e  a  to o th a c h e .  

T h is  d o es  n o t  mean I  c a n n o t  r i g h t f u l l y  s a y  t h a t  I  h av e  a  to o th a c h e ;  i t  

m eans t h a t  t h e r e  i s  n o th in g  to  w h ich  I  c o u ld  a p p e a l  t o  j u s t i f y  my 

a s s e r t i o n .  I  c a n n o t  a p p e a l  t o  some p r i v a t e  m e n ta l  s t a t e  b e c a u s e ,  a s  

t h e  p r i v a t e - l a n g u a g e  a rg u m e n t d e m o n s tr a te s ,  su c h  a  s t a t e  c a n n o t  j u s t i f y  

a n  a s s e r t i o n .  C o n s e q u e n tly ,  s i n c e  I  c a n n o t  s a y  how I  know t h a t  I  have 

a  to o th a c h e ,  I s h o u ld  n o t  s a y  t h a t  I know t h a t  I h ave  o n e .

(2) Ordinarily, if  "I know that X" makes sense, then "I 

do not know whether X" and "I doubt that X" make sense, too.
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W it t g e n s te in  w r i t e s  t h a t  i f  anatom y w ere  u n d e r  d i s c u s s i o n ,  i t  would 

b e  p e r f e c t l y  c o r r e c t  f o r  him  to  s a y , " I  know t h a t  tw e lv e  p a i r s  o f  

n e r v e s  l e a d  from  t h e  b r a in "  (O .C . # 6 2 1 ) .  F o r  a l t h o u g h  h e  h a s  n e v er 

s e e n  th e  tw e lv e  p a i r s  o f  n e r v e s ,  he  h a s  g o t t e n  h i s  in f o r m a t io n  from  a  

r e l i a b l e  s o u r c e  ( s u c h  a s  a n  anatom y t e x t b o o k ) , a n d  h e  h a s  no re a so n  

t o  d o u b t i t .  N o n e th e le s s ,  a  man eng ag ed  i n  d i s c u s s i o n  w i th  him m ight 

re m a rk , " I  d o u b t t h a t  tw e lv e  p a i r s  o f  n e r v e s  l e a d  fro m  t h e  b r a in ;  I  

b e l i e v e  I  r e a d  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  o n ly  t e n  p a i r s  o f  n e r v e s  l e a d i n g  from 

t h e  b r a i n . "  And i f  a n o th e r  man w ere th e n  a s k e d  f o r  h i s  o p in io n  on 

t h e  m a t t e r ,  h e  m ig h t r e p l y ,  " I  don’ t  know w h e th e r  tw e lv e  p a i r s  o f  

n e r v e s  l e a d  from  t h e  b r a i n ;  I  know v e ry  l i t t l e  abou t a n a to m y ."  I n  t h i s  

s i t u a t i o n ,  t h e  s t a te m e n t s  " I  know t h a t  tw e lv e  p a i r s  o f  n e r v e s  l e a d  

f ro m  t h e  b r a i n , "  "X d o n ' t  Itr.o.-f w h e th e r  t w e lv e  p a i r s  o f  n e r v e s  l e a d  

f ro m  t h e  b r a i n "  a n d  " I  d o u b t  t h a t  t w e lv e  p a i r s  o f  n e r v e s  l e a d  from th e  

b r a i n "  a l l  make s e n s e .  T h a t  tw e lv e  p a i r s  o f  n e r v e s  l e a d  from  th e  

b r a i n  c an  be  e i t h e r  know n^or n o t  known, o r  d o u b te d .  I t  m akes s e n s e  to  

s a y  e i t h e r  t h a t  o n e  knows i t ,  o r  t h a t  o n e  d o e s  n o t  know i t ,  o r  t h a t  

o n e  d o u b ts  i t .  W i t t g e n s t e in  i n s i s t s  t h a t  t h i s  i s  t r u e  o f  m o st, i f  

n o t  a l l ,  o f  t h e  t h in g s  t h a t  we o r d i n a r i l y  c la im  to  know . I  c an  

e i t h e r  know, n o t  know, o r  d o u b t t h a t  som eone e l s e  h a s  a  to o th a c h e .

I  c a n  n e i t h e r  know, n o r  n o t  know, n o r  d o u b t t h a t  I  h a v e  o n e  (e x c e p t  

p e r h a p s  a s  a  jo k e )  ( p . I .  # 2 4 6 ) .

Of c o u r s e ,  i t  i s  t e m p t in g  t o  t h i n k  t h a t  w h a t e v e r  i s  r e a l l y  

known c a n n o t  b e  d o u b t e d .  We want t o  s a y ,  " I f  I  r e a l l y  know, th e n  I  

c a n n o t  b e  w ro n g ."  " F o r  ' I  know' seems t o  d e s c r i b e  a  s t a t e  o f  a f f a i r s  

w h ich  g u a r a n t e e s  w ha t  i s  known, g u a r a n t e e s  i t  a s  a  f a c t "  (O .C. # 1 2 ) .  

W i t t g e n s t e i n  t h i n k s  t h e r e  i s  some t r u t h  i n  t h i s :  I  c a n n o t  s a y ,  " I

knew t h a t  X, t u t  I  d o u b t  i t . "  I f  I  hav e  any r e a s o n  to  d o u b t  t h a t  X,
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th e n  I  s h o u ld  n o t  c la im  to  know i t .  S k e p t ic s  i n s i s t  t h a t  s i n c e  I  

m ig h t a lw ay s  t u r n  o u t  t o  b e  w rong a b o u t  p h y s ic a l  o b j e c t s ,  t h e  p sy c h o ­

l o g i c a l  s t a t e s  o f  o t h e r s ,  t h e  p a s t ,  e t c . ,  I  c an  n e v e r  r e a l l y  know a b o u t  

s u c h  t h in g s  an d  s h o u ld  n e v e r  make kn o w led g e  c la im s  a b o u t  them . 

W i t t g e n s te in ,  on  t h e  o t h e r  h a n d , i n s i s t s  t h a t  t h e  i n h e r e n t  f a l l i b i l i t y  

o f  human b e in g s  a b o u t s u c h  t h in g s  i s  no r e a s o n  f o r  my d o u b t in g  t h a t  I  

know a  p a r t i c u l a r  t h i n g .  T he  f a c t  t h a t  human b e in g s  h av e  b een  wrong 

a b o u t  s u c h  t h in g s  i n  t h e  p a s t  an d  w i l l  b e  wrong a b o u t  them  i n  t h e  

f u t u r e  i s  no m ore a  g ro u n d  f o r  my a ssu m in g  t h a t  I  am w rong now th a n  

t h e  f a c t  t h a t  m ac h in es  h a v e  b ro k e n  down i n  t h e  p a s t  an d  w i l l  b re a k  

down i n  t h e  f u t u r e  i s  a  r e a s o n  f o r  my a ssu m in g  t h a t  t h e  t y p e w r i t e r  I  

am now u s in g  i s  b r e a k in g  dow n. D o u b tin g  so m e th in g  s im p ly  b e c a u se  

humans a r e  i n h e r e n t l y  f a l l i b l e  a b o u t  i t  i s  a s  s e n s e l e s s  a s  t a k in g  a  

t y p e w r i t e r  t o  be r e p a i r e d  s im p ly  b e c a u se  m ach ines a r e  i n h e r e n t l y  l i a b l e  

t o  b re a k  down. T h u s, when W i t tg e n s te in  a s s e r t s  t h a t  w h a te v e r  c an  be  

known can  be  d o u b te d , h e  i s  s a y in g  n e i t h e r  t h a t  we c a n  n e v e r  r e a l l y  

know a n y th in g  b e c a u se  k n o w led g e  c la im s  a r e  a lw ay s o p e n  t o  d o u b t ,  n o r  

t h a t  i t  m akes s e n s e  f o r  som eone to  s a y ,  " I  know t h a t  X, b u t  I  d o u b t i t , " 

b u t  t h a t  t h e  s t a te m e n t  " I  know t h a t  X" m akes s e n s e ,  o r  h a s  a  u s e ,  o n ly  

i f  t h e  s t a te m e n t  " I  d o u b t  t h a t  X" m akes s e n s e ,  o r  h a s  a  u s e ,  to o  (O .

C. # 5 8 , 121) .  A c c o rd in g ly ,  " I  know t h a t  Jo n e s  h a s  a  to o th a c h e "  an d  

" I  d o u b t t h a t  Jo n e s  h a s  a  to o th a c h e "  b o th  make s e n s e ,  w h e reas  " I  

d o u b t  t h a t  I  h a v e  a to o th a c h e "  an d  " I  know t h a t  I  h a v e  a  t o o th a c h e ” 

a r e  n o n se n se ;  th e y  h a v e  no r o l e  i n  o u r  la n g u a g e .

( 3 ) K now ledge c la im s  c an  be  m is ta k e n . W i t tg e n s te in  c la im s  

to  know t h a t  tw e lv e  p a i r s  o f  n e rv e s  l e a d  from  th e  b r a i n  b e c a u s e  he h as 

g o t t e n  h i s  in f o r m a t io n  from  a r e l i a b l e  s o u rc e  and h a s  no r e a s o n  to
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d o u b t i t .  B u t s u p p o s e  t h e  man who th o u g h t t e n  p a i r s  o f  n e r v e s  l e d  

from  t h e  b r a i n  r e t u r n e d  t o  h i s  home and  fo u n d , i n  t h e  m ost r e c e n t  

e d i t i o n  o f  a  n e u r o l o g i c a l  j o u r n a l ,  a n  a r t i c l e  s t a t i n g  t h a t  o n ly  te n  

p a i r s  o f  n e r v e s  l e a d  from  th e  b r a i n .  Were W it tg e n s te in  t o  r e a d  t h i s  

a r t i c l e ,  h e  m ig h t  s a y ,  " I  th o u g h t  I  knew t h a t  tw e lv e  p a i r s  o f  n e rv e s  

l e d  fro m  t h e  b r a i n ,  b u t  I  was w ro n g ."  A c co rd in g  to  W i t t g e n s t e in ,  

l i k e  " I  know t h a t  tw e lv e  p a i r s  o f  n e rv e s  l e a d  from  t h e  b r a i n , "  o u r  

o t h e r  o r d in a r y  k n o w le d g e  c la im s  c a n  be m is ta k e n .  I  c a n  c la im  to  

know t h a t  J o n e s  h a s  a  t o o th a c h e ,  b u t  I  may b e  m is ta k e n  b e c a u s e  he 

m ig h t  b e  s k i l l f u l l y  f e i g n i n g  h a v in g  a  to o th a c h e .

O f c o u r s e ,  we a r e  te m p te d  to  t h in k  t h a t  i f  we r e a l l y  know 

s o m e th in g , th e n  we c a n n o t  be  m is ta k e n  a b o u t  i t .  I f ,  f o r  ex am p le , I  

r e a l l y  knew t h a t  J o n e s  h ad  a t o o th a c h e  b e c a u se  I  c o u ld  f e e l  h i s  

t o o th a c h e  a s  I  f e e l  m in e , th e n  I  c o u ld  n o t  be m is ta k e n  a b o u t  h i s  

h a v in g  a  t o o th a c h e ,  an d  I  w ould r e a l l y  know i t .  A cco rd in g  to  

W i t t g e n s t e in ,  t h e r e  i s  som e t r u t h  i n  t h i s :  I  c a n n o t  s a y ,  " I  know

t h a t  J o n e s  h a s  a  t o o th a c h e ,  b u t  I  may b e  m is ta k e n ."  I f  I  h a v e  any 

r e a s o n  to  t h i n k  t h a t  I  may b e  m is ta k e n ,  th e n  I  s h o u ld  n o t  s a y  I  know. 

B u t human f a l l i b i l i t y  i s  no m ore a  r e a s o n  t o  t h in k  t h a t  my p a r t i c u l a r  

kn o w led g e  c la im  may b e  m is ta k e n  th a n  th e  i n h e r e n t  l i a b i l i t y  o f  

m a c h in e s  t o  b r e a k  down i s  a  r e a s o n  to  t h in k  t h a t  my t y p e w r i t e r  may 

b re a k  dow n. A c la im  to  know so m e th in g  i s  n o t  a  c la im  to  be  

i n f a l l i b l e  a b o u t  i t .  We so m e tim es sa y  " I  th o u g h t  I  knew, b u t  I  was 

w ro n g ."  T h u s , " I  know t h a t  X" h a s  a  u s e  o n ly  i f  " I  th o u g h t  I  knew t h a t  

X, b u t  I  was m is ta k e n "  h a s  one  (O.C. ft 12), I  c an  know t h a t  som eone 

e l s e  h a s  a  t o o th a c h e ,  an d  I  c an  be  m is ta k e n  a b o u t  a n o t h e r 's  h a v in g  a 

t o o th a c h e .  B u t s i n c e  I  c a n n o t  be m is ta k e n  a b o u t  my h a v in g  a to o th a c h e ,  

I  car.r .or knew t h a c  I  h a v e  one e i t h e r .
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H av in g  d i s c u s s e d  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  v iew  o f  k n o w led g e , I  s h a l l  

now ex am ine  h i s  n o t io n  o f  c e r t a i n t y  an d  c l a r i f y  h i s  v iew  o f  t h e  

r e l a t i o n s h i p  b e tw ee n  c e r t a i n t y  a n d  k n o w led g e .

