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This is an investigation into the fundamental connections between
the referential use of language and our rich human experience. All
types of experience — perceptual, practical, scientific, literary,
esthetic, ludic, ... — are tightly unified into one total experience by
the structure of reference to real or possible items. Singular reference
is essential for locating ourselves in our own corner of the world.
General reference, by means of quantifiers, is our main tool in
ascertaining the accessible patterns of the world. Both are primitive
and mutually irreducible. (Often this has been denied.) The unity of
total experience is constructed through the biographical unity of a
person, and the sociological unity of the communications across a
community. This unity of experience is wrought out by an underlying
unitary system of reference. We need, therefore, a comprehensive
theory of individuation, existence, predication, and truth. One sucha
theory is Guise Theory.
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This essay examines the role of non-existent objects in “‘epistemo-
logical ontology” — the study of the entities that make thinking
possible. An earlier revision of Meinong’s Theory of Objects is
reviewed, Meinong’s notions of Quasisein and Aupersein are dis-
cussed, and a theory of Meinongian objects as “combinatorially
possible” entities is presented.
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Following Bolzano, I suggest that there are two types of entity: those
that are states of other things and those that are not. The second type



includes, not only substances, in the traditional sense, but also such
abstract objects as numbers, attributes and propositions. It is argued
that the theory of states, when combined with an intentional account
of negative attributes, will yield a theory of negative entities and of
events.

Ruth BARCAN MARCUS: Possibilia and Possible Worlds.... 107
Four questions are raised about the semantics of Quantified Modal
Logic (QML). Does QML admit possible objects, i.e. possibilia? Is it
plausible to admit them? Can sense be made of such objects? Is QML
committed to the existence of possibilia?

The conclusions are that QML, generalized as in Kripke,would
seem to accommodate possibilia, but they are rejected on philosoph-
ical and semantical grounds. Things must be encounterable, directly
nameable and a part of the actual order before they may plausibly
enter into the identity relation. QML is not committed to possibilia in
that the range of variables may be restricted to actual objects.

Support of the conclusions requires some discussion of substitu-
tion puzzles; also, the semantical distinction between proper names
which are directly referring, and descriptions even where the latter
are “rigid designators”.

Views of W.V. Quine, B. Russell, K. Donnellan, D. Kaplan as well
as S. Kripke are invoked or evaluated in conjunction with these
issues. '
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The proposed synthesis is set within general object-theory. The
underlying idea of the synthesis is that the alternative worlds
semantics — arrived at in pursuit of a universal semantics (a general
semantics for all languages, including relevant ones) and, connected-
ly, as part of a comprehensive object-theory — be applied also in
fundamental physics, most importantly to the matter of the origin,
history, and physical features of the cosmos, but as well, again
connectedly, elsewhere, in particular in the interpretation of quantum
theory. The universal semantics is a many worlds — a many
nonexistent worlds — theory. The point of applying such an
interpretation in cosmology also is explained by way of examples,
concerning the understanding of the contingency of existence and the
improbability of present arrangements. A resolution of the basic
question, ‘Why does anything at all exist?” is sketched, leading to the
further question why the fundamental constants of physics have the



particular surprisingly sensitive values they appear to have. Chauvi-
nistic answers through anthropic principl~s are critically rejected, in
favour of resolution by way of world selection.

John WOODS: God, Genidentity and Existential Parity ...... 181
The God of the Biblical and patristic tradition, though perhaps
incomplete, possesses properties including those that involve gen-
identity or C-connections with us. Thus God’s existence is at least
possible. Using a modified version of Parson’s elaboration of
Meinong’s theory of objects, we find that God exists if we do. But we
also find that much else exists if we do; rather too much for
confident belief.

Gary ROSENKRANTZ: On Objects Totally Out Of This
World ... e 197

The view that a possible world is an existing abstract object implies
that all nonexistent possible individuals have a principle of in-
dividuation in terms of existing objects, properties, and relations.
However, some individuals of this kind are totally out of this world
both in the subjective sense that nobody in this world can pick them
out,andin the ontological sense that they would neither be created by
assembling or arranging existing bits of matter nor otherwise be
generated by existing items. The only acceptable principle of
individuation for such nonexistent possibles is that they are in-
dividuated by their unexemplified haecceities.

