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INTRODUCTION

This course introduces the students to the fundéaiseof contemporary
analytic Philosophy. It discusses the emergencey@and methods of
contemporary analytic philosophy with emphasis ogidal atomism,
logical positivism (logical empiricism) and ordiryar language
philosophy. Attention is focused on scholars likedBIf Carnap, Ludwig
Wittgenstein, Gottlob Frege, Bertrand Russell, V@VQuine, Gilbert
Ryle, Alfred Joules Ayer, Hilary Putnam, and DonBlavidson amongst
others. It is notable that British Philosophy at tarn of the twentieth
century was dominated by Neo-idealism (Omoregh@52(11). Neo-
idealism itself is a reaction to the PhilosophyFsiedrich Hegel and
German idealists, which had reached its climaxpmxan Germany at
this period. However, people like Thomas Hill Greéames Mc Taggart,
Francis Herbert Bradley and Bernard Bosanquet eevivamong British
Philosophers. One common theme among the idediite acceptance
of metaphysics as having the highest value in mantsllectual
enterprise. Attaching the highest value to metajpgkyeads to absolute
idealism. “Absolute idealism is the claim that malis rational,
conceptual totality, that reality is an absoluteadhior the mind of God,
an integrated and total structure of conceptu#h&uLavine,1984:207).
It is the belief that absolute reason or ideas,tatlesr spiritual entities
were the only source of reality available to marhis belief in absolute
idealism attracted the wrath of analytic Philosophked by George
Edward Moore who rose up in defense of what heddtommon sense”.
It is the Views of these analytic Philosophersjrthegjection of absolute
idealism and what they thought should be the projpection of
Philosophy that we shall continue to discuss albfoyvever, whether the
views of the analytic Philosophers were able tolkesthe problems of
philosophy is yet to be determined. Neverthelelss dll good ideas, they
contributed to the growth and development of thscigiine of
philosophy.

COURSE OBJECTIVES

In order to achieve the primary aim of this courtiee following
objectives have been set:

° To understand the meaning, nature, emergencaratidods of
contemporary analytic Philosophy.

° To examine the historical antecedents to conteargaanalytic
Philosophy.

° To take a philosophical tour through the differeegments of
analytic Philosophy.

° To critically examine the arguments of earlier aoditemporary

analytic Philosophers.
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WORKING THROUGH THIS COURSE

For maximum efficiency, effectiveness and produttiin this course,
students are required to have a copy of the cogugde, main course
material, download the videos and podcast, anchéoessary materials
for this course. These will serve as study guide jareparation before
lectures. Additionally, students are required toasévely involved in
forum discussion and facilitation.

STUDY UNITS

This course has 20 study units, which are strudtumnéo 4 modules.
Module 1 comprises of 5 study units, Module 2 casgs of 4 study units,
Module 3 comprises of 4 study units, while modut®#prises of 7 study
units as follows:

Module 1  Understanding Analytic Philosophy

Unit 1 Defining Analytic Philosophy

Unit 2 Emergence, Nature and Methods of Coptelary Analytic
Philosophy

Unit 3 Historical Antecedents to Contemporanalytic
Philosophy |

Unit 4 Historical Antecedents to Contemporanalytic
Philosophy 11

Unit 5 Historical Antecedents to Contemporanalytic
Philosophy I

Module 2 The Different Segments Of Contemporary Aalytic

Philosophy

Unit 1 Philosophical Analysis: The Proper Etion of Philosophy
is Analysis

Unit 2 Logical Atomism

Unit 3 Logical Positivism (Logical Empiricigm

Unit 4 Analysis of Moral Language

Module 3 Understanding The Arguments Of Earlier Aralytic
Philosophers

Unit 1 The Arguments of George Edward Mooi@&7@3-1958)
Unit 2 The Arguments of John L. Austin (191960)
Unit 3 The Arguments of Later Wittgenstein

Unit 4 The Common Nature of their Arguments
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Module 4 Understanding The Arguments Of Contemporsy
Analytic Philosophers

Unit 1 The Arguments of Bertrand Russell and@dfNorth
Whitehead

Unit 2 The Arguments of the Vienna Circle

Unit 3 The Arguments of Early Wittgenstein

Unit 4 The Arguments of Alfred Joules Ayer

Unit 5 The Arguments of Rudolf Carnap

Unit 6 The Arguments of W.V.O Quine

Unit 7 The Arguments of Gilbert Ryle
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MODULE 1 UNDERSTANDING ANALYTIC PHILOSOPH Y
UNIT 1 DEFINING ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY
CONTENTS

1.0 Introduction
2.0 Intended Learning Outcomes
3.0 Main Content
3.1  What is Analytic Philosophy?
3.2 The Rejection of Absolute Idealism
3.3 The Resolve to Defend “Common Sense”.
4.0 Conclusion
5.0 Summary
6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignment
7.0 References and Further Reading

1.0 INTRODUCTION

This unit attempts to clarify the key concept oististudy, which is
analytic Philosophy. In addition to that, it wilijeally show how absolute
idealism was rejected in preference to Philosoptaoalysis. Lastly, it
will present the “defense of common Sense”, as whatked the
beginning of analytic Philosophy.

2.0 INTENDED LEARNING OUTCOME

By the end of this unit, you will be able to:

. discuss the concept of analytic Philosophy

o state the origin of the revolution that gave bitth analytic
Philosophy

. mention reason for the rejection of absolute idealn preference

to Philosophical analysis.
3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1 What is Analytic Philosophy?

Analytic Philosophy is that school of Philosophyigihbelieves that the
legitimate function of Philosophy is analysis. Pioplet al, (1993:345)
reveals that, “analysis consists in rewriting seaés of natural languages
in such a way that these sentences will exhibit t@per logical form.
When put into their logical form, their meaning MWakecome clear, and
Philosophical ambiguities or difficulties will bagly eliminated”. As we
can see from the above remarks, analytic Philosamiglves breaking
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down ambiguous expressions in natural languages tirgir simplest
forms in order to reveal the through meaning ofhsagpressions and
determine their functionality in our daily expergen Analytic Philosophy
contends that Philosophy is not a theory but alwigctwhose function is
to reveal the true meaning of propositions. It Bdfe view that revealing
the true meaning of propositions will help to detere whether they are
meaningful or meaningless, useful or useless an@ntsitc or
nonsensical. Writing about analytic Philosophy, &dn 2013:91)
summarizes it in a simple manner thus:

Analytic Philosophy holds that Philosophical prabtearise because of
certain rather subtle misuses or abuses of evelgagyage. If language
is used wrongly, there is Philosophical perplexatyd obscurity. All
problems in Philosophy arise out of bad grammautiof subtle misuse
of language. Thus, the proper function of Philogoishto clarify the use
of certain concepts in everyday life so that we aaoid ambiguities and
confusion.

Lawhead (2002:499) holds the view that, “althoudie tanalytic
philosophers proposed many different theories nglage and methods
of attacking philosophical problems, they all endethree fundamental
doctrines”. According to him, these doctrines inldsa the following:

1. Philosophical puzzles, problems and contrazhetiare not found
in the world, but in the things, we say about thorld:

2. Philosophical problems can first be clarifigetghen solved or
dissolved by either analyzing or reforming the wilagt language
works.

3. If any problems remain that cannot be solvetthisiway, they are

pseudo-problems and are not worth worrying about.
SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
What is analytic Philosophy?
3.2 The Rejection of Absolute Idealism

As we have stated earlier on, “absolute idealistheésclaim that reality
is rational, conceptual totality, that reality is@bsolute mind, or the mind
of God, an integrated and total structure of cohcap
truths”(Lavine,1984:207). It is the philosophicahet which holds that
absolute reason or ideas, mental or spiritualieatis the ultimate source
of reality and that even physical or material éditare reducible to the
mental or ideal entities. This metaphysical thigkimeld sway among
German idealists led by Friedrich Hegel but readtedpex in Germany
at the dawn of the twentieth century. However, @swmported into
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British Philosophy by Neo-Hegelians, that is, Psdphers who fell in
love and practiced the teachings of Hegel in Brit&imong them were;
James Elis Mc Taggart, Bernard Bosanquet, F.H.|Byadhomas Hill
Green and others. For instance, Omoregbe, 200pd2teethat:

James Elis Mc Taggart went as far as possiblepoess his well-known
view that Time is unreal. The absolute, i.e. theiverse is the
comprehensive system of timeless and immateriattanbes. It is only
in appearance that matter and time seem to existintreality, they do
not exist. They are unreal, for they do not meet rthquirements for
existence.

This singular statement among many others from Negelians sparked
off an intellectual debate led by G.E. Moore whewaathat time a young
student of Classics at Cambridge University. Badr&ussell, who was
also at that time a young student of Mathematiod Bhilosophy at
Cambridge University, supported Moore. “Russellstels that it was
Moore who led the attack against idealism in Englamd himself

followed with a sense of emancipation” (Omoregb@)3111). Both

Philosophers were perplexed about the thinkinghet¢ idealists who
choose to renounce the obvious material and pHysisags of this

universe and claimed that they were unreal. Coresgtyy in reaction

against the teachings of the absolute idealistd) Bussell and Moore
affirmed a form of realism, which asserted thatdbmponents of reality
exist on their own, independent of their relatiapgb minds, that time is
real, and that things can be known apart from thelationship to

anything else.

3.3 The Resolve to Defend “Common Sense”.

G. E. Moore was inspired to analyse language, qudatily to clarify
ordinary language and make it fit the test of comrsense in its meaning.
He did not want to give up Metaphysics. Howeverokéowas disturbed
by the contrast between metaphysical language &ed sb-called
“common sense”. For example, certain statements asdvicTaggart’s
famous notion that “time is unreal”, could not stahe test of common
sense. “Moore could not understand how somebodigdctincerely say
that time is unreal. How could these Philosoph&msesely deny that
material things exist?”(Omoregbe, 2005:112). Agsult, he decided to
defend “common sense”, by publishing a famouslariic1925 with the
title: “A Defense of Common Sense”. In what he £8ttuisms”, Moore
argued that ordinary persons who claim that thegwkand knew with
certainty, that tables, chairs, trees, and so @stezk were correct. They
were correct because, they were using the wordwknio its common,
ordinary ways in making such a claim. However, éhéhilosophers,
Idealists or skeptics, who deny that we can hawsvkedge of the external
world were either making a mistake in such claiorsusing the word
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“know” in some technical sense. Using the word knowome technical
sense does not condemn the claims of those speafditary language,
that they know that tables, chairs, persons ares tegisted.

4.0 CONCLUSION

In this unit, we have conceptualised the meaningnalflytic philosophy,
discussed the rejection of absolute idealism byyinghilosophers and
explained how G.E. Moore, angered by the unresttichetaphysical
speculations of the idealists, was able to defemdnson sense in the face
of absolute idealism of the Hegelians. On the Megnof analytic
philosophy, we uphold that it is that school oflpsophy, which believes
that the legitimate function of Philosophy is arsay

5.0 SUMMARY

. Analytic philosophy is that school of philosophyhieh believes
that the legitimate function of Philosophy is arsay

o Absolute idealism was introduced into Britain bye tiNeo-
Hegelians, that is, Philosophers who fell in lonel @racticed the
teachings of Hegel in Britain. Among them were Jarkés Mc
Taggart, Bernard Bosanquet, F.H. Bradley and Thddilb&reen.

o The early analytic philosophers like G.E.Moore aBertrand
Russell rejected absolute idealism. This markedottignning of
analytic philosophy.

o There was a resolve to defend common sense by GdEev

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. What are the three fundamental points of agesgnamong
analytic philosophers?