Certainty

I n  On C e r t a i n t y , W i t t g e n s te in  p r e s e n t s  a  v iew  o f  t h e  

r e l a t i o n s h i p  b e tw e e n  c e r t a i n t y  an d  k n o w led g e  t h a t  a p p e a r s  t o  be  

i n c o n s i s t e n t .  He a p p a r e n t ly  a s s i m i l a t e s  k n o w led g e  a n d  c e r t a i n t y  i n  

som e p a s s a g e s  a n d  c o n t r a s t s  them  i n  o t h e r s .  I n  s e c t i o n  272 , h e  

e q u a te s  " I  know" w i th  " I  am f a m i l i a r  w i th  i t  a s  a  c e r t a i n t y . "  B u t in  

s e c t i o n  3 08 , h e  a s s e r t s  t h a t  " 'k n o w le d g e ' a n d  'c e r t a i n t y '  b e lo n g  to  

d i f f e r e n t  c a t e g o r i e s ."  T h ese  p a s s a g e s  and o t h e r s  make W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  

v iew  o f  th e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  b e tw een  c e r t a i n t y  an d  k n o w led g e  lo o k  

i n c o n s i s t e n t , i3 0  t w i l l  show t h a t  d e s p i t e  a p p e a ra n c e s  t o  t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  

W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  v iew  o f  th e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  b e tw een  c e r t a i n t y  an d  know ledge 

i s  c o n s i s t e n t .

One c o u ld  a r g u e  t h a t  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  v iew  o f  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  

b e tw ee n  c e r t a i n t y  an d  k n o w led g e  i s  c o n s i s t e n t  b e c a u se  W it tg e n s te in  i s  

t a l k i n g  a b o u t  o n e  k in d  o f  c e r t a i n t y  when h e  a s s i m i l a t e s  know ledge  and 

c e r t a i n t y  a n d  a n o th e r  when h e  c o n t r a s t s  them . In d e e d , t h e  t e x t  

s u p p o r t s  t h e  v iew  t h a t  W i t t g e n s te in  i s  t a l k i n g  a b o u t s u b j e c t i v e  

c e r t a i n t y  when h e  c o n t r a s t s  k n o w ledge  a n d  c e r t a i n t y  a n d  o b j e c t i v e  

c e r t a i n t y  when h e  a s s i m i l a t e s  them. (O .G . # 2 4 3 , 2 7 0 -2 7 3 . 5 6 3 ) .  T h is  

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  i s  p a r t l y  c o r r e c t :  W i t t g e n s te in  d o es  c o n t r a s t

s u b j e c t i v e  c e r t a i n t y  w ith  k n o w led g e  an d  d o es make o b j e c t i v e  c e r t a i n t y  

a p r o p e r ty  o f  k n o w led g e . B ut he  n o t  o n ly  m akes o b j e c t i v e  c e r t a i n t y  a

^30A lan R. W hite  a rg u e s  t h a t  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  v iew  o f  th e  
r e l a t i o n s h i p  be tw een  c e r t a i n t y  a n d  know ledge  i s  i n c o n s i s t e n t  i n  h i s  
"R eview  o f  Cn C e r t a i n t y , " P h i l c s c r h i c a l  R o ck s , XI ( t 9 7 0 ) ,  30 .
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p r o p e r t y  o f  k n o w led g e , h e  a ls o  c o n t r a s t s  i t  w i th  k n o w le d g e . Thus, 

h i s  v iew  o f  t h e  n a tu r e  o f  o b j e c t i v e  c e r t a i n t y  a p p e a r s  to  b e  i n c o n s i s t e n t  

a n d  seem s to  r e n d e r  h i s  v iew  o f  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  b e tw ee n  c e r t a i n t y  and  

k n o w led g e  i n c o n s i s t e n t .

N o n e th e le s s ,  I  w i l l  a rg u e  t h a t  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  rem ark s on 

s u b j e c t i v e  a n d  o b j e c t i v e  c e r t a i n t y  make h i s  v ie w  o f  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  

b e tw ee n  c e r t a i n t y  and  k now ledge  c o n s i s t e n t ,  f o r  t h o s e  re m a rk s  y i e l d  

t h e  v iew  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  t h r e e  ty p e s  o f  c e r t a i n t y :  ( l )  s u b j e c t i v e

c e r t a i n t y ,  w hich  i s  c o n t r a s t e d  w ith  know led g e; (2 )  e p is te m ic  o b je c t iv e  

c e r t a i n t y ,  w hich  i s  a  p r o p e r ty  o f  know led g e; a n d  ( 3 )  n o n -e p is te m ic  

o b j e c t i v e  c e r t a i n t y ,  w h ich  i s  a  p r o p e r ty  o f  v a r io u s  p r o p o s i t i o n s  

including the propositions that Moore claims to know, propositions 

s t a t i n g  r e l e v a n t  g e n e r a l  f a c t s  o f  n a t u r e ,  an d  f i r s t - p e r s o n  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  

s t a t e m e n t s  l i k e  " I  h av e  a  t o o t h a c h e . "

Subjective Certainty

With the word "certain" we express complete conviction, 
the total absence of doubt, and thereby we seek to convince 
other people. That is subjective certainty. (O.C. #19 )̂

For Wittgenstein, something is subjectively certain when we 

are completely convinced of it, when we do not doubt it. But we do 

not doubt what we know, so i t  is tempting to think that there is no 

important difference between the concept of knowledge and that of 

subjective certainty (O.C. #8, 10).-31 Wittgenstein, however, does 

not equate subjective certainty with knowledge; in fact, he warns 

against equating the two. Ke argues that although we may be subjec­

tively certain of what we know, there are important differences between

l^lhenry Le Roy Finch maintains that Wittgenstein equates 
subjective certainty with certain knowledge in "Wittgenstein's Last 
ïord: Ordinary Certainty," International philosochical Quarterly, XV

. 107S', .
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s u b j e c t i v e  c e r t a i n t y  an d  k n o w led g e: s u b j e c t i v e  c e r t a i n t y  d o e s  n o t

r e q u i r e  g ro u n d s ,  k n o w led g e  d o e s ;  e x p r e s s io n s  o f  s u b j e c t i v e  c e r t a i n t y  

c a n n o t  b e  m is ta k e n ,  k n o w led g e  c la im s  c a n  b e . B e c a u se  o f  t h e s e  im por­

t a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s ,  W i t t g e n s te in  a s s i g n s  kno w led g e  a n d  s u b j e c t i v e  

c e r t a i n t y  t o  d i f f e r e n t  c a t e g o r i e s  (O .C. # 3 0 8 ).

A c c o rd in g  to  W i t tg e n s te in ,  when som eone s a y s  " I  am s u r e  . .

. he  e x p r e s s e s  h i s  a t t i t u d e  o f  s u b j e c t i v e  c e r t a i n t y ;  h e  t e l l s  o th e r s  

t h a t  f o r  h i s  p a r t , h e  i s  c e r t a i n  (O.G. #179-180 , 3 ^ 3 )• When someone 

s a y s  " I  know . . , , " h o w ev er, h e  d o e s  n o t  m e re ly  e x p r e s s  an  a t t i t u d e ;  

h e  d o e s  n o t  s im p ly  t e l l  o t h e r s  t h a t  f o r  h i s  p a r t ,  h e  knows b e c a u se  

k n o w led g e  i s  n o t  s u b j e c t i v e  (O.C. # 2 4 5 ). When som eone  s a y s  " I  know ,

. . , " h e  t e l l s  o t h e r s  " T h a t ' s  how i t  i s —r e l y  on i t . "  He g i v e s  them 

h i s  word t h a t  h e  leas d o n s  t h e  p r o p e r  c h e c k in g  a n d  h a s  t h e  p r o p e r  

g r o u n d s  f o r  h is  c l a i m  (O.C. #173-17= ).

Knowledge c l a i m s  r e q u i r e  s u c h  g r o u n d s ;  e x p r e s s i o n s  o f  

s u b je c t iv e  c e r t a i n t y  do n o t .  I f  someone i s  s u r e  o f  so m eth in g , th e  

q u e s t io n  "Why a r e  you s u re ? "  need n o t be a n sw e ra b le . But i f  someone 

knows so m eth in g , th e  q u e s t io n  "How do you know?" m ust be answ erable 

(O .G . # 5 5 0 ) . To answ er t h a t  q u e s t io n  i s  to  g iv e  grounds f o r  o n e 's  

know ledge c la im . Such g rounds make knowledge o b je c t iv e  (O.G. # l6 ,  IB, 

91 , 166, 170-180 , 243, 270. 432, 504-505, 555, 5 6 4 ).

B e c a u se  k n o w led g e  r e q u i r e s  g r o u n d s ,  k n o w le d g e  c l a i m s  can be 

m i s t a k e n ;  e x p r e s s i o n s  o f  s u b j e c t i v e  c e r t a i n t y ,  h o w e v e r ,  r e q u i r e  no 

g r o u n d s  a n d  c a n n o t  b e  m i s t a k e n .  I f  you  show t h a t  I  do n o t  h av e  th e  

p r o p e r  g ro u n d s  f o r  my knowledge c la i m ,  you  show t h a t  I  am m is ta k e n ,  

t h a t  I  do n o t  know w hat I  c l a i m  to  know. I f  y o u  show t h a t  I  have no 

good  r e a s o n s  f o r  my s u b j e c t i v e  c e r t a i n t y ,  h o w e v e r ,  y o u  do n o t  show t h a t
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I  am m is ta k e n  o r  t h a t  I  am n o t  s u r e .  R a th e r ,  you show t h a t  I  sh o u ld  

n o t  h e  s u r e .  My c la im  t o  know so m e th in g  d o e s  n o t  p ro v e  to  you  t h a t  I  

know i t  b e c a u s e  my k n o w le d g e  c la im  c a n  b e  m is ta k e n .  My e x p r e s s io n  o f  

s u b j e c t i v e  c e r t a i n t y ,  on  t h e  o t h e r  h a n d , d o e s  p ro v e  to  y o u  t h a t  I  am 

s u b j e c t i v e l y  c e r t a i n  b e c a u s e  i t  c a n n o t  b e  m is ta k e n  (O .C . # 1 2 , 21 , 4 2 , 

5 2 0 , 5 8 0 ) .

B e ca u se  k n o w led g e  r e q u i r e s  g ro u n d s  and  s u b j e c t i v e  c e r t a i n t y  

d o e s  n o t ,  an d  b e c a u s e  k n o w le d g e  c la im s  c a n  b e  m is ta k e n  w h e reas 

e x p r e s s io n s  o f  s u b j e c t i v e  c e r t a i n t y  c a n n o t  b e ,  W i t tg e n s te in  a s s ig n s  

s u b j e c t i v e  c e r t a i n t y  an d  k n o w led g e  t o  d i f f e r e n t  c a t e g o r i e s .

Objective Certainty

I  h a v e  t r i e d  to  show t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  c o n t r a s t s  s u b j e c t i v e  

c e r t a i n t y  w ith  k n o w le d g e . B u t to  e :c p la in  a d e q u a te ly  h i s  v iew  o f  th e  

r e l a t i o n s h i p  b e tw een  c e r t a i n t y  an d  k n o w led g e , I  m ust a l s o  c l a r i f y  

h i s  re m a rk s  on o b j e c t i v e  c e r t a i n t y ,  an d  t h a t  w i l l  be e s p e c i a l l y  

d i f f i c u l t , f o r  t h o s e  re m a rk s  a r e  e x tr e m e ly  o b s c u r e .  I n  som e p a s s a g e s ,  

W i t t g e n s te in  seem s t o  make o b j e c t i v e  c e r t a i n t y  a  p r o p e r ty  o f  k n o w led g e , 

b u t  i n  o t h e r s  he  seem s to  c o n t r a s t  i t  w ith  k n o w led g e . I n  s e c t i o n  2 ?2 , 

h e  e q u a te s  " I  know" w ith  " I  am f a m i l i a r  w i th  i t  a s  a  [a n  o b j e c t iv e ]  

c e r t a i n t y "  a n d  seem s to  s a y  t h a t  w h a t som eone c la im s  to  know i s  

o b j e c t i v e l y  c e r t a i n  i f  t h e r e  a r e  c o m p e l l in g  g ro u n d s  f o r  i t ,  th u s  m aking  

o b j e c t i v e  c e r t a i n t y  a  p r o p e r t y  o f  k n o w le d g e . B ut i n  s e c t i o n  194 , he  

w r i t e s  t h a t  s o m e th in g  i s  o b j e c r i v e l y  c e r t a i n  "when a  m is ta k e  i s  n o t  

p o s s i b l e . "  And s i n c e  W i t t g e n s t e in  h o ld s  t h a t  know ledge c la im s  can  be 

m is ta k e n ,  th e  " o b j e c t iv e  c e r t a i n t y "  m e n tio n e d  in  t h i s  p a s s a g e  c a n n o t  be  

a  p r o p e r ty  o f  k n o w led g e . How i s  t h i s  a p p a r e n t  in c o n s i s t e n c y  to  be 

e x p la in e d ?  W i t tg e n s te in  w r i t e s :  "The e x p la n a t io n  s u g g e s t s  i t s e l f
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t h a t  th e  c e r t a i n t y  i s  o f  a  d i f f e r e n t  k in d ” ( P . I .  p .  2 2 ^ ) . Follow ing 

t h i s  su g g e s tio n , I  r e s o lv e  th e  a p p a re n t c o n t r a d i c t i o n  betw een 

W it tg e n s te in ’s  i n d i c a t in g  b o th  t h a t  o b je c t iv e  c e r t a i n t y  i s  a  

p ro p e r ty  o f  know ledge and  t h a t  i t  i s  n o t  a  p r o p e r ty  o f  knowledge 

by showing t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  d is c u s s e s  n o t  one  k in d  o f  o b je c t iv e  

c e r t a in t y ,  b u t  two k in d s  o f  o b je c t iv e  c e r t a i n t y :  ( a )  e p is te m ic

o b je c t iv e  c e r t a i n t y ,  w hich i s  a  p ro p e r ty  o f  know ledge, and 

(b ) n o n -e p is te m ic  o b je c t iv e  c e r t a i n t y ,  w hich i s  n o t  a  p ro p e r ty  

o f  know ledge.