Czestaw LEJEWSKI: Logic and Non-Existence............... 209

An attempt is made in the present essay to accommodate various
senses of the notion of existence and of that of non-existence within
the framework of logic. With this aim in view a system of
LeSniewski’s Ontology, referred to as System S, is outlined. Equipped
with appropriate definitions and illustrated with a selection of theses
it offers a logical theory of existence and non-existence. The
usefulness of the theory is then tested by interpreting in its terms
some of the principal notions and assertions of Meinong’s ontology.
A few brief comments on the notion of ‘possible object’ and on
‘semantics’ of fiction conclude the essay.



Herbert HOCHBERG: Existence, Non-Existence, and Predica-
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Two connected themes have been at the core of the old perplexity
regarding thinking and speaking about non-existent objects. One
involves a question of reference. Can we refer to non-existent objects
without, thereby, recognizing, in some sense, non-existent entities as
objects of reference? The other involves a question about existence. Is
existence a property representable by a predicate in a logically
adequate symbolism? It is argued (1) that existence is not to be
construed as an attribute represented by a predicate, (2) that non-
naming names introduce problems, not solutions to problems, (3)
that purported properties such as self-identical are specious, and (4)
that the Russell property is also seen to be specious by our
consideration of predication.

Edgar MORSCHER: Was Existence Ever a Predicate? ........ 269

The question *“Was ‘existence’ ever a predicate?”” in a way already
suggests its own answer, that this is really the wrong question to ask,
because ‘existence’ has always been a predicate. Even those, such as
Kant, who supposedly opposed this view, in fact held it. They merely
denied that ‘existence’ is a ““normal”’ first-order predicate. Not only
Kant, but also Bolzano, Frege and Russell claimed that it is a
second-order predicate. There is substantive disagreement between
Kant and Bolzano on the one hand and Frege and Russell on the
other over two issues: the former claim that this second-order .
predicate applies to no concept analytically and that it can be
properly ascribed to a singular concept, whereas the latter deny both
of these claims. ‘ |

Richard E. GRANDY: On the Logics of Singular Terms ...... 285

Motivations for systems of free logics are reviewed and systems are
divided according as they are positive (asserting atomic truths with
non-denoting terms) negative (denying all such sentences) or neutral.
A positive theory is developed and defended. One of the major
considerations in favor of the theory is that it allows (via translation)
representation of the other points of view. Finally, the relation
between free logic and truth theories is elaborated.

Gerald VISION: Reference and the Ghost of Parmenides...... 297

Parmenides didn’t mention reference as such, but if he had he would
have undoubtedly agreed with the philosophers who nowadays hold



what is called “the axiom of existence’: that one can only refer to
what exists. The sources of possible support for this view are
examined and rejected. Primary support for the axiom is given by
two sorts of argument; one concerning quantification, the other
summarizing a standard Parmenidean puzzle. Weaknesses in both
are exposed. Finally, the relations between the axiom and connected
claims about predication and truth are probed, and an attempt is
made to determine the limits of the mutual support these claims give
one another.
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A relational model of reference may be traced through Parmenides,
Frege, Russell, Quine, and Strawson at least. But it generates
difficulties. A non-relational theory of reference treats reference
intentionally, separates its linguistic or grammatical features from
ontological questions about the existence of what we may refer to
—in particular, actual and imaginary or fictional entities —and links
reference to questions of what may be thought rather than of what
there is. Furthermore, a non-relational theory can accommodate,
piecemeal, all the advantages of an extensionalist treatment, without
subverting the strong intuition that we can imagine things to exist
that do not exist in any way, and that we can refer to what we thus
imagine. -

Kent BACH: Failed Reference and Feigned Reference: Much
Ado About Nothing ........cooviiiiiiiiiiiii it 359
Nothing can be said about a nonexistent object, but something can be
said about the act of (unsuccessfully) attempting to refer to one or, as
in fiction, of pretending to refer to one. Unsuccessful reference,
whether by expressions or by speakers, can be explained straight-
forwardly within the context of the theory of speech acts and
communication. As for fiction, there is nothing special semantically,
as to either meaning or reference, about its language. And fictional
discourse is just a distinctive use of ordinary language: pretended
communication and within it, pretended reference. However, dis-
course about fiction is not pretense but is normal communication, a
kind of indirect discourse. To describe the world of a fiction is to state
what the fiction says (or implies); and what seems to be referenceto a
fictional character is really attributing (usually implicitly) a feigned
reference by the author.