2. Why did the analytic philosophers reject theddibte idealism of
the Neo-Hegelians

7.0 REFERENCES/FURTHER READING
Omoregbe, J. I. (20050 Simplified History of Western Philosophy:
Contemporary Philosophywol.3, Lagos: Joja Educational

Research and Publishers Limited.

Popkin, R. H & Stroll, A. (1993)Philosophy Made Simplé3™ ed.).
Oxford: Elsevier Limited.

Unah, J. I. (2013).ectures on Philosophy and Loglagos: Fadec
Publishers Limited.
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Lawhead, W. F. (2002The Voyage of Discovery: A Historical
Introduction to Philosophy (2nd ed.). Canada: Wadsworth
Thomson Learning.

Lavine, T. Z. (1984)From Socrates to Sartre: The Philosophic Quest
New York: Bantam Books.
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UNIT 2 EMERGENCE, NATURE AND METHODS OF
CONTEMPORARY
ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY

CONTENTS

1.0 Introduction
2.0 Learning Outcomes
3.0 Main Content
3.1 The Emergence of Analytic Philosophy
3.2 The Nature and Significance of Contemporaryalginc
Philosophy
3.3 The Method of Contemporary Analytic Philosoaimg Its
Challenges
3.4  Analytic Philosophy and Other Philosophicaldments
4.0 Conclusion
5.0 Summary
6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignment
7.0 References/Further Reading

1.0 INTRODUCTION

This unit introduces the students to the understgndf the emergence,
nature and methods employed by contemporary andMtilosophers to
develop a new role for Philosophy, which they ckghto be the analysis
of language. This is necessary in order to showarlglehe differences
between Philosophical language, Ordinary languagevathematical or
Scientific language. This, according to analyticlédophers, will enable
Philosophy to eliminate confusion and avoid misustiading.

2.0 INTENDED LEARNING OUTCOMES
By the end of this unit, you will be able to:

. discuss the background of contemporary analytitoBtphy

. state the nature and methods of contemporary an&lgtlosophy

. describe the difference between analytic Philosoahg other
Philosophical movements

o explain the contributions or otherwise, of analyRikilosophy to

the growth of Philosophy.
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3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1 The Emergence of Analytic Philosophy

From the beginning of the twentieth century untiwn a certain group of
Philosophers came together under the agreementatmaske language
clear, is the most important, if not the only resgbility of Philosophy.
This school of thought is known as Analytic Philpkg or the Philosophy
of language analysis. The Philosophers within #ukool of thought,
though different in their styles of writing and amgents, agreed that
“analysis”, i.e. to analyze language, is the besf W do Philosophy and
that language is the first subject matter of Ploidsy. “What unifies all
analytic Philosophers is their agreement concertirggcentral task of
Philosophy. The task of Philosophy, they say, islanify the meaning of
language” (Stumpf, 1989:446). Analytic Philosophyezged for some
obvious reasons. In the first instance, Philosopihed the feeling that
science has taken over most of the areas originallgred by Philosophy.
For instance, they argued that the questions ofapetsics has been
taken over by Physics. Those of Epistemology antb&phy of Mind
taken over by Physiology and Psychology while Soaiad Political
Philosophy were taken over by Sociology and Palitcience. “The
discovery of facts is the task of the scientistefEhare no facts left over
for the Philosophers after all the sciences havedoeir work” (Stumpf,
1989:447). If the goal of acquiring knowledge abthé world is now
taken over by science, the only responsibility feft Philosophy is to
analyze language to make it meaningful. Anothersompafor the
emergence of analytic Philosophy was the inventibsuperior ways of
doing logic which shows that Philosophical puzatesild be resolved
using careful analysis of language.

According to Lawhead (2002:500), analy

tic Philosophy can be divided into five stages @vements as follows:

1. Early Realism and Analysis:This was introduced by G.E. Moore and
Bertrand Russell in Russell’'s early period of l@di@tomism. They
reacted against the metaphysical idealism of Negekins and brought
British Philosophy back to the search for clariyrheans of analysis.

2. Logical Atomism: This was developed in the works of Bertrand
Russell from 1914 t01919 and in the early work ofiig Wittgenstein,
Tractatus Logico-Philosophicud921). Both Philosophers saw the task
of Philosophy as building languages with perfe@idowhose syntax
would reveal or mirror the metaphysical structufréhe world.

3. Logical Positivism: This movement arose in the 1920’s and early
1930’s. Just like the logical atomists, the logipalsitivists tried to
construct a language that was logically perfectweler, while the first
two movements made metaphysics one of their coscdhe logical
positivists claimed that metaphysical statementsewseaningless.

13
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Therefore, their own ideal language would be ablstow clearly all
scientific and logical truths but would make it eightly impossible for
anyone to express metaphysical claims.

4. Ordinary Language Philosophy; the Wittgensteinia Model: This
movement resulted from the radical shift in thediion of Wittgenstein’s
later Philosophy. The unique feature of this stag@nalysis was that
Wittgenstein thought that the linguistic analystela therapist, merely
“cures” Philosophers of their distortions. Philosmal problems are not
solved but are dissolved by taking a more carefak lat how language
works. Once this is done, there is no more nedthdbsophy.

5. Ordinary Language Philosophy; Conceptual Analys: This was
initiated by such Philosophers as Gilbert Ryle doldn Austin as well as
many other heirs of the analytic movement. Unlikigténstein, they did
not see language analysis as simply a way to chited®phers of their
“Philosophical diseases”. Instead, they engageeixplioring traditional
philosophical topics using ordinary language asidey

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
How did analytic philosophy emerge on the Globaing?

3.2 The Nature and Significance of Contemporary Anlgtic
Philosophy

The nature of philosophy is simply analytic in thew of contemporary
analytic philosophers. This analysis involves bmegkdown natural
languages, i.e. words, sentences or phrases iaiosimplest linguistic
forms in order to make meaning in ordinary languad@alytic
Philosophy may be described as an activity of plgygames with words
in order to dissolve the problems of philosophy.atic Philosophy
according to Ludwig Wittgenstein is a therapy, whetires people of the
many diseases of philosophy. Who misuses language? creates the
puzzles, the problems, confusions and tangled kmdtsmisusing
language? It is the philosophers. Philosophicableras are not genuine
problems but only the nonsense that results frotnknowing how to
handle language. When philosophers learn to uselsvas ordinary,
everyday language does, they will then no longdrifdo linguistic
confusion. Concerning its significance, analytigilgsophy is quite
influential as no one can be a serious studenthdbgophy without
involving in the activity of genuine analysis. Aagtempt to avoid the art
of analysis will result to “analysis paralysis”, iwh cannot be cured by
Wittgenstein’s therapy. In addition, the technigpfdinguistic analysis
contributed to an increased sense on the part dbgolphers to
professionalize their discipline. Analytic Philo$gprovided philosophy
with new methods, new tools and new field for psalphical engagement.
Lavine (1984:409) put it succinctly thus: “Analytiphilosophy

14
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established autonomy for philosophy as a discipldew with its own
technique, philosophy became independent and s#itient in relation
to all other disciplines and especially with regégmdhe many sciences
encroaching upon hitherto philosophic territory”.astly, analytic
philosophy has made philosophers aware of the itapoe language both
as a philosophical resource and as an impedimesie&r understanding
and as such, has produced classical works of gplgsand classical
philosophers.

3.3  The Method of Contemporary Analytic Philosopy and Its
Challenges

Analytic philosophy, as the name implies, has arlg method, and that
method is analysis. By analysis, we mean the bngatown of natural
languages, i.e. words, sentences or phrases iaiosimplest linguistic
forms in order to make meaning in ordinary langyagkminate
perplexity and confusion and increase human unatedsig. The analytic
technique or method provides philosophy with a nieighly developed
logical technique of analyzing word usage, discmgemphilosophical
ambiguities, errors and confusions and dissolvinigilopophical
problems. Interesting as this new method of resglvphilosophical
problems may appeatr, it has its challenges. Rt the beginning of
analytic philosophy until now, the problems of plsibphy have not been
dissolved by linguistic analysis. Rather than digsdhe problems of
philosophy, analytic philosophy has ended up dissglitself. Lavine
(1984:409) commenting on the challenges of anapftitosophy says:
Analytic philosophy attacked traditional philosophapd rejected any
constructive role for itself. Thus, it provided roetaphysics, no
worldview, no theory of knowledge, no philosophynafture, no ethics,
sociopolitical philosophy or philosophy of histoigence, it is seen to
have created a vacuum in the intellectual worlddequately filled by
psychologists, economic theorists and political ity and failed to
fulfill the important functions of philosophy agl&cipline.

Furthermore, the teachings of analytic philosogtgves that philosophy
is no longer about the world, but only about theglaage with which we
speak about the world. Hence, analytic philosoghigeéntical with the
technique of language analysis, imprisoned by lagguand trapped in
the bottle of linguistic analysis. Analytic philggoy was totally cut off
from the issues of human life and so has nothingotatribute to that
beyond noticing a misuse of language.

3.4 Analytic Philosophy and other PhilosophiddMovements

Two prominent philosophical movements that devaiidpecause of their
reactions against the tenets of analytic philosapéne existentialism and

15
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phenomenology. Existentialism is the philosophyhafman existence,
which holds that man must first be in the worldpbgects thrown into the
world, and thereafter, defines his existence bytantly contributing his
guota as an active participant in the affairs ohmiéne existentialists had
jettisoned analytic philosophy because of its latknpact and concerns
about human life and the human predicament. Whheisisefulness of a
philosophical analysis that has no visible impachaman life? Of what
value is a philosophy that has no respect for huimegdom? Cut off from
the vital affairs of human life, the analytic platgpher has no
contributions to make to it. Phenomenology is theoty of phenomena
of human experiences. In addition, the phenomerfaiofan experience
is a product of the activity of human consciousneshe
phenomenologists also expressed their displeagiai@st the tenets of
analytic philosophy. According to them, consciolssés the starting
point of our lived experiences and analytic phifgsp has contributed
nothing to it. On the contrary, analytic philosopisyirrelevant to our
lived-experiences because its teachings may obsetiter than reveal
the rich dimensions of our lived-experiences, whabbuld be the proper
subject of philosophical investigations.

4.0 CONCLUSION

This second unit of the first module discussedetmergence of analytic
philosophy and the five stages of the developmganalytic philosophy.

In addition, the nature and significance of conterapy analytic

philosophy, the method and challenges of contermpoemnalytic

philosophy as well as the criticism of analytic Ipeophy by other
contemporary disciplines like existentialism ancepbmenology were
also discussed. These topics in all, shows thergsburces available in
the field of analytic philosophy to the developmertd growth of

philosophy as a discipline.

5.0 SUMMARY

o From the beginning of the twentieth century untiv a certain
group of Philosophers came together under the agmeethat to
make language clear, is the most important, if thet only
responsibility of Philosophy. This school of though known as
Analytic Philosophy or the Philosophy of languagalgsis.