E p is tem ic  o b je c t iv e  c e r t a i n t y . I  h av e  shown t h a t  on 

W it tg e n s te in 's  view, know ledge r e q u i r e s  g ro u n d s . T hese  grounds make 

knowledge o b je c t iv e ly  c e r t a in :

"I have compelling grounds for my certitude." These 
grounds make the certitude objective.

What is a telling ground  for so m e th in g  is not anything 
I  d e c id e .

I  know = I  am f a m i l i a r  w ith  i t  a s  a c e r t a i n t y .
But when does one say  o f  som eth ing  t h a t  i t  i s  c e r t a in ?
F o r th e r e  can  be d is p u te  w hether so m e th in g  3 ^  c e r t a in ;

I  mean when som eth ing  i s  o b je c t iv e ly  c e r t a i n .  (O .C . #270-273)

In  t h i s  p a s s a g e , W it tg e n s te in  makes o b je c t iv e  c e r t a i n t y  a  p ro p e r ty  o f  

knowledge so  t h a t  som eth ing  i s  o b je c t iv e ly  c e r t a i n  when th e r e  a r e  com­

p e l l i n g  grounds f o r  i t ,  g rounds to  which we m ust a p p e a l to  e s ta b l i s h  

t h a t  we know i t .  T hus, f o r  someone to  show t h a t  h e  knows what he c la im s 

to  know, he m ust o b je c t iv e ly  e s t a b l i s h  h i s  know ledge c la im  by o f f e r in g  

c o m p e llin g  grounds f o r  i t .  Such g rounds make d is a g re e m e n t p o s s ib le .  

T here  can  be a  d is p u te  abou t w hether so m eth in g  i s  o b je c t iv e ly  c e r t a in  

b ecau se  we can  d is a g re e  a b o u t w hether th e  g ro u n d s o f f e r e d  in  su p p o rt 

o f  a  knowledge c la im  a re  s u f f i c i e n t  to  e s t a b l i s h  t h a t  c la im . When th e  

g rounds someone o f f e r s  a r e  n o t s u f f i c i e n t ,  we c o n c lu d e  th a t  he does 

n o t know what he c la im s  to  know b ecau se  e p i s t a u i c  o b je c t iv e  c e r t a in ty
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h a s  n o t  "been e s t a b l i s h e d .  When t h e  g ro u n d s  a r e  s u f f i c i e n t ,  we c o n c lu d e  

t h a t  h e  d o e s  know b e c a u s e  i t  h a s  b e e n  e s t a b l i s h e d .

N o n -e p is te m ic  o b j e c t i v e  c e r t a i n t y . When W it tg e n s te in  s a y s  

t h a t  k n o w led g e  i s  o b j e c t i v e l y  c e r t a i n ,  h e  i s  a s s e r t i n g  t h a t  know ledge 

c la im s  m u st b e  o b j e c t i v e l y  e s t a b l i s h e d .  B u t  t h a t  i s  n o t  how W ittg e n ­

s t e i n  i s  u s in g  t h e  p h r a s e  " o b j e c t iv e l y  c e r t a i n "  i n  t h i s  p a ssa g e :

B u t when i s  so m e th in g  o b j e c t i v e l y  c e r t a i n ?  When a 
m is ta k e  i s  n o t  p o s s i b l e .  B u t w hat k in d  o f  p o s s i b i l i t y  i s  
t h a t ?  M u s tn 't  m is ta k e  b e  l o g i c a l l y  e x c lu d e d ?  (O .G . # 1 9 ^)

H e re , W i t tg e n s te in  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  so m e th in g  i s  o b j e c t i v e l y  c e r t a i n

when a  m is ta k e  i s  l o g i c a l l y  im p o s s ib le . And s i n c e  W it tg e n s te in  h o ld s

t h a t  k n o w led g e  c la im s  c an  be  m is ta k e n ,  t h i s  ty p e  o f  o b j e c t iv e

c e r t a i n t y  c a n n o t be a  p r o p e r ty  o f  k n o w le d g e - - h e n c e ,th e  l a b e l  "n o n -

e p is te m ic  o b j e c t i v e  c e r t a i n t y . "  W i t t g e n s t e in  a t t r i b u t e s  n o n -e p is te m ic

o b j e c t i v e  c e r t a i n t y  to  s e v e r a l  ty p e s  o f  p r o p o s i t i o n s  w hich l o g i c a l l y

e x c lu d e  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  m is ta k e .  As we saw  i n  c h a p te r  I I I ,  he

a t t r i b u t e s  i t  to  b o th  t h e  p r o p o s i t i o n s  t h a t  M oore c la im s  to  know and

t h e  p r o p o s i t i o n s  w hich  s t a t e  th e  g e n e r a l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  on w hich  o u r

u s e  o f  c r i t e r i a l l y  g o v e rn ed  c o n c e p ts  i s  b a s e d .  He a l s o  a t t r i b u t e s  i t

t o  f i r s t - p e r s o n  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a te m e n t s  s u c h  a s  " I  have  a  to o th a c h e "

an d  " I  th o u g h t  t h a t  i t  c e r t a i n l y  i s  h o t  to d a y  " ( c f .  P . I .  p p . 2 2 1 -2 2 2 ) .

I n  d i s c u s s i n g  t h i s  ty p e  o f  c e r t a i n t y ,  W it tg e n s te in  a s k s  us 

t o  assu m e t h e r e  i s  a  man who a lw ay s  g u e s s e s  r i g h t  w hat I  sa y  to  m y se lf  

i n  my th o u g h ts .  T h is  man s a y s ,  " J u s t  t h e n  y o u  th o u g h t  ' I t  c e r t a i n l y  

i s  h o t  to d a y ’ , "  and  I  t r u t h f u l l y  c o n f e s s  t h a t  t h a t  was e x a c t ly  w hat I  

t h o u g h t .  In  t h i s  c a s e ,  i t  w ould c e r t a i n l y  be  im p ro p e r f o r  th e  man to  

a s k ,  "B u t a r e  you  s u r e  t h a t  I  g u e s s e d  r i g h t ?  Are you  c e r t a i n  t h a t  what 

I  s a i d  was w hat you th o u g h t? "  F o r W i t t g e n s t e in ,  t h e s e  q u e s t io n s  a r e
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n o n s e n s e .  I f  I  t r u t h f u l l y  c o n f e s s  t h a t  t h e  man g u e s s e d  r i g h t ,  th e n  he  

g u e s s e d  r i g h t .  T h e re  i s  no room  f o r  a  m is ta k e  h e r e .  I t  m akes no 

s e n s e  t o  s a y ,  " V e i l ,  1 th o u g h t  t h a t  yo u  g u e s se d  w hat 1 was t h in k in g ,  

b u t  I  g u e s s  y o u  d i d  n o t " ;  t h a t  e x p r e s s io n  h a s  no p l a c e  i n  t h e  la n g u a g e -  

gam e. My t r u t h f u l  c o n f e s s i o n  t h a t  1 th o u g h t  s u c h - a n d - s u c h  i s  th e  

c r i t e r i o n  f o r  t h e  m a n 's  h a v in g  g u e s s e d  r i g h t .  M o reo v er, t h e  c r i t e r i a  

f o r  t h e  t r u t h  o f  my c o n f e s s i o n  t h a t  1 th o u g h t s u c h - a n d - s u c h  a r e  n o t  

t h e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  t h e  t r u e  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  a  p r o c e s s .  My t r u t h f u l  

c o n f e s s io n  t h a t  I  th o u g h t  s u c h - a n d - s u c h  i s  n o t  a  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  w hat 

w ent on i n  my m ind when I  th o u g h t ,  so  i t  m akes no s e n s e  t o  q u e s t io n  

i t s  a c c u r a c y .  In  c e r t a i n  s i t u a t i o n s .  I t  would make s e n s e  to  ask  

w h e th e r  my c o n f e s s io n  t h a t  I  th o u g h t  s u c h -a n d - s u c h  was a  t r u t h f u l  o n e . 

I f ,  f o r  ex am p le , t h e  n an  g u e s s e s  t h a t  I  th o u g h t " I t  c e r t a i n l y  i s  h o t  

t o d a y , "  an d  I  s a y , "Y es, t h a t  i s  w hat I  th o u g h t ,  " c u t nv  v o ic e  so u n d s 

s t r a i n e d  a n d  I  a p p e a r  u n e a s y , th e n  h e  m ig h t s e n s i b l y  a sk  i f  I  was 

l y i n g .  B u t h e  c o u ld  n o t  s e n s i b l y  a sk  w h e th er I  was s u r e  t h a t  I  was 

n o t  m is ta k e n  a b o u t  w h a t w ent o n  i n  my m ind when 1 th o u g h t  b e ca u se  

t h e r e  i s  no room f o r  t h a t  s o r t  o f  m is ta k e .  My t r u t h f u l  c o n f e s s io n  

t h a t  1 t h o u g h t  s u c h - a n d - s u c h  l o g i c a l l y  e x c lu d e s  an y  d o u b t  a b o u t  

w h e th e r  1 h a v e  a c c u r a t e l y  d e s c r i b e d  my th o u g h ts .  T h u s, a l th o u g h  th e  

e x c lu s io n  o f  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  m is ta k e  from  f i r s t - p e r s o n  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  

s t a te m e n t s  may a p p e a r  t o  b e  a  p u r e ly  e m p i r ic a l  m a t te r - - w e  i n  f a c t  c a n ­

n o t  d o u b t o u r  own th o u g h ts ,  f e e l i n g s ,  e t c . , —W it tg e n s te in  h o ld s  t h a t  

l i k e  M oorean p r o p o s i t i o n s  a n d  p r o p o s i t i o n s  s t a t i n g  r e l e v a n t  g e n e r a l  

f a c t s ,  f i r s t - p e r s o n  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a te m e n t s  l o g i c a l l y  e x c lu d e  th e  

p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  m is ta k e .

When com bined  w ith  my i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  

c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p ,  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  rem ark s on know ledge and
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T he P ro b lem  o f  K now ledge o f  O th e r  M inds

T he p ro b lem  o f  my k n o w led g e  o f  o t h e r s '  m e n ta l s t a t e s  a p p e a rs  

t o  be a  p ro b lem  r e l a t i n g  to  a  fo rm  o f  r e a l i s m :  C a r te s i a n  d u a lis m . I

t h in k  t h e  m ean in g  cS " Jo n e s  h a s  a  t o o th a c h e "  i s  g iv e n  by i t s  t r u t h -  

c o n d i t i o n s ,  an d  I  know w ha t c o n d i t i o n  m u st b e  m et f o r  i t  to  be  t r u e :  

Jo n e s  m u st h a v e  t h e  sam e k in d  o f  t h i n g  t h a t  I  h a v e  when I  h a v e  a  

t o o th a c h e .  T h u s , a t  any  g iv e n  t im e ,  t h e  s t a te m e n t  " Jo n e s  h a s  a  t o o th ­

a c h e "  i s  d e te r m i n a te l y  e i t h e r  t r u e  o r  f a l s e ;  f o r  a t  an y  g iv e n  t im e , 

Jo n e s  e i t h e r  h a s  o r  d o es  n o t  h av e  t h e  sam e k in d  o f  t h in g  t h a t  I  have  

when I  h a v e  a  t o o th a c h e .  M o reo v er, t h e  s t a te m e n t  " Jo n e s  h a s  a  t o o th ­

a c h e "  may be t r u e  ev en  th o u g h  I  c a n n o t  know t h a t  i t  i s  t r u e  e i t h e r  

b e c a u se  Jo n e s  i s  p a r a ly s e d  o r  b e c a u s e  h a  i s  h id in g  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  he 

h a s  a  to o th a c h e ;  o r  i t  may be  f a l s e  a l th o u g h  i t  seem s to  be  

t r u e  b e c a u s e  Jo n e s  i s  s k i l l f u l l y  f e ig n i n g  h a v in g  a  t o o th a c h e .  On t h i s  

r e a l i s t  a n a l y s i s ,  t h e  m ean in g  o f  " J o n e s  h a s  a  to o th a c h e "  i s  n o t  g iv e n  

i n  te rm s o f  t h e  e v id e n c e  I  c an  h a v e  f o r  i t s  t r u t h  o r  f a l s i t y .  Such 

e v id e n c e  i s  s a i d  t o  be  i n d i r e c t  a n d  i n c o n c l u s i v e .  My u n d e r s ta n d in g  

o f  th e  m ean in g  o f  t h e  s t a te m e n t  i s  e x p la in e d  in  te rm s  o f  t r u t h -  

c o n d i t i o n s  w h ich  a r e  in d e p e n d e n t  o f  my k n o w le d g e  o f  su c h  e v id e n c e .