Nicholas GRIFFIN: Russell’s Critique of Meinong’s Theory of
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Russell brought three arguments forward against Meinong’s theory
of objects. None of them depend upon a misinterpretation of the
theory as is often claimed. In particular, only one is based upon a
clash between Meinong’s theory and Russell’s theory of descriptions,
and that did not involve Russell’s attributing to Meinong his own
ontological assumption. The other two arguments were attempts to
find internal inconsistencies in Meinong’s theory. But neither was
sufficient to refute the theory, though they do require some revisions,
viz. a trade-off between freedom of assumption and unlimited
characterization. Meinong himself worked out the essentials of the
required revisions.

Panayot BUTCHVAROYV: Our Robust Sense of Reality....... 403

Anti-Meinongian philosophers, such as Russell, do not explain what
they mean by existence when they deny that there are nonexistent
objects -—— they just sense robustly. I argue that any plausible
explanation of what they mean tends to undermine their view and to
support the Meinongian view. But why are they so strongly
convinced that they are right? I argue that the reason is to be found in
the special character of the concept of existence, which has been
insufficiently examined by anti-Meinongian as well as by Meinongian
philosophers.
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Meinong’s doctrine of the modal moment and the watering-down of
extranuclear properties to surrogate nuclear counterparts was offered
in response to Russell’s problem of the existent round square. To
avoid an infinite regress of successively watered-down factualities,
Meinong stipulates that the modal moment itself cannot be watered-
down. This limits free assumption, since it means that the idea of the
existent-cum-modal-moment round square cannot be entertained in
thought. It is possible to eliminate the modal moment and watering-
down from Meinongian semantics in favor of a strict enforcement of
the distinction between nuclear and extranuclear properties. This
provides a simpler, more economical Meinongian object theory, and
regains unrestricted free assumption.



Karel LAMBERT: Non-Existent Objects: Why Theories About
Them Are Important . ..., 439
This essay argues for the importance of developing theories of
nonexistent objects. The grounds are utility and smoothness of
logical theory. In the latter case a parallel with the theory of negative
and imaginary numbers is exploited. The essay concludes with a
counterexample to a general argument against the enterprise of
developing theories of nonexistent objects, and outlining the fore-
most problem an adequate theory of nonexistent objects must solve.

Edward N. ZALTA: Lambert, Mally and the Principle of In-
dependence . .... .ot e 447
In a recent book, K. Lambert argues that philosophers should adopt
Mally’s Principle of Independence (the principle that an object can
have properties even though it lacks being of any kind) by
abandoning a constraint on true predications, namely, that all of the
singular terms in a true predication denote objects which have being.
The constraint may be abandoned either by supposing there is a true
predication in which one of the terms denotes a beingless object
(Meinong) or by supposing there is a true predication in which one of
the terms denotes nothing at all (free logic). However, Lambert’s
conclusions can be undermined by showing that the data he produces
in support of his position can be explained by either of two recent
theories of abstract and nonexistent objects, both of which are
couched in languages which conform to the traditional constraint.

Ermanno BENCIVENGA: Meinong: A Critique From the
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Meinong justifies the need of his Gegenstandstheorie by presenting it
as a generalization of (existing) metaphysics, in that the former deals
with both existent and non-existent objects, whereas the latter used
to deal with existent objects only. But this justification is disin-
genuous, since the notion of a non-existent object is virtually a
contradiction in terms for the traditional paradigm. What Meinong
is really proposing is a conceptual revolution of a Kantian variety,
and we need to get clearer about the full import of this revolution.
This is what the present paper attempts to do.