. Analytic Philosophy is divided into five stages reyn Early
realism and analysis, logical atomism, logical paisim, ordinary
language analysis; the Wittgensteinian model andinary
language analysis; conceptual analysis.

. Analysis involves breaking down natural languages, words,
sentences or phrases into their simplest linguistims in order to
make meaning in ordinary language.

16
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. Two prominent philosophical movements that devedopecause
of their reactions against the tenets of analytidogophy were
existentialism and phenomenology.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

=

What are the five stages of analytic Philbs&p
2. What are the significance and challenges ofesoporary analytic
philosophy?

7.0 REFERENCES/FURTHER READING

Stumpf, E. S. (1989Philosophy, History and Problem@" ed.). New
York: McGraw-Hill Book Company.

Lawhead, W. F. (2002Y.he Voyage of Discovery: A Historical
Introduction to Philosophy2™ ed.). Canada: Wadsworth
Thompson Learning Group.

Lavine, T. Z. (1984)From Socrates to Sartre: The Philosophic Quest
New York: Bantam Books.
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UNIT 3 HISTORICAL ANTECEDENTS TO
CONTEMPORARY ANALYTIC
PHILOSOPHY |

CONTENTS

1.0 Introduction
2.0 Learning Outcomes
3.0 Main Content
3.1 What is Hegelianism?
3.2 Understanding the Backgrountiefiel’s Philosophy
3.3 The Climax of Hegel's IdealismGermany and Its
Subsequent Influence in the English Speaking Worl
4.0 Conclusion
5.0 Summary
6.0  Tutor-Marked Assignment
7.0 References/Further Reading

1.0 INTRODUCTION

This unit introduces the students and the genesatler to the first
historical antecedent, which preceded the developmiecontemporary
analytic philosophy. Its focus is on Hegelianisnd &wow it influenced the
growth of absolute idealism leading to the subsef@eergence of
contemporary analytic philosophy.

2.0 INTENDED LEARNING OUTCOMES

By the end of this unit, you will be able to:

o state the meaning of Hegelianism
. discuss the background of Hegel's philosophy
. identify Hegel's absolute idealism and its consedquejection to

the emergence of analytic philosophy.
3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1 Whatis Hegelianism?
By Hegelianism, we mean the philosophy of G.W.Fgéle Hegel's
philosophy had its roots from many sources, ranffimg rationalism and
empiricism to the critical Idealiswf Immanuel Kant, as well as German

Romanticism.

Hegel had thought deeply what his approach wouldthere were, first
of all, French rationalism and British empiricisemd beyond these and

18
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synthesizing them, was the formidable philosophy tieé German
philosopher Kant, which had been the capstone efEhlightenment
philosophy. However, there was also a newer phgbgpwhich had
appeared in Germany, and this was the viewpoirleddRomanticism
(Lavine, 1984:202).

Nevertheless, Kant's critical idealism seems toehtaad an upper hand in
the formulation of Hegel’s philosophy. Kant in lustical idealism had
argued that the categories of the mind could omlyase its objecten
phenomena and therefore we can only know thinghesappear to us
in experience. However, the thing-in-itself is uolum and unknowable.
Phenomenal things can be known but noumenal tmrtself, i.e. reality
as it is, cannot be knowitherefore, Kant imposed a limit to what the
human mind can know. The German idealists rejeittisdimit imposed
by Kant in his critical idealism. The German idstdiled by Fichte,
Schelling and Hegel transformed Kant's critical aliem into a
metaphysical idealism. “Fichte and the other Gerngealists took
Kant's theory that the mind imposes its categoujesn experience and
transformed this into the theory that every obguad therefore the entire
universe, is a product of mind” (Stumpf, 1989:328).the history of
philosophy, Hegel, Fichte and Schelling belongshat is known as post-
Kantian idealism.Kant's philosophy had left his successors unsatisfi
because of his claim th#te human mind can never know things-in-
themselves, but it can deal with phenomena by azganthem under its
own categories, such as causality. It was in aengit to solve
philosophical issues raised by Kant's philosophat,tin Hegel's views,
Fichte produced a subjective idealist philosoplohelling an objective
idealist philosophy, while Hegel himself producedabsolute idealism.
“We can now see what Hegel wants to do-he wantaiitdl upon Kant
and upon the Kantian turn in philosophy, upon thmacy which Kant
gave to the pure rational concepts”(Lavine,1984)206

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
What is absolute Idealism?
3.2  Understanding the Background of Hegel's Rlosophy

As stated above, the background of Hegel's philbgois rooted in
French rationalism, British empiricism, Kant's @@l idealism and
German Romanticism. His intellectual strength lieshis ability to
synthesize these philosophies and gave the wanklaway of viewing
reality. Hegel’'s Philosophy is founded on his beiie the absolute
intelligibility of the world, which can be known lsgason whose concepts
are identical with realityn his famous statement, “what is real is rational
and what is rational is real”, Hegel shows thasogais only that faculty
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which expresses itself in the form of rules anahgples by means of
which we think and interpret phenomena. Beyond tteatson is also the
essence of things. According to Hegel, true besigiown and knowable
and it is the same thing as the Idea or Spirithis view, what Hegel sees
as significant or important is not isolated phenoener objects, but being
as a whole. That is to say, any particular evehgnpmena or object
should have meaning only when it is seen as a mbmertotality. Hegel
saw the relation between the world and the chanfgicigrs as producing
world history and that history he says is the mestédtion of the absolute
Spirit. World history is therefore the developmentthe becoming of
absolute Spirit, which realizes itself, by beingsoious of itself, through
various stages.

3.3 The Climax of Hegel's Idealism in Germany andté
subsequent Influence in the English-Speaking World

Hegel's Philosophy came to a climax in Germany vitie following
resolutions or conclusions:

First, the human mind or consciousness is purelyjestive spirit
manifesting itself in immediate sensation and petioa. Second, at a
higher level, the spirit objectifies itself in forraf well-organized
institutions such as family, civil society, statedagreater civilizations.
Third, the Spirit becomes conscious of itself inaard religion and at the
highest stage, it identifies itself in philosoplsyabsolute knowledge. At
the climax of Hegel's Philosophy in Germany, Neogeléns in Britain
took over this absolute metaphysical idealism ardwith it as fast as
they could in their own environment. The leadingnea of the British
metaphysical idealists of that era include theofwihg: 1. Francis Herbert
Bradley 2. Bernard Bosanquet 3. James Mc Tagg&tiéward Caird and
5. Thomas Hill Green, amongst several others.tt ihe philosophies of
these leading British Idealists and how they pavay for the emergence
of analytic philosophy that we now turn attention t

4.0 CONCLUSION

This unit discussed the first historical antecedewcbntemporary analytic
philosophy, which focuses on Hegel's philosophyaatoundation to
absolute idealism. Hegel's absolute idealism hadrabts from many
sources, ranging from rationalism and empiricisman®s critical

idealism to German Romanticism. The climax of He&gelbsolute
idealism in Germany metamorphosed into British &lisoidealism

propagated by the Neo-Hegelians.
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5.0 SUMMARY

o Absolute idealism is the claim that reality is oatal, conceptual
totality, that reality is an absolute mind or thenchof God, an
integrated and total structure of conceptual truths

o By Hegelianism, we mean the philosophy of G.W.Fgéle

o Hegel's philosophy is rooted in French rationalisBritish
empiricism, Kant’s critical idealism and German Rarticism.
o Hegel's Philosophy is founded on his belief in thbsolute

intelligibility of the world, which can be known lrgason whose
concepts are identical with reality.

. The climax of Hegel's absolute idealism in Germany
metamorphosed into British absolute idealism praped) by the
Neo-Hegelians

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

=

Explain the background of Hegel's philospph

2. What influence did Hegel’s philosophy haveBritish
philosophy and how did it lead to the emergencanatlytic
philosophy?
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This unit will introduce the students to the sectistorical antecedent,
which preceded the development of contemporaryytingyhilosophy.
Its focus will be on the Neo-Hegelians and Britidbalists and how they
influenced the growth of absolute idealism leadingthe subsequent
emergence of contemporary analytic philosophy.

2.0 INTENDED LEARNING OUTCOME
By the end of this unit, you will be able to:

o mention the names of all leading British Idealists

. identify the contributions of each idealist to trewth of absolute
idealism in Britain

. identify the philosophies, which prepared adeqgabeind for the
success of analytic philosophy.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1 Thomas Hill Green (1836-1882) and the Real of Neo-
Idealism in Britain

Right from the end of the nineteenth century to bleginning of the
twentieth century, it was reported that German lideahad reached a
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climax in Hegel’'s absolute idealism but was revided some obvious
reasons among British philosophers. Omoregbe (20@&ecounts that:
Towards the end of the nineteenth century and #ginbing of the
present century German Idealism, which reached citmax in
Hegelianism, began to be revived. This revival wagicularly strong in
Britain where a number of philosophers turned tgéffe philosophy
with renewed interest. This was largely due to miner of Hegel's works
that were translated into English.

The first idealist to move in the direction of tihessival was Thomas Hill
Green, who held that, “human intelligence is aipgation in the eternal
intelligence, which reproduces itself in and throughuman
consciousness”. Green held the view that it isthetfinite mind of man
that synthesizes the world, hence there is aniiafmind of which the
finite human mind participates in. This infinite mdi produces itself and
its knowledge in finite minds. The infinite mind n®t to be reduced to
the finite mind, neither is it separate from it.uBh there is a tension
between the finite and the infinite minds. The tenmind struggles to
attain full self-realization in the infinite minéreen concludes that this
is the moral order of all finite subjects.

3.2 Edward Caird (1835-1908)

Caird started his idealism by rejecting the Kantihmg-in-itself and
insisted that there is a basic unity, which unesrlall subject-object
dichotomy in reality. For him, there is no distioct, no difference
between subject and object. The thought of suchisandtion is a
misconception that can be traced to a common sdoucel in both object
and subject, which is consciousness. Now God msisifaimself as
consciousness in both subject and object, in mahiamature as a
unifying force of consciousness. Therefore, ultievaality is God and all
subjects and objects are united in Him.

3.3 James Elis Mc Taggart (1866-1925)

Another special character of interest among theeklii@gs in Britain was
James Elis Mc Taggart, who took idealism to thehbgy level. Mc
Taggart was concerned with the nature of beingeaigtence. Existence
is known by experience, as whatever exists mustabsubstance.
However, the problem is that there are many substrall of which are
united as one in the universe, which is the highekstance. He said that
the universe might appear as if it contains twossarices, nevertheless,
there is only one real substance and that is thigusp substance. “All
existing substances in the universe are spiriita. universe itself is the
unity of substances, the absolute system of subssdn(Omoregbe,
2005:2). He did not only deny the reality of mattee also denied the
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reality of time. “Substances are eternal and tiseleThe absolute
(universe) is the comprehensive system of timelmsd immaterial
substances”. He concludes that it is only in appese that time and
matter exist, not in reality because they lacklihsic requirements for
existence.