N o t B e h a v io r ism

T h is  r e a l i s t  a n a l y s i s  o f  t h e  p ro b lem  o f  my k now ledge  o f  

o t h e r s ’ p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e s  assu m es t h a t  I  c a n  f i x  c r i t e r i a  o f  

i d e n t i t y  f o r  p r i v a t e  o b j e c t s ,  an  a s s u m p tio n  u n d e rm in ed  by 'W i t tg e n s te in 's  

p r i v a t e - l a n g u a g e  a rg u m e n t. S in c e  W i t t g e n s te in  c l e a r l y  r e j e c t s  t h i s  

a n a l y s i s ,  we a r e  tem p ted  to  fn in k  he m ust h o ld  t h a t  t h e  o n ly  ad m issa 'o le  

n o t io n  o f  t r u t h  f o r  a  s t a te m e n t  l i k e  " J o n e s  h a s  a  to o th a c h e "  i s  one
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e q u a t in g  i t s  b e in g  t r u e  w i th  J o n e s 's  d i s p l a y i n g  th e  b e h a v io r  t h a t  we 

o r d i n a r i l y  c o u n t  a s  g ro u n d s  f o r  i t .  R a d ic a l  b e h a v i o r i s t s  e q u a te  

" J o n e s  h a s  a  to o th a c h e "  w i th  t h in g s  l i k e  "Jo n es  i s  m oaning an d  h o ld in g  h i s  

c h e e k ."  W i t tg e n s te in  m akes no su c h  e q u a t io n .  He ack n o w led g es t h a t  Jo n e s  

c a n  h a v e  a  to o th a c h e  w i th o u t  m oan ing  a n d  h o ld in g  h i s  c h e e k  and  t h a t  

h e  c a n  moan an d  h o ld  h i s  c h e e k  w i th o u t  h a v in g  a  to o th a c h e .  M o reo v er, 

W i t t g e n s t e in  e x p l i c i t l y  d e n ie s  t h a t  h e  i s  a  b e h a v i o r i s t :

"A re  you  n o t  r e a l l y  a  b e h a v i o r i s t  i n  d i s g u i s e ?  A r e n 't  
you  a t  b o tto m  r e a l l y  s a y in g  t h a t  e v e r y th in g  e x c e p t  human 
b e h a v io r  i s  a  f i c t i o n ? " — I f  i  do sp e a k  o f  a  f i c t i o n ,  th e n  
i t  i s  o f  a  e x a m m a tic a l f i c t i o n .  ( P . I .  # 3 0 7 )

W i t t g e n s t e in  d o e s  n o t  d eny  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  o f  m e n ta l s t a t e s ,  e v e n t s ,  a n d

p r o c e s s e s ;  h e  d e n ie s  t h a t  t h e  p i c t u r e  o f  i n n e r  s t a t e s  an d  p r o c e s s e s

g iv e s  u s  t h e  c o r r e c t  i d e a  o f  th e  u s e  o f  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  te rm s . As I  

e x p la in e d  i n  p r e v io u s  c h a p t e r s ,  h e  c a l l s  t h e  m e n ta l s t a t e s  an d  p r o c e s s e s  

t h a t  w ords and  e x p r e s s io n s  l i k e  " h a v in g  a  t o o th a c h e ,"  " b e l i e v in g  w hat 

y ou  s a y , "  " r e a d i n g , "  an d  " c o n t in u in g  t h e  s e r i e s "  a r e  su p p o sed  to  name 

"g ra m m a tic a l  f i c t i o n s "  t o  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  th e y  a r e  f i c t i t i o u s  e n t i t i e s  

t h a t  p u r p o r t  to  e x p la in  t h e  m ean in g s o f  su ch  w ords an d  e x p r e s s io n s ,  

b u t  f a i l  t o  do s o .

A lth o u g h  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  re m a rk s  c l e a r l y  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  he  

d id  n o t  c o n s id e r  h im s e l f  a  b e h a v i o r i s t ,  s i n c e  h e  e x p l i c i t l y  r e j e c t s  

d u a l i s m , i t  seem s t h a t  h e  m u st be  some s o r t  o f  b e h a v i o r i s t .  In d e e d , 

my i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  h i s  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p - - i n  c e r t a i n  g e n e r a l  

c i r c u m s ta n c e s ,  i t  i s  a  r u l e  o f  la n g u a g e  t h a t  i n  c e r t a i n  p a r t i c u l a r  

c i r c u m s ta n c e s  so m e o n e 's  e x h i b i t i n g  B i s  a  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  h i s  b e in g  i n  

P an d  t h a t  i n  no rm al p a r t i c u l a r  c i r c u m s ta n c e s ,  so m e o n e 's  e x h ib i t i n g  

c r i t e r i a  o f  P j u s t i f i e s  o u r  a s s e r t i o n  o r  c la im  to  know t h a t  he  i s  in  

P --seem 3  to  make W i t tg e n s te in  a s o p h i s t i c a t e d  l o g i c a l  b e h a v i o r i s t  who
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h o ld s  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  l o g i c a l  r e l a t i o n s  be tw een  s t a te m e n t s  a b o u t  p u b l i c l y  

o b s e r v a b le  b e h a v io r  an d  c i r c u m s ta n c e s  an d  s ta te m e n ts  a b o u t  p r i v a t e  

m e n ta l  s t a t e s ,  e v e n t s ,  a n d  p r o c e s s e s .1 3 2

The f e e l i n g  t h a t  a  p h i lo s o p h e r  who r e j e c t s  d u a lis m  m u st be 

a  b e h a v i o r i s t  i s  p ro m p te d  by  a p a r t i c u l a r  way o f  p o s in g  t h e  p rob lem  

o f  know ledge  o f  o t h e r  m in d s , n am e ly , a s  a  d i s p u t e  o v e r  w hat m akes 

s t a te m e n t s  l i k e  " Jo n e s  h a s  a  to o th a c h e "  t r u e .  F o r  t h e  d u a l i s t ,  w hat 

m akes " Jo n e s  h a s  a  to o th a c h e "  t r u e  i s  i t s  b e in g  w ith  J o n e s  a s  i t  i s  

w ith  me when I  h av e  a  to o th a c h e .  F o r  t h e  b e h a v i o r i s t ,  on  t h e  o t h e r  

h a n d , w hat m akes t h e  s t a te m e n t  t r u e  i s  J o n e s 's  b e h a v io r .  When we a sk  

"What m akes my s t a te m e n t s  a b o u t  t h e  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e s  o f  o t h e r s  t r u e ? " ,  

we c a n n o t  e a s i l y  s e e  a  t h i r d  a l t e r n a t i v e .  And s in c e  W it tg e n s te in  

r e j e c t s  th e  d u a l i s t ' s  a n sw e r, we t h in k  he m ust be some s o r t  o f  

b e h a v i o r i s t ;  f o r  we c a n n o t  s e e  w hat c o u ld  make "Jo n es  h a s  a  to o th a c h e "  

t r u e  o t h e r  th a n  e i t h e r  J o n e s 's  m e n ta l  s t a t e  o r  h i s  b e h a v io r .

W it tg e n s te in  i s  n o t  a  b e h a v i o r i s t  o f  any s o r t .  He 

r e j e c t s  b o th  t h e  d i s t i n c t i o n  b e tw een  t h e  in n e r  and  t h e  o u t e r  a n d  t h e  

r e a l i s t  th e o r y  o f  m ean ing  i m p l i c i t  i n  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  f o r m u la t io n  o f  

t h e  p ro b lem  o f  know ledge  o f  o t h e r  m in d s . He n e i t h e r  a c c e p t s  t h e  

p i c t u r e  o f  th e  p r i v a t e  o b j e c t  o r  s t a t e ,  n o r  d o e s  he  w an t to  r e p l a c e  

t h a t  p i c t u r e  w i th  a  b e h a v i o r i s t i c  o n e .  He r e j e c t s  t h e  i n n e r - o u t e r  

d i s t i n c t i o n  from  w hich  b o th  C a r te s i a n  d u a lism  and  b e h a v io r is m  b e g in .

I n  "N o te s  f o r  L e c tu r e s  on 'P r i v a t e  E x p e r ie n c e ' and 'S e n s e  D a t a ' , "  he 

c h a r a c t e r i z e s  t h i s  d i s t i n c t i o n  a s  o n e  b e tw een  b e h a v io r ,  w h ich  i s  on  th e  

s u r f a c e ,  an d  m en ta l s t a t e s ,  w hich  a r e  below  th e  s u r f a c e ,  an d  th e n

132Chihara and Fodor call the later Wittgenstein a "logical 
behaviorist" in "Operationalism," p. ]87.
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I n s i s t s  t h a t  " i t  i s  j u s t  a s  m is le a d in g  to  s a y  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  j u s t  t h e  

s u r f a c e  a n d  n o th in g  b e n e a th  i t ,  a s  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  so m e th in g  below  t h e  

s u r f a c e  a n d  t h a t  t h e r e  i s n ' t  j u s t  t h e  s u r f a c e "  ( N . f .L .  p .  3 0 4 ) .  He th u s  

i n s i s t s  t h a t  when we s t a r t  from  t h e  C a r te s i a n  d i s t i n c t i o n  b e tw een  

m ind a n d  body , we sa y  s o m e th in g  m is le a d in g  w h e th e r  we a f f i r m  th e  

d i s t i n c t i o n  o r  d eny  t h e  m e n ta l  s t a t e ,  b u t  a f f i r m  th e  p h y s i c a l  b e h a v io r .

B e ca u se  W i t t g e n s te in  a t t a c k s  t h e  p i c t u r e  o f  th e  p r i v a t e ,  

i n n e r  s t a t e ,  i t  lo o k s  a s  i f  h e  m ig h t  b e  a rg u in g  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  n o th in g  

b u t  b o d ie s  an d  t h e i r  b e h a v io r .  B u t i n  r e j e c t i n g  th e  m e n t a l i s t  v iew  

t h a t  c o m p le te ly  p r i v a t e ,  i n n e r  s t a t e s  j u s t i f y  f i r s t - p e r s o n  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  

s t a t e m e n t s ,  W i t tg e n s te in  i s  n o t  e s p o u s in g  some form  o f  b e h a v io r is m , 

f o r  h e  a l s o  r e j e c t s  th e  b e h a v i o r i s t  v iew  t h a t  th e  m o tio n s  o f  a 

s e n s e l e s s ,  p h y s i c a l  body j u s t i f y  t h i r d - p e r s o n  p s y c h o l o g i c a l  s t a t e m e n t s .  

When W i t t g e n s t e i n  w r i t e s  t h a t  o u r  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  som eone’s s a y i n g  some­

t h in g  to  h im s e l f  i s  w hat h e  s a y s  an d  t h e  r e s t  o f  h i s  b e h a v io r ,  he i s  

t a l k i n g  n o t  a b o u t  t h e  c o l o r l e s s  m ovem ents o f  a  s e n s e l e s s ,  p h y s i c a l  

b o d y , b u t  a b o u t t h e  sp e e c h  an d  a c t i o n s  o f  a  l i v i n g  human b e in g :

O ur c r i t e r i o n  f o r  so m e o n e 's  s a y in g  so m e th in g  to  h im s e l f  i s  
w h a t he  t e l l s  u s  an d  t h e  r e s t  o f  h i s  b e h a v io r ;  an d  we o n ly  
s a y  t h a t  som eone sp e a k s  t o  h i m s e l f  i f ,  i n  t h e  o r d in a r y  s e n s e  
o f  t h e  w o rd s , h e  c a n  s n e a k . And we do n o t  s a y  i t  o f  a  p a r r o t ;  
n o r  o f  a  g ram o p h o n e . ( P . I .  # 3 4 4 )

T h is  p a s s a g e  m akes i t  c l e a r  t h a t  W i t tg e n s te in  d o es  n o t  mean by w hat

som eone t e l l s  u s  "so u n d s  e m a n a tin g  from  a  s e n s e l e s s  b o d y ."  I f  t h a t

w ere  a l l  "w hat h e  t e l l s  u s "  m e a n t, we w ould h av e  to  s a y  t h a t  p a r r o t s

an d  gram ophones t h in k ,  t o o ,  f o r  th e y  p ro d u c e  so u n d s l i k e  th o s e

produced by human beings. Wittgenstein does not mean by "the behavior

( v e r b a l  o r  o th e r w is e )  t h a t  s e r v e s  a s  o u r  c r i t e r i a  f o r  t h e  p s y c h o lo g ic a l

s t a t e s  o f  o th e r s "  She c o l o r l e s s  m ovem ents o f  a  s e n s e l e s s  human body; he
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m eans t h e  sp e e c h  a n d  a c t i o n s  o f  a  l i v i n g  human b e i n g . 133 H is 

c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n  i s  n o t  a  b r i d g e  b e tw een  t h e  i n n e r  a n d  t h e  o u t e r ,  

n o r  b e tw ee n  w hat i s  b e lo w  t h e  s u r f a c e  and w hat i s  on  t h e  s u r f a c e .  He 

r e j e c t s  t h a t  C a r te s i a n  d i s t i n c t i o n  a s  a  m is le a d in g  p i c t u r e .