Ernest SOSA: Imagery and Imagination — Sensory Images and
Fictional Characters .. ..ottt 485
i. Sensa and propositional experience. 2. An option between
propositions and properties (as objects or contents of sensory
experience). 3. The property option and adverbialism. 4. Sensa as
images, images as intentionalia. 5. Do we refer directly to sensa? 6.
Focusing and the supervenience of images and our reference to them:
a question raised. 7. Internal and external properties of images and
characters. Strict vistas introduced. 8. A correction on strict vistas. 9.
Focusing and experience: the question answered. 10. Conclusion.

Johannes BRANDL: Gegenstandslose Gedanken ............. 501

Thoughts may have a subject — they may concern a certain topic
—without having an object in the sense of being directed upon a
referent. It is argued that, once this distinction is acknowledged, a
third position between Meinong and Russell can be established.
There will then be objectless thoughts which need not be false in view
of the non-existence of their purported referents. But there willalso be
object-dependent thoughts which have their referents necessarily.
Neither logically proper names nor non-existing objects need to be
introduced if we allow for cases when we are mistaken about what
kind of thoughts we are considering. This result is achieved via an
analysis of fictional names and a free logic which includes a non-
predicating use of general terms in sentences imitating thelogical form
of predications.

Barry SMITH: The Substitution Theory of Art ............... 533

How are we to understand the intentionality of mental acts which
lack existing objects? Two alternatives present themselves: the
Meinongian, which would involve the postulation of special non-
existent objects; and the adverbial, which would appeal instead to
special qualities of the acts themselves. The present paper, which
draws on the hitherto neglected aesthetic writings of the Meinong
school, is concerned with certain psychological and aesthetic im-
plications of the adverbial approach. The ‘substitution theory’ of the
title consists in the view that our experience of works of art can best
be conceived in terms of special sorts of ‘modified’ psychic phenom-
ena which may be said to substitute or stand proxy for our normal
emotional experiences. The job of the work of art, on this view, is
precisely to bring about such proxy emotions within the psychic



subject. This idea is shown to have implications for the treatment of
aesthetic pleasure, as also for our understanding of the nature of
artistic traditions and of the value of works of art.

C.J.F. WILLIAMS: Kant and Aristotle on the Existence of
S PACE « ettt e 559
Kant asserts that we cannot represent to ourselves the non-existence
of space. In his discussion of the Ontological Argument he maintains
that there is nothing whose non-existence is inconceivable. He thus
seems to contradict himself. If the non-existence of space Is
unthinkable, so is the non-existence of a part of space — a place.
Indicating a particular place, we might say “There are no objects
there”, but it would be nonsense to say “There doesn’t exist”. We can
say, as Aristotle saw, “There is a place where there was water and
where there is now air’’; but to do so is to bind an adverbial variable
with a quantifier, not to attach “exists” to the name of a place. To
assert of a place, or of space, that it exists or that it does not exist
would be nonsense, and the unthinkable in that sense is not
something whose negation is, as Kant thought, a necessary truth.

Keith LEHRER: Reid on Conception and Nonbeing .......... 573
On Thomas Reid’s 18thC theory of psychology and ontology, our
conception of primary qualities was original and our conception of
secondary qualities was acquired. The conception of both was a
response to sensations. In the Inguiry Reid insisted that our original
conceptions were automatic and irresistible, while in the Essays he
insisted that our conception of general attributes arises from a two
step process of abstraction and generalization. These doctrines are
rendered consistent by a distinction between particular attributes,
which exist and are conceived by abstraction, and general attributes,
which do not exist and are conceived by generalization guided by
their utility in knowledge and communication.

Marian DAVID: Non-Existence and Reid’s Conception of Con-
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Brentano’s famous thesis of the Intentionality of the Mental was
already formulated by Thomas Reid who used it in his campaign
against the Locke-Berkeley-Hume Theory of Ideas. Applied to the
case of conceiving the thesis says that to conceive is to conceive
something. This principle stands in apparent conflict with the



common-sensical view, defended by Reid, that we can conceive what
does notexist. Both principles, itisargued, are plausibleand should be
retained. The problem is how to resolve the apparent contradiction.
Reid’s way out of the dilemma is clarified by contrasting it with less
satisfactory solutions.
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