3.4  Bernard Bosanquet (1848-1923)

Bosanquet is presumed to be the closest idealisteigel in terms of
thought. His assertion that “the absolute is thality of all that exists,
the synthesis of all beings”, confirms his Hegakan In confirming the
absolute as the totality of all that exists, hertbtideny that the individual
also exists. The absolute is the totality of alinge conceived as one
being, while the individual is one who is capableonceiving his own
world in his own way. Though the world exists inabjective form, the
individual makes it his own world in his attemptunderstand what the
world is all about. Everything the individual ddsesabout the world. The
individual is a complete self that has been redlittgough the absolute.
“Individuality in its fullness is realized only ithe absolute, for the
absolute alone is the individual in the fullest serof the word”
(Omoregbe, 2005:3). This continuous emphasis onabis®lute as the
totality of all beings and the fullness of being kas Bosanquet a
complete Hegelian who conceives the universe abaalute system.

3.5 Francis Herbert Bradley (1846-1924)

Bradley says that both the subject and object péagnce as well as their
relation are one, the same reality. Hence, reasityone indivisible,
intelligible whole. Bradley's idealism is similao the idealism of Edward
Caird by insisting that both subject and objectare reality. According
to Bradley, to know that reality is one totality ike beginning of
knowledge. “Man’s fundamental prereflective expecie reveals to him
that reality is one totality, and this is, accoglio Bradley, the beginning
of knowledge”( Omoregbe,2005:3). The seeminglyaddhce between
subject and object are not real, it is only ansitm of the senses which
appearance presents to us. The same thing applies tdea of plurality
or multiplicity. Reality is one indivisible and mtigible whole. Since
appearance is unreal and deceptive, metaphysocdyisin attempt to go
beyond appearance and reach the point of realigrevive will discover
that reality is one indivisible and intelligible wie. All appearances of
finite beings are illusive appearances, behind tieethe ultimate reality
found in the totality of the absolute, which is aeeality. Like all other
idealists before him, Bradley’s emphasis on theéyumtelligibility and
wholeness of the absolute remains unshakable amittrog him a real
Hegelian. However, despite the faith and consisteoic arguments
presented by the Hegelians in favour of idealismmade no sense to
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analytic philosophers who succeeded them. Analptidosophy itself
was like a dynamite, which appeared to destroy dfferts of the
Hegelians to institute the tradition of idealism.slcceeded for two
obvious reasons. The first reason for the sucdemsadytic philosophy in
Britain was the positivism of Auguste Comte and $beond reason was
the empiricism of David Hume. We now turn our atitam to these
philosophers to understand how they prepared tnngirfor the success
of analytic philosophy.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
What common idea unites all Idealists?
4.0 CONCLUSION

This unit discussed the second historical antedettertontemporary
analytic philosophy, which focuses on the philogom the leading
British idealists and Neo-Hegelians. The philosephiidealism of
Thomas Hill Green, Edward Caird, Bernard Bosanqdetes Elis Mc
Taggart and Francis Bradley were studied to shaw tontributions to
the growth of idealism in Britain before the artisdanalytic philosophy,
which became successful due to the inspiratiomgdeived from the
positivism of Auguste Comte and the empiricism aivid Hume.

5.0 SUMMARY

o German Idealism reached a climax in Hegel's absaldéalism
but was revived among British philosophers.

o The first idealist in this revival was Thomas Hidteen, who held
that, “human intelligence is a participation in theternal
intelligence”.

o All idealists emphasise the absolute as the tgtafiall beings and

the fullness of being.

o Despite the faith and consistency of argumentseotesl by the
Hegelians in favour of idealism, it made no sersenalytic
philosophers who succeeded them.

o Analytic philosophy succeeded because of the iaSpins it
received from the positivism of Auguste Comte drelémpiricism
of David Hume.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. What made James Mc Taggart's idealism uniquek the first
subject of attack by “common sense”?

2. Mention two dominant philosophies that inspitkd revolutions
of analytic philosophers against the Hegelians.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This unit will introduce the students to the thhstorical antecedent,
which preceded the development of contemporaryyingbhilosophy.
Its focus will be on the positivism of Auguste Cenaind the empiricism
of David Hume, to show how both philosophies insgiranalytic
philosophers and prepared the ground for their esgccagainst the
Hegelian idealists in Britain.

2.0 INTENDED LEARNING OUTCOME

By the end of this unit, you will be able to:

. discuss the meaning of positivism

o identify the three stages in human thinking aceaydb Auguste
Comte

. explain why David Hume is a hard-core empiricisd amow

empiricism inspired the success of analytic phiso
3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1 What Is Positivism?

Positivism as a word originated from St. Simon wat popularized by
Auguste Comte. It is synonymous with the word stesem, which is the

belief that science is the only reliable sourckmmdwledge and values.
All areas of human knowledge were credible onlthisdegree that their
principles could be derived from science. For tieigson, positivism is
the view that the only true propositions are theesohat has been
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scientifically verified. Speaking about positivisi@moregbe (2005:10)
says:

The only kind of knowledge that is genuine and aiertis scientific
knowledge and it is knowledge about observable phmama. This means
that there can be no knowledge about unseen esdlitat are not subject
to empirical observation. Such realities do not eomithin the scope of
human knowledge. Religion and metaphysics are filmeraot sources of
genuine knowledge, since they deal with realitirest ire not subject to
empirical observation. Religious and metaphysigacslations do not
increase man’s knowledge of reality.

For Stumpf (1994:355) “It is the general attituaflemind, a spirit of
enquiry and approach to the facts of human existerhuguste Comte
himself concludes that: “No proposition that is fio&lly reducible to the
enunciation of a fact, particular or general, cdferoany real and
intelligible meaning” (Lawhead, 2002:435). Therefothe consensus on
positivism is that we are to renounce the attermiiniow reality, and be
content with the only kind of knowledge possibl&jeth is the knowledge
of phenomena as provided by the sciences.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
What is Positivism?
3.2 Auguste Comte’s Law of the Three Stages

According to Comte, the history of ideas indicdtet human thought has
undergone three stages, and each stage marks aediffway of
discovering truth. It applies to individuals andiwmanity as a whole.
Stage 1: The first stage of human intellectual tbgpaent was the
theological or religious stage. This stage reprissérumanity in its
infancy. The early or primitive stage of the deysient of the human
mind. It is the stage of religious worldview, whéremanity resorted to
religion to explain reality. People at this stagdidved that the universe
is governed by the actions of personal gods. Ielbped from fetishism
or animism through polytheism and ended with moeistn. In
monotheism, the world is seen as the product ofdeity.

Stage 2: The second stage of human intellectuatldpment was the
metaphysical stage. This is the adolescent stagauwofanity. At this
stage, humanity tried to give abstract metaphysixplanations to reality.
Events were said to have some underlying causesvanel explained
using abstract notions like essences or forces.

Stage 3: The third and last stage of the developwiethe human mind
is the positive stage or the stage of positivistnisTnarks the stage of
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adulthood for humanity. It is the stage of posisegence where scientific
explanations are offered to replace religious amdaphysical opinions
on genuine knowledge. Omoregbe (2005:9) sharedifteeence between
the first two stages and the last stage as follows:

Whereas in the first and second stages the humad mmipreoccupied
with the ultimate causes of things and tries todrthese causes beyond
the observable phenomena, in the third stagetdige ®f positive science,
the human mind confines itself to what is empiticalbservable in its
explanation of things. The knowledge acquired ougéd is about
observable phenomena and the mind abandons amypatte explain
these phenomena in terms of the unseen.

This understanding of positivism and the clasdiftces given by Comte
to the different stages of the development of tién mind became an
instant inspiration to both logical positivism amadalytic philosophy
generally. Analytic philosophers saw reasons withm@ to reject
religious and metaphysical speculations. They uphbk scientific
method as the only tenable means of acquiring atithknowledge of
the world. Only scientific propositions are meariigwhen fully
analyzed. All other propositions are meaninglesgppsitions. Anything
short of the scientific method should be disregdy@es it cannot give us
knowledge or information about the world.

3.3 Hume’s Empiricism and its Inspiration to the Siccess of
Analytic Philosophy

a. The Foundation of all Knowledge
In the Introduction to th&reatise of Human Natur®avid Hume
says that his purpose was “to study the scienceai and to
explain the Principles of human nature”. Why hais thecome
necessary? It is because all other sciences aed hgson the
science of man. To study the science of man, tiemse of human
nature is to study the foundation of all human klealge. Lavine
(1984:151) captures it succinctly:

What Hume intends to do is to ask, with regard Hooar

knowledge: 1. how do you Know? What is the origintlos

knowledge? 2. What are the limits of human know&tdhese
are the questions which empiricism raises, and Hunmlepush

them consistently and relentlessly. He already lsasvat he will
show: that we have no knowledge, but only belwfsich we feel,
are true.

b. Hume’s Attack on the Doctrine of Two Kinds of Knowledge

Hume’s purpose in asking, what are the foundatiohsall
knowledge, is to show that there is only one fotiodaconsisting
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of one kind of knowledge, i.e. knowledge by sense@ption or
sense experience. It is also to destroy the aggtmlosophical
belief that there are two kinds of knowledge.

Both Plato and Descartes argued from the assumgmnthere
are these two types of knowledge. That above orgik@owledge

by sense perception, there is a kind of knowledigese source is
in reason, and that this knowledge enables us tovkime truth

about reality and so to have a metaphysics, a yhabout the

nature of reality(Lavine,1984:152).

Hume denies that there are two kinds of knowledde notion
that there is a superior kind of knowledge whoser@® is in

reason, knowledge of the nature of reality or meysal

knowledge. The notion he says is false and a camlesion. We
can never know the nature of ultimate reality bseatuman
understanding is limited to the knowledge of sgreeeption. As,
such, metaphysics must be shown to be a pretentionsense,
along with the doctrine on which it rests, thatréhare two kinds
of knowledge, ordinary knowledge by sense percaptmd

superior metaphysical knowledge by reason.

On Sense Perception: Between Impressions ancebis

Hume divides perception into impressions and ideagressions
refers to our immediate sensations, passions, enmtithe
immediate data of seeing, touching, hearing, degifioving and
hating. Ideas refers to copies or faint imagesrgfressions, such
as thinking about or recalling any of our immedimpressions.
Hume argues that the difference between Impressindddeas is
in the greater force and liveliness of impressidngpressions
enter the human consciousness with more forceh®ather hand,
Ideas are only images of our impressions, whiclupircthinking,
reasoning and remembering. Hume went further to emak
distinction between simple and complex impressiamng simple
and complex ideas, which are images of these imjmes. “My
perception of red is a simple impression, and nepliection of
this red colour is a simple idea” (Lavine, 19841598 is a rule
without exception according to Hume, that everypdandea has
a simple impression, which resembles it and evamgple
impression a corresponding Idea as well. However,rtile may
not apply in cases of complex impressions and cerpleas,
unless these complex impressions and ideas arefdvn into
their simpler forms. Hume’s most important empsicargument
is that we cannot know anything which we have rait b prior
impression of in sensory experience.
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d. Finding the Empiricist Principle

The fundamental principle of empiricism foundedtyme is that:
All our simple ideas in their first appearance derived from
simple impressions which correspond to them andchvtiney
represent. How will Hume use this principle to ity the course
of knowledge? He will use it to demolish and degalb falsehood
arising from ignorance. All he needs to do is t& assimple
question, from what impression does this idea cotha8t from
immediate impression, the idea is meaningless. Wtiare is no
impression, there is no adequate idea. Where ther@o
impression, the idea is meaningless. We can knatvstbmething
exists only if we have an impression of it, i.elyoih we have a
sensory experience of it.