From W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  s t a n d p o in t ,  w hat i s  m is le a d in g  a b o u t  

t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  f o r m u la t io n  o f  t h e  p ro b lem  o f  ay k n o w led g e  o f  o t h e r  

m in d s  i s  n o t  o n ly  t h e  d i s t i n c t i o n  b e tw een  t h e  i n n e r  a n d  t h e  o u t e r ,  

b u t  a l s o  t h e  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  upon  w h a t m akes a  s t a te m e n t  l i k e  " J o n e s  h a s  

à  t o o th a c h e "  t r u e .  We t h in k  t h a t  t o  u n d e r s ta n d  s u c h  a  s t a te m e n t  we 

m u st know w hat w ou ld  make i t  t r u e  an d  t h a t  o n ly  a c t u a l l y  h a v in g  t h e  

t o o th a c h e  w ould c o n s t i t u t e  d i r e c t  an d  c o n c lu s iv e  e v id e n c e  t h a t  i t  i s  

t r u e .  T h u s , we f a l l  p re y  to  t h e  m e n t a l i s t  v iew  t h a t  t h e  m ean ing  o f  

th e  word " to o th a c h e "  i s  my p r i v a t e ,  in n e r  e x p e r ie n c e  an d  ig n o r e  ever;.-- 

t h in g  we know a b o u t a p p ly in g  w ords l i k e  " to o th a c h e "  to  o t h e r s .  He 

th i n k  t h a t  t h e  c e n t r a l  u s e  o f  t h e  word " to o th a c h e ,"  f o r  ex am p le , i s  

t o  name a  p r i v a t e  m e n ta l s t a t e  a n d  t h a t  a l l  o th e r  u s e s  o f  t h e  w ord 

e i t h e r  f lo w  from  t h a t  c e n t r a l  u s e  ( e . g . ,  by an  a rg u m en t from  a n a lo g y )  

o r  a r e  o n ly  c o n t i n g e n t l y  c o n n e c te d  to  i t  a n d , t h e r e f o r e ,  a c c o r d in g  to  

t h e  s k e p t i c ,  a r e  u n j u s t i f i a b l e .  B u t we h av e  se e n  t h a t  from  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  

s t a n d p o i n t ,  t h e  su p p o s e d ly  c o n t i n g e n t  c o n n e c tio n s  b e tw ee n  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  

s t a t e s  l i k e  t o o th a c h e  and  human b e h a v io r  like m oaning , h o ld in g  th e  

c h e e k ,  an d  s a y in g  " I  h ave  a  to o th a c h e "  and  th e  c ir c u m s ta n c e s  i n  w h ich  

s u c h  b e h a v io r  o c c u r s  a r e  a c t u a l l y  n e c e s s a r y  to  th e  u s e  o f  t h e  w ord 

" t o o t h a c h e . "  And now i t  lo o k s  a s  i f  W it tg e n s te in  i s  a  s o p h i s t i c a t e d

. Jo h n  Cook, "Human B e in g s ,"  S tu d ie s  i n  t h e  P h ilo s o p h y  
o f  W i t t g e n s t e in , e d i t e d  by P e t e r  W inch (New Y ork: H u m a n itie s  P r e s s ,
1969), p. 132.
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l o g i c a l  b e h a v io r i s t ,  b u t he i s  n o t .  F o r a lth o u g h  th e  d u a l i s t  and th e  

b e h a v io r i s t  d is a g re e  on what makes a s ta te m e n t l i k e  "Jo n es has a to o th ­

ach e"  t r u e  ( th e  d u a l i s t  s a y in g  i t  i s  J o n e s ’s  hav ing  th e  same k in d  o f  

th in g  t h a t  he has when he h a s  a  to o th a c h e , and th e  b e h a v io r i s t  say in g  

i t  i s ,  e . g . , J o n e s 's  moaning and h o ld in g  h is  cheek), th e y  b o th  b e l ie v e  in  

p r i v a t e  o s te n s iv e  d e f i n i t i o n s .  In  h i s  h e a r t  o f  h e a r t s ,  th e  b e h a v io r is t  

th in k s  th e r e  i s  no problem  a b o u t w hat makes " I  have a to o th a c h e "  t r u e .  

But t h i s  i s  what W it tg e n s te in  c h a l le n g e s .  As we have se e n  in  p rev io u s  

c h a p te r s ,  he e x p la in s  th e  m eaning o r  u se  o f  " I  have a to o th a c h e "  n o t 

in  te rm s o f  a  r e p o r t  o r  d e s c r ip t i o n  o f  a  p r iv a te  m en ta l s t a t e ,  b u t in  

te rm s  o f  a s u b s t i t u t e  f o r  th e  p r i m i t i v e  b eh av io r o f  m oaning and h o ld in g  

o n e 's  cheek . F u rth e rm o re , W it tg e n s te in  n e i th e r  eq u a te s  J o n e s 's  moaning 

and h o ld in g  h is  cheek in  th e  a p p r o p r ia te  c ircu m stan ces  w ith  h is  having 

a to o th a c h e , n o r d e n ie s  t h a t  s ta te m e n ts  l i k e  "Jones has a  to o th ach e"  

have t r u th - c o n d i t i o n s . What he d e n ie s  i s  t h a t  th e  m eaning o f  such 

s ta te m e n ts  can  be g iv en  by t r u th - c o n d i t i o n s  which a r e  in d ep en d en t o f  

o u r  means o f  knowing them . Ke th in k s  th e  r e a l i s t  a cco u n t o f  meanings 

in  te rm s o f  in d ep en d en t t r u th - c o n d i t i o n s  m ust be r e p la c e d  by a c o n s tru c ­

t i v i s t  accoun t o f  m eanings in  te rm s  o f  th e  c o n d it io n s  u n d e r  which we 

a r e  j u s t i f i e d  in  making such  s ta te m e n ts .  T hese c o n d it io n s  may be 

c a l l e d  t r u th - c o n d i t i o n s  i f  th e  n o t io n  o f  t r u t h  i s  r e s t r i c t e d  to  th a t  

f o r  which we can  have ev id e n c e . But such  a c h a r a c t e r i z a t io n  i s  m is­

le a d in g ,  f o r  we g e n e ra l ly  th in k  o f  t r u th - c o n d i t io n s  on th e  r e a l i s t  

model (w hich may have been one o f  th e  re a so n s  W ittg e n s te in  p r e f e r r e d  to  

h o ld  th e  redundancy  th e o ry  o f  t r u t h  and to  make th e s e  c o n d it io n s  

j u s t i f i c a t io n - c o n d i t io n s ) .

S im ila r  c o n s id e ra t io n s  app ly  to  th e  q u e s t io n  w hether 

W it tg e n s te in  h e ld  th a t  knowledge is  i u s t i :  led  tr u e  b e l i e f .  He
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c e r t a i n t l y  h e ld  t h a t  know ledge r e q u i r e s  j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  b u t w hether we 

say  he h e ld  t h a t  i t  r e q u i r e s  t r u t h  w i l l  depend upon o u r  c h a r a c te r i z a t io n  

o f  t r u t h .  W ittg e n s te in  d id  n o t h o ld  t h a t  know ledge r e q u i r e s  t r u th ,  in  

th e  r e a l i s t  s e n s e ; b u t we can  say  t h a t  he d id  h o ld  t h a t  knowledge 

r e q u i r e s  t r u t h  in  th e  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  s e n s e , f o r  on a c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  

c h a r a c t e r i z a t io n ,  t r u t h  i s  e x p la in e d  in  te rm s o f  th e  a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  

c o n c lu s iv e  ev id en c e .

Having shown t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  does n o t o f f e r  a  b e h a v io r is t  

s o lu t io n  to  th e  problem  o f  know ledge o f  o th e r  m inds, I  m ust now g iv e  

a p o s i t i v e  c h a r a c t e r i z a t io n  o f  W it tg e n s te in ’ s  re sp o n se  to  th e  

s k e p t i c ’s demand f o r  p ro o f  o f  o u r  know ledge o f  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  o th e r  

m in d s.

R esponse to  S k ep tic ism

F or t r a d i t i o n a l ,  p o s t - C a r te s ia n  ep is te ra o lo g y , c e r t a in ty  i s  

th e  lo g i c a l  im p o s s ib i l i ty  o f  d o u b t. What i s  c e r t a in  i s  w hatever can ­

n o t be do u b ted , w hatever le a v e s  no room f o r  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  doubt. 

T hus, th e r e  i s  no d i s t i n c t i o n  betw een c e r t a i n t y  and a b s o lu te  n e c e s s i ty .  

The l a t e r  W it tg e n s te in  d i s t i n g u i s h e s  th e  n o tio n s  o f  n e c e s s i ty  and 

c e r t a i n t y .  In  c h a p te r  IV, I  c h a r a c t e r i z e d  h i s  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  n o tio n  

o f  n e c e s s i ty  a s  th e  n o tio n  o f  w hat i s  r e q u i r e d  f o r  th e  s i g n i f i c a n t  

fu n c t io n in g  o f  o u r c o n c e p tu a l sy s tem . In  t h i s  c h a p te r ,  I  c h a ra c te r iz e d  

h i s  two n o tio n s  o f  o b je c t iv e  c e r t a i n t y  a s  th e  n o tio n s  o f  ( a )  ep is tem ic  

o b je c t iv e  c e r t a in t y ,  which c h a r a c t e r i z e s  know ledge c la im s  f o r  which 

we have co m p e llin g  g ro u n d s , and  (b ) n o n -e p is te m ic  o b je c t iv e  c e r t a in ty ,  

w hich c h a r a c te r i z e s  s ta te m e n ts  ab o u t which th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  m istake  

i s  lo g i c a l l y  ex c lu d e d . From W it tg e n s te in ’s p o in t  o f  view , when the 

s k e p t ic  demands p ro o f  t h a t  I  can  know w ith  a b s o lu te  c e r t a in t y  th a t
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Jo n es has a  to o th a c h e , and  th e  t r a d i t i o n a l ,  p o s t - C a r te s ia n  ep is tem o lo - 

g i s t  a tte m p ts  to  m eet h i s  demand, b o th  a r e  co n fu sed . The s k e p t i c 's  

demand can n o t be  m et b ecau se  i t  i s  in c o h e re n t. The s k e p t ic  w ants to  

be g iv en  grounds f o r  a know ledge c la im  th a t  w i l l  l o g i c a l l y  ex c lude  th e  

p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  th e  c la im 's  b e in g  m istaken . He th in k s  he ca n n o t be 

m istaken  ab o u t w hether he h as a  to o th ach e  because  he f e e l s  h is  to o th ­

ache  and t h a t  i f  he  c o u ld  o n ly  f e e l  J o n e s 's  to o th a c h e  a s  he f e e l s  h is  

own to o th a c h e , he c o u ld  n o t  be  m istak en  about J o n e s 's  h a v in g  a  to o th ­

ach e  e i t h e r .  B ut s in c e  he  can n o t f e e l  J o n e s 's  to o th a c h e , he  can  never 

r e a l l y  know w hether Jo n es  h as a to o th ach e  ( P . I .  # 3 0 3 ).