When we entertain, therefore, any suspicion thahitbosophical
term is employed without any meaning or idea, wednéut
enquire, from what impression is that supposed ideaved?
Moreover, if it were impossible to assign any, tidl serve to
confirm our suspicion (Hume, 1955:65).

Using this principle, Hume believes that he couksty all
philosophical arguments on metaphysics, as he ascus
metaphysicians of using empty, meaningless wokésslibstance,
mind, and essence to refer to things, which hadependent
existence.

e. The Association of Ideas
According to Hume, our atomic ideas, which corresis) to our
impressions are connected or associated by thres lof
association of ideas. These laws are the law @mbetance, the
law of contiguity and the law of cause and efféldte law of
resemblance states that ideas are connected neskeblance
between them. Our minds easily runs from one ideabther that
resembles it. The law of contiguity states that, minds tend to
associate one idea with another that is physiaailifemporarily
adjoining it, contiguous with it. The law of caumsed effect states
that our minds seem impelled to associate a cauibethve effect
it brings about. If we think of a wound, hardly car not think of
the pain, which follows it. Hume thinks that thevlaf cause and
effect has the most powerful connective effectsvben our ideas.

f. The Limits of Human Knowledge
Right from the onset, Hume had set out to discdiverlimits of
human knowledge. He proposes that as far as owvlkdge of the
world of facts is concerned, we are limited to aimple
impressions and their corresponding ideas. Thepeeissions and
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4.0

ideas appear repeatedly in our experience. We haveay of
knowing what causes them. We have no knowledgeetkiatnal
world exists or that God exists. These deceptigasgdmeaningless
ideas are the work of human imagination; we haves@wsory
impressions of any of them. Human knowledge istiohio simple
impressions and their images that corresponds @asidThis
discovery of the limits of human knowledge from magsions to
their corresponding ideas sets the stage for fudhguments by
philosophers. Particularly, Russell and Wittgemstsaw light
through the empirical arguments of Hume than théldmg
darkness of idealism propagated and nurtured by Nke-
Hegelians.

CONCLUSION

This unit discussed the third historical antecedentcontemporary
analytic philosophy, which focuses on the positivisf Auguste Comte
and the empiricism of David Hume. The positivismAafguste Comte
and the empiricism of David Hume prepared the fasile soil for
nurturing the growth of analytic philosophy in Biuiit.

5.0

32

SUMMARY

The consensus on positivism is that we are to rec®the attempt
to know reality, and be content with the only kioidknowledge

possible, which is the knowledge of phenomena agiged by the
sciences.

Positivism as a word originated from St. Simon lwas

popularized by Auguste Comte.

According to Comte, the history of ideas indicatleat human
thought has undergone three stages, and each stages a
different way of discovering truth.

Hume shows that there is only one foundation, «tingj of one

kind of knowledge, i.e. knowledge by sense peroeptir sense
experience. He destroys the age-long philosophedief that

there are two kinds of knowledge.

The fundamental principle of empiricism is thatl Aur simple

ideas in their first appearance are derived franpg impressions
which correspond to them and which they represent.

The three laws of association of ideas are theolsesemblance,
the law of contiguity and the law of cause andaffe
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6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Mention and discuss the three stages of theldement of the
human mind by Auguste Comte.

2. Explain the three laws of association of ideaoeding to Hume.

3. Differentiate between Impressions and ideasraatg to David
Hume.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This unit will introduce the students to the seghudranalytic philosophy

which deals with philosophical analysis and whiatlidwves that the

proper ideal function of philosophy should be thalgsis of propositions

to differentiate between the meaningful and themmegess, and between
the scientific and the metaphysical or nonsensical.

2.0 INTENDED LEARNING OUTCOME
By the end of this unit, you will be able to:

o state the meaning of philosophical Analysis

o mention the names of all Analytic philosophers whwoured
analysis as the proper function of philosophy

o discuss the underlying arguments of these philoseph

3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1 The Proper Function of Philosophy is Angkis

The history of philosophy rightly suggests thatretsefore the advent of
analytic philosophy, philosophers have been stinggto assign an
appropriate function to philosophy. These functiorssies from the
search for ultimate reality, to the search for kiezlge, proper human
values and so on. However, analytic philosophengwé the view that
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the proper function of philosophy should be thelysis of everyday
language, to determine which is meaningful and Wwhscmeaningless.
Knowing the language that is meaningful or meamsglwould help to
eliminate confusion, clear doubts and encourage erstanding.
However, what then is analysis and how can we parft? Popkin, R.H.
and Stroll A. (1993:345) answered promptly:

Analysis consists in rewriting sentences of natlaabuages in such a
way that these sentences will exhibit their prdpgical form. When put
into their logical form, their meaning will becorakear, and philosophical
perplexity will be eliminated.

Generally, philosophical analysts contend that;fime must analyze
guestions in order to discover what it means. Hetloe function of
philosophical analysis is to take any problem, eisst to show which
guestions in it are capable of being answered avd thhey are being
answered. There is a common positive commitmenngntioe language
analysts that one must begin from analysis of @gitanguage in order
to see what light it casts on philosophical issagthe right step towards
finding the solution.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
What is philosophical analysis?
3.2 Moore, Austin and Later Wittgenstein aganguage Analysts

The trio of G.E.Moore, John Austin and the latettgéinstein represents
the ordinary language school. They share the combadief that the
problems of philosophy are only linguistic problent®hilosophers
problems are not genuine problems but only theemsesthat results from
not knowing how to handle language”. Moore defendedmmon sense
view of the world, insisting that ordinary persamiso claimed that they
knew- and knew with certainty that tables, chairdrees, existed were
correct. They were correct because, they were ublmgvord ‘know’ in
its common, ordinary ways in making such a clainitt§@nstein insisted
that philosophy’s role is analytic. The role isatmalyze language in order
to discover the many language games, and thes faftaising words, and
to remove the puzzles, which arise when the ruleslanguage game are
misused. When one sticks to the rules, no probleiosid arise, he
concluded. Austin recommended the meticulous abtlesinvestigation
of how words are used by ordinary speakers in dawenderstand their
differences in meaning. He insisted, “there aredlways of spilling ink”,
either deliberately, purposely or intentionally &hédse three are not the
same, but can only be known by careful investigatitowever, up to this
day, the problems of philosophy have not been tisddy philosophical
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analysis of any language. Rather, it is even thee dhat linguistic
philosophy itself has been dissolved.

4.0 CONCLUSION

This unit discussed philosophical analysis as ohdahe important
segments of analytic philosophy. It holds that gneper function of
philosophy is the analysis of everyday languageditterentiate the
meaningful from the meaningless. The trio of G.Eadwk, John Austin
and the later Wittgenstein are language analysts.

5.0 SUMMARY

o Analytic philosophers were of the view that thegeofunction of
philosophy should be the analysis of everyday laggyu to
determine which is meaningful and which is mearesg|!

. Analysis consists in rewriting sentences of natlambuages in
such a way that these sentences will exhibit theper logical
form.

. The trio of G.E.Moore, John Austin and the laterttgéinstein
represents the ordinary language school. They shareommon
belief that the problems of philosophy are onlglirstic problems.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

=

How is analysis the proper function of philolsgp
2. Discuss the arguments of the language anadysisshow their
similarities.
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UNIT 2 LOGICAL ATOMISM
CONTENTS

1.0 Introduction

2.0 Learning Outcomes

3.0 Main Content
3.1 Logical Atomism
3.2 The New Logic: The Logic of Positions
3.3 Atomic and Molecular Proposiso
3.4 The Early Wittgenstein

4.0 Conclusion

5.0 Summary

6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignment

7.0 References/Further Reading

1.0 INTRODUCTION

This unit introduces the students to the segmeiminafytic philosophy,
which deals with logical atomism. Logical atomism &nalytic
philosophy represents the views of Bertrand Russdfred North
Whitehead and the early Ludwig Wittgenstein. Theldithat words are
atomic particles and when broken down into thel-atomic forms, their
meaning appears and they are understood clearly.

2.0 INTENDED LEARNING OUTCOME
By the end of this unit, you will be able to:

o explain the meaning of logical atomism
. mention the names of all logical atomists
o discuss the underlying arguments of these philosaph

3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1 Logical Atomism

The main tenets of logical atomism are as follows:

1. Philosophy is a genuine activity, just as soefis a genuine
activity.

2. Unlike science, philosophy does not discover feets for us.

3. The knowledge we acquire through the studyhilbpophy is not
knowledge of new facts.

4. Philosophy tells us about the structure ofweld, how its basic
ingredients are constructed.
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5. Philosophy tells us that the world is composed set of atomic
facts, i.e. objects and their properties.

We summarized the main tenets of logical atomisnstasvn above
because; it is difficult for the non-specialistunderstand, without first
knowing the essentials of symbolic or mathematicaiic. It is the
philosophy of mathematical logic Bfincipia Mathematicgublished in
three volumes by Bertrand Russell and Alfred Nathitehead between
1910 and 1913.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
What is Logical atomism?
3.2 The New Logic: The Logic of Propositions

Aristotle wrote the final words on logic before thpeiblication of
Principia Mathematican 1910. Russell and Whitehead developed a new
type of logic, which was much broader in scope tAastotelian logic.
Aristotelian logic was a logic of classes, whilesRell’s logic was a logic

of propositions. Russell and WhiteheaBrncipia Mathematicdbecame
important to philosophy for two reasons: Firsgrijued that mathematics
thought to be a distinct discipline, is in fact fpaf logic. Second, that
everyday language or natural language has a steustmilar to that of
Principia Mathematica For these reasons, mathematical logic would
provide philosophy with the tool of razor sharpnéssclarifying the
meaning of sentences of any natural language.

3.3 Atomic and Molecular Propositions

Russell distinguished between atomic propositiomsl anolecular
propositions. An atomic proposition is a propositizvhich have no parts,
which are themselves, propositions. Example: Chek&duman, is an
atomic proposition, since its parts are individwakds, not propositions.
On the contrary, Chekwas and Blessing are goinghéoAlter, is a
molecular proposition. It is a complex propositimontaining two parts,
each of which is itself a proposition, i.e. (a) ®was is going to the Alter,
and (b) Blessing is going to the Alter. A molecylaoposition is built up
out of atomic propositions by the use of connectirngds, such as ‘and’,
‘or’, and ‘if...then’. By breaking down molecular propositions irt®
constituent atomic propositions, we know their megnHow do we
analyze the meaning of an atomic proposition? Ewa&wynic proposition
is always of the subject-predicate form accordmBussell. For instance,
‘Chekwas is brilliant’, can be analyzed into a sdbjterm, which is a
proper noun or proper name, ‘Chekwas’, and intoegdipate term, such
as ‘is brilliant’. The subject term in such a cadways refers to an
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individual thing- in this case the person, ‘Chekveasl the predicate term
refers to some characteristic or ‘property’ whidie tsubject term
possesses, in this case the characteristic of beiifignt. When an atomic
proposition is true, the subject term denotes dividual thing or object,
and the predicate term refers to some characteasthis thing or object.
Atomic propositions gives us information about teal world. It informs
us that the world is made up of facts, and thadwath facts are atomic in
nature, they can be described by an atomic praposiThere are no
molecular facts in nature, since every moleculayppsition can be
reduced to a set of atomic propositions, plus dlgéchl connectives. The
ultimate constituents of the world are facts, arfdc is made up of an
individual thing with its individual characterissicTherefore, the function
of philosophy is to give us information about therld.