'Je have seen  t h a t  W ittg e n s te in  ag re e s  w ith  t h e  s k e p t ic

t h a t  I  can n o t be  m is tak en  ab o u t my having a to o th ach e , b u t  t h a t  'W ittgen­

s t e i n  d is a g re e s  w ith  th e  s k e p t ic  on why th i s  i s  so . A ccord ing  to  th e

s k e p t ic ,  I  can n o t be m is tak en  because  I have d i r e c t  e x p e r ie n c e  o f  my

own p r iv a te  m en ta l s t a t e s ,  w hich p ro v id e s  me w ith  c o m p e llin g  grounds 

f o r  my c la im  t h a t  I  have a  to o th a c h e , grounds t h a t  ex c lu d e  th e  p o s s i ­

b i l i t y  o f  m is ta k e . A ccord ing  to  W ittg e n s te in , I  canno t be  m istak en

becau se  th e  language-gam e l o g i c a l l y  excludes th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  such 

m is ta k e s . On my a n a ly s is  o f  W it tg e n s te in 's  view , he th in k s  th e  sk e p tic  

a s s im i la t e s  th e  n o n -e p is te m ic  o b je c t iv e  c e r t a in ty  o f  f i r s t - p e r s o n  

s e n s a t io n  s ta te m e n ts  to  e p is te m ic  o b je c t iv e  c e r t a in t y ,  re a s o n in g  th a t  

s in c e  f i r s t - p e r s o n  s e n s a t io n  s ta te m e n ts  cannot be m is ta k e n , t h e r e  must 

be  co m pelling  grounds f o r  them w hich exclude th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  t h e i r  

b e in g  m is tak en . T h ink ing  he  has su ch  grounds in  h is  own c a s e ,  th e

s k e p t ic  demands such  g rounds f o r  a s c r ib in g  to o th a c h e  to  o th e r s .  When

th e y  a re  n o t fo r th co m in g , h e  co n c lu d es th a t  we can n ev er r e a l l y  know 

w hether someone e ls e  has a to o th a c h e .



223

A ccord ing  to  my a n a ly s is  o f  W it tg e n s te in 's  v iew , th e  s k e p t ic  f a i l s  to  

r e a l i z e  t h a t  e p is te m ic  o b je c t iv e  c e r t a in t y  and n o n -e p is te m ic  o b je c t iv e  

c e r t a i n t y  a r e  in c o m p a tib le .  The g rounds f o r  a  knowledge c la im  d e te r ­

mine w hether i t  i s  o b j e c t iv e l y  c e r t a i n .  But w ith  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  

p ro v id in g  co m p e llin g  g ro u n d s comes th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  p ro v id in g  

in a d e q u a te  e v id en c e , an d , th u s , th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  m is ta k e . Thus, 

w here o u r  language-gam e lo g i c a l l y  e x c lu d e s  m is ta k e s , i t  l o g i c a l l y  

ex c lu d e s  knowledge a s  w e l l .  F o r Statene n ts  t h a t  canno t b e  m istaken  

a r e  such  becau se  th e r e  a r e  no g rounds fo r  them . " I  have a  to o th a c h e ,"  

f o r  exam ple, c a n n o t b e  m is ta k e n  b ecau se  i t  i s  b ased  on no g ro u n d s . 

Knowledge c la im s , on th e  o th e r  hand , a r e  based  on grounds and can be 

m is tak en  b ecause  th e  g rounds f o r  them may be in a d e q u a te .

The in c o h e re n c e  o f  th e  s k e p t i c 's  demand becomes even 

c l e a r e r  when we s t a t e  i t  l i k e  t h i s ;  " I  u n d e rs tan d  what i t  means to 

s a y  t h a t  Jo n es  has a  to o th a c h e , w hat I  want i s  p ro o f  t h a t  I  can know 

t h a t  he h a s  one, f o r  i t  seem s to  me t h a t  I  can n ev e r r e a l l y  know f o r  

c e r t a i n  t h a t  Jo n es  has a  to o th a c h e ." According to  Waismann, W ittgen­

s t e i n  em phasised  th e  c o n n e c tio n  betw een sem an tic s  and e p is ta n o lo g y  by 

s a y in g , " I f  you w ant to  d is c o v e r  w hat a  s e n te n c e  means, a sk  y o u r s e lf  

'How co u ld  I  know i t ? ' ,  f o r  i t s  m eaning w i l l  be d e te rm in ed  by th e  

answ er to  t h i s  q u e s t i o n . "13^ On W it tg e n s te in 's  view , th e  s k e p t ic  

u n d e rs ta n d s  what i t  means to  say  t h a t  Jo n es  has a to o th a c h e  o n ly  i f  

he knows u n d e r w hat c o n d i t io n s  he would be j u s t i f i e d  in  a s s e r t i n g  th a t  

J o n e s  h as  a  to o th a c h e . B ut th e  c o n d it io n s  f o r  th e  j u s t i f i e d  a s s e r t io n  

o f  "Jones has a to o th a c h e "  a r e  g iv e n  in  th e  l i n g u i s t i c  r u l e s  govern ing

'Waismann, I n t ro d u c t io n  to  M athem atica l T h in k in g  (Mew 
Y ork: U n g ar, 1951), PP* 96 -97 .
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t h a t  e x p re s s io n s  u se , and  th o s e  r u l e s  s t a t e  th e  c r i t e r i a  t h a t  j u s t i f y  

a  c la im  to  know t h a t  "Jo n es  h a s  a  to o th a c h e ."  Thus, i f  th e  sk e p tic  

u n d e rs ta n d s  what i t  means to  say  t h a t  Jo n es  has a  to o th a c h e , then  he 

knows t h a t  J o n e s 's  e x h ib i t i n g  c r i t e r i a  f o r  to o th a c h e  in  th e  a p p ro p r ia te  

c irc u m s ta n c e s  would co u n t a s  c o m p e llin g  g rounds f o r  J o n e s 's  having a 

to o th a c h e .

The s k e p t ic  w an ts p ro o f  t h a t  o u r  o rd in a ry  c r i t e r i a l  j u s t i ­

f i c a t i o n s  p ro v id e  co m p e llin g  g rounds f o r  o u r  c la im s  to  know th e  psycho­

lo g i c a l  s t a t e s  o f  o th e r s ,  b u t  from W it tg e n s te in 's  p o in t  o f  v iew , no 

su ch  p ro o f  can be g iv en  b e c a u se  o u r  o rd in a ry  c r i t e r i a  c an n o t be 

j u s t i f i e d .  As I  e x p la in e d  in  c h a p te r  IV, to  a p p e a l to  W it tg e n s te in ia n  

c r i t e r i a  i s  to  g iv e  an u l t im a te  j u s t i f i c a t i o n .  Once we a p p e a l to  them, 

we have reach ed  bedrock and can  go no f a r t h e r  ( p . I .  # 2 1 7 ) . C r i t e r i a  

r e p r e s e n t  th e  l i m i t s  o f  j u s t i f i c a t i o n ;  upon re a c h in g  them , we have 

come down to  c o n v e n tio n s , and  th e r e  i s  no r a t i o n a l  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  f o r

o u r  c o n v e n tio n s  b e in g  a s  th e y  a r e .  They can n o t be j u s t i f i e d  by

a p p e a l in g  to  f a c t s ;  th e y  m ust s im p ly  be  a c c e p te d  a s  p a r t  o f  o u r  form 

o f  l i f e  ( p . I .  p . 226) .  "G iv in g  g ro u n d s , how ever, j u s t i f y i n g  th e  

ev id en c e  comes to  an e n d ;—b u t  th e  end i s n ' t  c e r t a i n  p ro p o s i t io n s  

s t r i k i n g  u s  im m ed ia te ly  a s  t r u e ,  i . e .  i t  i s  n o t a  k in d  o f  s e e in g  on 

o u r  p a r t ,  i t  i s  o u r a c t i n g  w hich l i e s  a t  th e  bottom  o f  th e  lan g u ag e - 

game" (o .G . # 2 0 4 ). Thus, a g a in s t  th e  s k e p t i c 's  assu m p tio n  t h a t  j u s t i ­

f i c a t i o n  m ust end in  s e e in g  t h a t  p ro p o s i t io n s  such  a s  "Jo n es  has a 

to o th a c h e "  and " I  have a  to o th a c h e "  a r e  t r u e ,  W it tg e n s te in  a rg u es  t h a t  

j u s t i f i c a t i o n  ends w ith  c r i t e r i a  whioh a r e  based  on o u r  p r im i t iv e  

a c t io n s  and r e a c t io n s .

Tnen W ittg e n s te in  w ro te : "Our m is ta k e  i s  to  lo o k  f o r  an

e x p la n a tio n  where we ought to  lo o k  a t  what haooens a s  a ----------------
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T hat i s ,  where we ough t to  have s a id ;  t h i s  language-gam e i s  p la y e d "

( p . I .  # 05^ ) ,  he was c h a s t i s i n g  r e a l i s t  p h ilo s o p h e rs ,  l i k e  th e  a u th o r  

o f  th e  T r a c t a tu s . who t r y  to  m eet th e  s k e p t i c 's  demand th a t  th ey  

j u s t i f y  o u r  o rd in a ry  language-gam es by a p p e a lin g  to  th e  f a c t s .  I  do 

n o t th in k  W ittg e n s te in  would o b je c t  to  an e v o lu t io n a ry  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  

o f  o u r  o rd in a ry  language-gam es such  a s  t h a t  g iv en  i n  J .  L. A u s t in 's  

"P le a  f o r  E x c u se s ,"  A u stin  a rg u e s  t h a t  o rd in a ry  lan g u ag e  embodies a l l  

th e  d i s t i n c t i o n s  and connections th a t human b e in g s  have found im p o rtan t 

and  t h a t  th ese  "have s to o d  up to  th e  lo n g  t e s t  o f  th e  s u r v iv a l  o f  th e

f i t t e s t "  and a r e  more s u b t le  th an  any an a rm c h a ir  p h ilo s o p h e r  i s

l i k e l y  to  th in k  up on a  la z y  a f te rn o o n . 135 A u s t in 's  argum ent seems to  

l i t  W it tg e n s te in ’ s view t h a t  o u r  o rd in a ry  language-gam es depend upon 

o u r  env ironm ent, i n t e r e s t s ,  and form s o f  l i f e .  T hus ,  a l t h o u g h  

W ittg e n s te in  i n s i s t s  t h a t  o u r  o rd in a ry  language-gam es canno t be 

j u s t i f i e d  by a p p e a l in g  to  th e  f a c t s ,  my i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  h i s  view 

a llo w s  o u r  o rd in a ry  lan g u ag e  games to  be j u s t i f i e d  by t h e i r  a d a p t iv i ty :  

we have th e  ones we do b ecau se  th e y  s e rv e  o u r  i n t e r e s t s ,  s u i t  o u r

env ironm en t, and f i t  o u r  form s o f  l i f e .

The s k e p t ic ,  how ever, w i l l  n o t be s a t i s f i e d  w ith  su ch  a 

j u s t i f i c a t i o n ;  he w ants p ro o f  t h a t  o u r  o rd in a ry  c r i t e r i a  g iv e  u s  t r u th ,  

in  th e  r e a l i s t  s e n s e . A ccord ing  to  my i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  W it tg e n s te in 's  

c r i t e r i a !  r e l a t i o n s h ip  s t a t e s :  i n  c e r t a in  g e n e ra l  c irc u m s ta n c e s , i t

i s  a  r u l e  o f  language  t h a t  in  c e r t a in  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s , B i s  a 

c r i t e r i o n  o f  P and t h a t  in  norm al p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s , someone’s 

e x h ib i t in g  c r i t e r i a  o f  P j u s t i f i e s  o u r  a s s e r t i o n  o r  c la im  to  know th a t

135j  . X,. A u stin , "A P le a  f o r  E x cu se s ,"  p h i lo s o p h ic a l  P a p e rs ,
p . 182.
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he i s  in  P . The s k e p t ic  i n s i s t s  t h a t  my c la im  t h a t  Jo n e s  has a 

to o th a c h e , f o r  exam ple, i s  f u l l y  j u s t i f i e d  o n ly  i f  I  can  ( l )  prove 

t h a t  I  can  know f o r  c e r t a i n  t h a t  th e  r e le v a n t  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu re  

o b ta in ,  and (2 )  p ro v e  t h a t  I  can know f o r  c e r t a in  t h a t  th e s e  a re  

th e  s o r t s  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m s ta n c e s  i n  w hich B f u n c t io n s  a s  a 

c r i t e r i o n  o f  P and  in  w hich J o n e s 's  e x h ib i t in g  c r i t e r i a  o f  P shows us 

t h a t  h e  i s  in  P.

(1 )  W it tg e n s te in  acknow ledges t h a t  we assum e t h a t  the  

r e l e v a n t  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  o b ta in  and a rg u e s  t h a t  t h i s  assum ption 

i s  n e c e s s a ry  f o r  th e  s i g n i f i c a n t  fu n c t io n in g  o f  o u r  c r i t e r i a l l y  governed 

c o n c e p ts . On W i t tg e n s te in 's  a n a ly s i s ,  when th e  s k e p t ic  t a l k s  about 

J o n e s ’ s  hav ing  a  to o th a c h e , he i s  im p l i c i t ly  assum ing t h a t  th e  re le v a n t 

g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu r e  o b ta in .  A ccord ing ly , th e  s k e p t ic  canno t both  

say  th a t  "Jones has a  to o th a c h e "  i s  m ean ingfu l and q u e s t io n  th e  

e x is te n c e  o f  th e  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f  n a tu re  re q u ire d  f o r  t h a t  s ta tem en t

to  be m ean in g fu l. From W it tg e n s te in 's  v ie w p o in t, th e  s k e p t i c  cannot 

c o h e re n t ly  q u e s t io n  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  th e  r e le v a n t  g e n e ra l  f a c t s  o f 

n a t u r e .

( 2 ) W it tg e n s te in  does n o t th in k  we can p ro v e  to  th e  

s k e p t i c  t h a t  we can  know f o r  c e r t a in  t h a t  a  p a r t i c u l a r  s i t u a t i o n  i s  

one i n  which B f u n c t io n s  a s  a c r i t e r i o n  o f  P and in  which som eone's 

e x h ib i t i n g  c r i t e r i a  o f  P shows u s t h a t  he i s  in  P . On h i s  a n a ly s is ,  

a l th o u g h  c e r ta in  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m sta n c e s  m ust be p r e s e n t  f o r  B to  

f u n c t io n  a s  a c r i t e r i o n  and f o r  som eone's e x h ib i t in g  c r i t e r i a  o f  P to 

show u s  t h a t  he i s  m  P , we canno t make an e x h a u s t iv e  l i s t  o f  th e se  

p a r t i c u l a r  c ir c u m s ta n c e s , f o r  th e r e  i s  no com plete  s e t  o f  c o n d itio n s  

t h a t  makes som eth ing  so :
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. . . w e  m ust bew are o f  th in k in g  th a t  th e r e  i s  in  th e  n a tu r e  o f  
th e  c a se  som eth ing  we m ig h t c a l l  th e  com plete s e t  o f  c o n d i t io n s ,  
e . g . ,  f o r  h i s  w alk ing ; so  t h a t  th e  p a t i e n t ,  a s  i t  w ere , c a n ' t  
h e lp  w alk ing , m ust w alk , i f  a l l  th e s e  c o n d it io n s  a r e  f u l f i l l e d .
(B r.B . p . 114; cp . P . I .  #183)

The m ost we can do i s  re c o g n iz e  p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m sta n c e s  in  w hich th e

k in d s  o f  b e h a v io r  t h a t  f u n c t io n  a s  c r i t e r i a  f o r  P do n o t  show us t h a t

someone i s  in  P and  say  how th o s e  c ircu m stan ces  d i f f e r  from  th e  u su a l

ones ( z .  # 1 1 8 ). We c a n n o t, f o r  exam ple, g iv e  an e x h a u s t iv e  l i s t  o f

th e  c irc u m sta n c e s  in  w hich som eone 's  moaning and h o ld in g  h i s  cheek

w ill show u s  t h a t  he h as a  to o th a c h e ; th e  m ost we can do i s  re c o g n iz e

p a r t i c u l a r  c irc u m sta n c e s  i n  w hich su ch  b eh av io r does n o t show u s  t h a t

someone has a  to o th a c h e .

F u r th e rm o re ,  i f  t h e  s k e p t i c  c la im s  t h a t  a l th o u g h  J o n e s  i s  

m oaning an d  h o ld in g  h i s  c h e e k ,  he  d e e s  n o t  h av e  a  to o th a c h e ,  t h e  b u rd e n  

o f  p ro o f  i s  on h im . He m u st show e i t h e r  t h a t  J o n e s ’s  m o an in g  an d  h o ld in g  

h i s  cheek  a r e  fu n c tio n in g  n o t  a s  c r i t e r i a  f o r  to o th a c h e ,  b u t  a s  c r i t e r i a  

f o r  some o t h e r  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s t a t e  o r  t h a t  a l th o u g h  J o n e s 's  m o an in g  and  

h o ld in g  h i s  cheek  a r e  f u n c t i o n i n g  a s  c r i t e r i a  f o r  t o o th a c h e ,  th e y  do n o t  

show u s  t h a t  he  h a s  a  t o o th a c h e  ( o r  j u s t i f y  o u r  c la im  to  know t h a t  he  

h a s  a  to o th a c h e )  b e c a u s e  t h i s  s i t u a t i o n  i s  ab n o rm al i n  som e c o n v e n t io n a l ly  

r e c o g n iz a b le  way.

T e r ry  F o r r e s t  u s e s  A u s t i n 's  a n a l y s i s  o f  th e  w ord " r e a l "  to  

e l u c i d a t e  t h i s  a s p e c t  o f  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s ,  a r g u in g  t h a t  j u s t  a s  an  

a s c r i p t i o n  o f  " r e a l i t y "  m akes s e n s e  o n ly  when t h e r e  i s  som e c o n v e n t io n a l ly  

r e c o g n iz a b le  form  o f  u n r e a l i t y ,  so  t h e  c la im  " C r i t e r i a  o f  P a r e  p r e s e n t ,  

b u t  do n o t  j u s t i f y  o u r  c la im  t h a t  P" m akes s e n s e  o n ly  when t h e r e  i s  

some c o n v e n t io n a l ly  r e c o g n iz a b le  a b n o r n a l i t y . The c o n c e p t  o f  to o th a c h e ,  

f o r  e 'c a n p le , i s  su c h  t h a t  " r e a l l y  h a v in g  a  to o th a c h e "  i s ,  i n  A u s t i n 's
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s e n s e , a  t r o u s e r - e x p r e s s io n :  i t  has se n se  o n ly  in s o f a r  a s  i t  i s  con­

t r a s t e d  w ith  " p re te n d in g  to  have a  to o th a c h e ,"  "having som eth ing  wrong 

w ith  o n e 's  p a in  n e u ro n s ,"  e t c . —a l l  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  t h a t  a r e  p u b lic ly  

c h e c k a b le . Thus, i f  th e  s k e p t ic  c la im s t h a t  a lth o u g h  J o n e s  i s  s i t t i n g  

In  h i s  c h a i r ,  r o c k in g , h o ld in g  h i s  c h e d t, m oaning, and s a y in g  " I  have 

a  to o th a c h e ,"  he d o es  n o t have a  to o th a c h e , he canno t sa y  t h a t  J o n e s 's  

b eh av in g  a s  i f  he has  a to o th a c h e  sim p ly  does n o t l o g i c a l l y  e n t a i l  h is  

h a v irg  a  to o th a c h e ; he m ust show t h a t  Jo n e s  i s  fa k in g  o r  t h a t  some 

o t h e r  c o n v e n tio n a lly  re c o g n iz a b le  ab n o rm a lity  i s  p r e s e n t . 136

But t h i s  a p p e a l to  A u s t in 's  n o tio n  o f  a tr o u s e r -w o rd  w ill  

n o t  s a t i s f y  th e  s k e p t i c ,  f o r  he w i l l  i n s i s t  t h a t  s in c e  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a ­

t i o n s  a llo w  t h a t  in  some c a se s  o th e r s  can d is p la y  c r i t e r i a  f o r  

to o th a c h e  w ith o u t a c tu a l ly  hav ing  a to o th a c h e , th ey  le a v e  open th e  

p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  in i s  m ight happen in  every  case  so t h a t  p e o p le  m ight 

a lw ay s he p re te n d in g  to  ra v e  to o th a c h e s . "So i t  i s  q u i t e  ea sy  to  

im ag ine  t h i s :  one  need  o n ly  make th e  easy  t r a n s i t i o n  from  some to

a l l "  ( P . I .  # 344) .  W it tg e n s te in  a rg u e s  th a t  th e  s k e p t ic  c a n n o t make

t h i s  t r a n s i t i o n  from  some to  a l l .  F o r  a lth o u g h  i t  makes se n se  to  say

t h a t  someone made a  f a l s e  move in  some game, i t  makes no se n se  to  say

t h a t  " i t  m ight be p o s s ib le  f o r  everybody to  make n o th in g  b u t  f a l s e  

moves in  ev e ry  g am e ," f o r  th e n  th e  games in  which th ey  w ere f a l s e  moves 

would have been a b ro g a te d  ( P . I .  #345, p . 2 2 ? ) . In  o th e r  w ords, " i f  a l l  

moves were alw ays f a l s e ,  i t  would make no se n se  to  speak  o f  a  ’f a l s e  

m ove '"  (Z . # 133) .  S im ila r ly ,  a lth o u g h  we som etim es moan and h o ld  o u r 

ch eek s  w ith o u t h av in g  a to o th a c h e  (b ecau se  we a r e ,  e . g . ,  p re te n d in g  to 

have a  to o th a c h e ) ,  we canno t i n f e r  from t h a t  t h a t  w henever p eo p le  

moan and ho ld  t h e i r  cheeks they may be p re te n d in g  to  have to o th a c h e s .
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The s k e p t i c 's  in f e r e n c e  from some to  a l l  i s  th e  r e s u l t  o f  

p h i lo s o p h ic a l  s a v a g e ry . The s k e p t ic  lo o k s  a t  th e  u se  o f  th e  word 

" to o th a c h e "  from  f a r  away, f a l s e l y  i n t e r p r e t s  i t  to  be th e  name o f  a 

p r i v a te  m en ta l s t a t e  and w rongly  co n c lu d es t h a t  s in c e  moaning and 

h o ld in g  th e  cheek som etim es o c c u r  w ith o u t to o th a c h e , th ey  m ight alw ays 

do s o .  A ccording to  W it tg e n s te in ,  th e  t r u t h  i s :  i t  makes sen se  to  say 

th a t  p e o p le  som etim es p re te n d  to  have to o th a c h e s  by moaning and h o ld in g  

t h e i r  ch eek s , b u t i t  makes no s e n s e  to  sa y  t h a t  a l l  su ch  b e h a v io r m ight 

be p r e te n c e .  In  Sense and S e n s i b i l i a . A u s tin  w r i te s :  " t a lk  abou t

d e c e p tio n  o n ly  makes se n se  a g a in s t  a background  o f  g e n e ra l non­

d e c e p tio n . . . .  I t  m ust be p o s s ib le  to  re c o g n iz e  a case  o f  d ecep tio n  

by ch eck in g  th e  odd c a se  a g a in s t  more norm al o n e s ." -3 7  There i s  a 

s im i la r  p a ssag e  in  Z e t t e l :

C ouldn’ t  you im ag ine  a f u r t h e r  su rro u n d in g  in  which 
t h i s  co u ld  be in t e r p r e t e d  a s  p re te n c e ?  Must n o t any b eh av io r 
a llo w  o f  such  an i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ?

B ut what does i t  mean to  say  t h a t  a l l  b e h a v io r  m ight 
alw ays be p re te n c e ?  Has e x p e rie n c e  ta u g h t  u s t h i s ?  How 
e l s e  can we be i n s t r u c t e d  ab o u t p re te n c e ?  No, i t  i s  a  
rem ark ab o u t th e  co n cep t 'p r e t e n c e ' . B ut th e n  t h i s  concep t 
would have no c r i t e r i a  in  b e h a v io r . (Z . #571)

L ike  A u s tin , W it tg e n s te in  h o ld s  t h a t  t a l k  o f  p re te n c e  makes sen se  on ly

a g a in s t  a  background o f  g e n e ra l  n o n -p re te n c e . I t  m ust be p o s s ib le  to

re c o g n iz e  a c a se  o f  p r e te n c e  by ch eck in g  th e  odd c a se  a g a in s t  more

norm al o n e s , which we can  do b ecau se  p re te n d in g  has b e h a v io ra l c r i t e r i a .

Thus, a c c o rd in g  to  W it tg e n s te in ,  th e  s k e p t i c 's  g e n e ra l  c la im  t h a t  o th e r s

m igh t a lw ays be p re te n d in g  to  have to o th a c h e s  i s  in c o h e re n t.  M oreover, i f  the

skspdc c la im s  t h a t  in  a  p a r t i c u l a r  s i t u a t i o n  a lth o u g h  Jo n es  i s  e x h ib i t in g

c r i t e r i a  f o r  to o th a c h e , he m ight n o t have  a  to o th a c h e , the skep tic  must shew

th a t  th e  s i t u a t i o n  i s  abnorm al i n  some c o n v e n tio n a lly  re c o g n iz a b le  way.

-- 'T l. L. A u stin , Sense and S e n s i b i l i a  (New York; Oxford
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Thus, W it tg e n s te in  re sp o n d s  to  th e  s k e p t ic  n o t by m eeting 

h i s  demand w ith  a c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h ip  t h a t  lo g i c a l l y  connec ts 

s e n s e le s s  b e h a v io r  w ith  p r iv a te  m en ta l s t a t e s ,  b u t by g iv in g  him what 

a  n eeds: an a l t e r n a t i v e  th e o ry  o f  m eaning w hich shows him th a t  h is

demands a r e  in c o h e re n t and in a p p r o p r ia te  and why.

C onclu sion

In  c o n c lu s io n , I  s h a l l  b r i e f l y  a d d re s s  th r e e  p o s s ib le  

c r i t i c i s m s  o f  my i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  n o t  d is c u s s e d  p re v io u s ly .

( l )  Some may c r i t i c i z e  me f o r  f a i l i n g  to  d i s t in g u is h  th e  

n o tio n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  espoused  in  th e  B lue Book from  th e  n o tio n  

espoused  in  th e  P h ilo s o p h ic a l I n v e s t ig a t io n s  and  su b seq u en t works. 