3.4  The Early Wittgenstein

Wittgenstein believes that whatever one can thorke can speak. It
follows that we can set out the limits of thoughitdetermining the limits
of language. Russell before him told us that thddwvas a collection of
atomic facts. Using the term “state of affairs”,r fatomic facts,
Wittgenstein gives us a similar account of the @oflhe world is all that
is the case. The world is a totality of facts, wbtthings. Following
Russell's atomism, Wittgenstein says that the fioncbf language is to
represent state of affairs in the world. This is Fpicture theory of
reality”. A proposition is a picture of reality. ik a model of reality as we
imagine it.

4.0 CONCLUSION

This unit discussed logical atomism as one of thgartant segments of
analytic philosophy. Logical atomism in analyticilpeophy represents
the views of Bertrand Russell, Alfred North Whitadeand the early
Ludwig Wittgenstein. It holds that words are atonpiarticles, when
broken down into their sub-atomic forms, their megrappears, and we
understand it. Made up of an individual thing witls individual
characteristics, is a fact, therefore, the ultimadastituent of the world
are facts. The function of philosophy is to giveinfermation about the
world of facts. Wittgenstein says that the functiohlanguage is to
represent state of affairs in the world.

5.0 SUMMARY
. Logical atomism in analytic philosophy represetiis views of

Bertrand Russell, Alfred North Whitehead and thdyelaudwig
Wittgenstein
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. They held that words are atomic particles and wireken down
into their sub-atomic forms, their meaning appearsl we
understand it clearly.

o Russell distinguished between atomic propositiardsraolecular
propositions. An atomic proposition is a propositigvhich have
no parts, which are themselves, propositions. Exan@thekwas
is human, is an atomic proposition, since its paresindividual
words, not propositions.

. A molecular proposition is a complex propositiomi@ning two
parts, each of which is itself a proposition. Exéen@hekwas and
Blessing are going to the Alter. (a) Chekwas isigdp the Alter,
and (b) Blessing is going to the Alter.

. The function of philosophy is to give us informatiabout the
world of facts. Wittgenstein says that the functarianguage is
to represent state of affairs in the world.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Explain the basic ideas of logical atomism

2. Mention the names of logical atomists and erpiaeir common
views.

3. Differentiate between atomic and molecular BsiDnNs.
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UNIT 3 LOGICAL POSITIVISM (LOGICAL EMPIRICISM )
CONTENTS

1.0 Introduction

2.0 Learning Outcomes

3.0 Main Content
3.1 Logical Positivism
3.2 Analytic and Synthetic Proposis
3.3 The Verification Principle

4.0 Conclusion

5.0 Summary

6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignment

7.0 References/Further Reading

1.0 INTRODUCTION

This unit introduces the students to the segmeiminafytic philosophy,
which deals with logical positivism. Logical posism in analytic

philosophy represents the views of the memberkefdgical positivists
of the Vienna circle. They include; Moritz Schlidkans Hahn, Friedrich
Waismann, Herbert Feigl, Otto Neurath and Rudolin@p. They held
informal seminars and closely studied the writing8Vittgenstein.

2.0 INTENDED LEARNING OUTCOMES

By the end of this unit, you will be able to:

o explain the meaning of logical Positivism
o mention the names of all logical positivists
o discuss the underlying arguments of their philoseph

3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1 Logical Positivism

The logical positivists were a group of philosoatliz minded scientists
and scientifically minded philosophers who cameethbgr in the early
1920s at a conference in Vienna, Austria to formavement aimed at
rebuilding philosophy on a sound logical and séienfioundation. They
derived inspiration from the positivism of Augu§temte, as well as the
famous statement of David Hume, which says:

When we run over libraries, persuaded of thesecyplies, what havoc
must we make? If we take in our hand any volumetiahity or school
metaphysics, for instance; let us ask, does it aonany abstract
reasoning concerning quantity or number? No. Ddesontain any
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experimental reasoning concerning matter of fact aristence? No.
Commit it then to the flames: for it can contairihing but sophistry and
illusion. (Hume, 1952:12).

Following Hume’s influence and persuasive oratotlge Logical
positivists believed that all genuine knowledgésfalithin the two realms
of science, i.e. the formal sciences of logic angthematics and the
empirical sciences. The logical positivists of Wienna circle include;
Moritz Schlick, Hans Hahn, Friedrich Waismann, HatbFeigl, Otto
Neurath and Rudolf Carnap. They held informal semsrnand closely
studied the writings of Wittgenstein. They agreeat philosophy is not a
theory but an activity. According to them, Philoegmloes not produce
propositions which are true or false; it merelyrifies the meaning of
statements, showing some to be scientific, sonteetmathematical and
some to be nonsensical.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
What is logical Positivism?
3.2 Analytic and Synthetic Propositions

Synthetic propositions are propositions, which mgjsome kind of
empirical investigation for their confirmation. @me other hand, analytic
propositions are propositions, which does not megany empirical
investigation for their confirmation. The truth ahalytic propositions
follow from their meaning. The Logical positivistse of the view that
every significant proposition must be either arielgt synthetic, but none
can be both. All analytic propositions belong tonfal logic. They are
true in virtue of their formal structure. All syrgtic propositions are the
propositions of science. They require empiricakstigation before their
truth can be established. Analytic propositionsentine meaning of their
predicate term contained in the subject term. Exejdl husbands are
married men. Hence, one can verify such statemerodking at the
words they contain. Synthetic propositions are ated because they
result from joining or making a synthesis of twotfs that are not related.
Example; the television is coloured. Analytic prejiions do not refer to
the world in the manner in which synthetic proposis do. Analytic
propositions are trivial while synthetic proposit®are informative.

3.3  The Verification Principle
The verification principle states that a factualtsinent is meaningful if
it is verifiable in experience. However, the methofdits verification

determines the meaning of a factual statement. Bkgnf | claim that,
“it is raining outside”, this claim, whether thrdugr false is meaningful
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because | can specify concrete experiences thatdwaarify it. The
logical positivists continually modified the vegéition principle in the
attempt to remedy problems as they arose. Theydidry to decide
whether a given statement about the world is tnrueod, for this is the
task of science. The role of philosophy is to deaihat it means to say
that a statement has cognitive meaning. A cogrytiveeaningful
statement is one that provides information aboet World and this
information must be verifiable in principle fortd be meaningful. It is
verifiable in principle by experience conclusivedr weakly. The
conclusion of the logical positivists is that plsibgphy cannot be a source
of truth. Knowledge comes to us only through thenfal propositions of
mathematics and logic or through the empiricallyfied observations of
science. Their concern is with logical analysise Tanction of logical
analysis is to take any problem, show which quastio it are answerable
to mathematical or logical reasoning, and whichstjoas are answerable
by some sort of empirical investigation. It is ntite function of
philosophers to answer these questions. It is fnaiction to clarify the
meaning of the questions so that one will know wdwat of questions
they are, and how to proceed to answer them. Howelie logical
positivists reluctantly granted that philosophexsaretakers of language
could contribute. Physics is the most fully grouhax all sciences and
Philosophers could use their logical techniguestiow how all the
sciences fits into it. What made the logical petsts unique in the
history of philosophy was that, they did not saytapéysical statements
are false or unfounded. They insisted, all metajshysstatements, in
principle, are nonsensical. They are a form ofuisgd nonsense and are
empty of cognitive content.

4.0 CONCLUSION

This unit discussed logical positivism as one @& important segments
of analytic philosophy. Logical positivism in antty philosophy
represents the views of the logical positivistshef Vienna circle which
include; Moritz Schlick, Hans Hahn, Friedrich Waesmm, Herbert Feigl,
Otto Neurath and Rudolf Carnap. They agreed thabgdphy is not a
theory but an activity. According to them, Philoegmloes not produce
propositions which are true or false; it merelyrifies the meaning of
statements, showing some to be scientific, sonteetmathematical and
some to be nonsensical.

5.0 SUMMARY

o Logical positivism in analytic philosophy represeitte views of
the members of the logical positivists of the Viaruircle. They
include; Moritz Schlick, Hans Hahn, Friedrich Waemn, Herbert
Feigl, Otto Neurath and Rudolf Carnap.
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o Philosophy does not produce propositions whichtrare or false;
it merely clarifies the meaning of statements, shgwsome to be
scientific, some to be mathematical and some toopesensical

o Synthetic propositions are propositions, which regsome kind
of empirical investigation for their confirmationAnalytic
propositions are propositions, which does not nmeguany
empirical investigation for their confirmation.

. The verification principle states that a factuahtsient is
meaningful if it is verifiable in experience.
. A cognitively meaningful statement is one that deg

information about the world and this information shube
verifiable in principle to be meaningful.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

List the names of members of the Vienna circle.

What are the main tenets of logical positivism?

What are analytic and synthetic propositiong/2@xamples.
State the verification principle.

PwONPE
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UNIT 4  ANALYSIS OF MORAL LANGUAGE
CONTENTS

1.0 Introduction
2.0 Learning Outcomes
3.0 Main Content
3.1 Analysis of Moral Language
3.2 Intuitionism
3.3 Emotivism
3.4  Prescriptivism
3.5 Subjectivism
3.6  Objectivism
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5.0 Summary
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This unit introduces the students to the segmeiinafytic philosophy,

which deals with the analysis of moral languagé® moral languages to
be analyzed include; Intuitionism, Emotivism aneg$eriptivism. They

represent the views of Alfred Joules Ayer, Rudo#ritap, Sir David

William Ross, G.E. Moore, C.L. Stevenson and R.Mwredas logical

positivists.

2.0 INTENDED LEARNING OUTCOMES

By the end of this unit, you will be able to:

o explain the meaning of Intuitionism, Emotivism and
Prescriptivism

. identify the names of all logical positivists whoyaed about the
nature of moral languages

o discuss the underlying arguments of these segaddbpositivists.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1 Analysis of Moral Language

Why is it necessary for human beings to behaveitam ways and avoid
other ways that are inimical to his existence® ltecause he has a sense
of morality. A sense of morality is also indicatiwéthe fact that human
knowledge of the future is obscure, so we canneayd know the future
consequences of our actions. As a result, we neste guide in our
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actions, and these guides are moral principles.d¥ew the interpretation
of moral principles are subject to controversialalgsis, as what
constitutes moral principles to one might differttwothers and this is
where ethics or the science of morality runs adsg house. We shall
examine the interpretation of these moral prinad@ech as intuitionism,
emotivism, prescriptivism, subjectivism and objeestin to understand
the moral positions of their arguments.

3.2 Intuitionism

Intuitionism is a moral principle, which says tkta universe is structured
on a moral order consisting of self-evident fundatakprinciples. We
know these principles by intuition, and cannot axpithem in terms of
one single theory like utilitarianism or hedonidvorality is so complex
that no single principle can determine rightness/@ngness of actions.
The self-evident principles only indicate rightsdmties to us. This is the
view of Sir David Ross and shared by G.E. Moore atiter eminent
members of the analytic movement. Ross rejectseieing ethics as a
natural phenomenon, arguing that the conceptsglit'rand ‘good’ are
indefinable and unanalyzable simple properties,civhive know by
intuition. Ross makes a distinction between intdngoodness and
instrumental goodness. Intrinsic goodness is gosslimeitself. Anything
that is intrinsically good is good in itself, nob@l as a means to
something else. Instrumental goodness is goodreasnaeans to some
other end. Anything that is instrumentally goody@d because, it is a
means to some other good. He mentions four thimgfsare intrinsically
good, and these includes; pleasure, knowledgejotid disposition and
good motives. All other things are instrumentaibod.