A lthough A lb r i t to n  and most o f  h is  su c c e s s o r s ljS  have a rgued  th a t  th e  

n o tio n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  espoused  in  th e  B lue Book i s  e s se n tia l! j ,-  d if f e re n  

from  th a t  in  th e  P h ilo s o p h ic a l  I n v e s t ig a t io n s  and  subsequen t w orks,

I  a g re e  w ith  John T. S . R ichardson  t h a t  th e r e  i s  no e s s e n t i a l  change 

i n  W it tg e n s te in ’s  n o tio n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  from th e  B lue Book o n w a r d s . ^ 3 9  

In  b o th  th e  B lue Book and  th e  I n v e s t ig a t io n s , c r i t e r i a  a r e  c o n tra s te d  

w ith  symptoms o r  e m p ir ic a l e v id en c e ; and  in  b o th  works, th e  connec tion  

betw een c r i t e r i a  and  what th e y  a r e  c r i t e r i a  o f  i s  based  on l i n g u i s t i c  

c o n v e n tio n . There seem to  be  two d i f f e r e n t  n o t io n s  b ecau se  in  th e  

B lue  Book (p p . 24-23), W it tg e n s te in  i s  d is c u s s in g  a  te c h n ic a l  term 

w hich has been g iv en  a  s t r i c t  u se  by d e s ig n a t in g  th e  p re se n c e  o f  a

138A lb r i t to n ,  "On W it tg e n s te in ’ s Use o f  ’ C r i t e r i o n ' ."
Kenny, " C r i te r io n ."  Lycan, "N o n in d u c tiv e  E v id en ce" . H acker, I n s ig h t  and 
I l l u s i o n , pp . 188- 289 .

139Richardson, The Grammar of Justification, on. 113-116,
1 2 9 .
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c e r t a i n  b a c i l l u s  in  th e  b lo o d  a s  i t s  d e f in in g  c r i t e r i o n ,  w hereas in  

th e  P h ilo s o p h ic a l  I n v e s t ig a t io n s  and su b seq u en t w orks, W ittg e n s te in  

d is c u s s e s  o rd in a ry  p sy c h o lo g ic a l  te rm s which have no s t r i c t  u se  becau se  

r a t h e r  th a n  h av in g  one d e f in in g  c r i t e r i o n  t h a t  f u n c t io n s  in  a l l  c ircu m ­

s ta n c e s ,  th e y  have many d i f f e r e n t  c r i t e r i a  t h a t  f u n c t io n  in  d i f f e r e n t  

c ir c u m s ta n c e s . I n  b o th  c a s e s  c r i t e r i a  a r e  c o n v e n tio n a l grounds f o r  

w hat th e y  a r e  c r i t e r i a  o f ,  b u t i n  th e  ca se  o f  o u r  o rd in a ry  p s y c h o lo g ic a l 

te rm s , th e  r e l a t i o n s h ip  betw een c r i t e r i a  and what th e y  a r e  c r i t e r i a  o f  

i s  much more co m p lic a te d  th a n  i t  i s  i n  th e  c a se  o f  te c h n ic a l  s c i e n t i f i c  

te rm s .

(2 )  Some may c r i t i c i z e  me f o r  making W it tg e n s te in 's  

c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h ip  s i m i l a r  to  th e  p r in c ip l e  o f  v e r i f i c a t i o n .  But 

such  a com parison i s  unw azrranted, f o r  whereas my in t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f 

W it tg e n s te in 's  c r i t e r i a !  r e l a t i o n s h ip  i s  th o ro u g h ly  c o n s t m c t i ’/ i s t ,  

l o g i c a l  p o s i t iv is m  was th e  r e s u l t  o f  an  i l l - f a t e d  un ion  betw een a  

c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  p r i n c ip l e ,  v iz .  th e  p r in c ip l e  o f  v e r i f i c a t i o n ,  and 

c l a s s i c a l  r e a l i s t  sen  a n t i c s .  L ik e  F rege , th e  e a r ly  W it tg e n s te in , 

R u s s e l l ,  _et l o g i c a l  p o s i t i v i s t s  a ccep ted  a  t r u th - c o n d i t i o n s

a c c o u n t o f  th e  m eaning o f  s ta te m e n ts  and a  r e a l i s t  d o c t r in e  o f  t r u t h .

And a lth o u g h  th e y  r e s t r i c t e d  th e  e x p la n a tio n  o f  se n se  in  te rm s o f  

t r u th - c o n d i t i o n s  by s t i p u l a t i n g  t h a t  th e  t r u th - c o n d i t i o n s  be  o b se rv a b le  

o r  v e r i f i a b l e ,  v e r i f i a b i l i t y  was g e n e ra l ly  demanded o n ly  p r i n c i p l e . 

Moreover, th i s  q u a l i f i c a t i o n  was g e n e ra l ly  talcen to  l i c e n s e  t r e a t i n g  

p h y s ic a l  o b je c t  s ta te m e n ts  a s  i n f i n i t e  c o n ju n c tio n s  o f  s ta te m e n ts  a b o u t 

a c tu a l  and p o s s ib le  s e n s e - d a ta .  Ayer even u sed  t h i s  q u a l i f i c a t i o n  to  

r e s u r r e c t  th e  argum ent from  an a lo g y  on th e  ground th a t  one p erso n  can 

in  p r in c ip l e  have a n o th e r  p e r s o n 's  m ental s t a t e s .  He a ls o  invoked i t
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to  b lo ck  sk e p tic ism  a b o u t th e  p a s t  on th e  ground th a t  one can now in  

p r i n c i p l e  o b se rv e  w hat happened in  th e  p a s i . l ^  C onsequen tly , 

a c c o rd in g  to  l a t e r  v e r s io n s  o f  l o g i c a l  p o s i t iv is m , th e  t r u t h  o f  s t a t e ­

m en ts a b o u t th e  p h y s ic a l  w o rld , th e  p sy c h o lo g ic a l s t a t e s  o f  o th e r s ,  

and  th e  p a s t  i s  in d ep en d e n t o f  th e  human p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  know ing them 

to  be t r u e .  In d eed , o rth o d o x  l o g i c a l  p o s i t iv is m  i s  a v e r s io n  o f  

c l a s s i c a l  r e a l i s t  s e m a n tic s  w ith  a  r e a l i s t  d o c tr in e  o f  t r u t h  and a 

r e s t r i c t i v e  n o tio n  o f  w hat c o u n ts  a s  a  t r u th -c o n d i t io n .1 ^ 1

(3 )  Some w i l l  c e r t a i n l y  c r i t i c i z e  me f o r  a t t r i b u t i n g  

s e m a n tic  and e p is te m o lo g ic a l p o s i t i o n s  to  th e  l a t e r  W it tg e n s te in . But 

i t  i s  my hope t h a t  t h i s  d i s s e r t a t i o n  has shown th a t  to  i n s i s t ,  a s  many 

i n t e r p r e t e r s  have^^Z t h a t  W it tg e n s te in  had no view s in  s e m a n tic s  and 

e p ls te n o lo g y  i s  to  f a i l  to  u n d e rs ta n d  th e  f u l l  s ig n if ic a n c e  o f  h is  

l a t e r  wcric. Over te n  y e a r s  ag o , Andrew C ld en q u is t w ro te : "Indeed ,

b e fo re  too  lo n g  w ith  th e  b e n e f i t  o f  h in d s ig h t  and when e x e g e t ic a l  and 

i n t e r p r e t a t i v e  id e a s  have had lo n g e r  to  m a rin a te , p h ilo so p h e rs  w i l l  

d a re  (a l th o u g h  I  do n o t d a re )  to  speak w ith o u t a b s u rd ity  o f  th e  l a t e r  

W it tg e n s te in 's  p h i lo s o p h ic a l  s y s te m ."1^3 C ld e n q u is t 's  p r e d i c t i o n  has 

been  r e a l i z e d  in  r e c e n t  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  in t e r p r e ta t i o n s  o f  W i t tg e n s te in 's  

l a t e r  p h ilo so p h y . W ith th e  su b m iss io n  o f  t h i s  d i s s e r t a t i o n ,  I  add my 

name to  th e  l i s t  o f  th o s e  who have d a re d  to  "speak w ith o u t a b s u r d i ty  

o f  th e  l a t e r  W i t tg e n s te in 's  p h i lo s o p h ic a l  sy s tem ."  My p re d e c e s so rs

J .  Ayer, The Problem  o f  Knowledge, P e lic a n  Books 
(B a lt im o re , M aryland: P engu in  Books, 195°)> PP* 15^-161, 216-218 .

l ^ i c f .  B aker, "A New F o u n d a tio n  f o r  S e m a n tic s ,” 166-16?.
. K. Bouwsma, "The B lue B ook," P h ilo s o p h ic a l E ssays 

(L in c o ln : U n iv e r s ity  o f  N ebraska P r e s s ,  1965), pp . 175-201; M orris
L a z e ro w itz , " W ittg e n s te in  on th e  M ature o f  P h ilo so p h y ,"  i n  Fann ( e d . ) , 
W it tg e n s te in ; G. H. von W righ t, "A B io g ra p h ic a l S k e tc h ,"  Ludwig W itt­
g e n s t e in : A Memoir, L'orman Malcolm (New York: O xford U n iv e rs ity  p r e s s ,  1967).

1^3Andrew C ld e n q u is t ,  " W ittg e n s te in  on Phenomenalism,
S k e p t i c i s m ,  a n d  C r i t e r i a , "  in  I s s a v s  on W i t t g e n s t e i n , e d i t e d  by E. D,
Klemke ( U rbana: U n iv e rs ity  o f
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h a v e  shown how i n t e r p r e t i n g  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  p h i lo s o p h y  o f  la n g u a g e  on  a  

c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  m odel c l a r i f i e s  h i s  v ie w s  on m ean in g  o r  u se  a n d  h i s  

c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p .  I  h av e  a t t e m p te d  to  f u r t h e r  i l l u m in a t e  

W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  l a t e r  p h i lo s o p h ic a l  v ie w s  by  t r a c i n g  t h e  c o n n e c tio n s  

b e tw e e n  h i s  n o t io n s  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  a n d  h i s  v iew s  on f a m i ly  re se m b la n c e s , 

c i r c u m s ta n c e s ,  m ean in g , k n o w led g e , a n d  c e r t a i n t y  a n d  by p r e s e n t i n g  a  

p r e c i s e  f o r m u la t io n  o f  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p .  S in c e  

t h e  n o t io n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  i s  n o t  u se d  i n  On C e r t a i n ty  an d  s i n c e  m ost 

c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  i n t e r p r e t e r s  h a v e  c o n c e n t r a t e d  o n  p r e s e n t i n g  a  c o n s t r u c ­

t i v i s t  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  s e m a n t ic s ,  w h i le  m aking  l i t t l e  

a t t e m p t  to  f o r m u la te  a  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  h i s  e p is te m o lo ­

g i c a l  v ie w s , I  h av e  en d ed  my c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  W ittg en ­

s t e i n ’ s  c r i t e r i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  w ith  a  c l a r i f i c a t i o n  ox W it tg e n s te in ’s 

v ie w s  on  k n o w ledge  and  c e r t a i n t y  an d  a  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  how W it tg e n s te in  

w ou ld  re sp o n d  to  t h e  s k e p t i c  who d s a a n d s  p r o o f  t h a t  o n e  can  have 

c e r t a i n  k n o w ledge  o f  o t h e r s '  m e n ta l  s t a t e s .

W hile  t h i s  d i s s e r t a t i o n  t a k e s  a n o th e r  s m a l l  s t e p  to w ard  

d e v e lo p in g  a  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  l a t e r  

p h i lo s o p h y ,  much re m a in s  to  b e  d o n e . F u tu r e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  s h o u ld  

b e  d i r e c t e d  to w a rd  d e te r m in in g  w hat c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  a c c o u n t  o f  t r u t h  

f i t s  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  s e m a n t ic  a n d  e p i s te m ic  v ie w s , w h e th e r  a  system  

o f  l o g i c a l  p r i n c i p l e s  a p p r o p r i a t e  t o  W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  

s e m a n t ic s  c an  b e  f o r m u la te d ,  w h e th e r  a  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  a c c o u n t  o f  no n - 

a s s e r t i v e  u s e s  o f  la n g u a g e  c a n  b e  g iv e n ,  w h a t a c c o u n t  o f  W i t t g e n s te in 's  

n o t io n  o f  a  c r i t e r i o n  o f  i d e n t i t y  ( c r u c i a l  t o  t h e  p r i v â t e - la n g u a g e  

a rg u m e n t)  c an  oe g iv e n .  O th e r  t o p i c s  t h a t  r e q u i r e  f u r t h e r  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  a r e  

W i t t g e n s t e i n 's  v iew s on s e l f - k n o w le d g e  a n d  kn o w led g e  o f  t h e  n h y s ic a l  

w o r ld .  T h ese  i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  s h o u ld  k e e p  th o s e  o f  u s  who e n jo y
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