3.3 Emotivism

In his book,Ethics and Language€.L. Stevenson says that ethical terms
are used to fulfill two functions. First, to expsesne’s feelings about
something. Second, to evoke similar feelings irecthFor example, if
someone says stealing is wrong, he is using thtsrsent to express his
negative feelings about stealing, and at the same trying to evoke
similar negative feelings about stealing from otpeople. What this
person is trying to communicate is, ‘I disapprovestealing; do so as
well'. On the other hand, if a person says, altruis good. What he is
actually saying is, | approve altruism; do so adl.vEEmotivism means
that ethical statements are not factual, and tleegat give information
about actions or things but simply express thelggréafeelings and tend
to evoke similar feelings from the hearers. Accogdio C.L. Stevenson,
“moral terms have emotive meaning which they aauirthe course of
time and utilized to express as well as to evoketems. For instance, if
| say that cheating is wrong, my statement is ndofd, it gives no
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information about cheating and says nothing altolitsimply expresses
my attitude towards cheating and tend towards expkimilar attitude
from my hearers. The question as to whether etlsicaéments are true
or false does not arise, since they do not malertmss. It follows from
the theory of emotivism that if someone says tlgating is bad and
another person says that cheating is very goode odrthem is saying
anything about cheating neither do they contraahietanother, since each
person is only describing his inner feelings ortwde towards cheating.
A critical evaluation of emotivism as a theory slsotvat it is untenable.
Moral statements cannot be explained as expressfomser feelings that
make no assertions about actions. The reasonsdaal rdisagreements
are also unsatisfactory. When a person says thiaigkis bad, he makes
an assertion concerning the moral nature of thefdatling. Similarly, if
another person comes up to say that killing is gbedhas also made an
assertion concerning the moral nature of the adtilbhg. These two
assertions concerning the moral nature of thefdallimg contradict each
other and this gives rise to moral disputes. If mneght, the other must
be wrong and vice versa. Both are objective mdedements by nature.
Emotivism tries to reduce ethics or moral princgple subjectivism.

3.4 Prescriptivism

R.M. Hare is popularly associated with the thedirp@scriptivism. In
his two-classical worksThe Language of Moralend Freedom and
Reason Hare argues that value judgements are “primambscriptive
and intended to guide conduct”. In addition, “tlaeg also descriptive and
universalizable”. But two kinds of prescriptive tet@ents exist. One is
imperative, the other is evaluative. The differebhetveen an imperative
and an evaluative or moral statement is that areratpve is usually
addressed to a particular person or a group of Ipeaghereas an
evaluative or moral statement is always universi&wever, both are
prescriptive. For instance, ‘do not commit adultasy an imperative
statement and as such addressed to a particutamper group of persons.
On the other hand, the evaluative or moral staténemtultery is bad’, is
not an imperative but entails imperative becauserttains a command
to refrain from adultery. There is no need for amperative statement
where there is an evaluative or moral statemen&uree evaluative or
moral statements entail imperative statements. ififgerative that is
entailed in an evaluative or moral statement isensial, prescriptive and
descriptive in application. Therefore, the evakmtr moral statement,
‘adultery is bad’, entails the imperative that mepincluding the speaker
at that moment, should commit adultery. There ifink between
evaluative or moral judgements and choices, foranpidgements are
meant to guide human choices because they havara@pen human
conduct. One cannot make a moral judgement anldeasame time go
against it without involving oneself in self-cordretion. Moral principles
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are guides to human conducts and actions as tedyasded down from
one generation to another through our differentucal backgrounds.
However, each person is entitled to accept thesalmpdnciples by a free
volition and internalize them as his own propeftyis is done in order to
guard against unwarranted and unforeseen circucegain the future,
since no one knows what the future will bring. Needs sure what the
future consequences of our actions will result to.

3.5 Subjectivism

Subjectivism is an ethical moral principle aboué thature of moral
judgements which holds that moral values are redatd individuals.
There is no right or wrong per say. Subjectivismaahool of thought
holds that there is no objective moral truth otdaamnywhere. Moral rules
depend on how we feel about it as individuals. Fstance, to say,
“murder is wrong”, cannot be objectively true. Té&s no right and there
is no wrong. Right and wrong depend on how we &wlut it. Moral
judgements simply describe how we feel. To sayadmadct is “good”, is
to say that we have a positive feeling about itwodld encourage others
to do same.

3.6 Objectivism

Objectivism is an ethical moral principle about thature of moral

judgements which holds that moral values are rative to individuals.

Objectivism holds that there are objective morathror facts and there
are rational procedural tests for identifying thédbjectivism as a school
of thought is a direct opposite of subjectivism.j€ativists believe that
moral judgements are either true or false in jnstdame way that two
plus two is equal to four in mathematics.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
Define subjectivism and objectivism
40 CONCLUSION

This unit discussed the segment of analytic phpbgowhich deals with
the analysis of moral languages. The moral langaiagalyzed include;
Intuitionism, Emotivism, Prescriptivism objectivisand subjectivism.
They represent the views of Alfred Joules Ayer, &ti@arnap, Sir David
William Ross, G.E. Moore, C.L. Stevenson and R.Mwredas logical
positivists. However, it is understandable thatittierpretation of moral
principles is subject to controversial analysisydmt constitutes moral
principles to one might differ with others and tisisvhy we have different
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moral principles such as emotivism, intuitionismeseriptivism and so
on.

5.0 SUMMARY

. This segment of analytic philosophy deals with #malysis of
moral languages.

. The moral languages analyzed include; Intuitioni&motivism,
Prescriptivism, Subjectivism and Objectivism.
o It is necessary for human beings to behave in iceways and

avoid other ways that are inimical to his existeheeause he has
a sense of morality.

o The interpretation of moral principles is subjeztcontroversial
analysis, as what constitutes moral principlesrte might differ
with others and this is where ethics or the scierigaorality runs
a divided house.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Why is the interpretation of moral principlesibgect to
controversial analysis?

2. Discuss the views of Sir David Ross and G. BolM concerning
intuitionism.

3. What is prescriptivism?

4. Explain the concept of emotivism.
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MODULE 3 UNDERSTANDING THE ARGUMENTS OF
EARLIER ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHERS

UNIT 1 THE ARGUMENTS OF G.E. MOORE (1873-195%
CONTENTS

1.0 Introduction

2.0 Learning Outcomes

3.0 Main Content
3.1 Moore’s Defense of Common Sense
3.2 Naturalistic Fallacy
3.3 Evaluation of Moore’s Argument

4.0 Conclusion

5.0 Summary

6.0  Tutor-Marked Assignment

7.0 References/Further Reading

1.0 INTRODUCTION

This unit will introduce the students to the seghadranalytic philosophy
which deals with the philosophical arguments of @ed=Edward Moore,
popularly known as G.E. Moore and how it influended growth of
analytic philosophy at its earliest stages.

2.0 INTENDED LEARNING OUTCOMES
By the end of this unit, you will be able to:

. state the meaning of “common sense”, accordingdoré
o explain what is meant by “naturalistic fallacy”
. discuss the underlying arguments of G.E. Mooreifopbphy.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1 Moore’s Defense of Common Sense

By “common sense”, Moore referred to the ordinatyomnal activity of
human beings in which they are able to understéiah@mena for what
they are in simple language, without twisting itsaning with bogus and
meaningless grammar. He defended a common-sensefifie world,
insisting that ordinary persons who claimed thaytknew and knew with
certainty that tables, chairs or trees, existedewarrect. They were
correct because, they were using the word ‘knowisicommon, ordinary
ways in making such a claim. Moore was upset byathg in which the
British idealists violated common sense. The Britgealists claimed that

51



PHL 335 ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY

particular physical objects are not real but areerappearances, that
nothing exist that is not related to a mind and tivae is unreal. In
reaction to the idealists, Moore asserted thatcthraponents of reality
exist on their own independent of their relatiopsioi minds, that time is
real, and that things can be known irrespectivéheir relationship to
anything else. In his response to the British idésl Moore developed a
new method for analyzing Philosophical questiond amswers. He was
convinced that our fundamental concepts and tlgeiigtic meanings that
express those concepts arise out of common sedsedinary language.
“Most Philosophical perplexities, he believed, testom philosophers
using concepts and terms in peculiar ways”.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
What is common-sense according to G.E. Moore?
3.2 Naturalistic Fallacy

Naturalistic fallacy according to Moore, is a logfierror that arises out
of the attempt to reduce ethical claims to facerapirical claims. For
instance, if we examine the concept of goodnesswiNaliscover that
“good” is an indefinable notion in the same sehse tyellow” cannot be
given a purely verbal definition. Good is a propéintat cannot be reduced
to any non-ethical natural quality such as pleasuesirability, but can
only be known through an intellectual intuition. ©@ragbe (2005:113)
captures this idea succinctly:

In his famous bookPrincipia Ethica,Moore says there are two central
questions in ethics: (1) ‘What kinds of things outghexist for their own
sake? (2) ‘What kinds of actions ought to be penfed? The answer to
the first question is that things which ought tesefor their own sake are
things that are intrinsically good, and the primeoycern of ethics is to
determine what is good. But ‘good’ cannot be defilecause it is a
simple notion, and simple notions are indefinallely complex notions
can be defined. Simple notions can neither be aadlnor defined.

Moore argues that the attempt to reduce ethicaimslato factual,
empirical claims commits a naturalistic fallacy. Me’s persistent search
for clarity and his analysis of the meanings ofilggophical propositions
provided a model for the analytic philosophersraften. Particularly,
Moore’s appeal to ordinary language had an impacdhe later stages of
analytic philosophy’'s development.

3.3  Evaluation of Moore’s Argument

Moore’s acceptance of common-sense realism, rebkoaait is, fails to
acknowledge the fact that the process of corrobwathe contents
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inherent in our objective factual claims about &mg real is potentially
endless. The things we think of as actually exgsiimthe world are always
conceptualized as having features that transcepdriexce. To say of
something that it is an “apple” or a “stone” iskecome committed to
claims about it that go beyond the data we haveewet beyond those
that we can ever obtain about it.

4.0 CONCLUSION

This unit discussed the philosophy of earlier atr@alghilosophers with
particular reference to the philosophy of G.E. Modrihe views of Moore
ranging from his common-sense realism to the idemturalistic fallacy
were discussed and evaluated.

5.0 SUMMARY

. By “common sense”, Moore referred to the ordinaeational
activity of human beings in which they are ableutmderstand
phenomena for what they are in simple languagéyouittwisting
its meaning with bogus and meaningless grammar.

. Naturalistic fallacy according to Moore, is @gical error that
arises out of the attempt to reduce ethical claimsfactual
empirical claims.

. Moore’s acceptance of common-sense realisrspresble as it is,
fails to acknowledge the fact that the processoofaborating the
contents inherent in our objective factual clain®wt anything
real is potentially endless.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Explain the concept of naturalistic fallacy.
2. Discuss the main ideas of G.E. Moore’s phibtgo
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UNIT 2 THE ARGUMENTS OF JOHN L. AUSTIN (1911-1960)
CONTENTS

1.0 Introduction

2.0 Learning Outcomes
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3.2 Analysis of Excuses
3.3 How to Do Things with Words

4.0 Conclusion

5.0 Summary
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7.0 References/Further Reading

1.0 INTRODUCTION

This unit will introduce you to the segment of aial philosophy which
deals with the philosophical arguments of John usth and how it
influenced the growth of analytic philosophy atatliest stages.

2.0 INTENDED LEARNING OUTCOME

By the end of this unit, you will be able to:

. state why the analysis of ordinary language is irgm to
philosophy

. describe the three distinguishable acts performéspieech acts

o discuss the underlying philosophical argumentobhdL. Austin.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1 John L. Austin’s Philosophical Method

Austin believes that philosophy can make a positivetribution to the
understanding of our language and concepts rdthardimply serving as
a therapy to our linguistic problems. In resporséhe question, “how
many kinds of sentences are there? Austin thin&s we can classify
various forms of expression much as a botanissifies various forms
of flowers, producing an orderly array. He doesataim that the analysis
of ordinary language is the only method that shbegldsed in philosophy,
but he insists that it is a useful one. Lawhead?22622) makes it clearer
thus: “Ordinary language is not the last word: irnng@ple it can

everywhere be supplemented and improved upon gpefseded. Only
remember, it is the first word”. He says the analgd ordinary language
is important to philosophy for the following reasorfl) words are our
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tools, and we should use clean tools. We shouldvkubat we mean and
what we do not. (2) Since human speech has evaveda long period

of time, those that have endured are likely toHgenhost effective ones.
(3) Linguistic analysis is not simply about wordsre. Words and things
must not be confused, for words can give us atiantito the world of

experience.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
Explain Austin’s view about philosophical method.
3.2  Analysis of Excuses

Austin’'s seminal essays; “A Plea for Excuses” afthree Ways of
Spilling Ink” gives us typical examples of the madhof conceptual
analysis. When we want to offer an excuse for dioma@erformed that
was unacceptable, we choose words such as, “inaovgt,
“involuntarily”, “accidently”, “unintentionally” anl so on. Austin noticed
that some words such as “voluntarily” and “involarily” come paired in
both positive and negative forms but some othersaddave these forms.
However, contrary to their appearances, he sayg #me not true
opposites. In “Three Ways of Spilling Ink”, Austitescribes a scene in
which a young girl in school pours ink on the hafithe boy sitting in
front of her. Did she spill the ink deliberately @n purpose or
intentionally? One would think that these wordstaeesame, but Austin
shows that they are not. In this way, Austin shdwes connections, the
differences and subtle nuances among these wordsuin moral
vocabulary.

3.3  How to Do Things with Words

In his classical workHow to Do Things with Word®\ustin introduces
what he calls “speech acts”. In “speech acts”, wven someone says
something, three distinguishable acts are perforrtigdrhe locutionary
act, which is simply the act of uttering or writigset of words with a
certain meaning. (2) The illocutionary act, which what a person
intentionally does in performing the locutionaryt,atike warning,
reporting, beating, ordering or suggesting. (3) Peelocutionary act,
which is the actual response on the part of therler the speaker hopes
to bring about by performing the illocutionary astjch as, frighten,
deceive, persuade and so on. As a result of Agstesearch, speech act
theory became fruitful and important to understagdanguage.
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4.0 CONCLUSION

This unit discussed the philosophy of earlier atr@alghilosophers with
particular reference to the philosophy of John Lus#n. The
philosophical thoughts of Austin ranging from hislpsophical method,
analysis of excuses and how to do things with warelee discussed.

5.0 SUMMARY

o Philosophy can make a positive contribution touhderstanding
of our language and concepts rather than simplyirggras a
therapy to our linguistic problems.

o Austin does not claim that the analysis of ordinanguage is the
only method that should be used in philosophy Heuinsists that
it is a useful one.

o The analysis of ordinary language is important hdgsophy for
three reasons: (1) words are tools, and we shaéddclean tools.
(2) Human speech has evolved over a long peritidhefand those
that have endured are likely to be the most effectines. (3)
Linguistic analysis is not simply about words alpfer words
gives us attention into the world of experience.

o Some words such as “voluntarily” and “involuntatigpme paired
in both positive and negative forms but some otldersot have
these forms. However, contrary to their appearartbey are not
true opposites.

o There are connections, differences and subtle msammong
words in our moral vocabulary.
o In “speech acts”, whenever someone says somethinmge

distinguishable acts are performed. (1) The lootiy act (2) The
illocutionary act (3) The perlocutionary.

. Speech act theory is fruitful and important to ustending
language.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Why is the analysis of ordinary language imaotrto Philosophy?
2. What are the three distinguishable acts peddrin speech acts?

7.0 REFERENCES/FURTHER READING
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UNIT 3 THE ARGUMENTS OF LATER WITTGENSTEIN
CONTENTS

1.0 Introduction
2.0 Learning Outcomes
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This unit will introduce you to the segment of aial philosophy which
deals with the philosophical arguments of latertyéihstein and how it
influenced the growth of analytic philosophy atatliest stages.

2.0 INTENDED LEARNING OUTCOMES

By the end of this unit, you will be able to:

o discuss what is meant by language-game

o identify differences between ordinary language pindbsophical
language

o discuss the wunderlying philosophical arguments cdtet
Wittgenstein

. explain how philosophy is a therapy that will cprelosophers of

their linguistic perplexity.
3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1 Language-Games

In his second classical worRhilosophical Investigationd/Nittgenstein
devoted his argument to an attack upon his own igusv work,
Philosophico-Logico Tractacty$or its view of language. ThEractactus
had assumed that there is one universal form agjuage, the form of
language which consists of sentences picturing ityealn the
Philosophical InvestigationdVittgenstein rejects this view as mistaken.
We do use language to picture facts, but we alsolargguage in many
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other ways like, to give orders, to crack jokespttay, to greet people, to
tell stories, to solve problems and so on. Lawyseslanguage differently
from Doctors or Engineers. Each has a differend kihlanguage with its
own rules. Each is a different language-game pldyeits own rules. For
any activity, the words and actions involved imgéy be considered to be
a language-game. Language-game is a techniqueadsatmes that
everyday language is learned analogously to the iwayhich certain
games are learned, such as playing chess or baikattis new view of
language carries a new view of meaning. Words theaimn meaning from
how they are used in a language-game. He rejecsedahnlier notion in
the Tractactusthat a proposition is meaningful because it pegueality.
In his own words, Wittgenstein (1953:122) affirrhatt

Language is a labyrinth of paths. You approach foora side and know
your way about; you approach the same place fromthan side and no
longer know your way about. Thus, the person whs,saverybody is
basically selfish’, is aware of the fact that sopeeple are motivated to
act only in their own interest, and that some pe@vk motivated to act
so as to further the interest of others-yet hencsined to describe both
sets of people as ‘selfish’. In doing this, someghlhas gone wrong with
his way of describing these facts. The result iplegity, because he is
inclined to say both that such people are selfigth wet, in view of the
obviously contrary facts, that they are not selfishthe end, he does not
know what to say.

The task of Philosophy is to analyze language deoto discover the
many language-games, and their rules for using sy@ud to remove the
puzzles which arise when the rules of a languageegare misused.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
What is a language-game?
3.2 Meaning and Use

Contrary to his earlier views in thigactactus Wittgenstein understood
that words and sentences do not have meaningg tileimselves, for the
have the meaning we give to them. They are intimdied to human
purposes and activities, and in this context, thaye their life. “The
nature of language is such that it can be undedsiedt is used in practice.
It is a waste of time trying to look for the esseraf language as a
metaphysical concept. Language is not somethingphgsical but a
concrete activity” (Omoregbe, 2005:123). The megraha word is its
use in a language. Language is like an ancienbcitytool in a tool-box.
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3.3 Forms of Life

Wittgenstein’s idea in th&ractactusshows language as an autonomous
system of symbols in which the speaker is mystshoabsent. But in the
Philosophical Investigationshe emphasized that speaking is a kind of
activity that takes place within the broader, cetercircumstances of
human life. “To imagine a language means to imagif@m of life”, he
says. Our ways of speaking are intimately tied th® common human
practices, needs, interests, goals and understamgirseem to have.

3.4 Ordinary Language versus Philosophical Lreguage

Wittgenstein'’s later Philosophy makes a distinctetween ordinary use
of language and its philosophical uses. Ordinaey afslanguage is the
everyday practice of using language to communitetestate of affairs,
express opinions or describe events or activitiése most common ways
they are. But philosophical language is the languageated by
philosophers against which our ordinary language = judged. It is the
technical ways in which philosophers analyze anel aiglinary terms.
This technical way of using language creates ps@udblems because it
takes language out of the practical contexts witasefunctioning well.
It makes language to go “on holiday’. “Philosophipaoblems arise
when language goes on holiday’.

3.5 Philosophy as Therapy

The aim of Wittgenstein’s later philosophy is toogh mainly that
philosophy is a therapy. It is a therapy to ridigdophy of conceptual
confusion by diagnosing its causes. “There is n@tiBbsophical method,
though there are methods like different therapié&’,says. However,
Wittgenstein thinks that the main method to usast® achieve this aim
is the use of language-games. This method assuhagseteryday
language is learned the way in which certain gaanedearned. The rules
we learn for the proper employment of certain tehage much the same
function as the rules we learn to play a gameftkeball or chess.

4.0 CONCLUSION

This unit discussed the philosophy of earlier atr@alghilosophers with
particular reference to the philosophy of later tgéhstein. The
philosophical thoughts of Ludwig Wittgenstein asamled in his
Philosophical Investigationwere discussed. These ranges from his idea
of language-games, the meaning and use of langlesggiage as a form

of life, the difference between philosophical laage and ordinary
language to philosophy as a therapy that would philesophers of their
linguistic problems.
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5.0 SUMMARY

. Language-game is a technique that assumes thatdayer
language is learned analogously to the way in wbétain games
are learned, such as playing chess or basketball.

o Words gain their meaning from how they are used ianguage-
game.
o The task of Philosophy is to analyze language dreoto discover

the many language-games, and their rules for usorgls, and to
remove the puzzles which arise when the ruledariguage-game
are misused.

. Wittgenstein understood that words and sentencesoddave
meanings all by themselves, for the have the megawm give to
them.

o The meaning of a word is its use in a language

o Our ways of speaking are intimately tied into teencnon human
practices, needs, interests, goals and undersamwdnseem to
have.

o Ordinary use of language is the everyday practiteusing
language to communicate the state of affairs, esgpopinions or
describe events or activities in the most commogswhey are.
But philosophical language is the language created
philosophers against which our ordinary language lse judged.

o The aim of Wittgenstein’s later philosophy is t@ehmainly that
philosophy is a therapy. It is a therapy to rid lpéophy of
conceptual confusion by diagnosing its causes.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Differentiate between ordinary language and logbphical
language.

2. How is philosophy a therapy to cure philosopldttheir linguistic
problems?
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This unit will introduce you to the common naturfetioe arguments of
earlier analytic philosophers and how it influentieel growth of analytic
philosophy at its earliest stages.

2.0 INTENDED LEARNING OUTCOMES

By the end of this unit, you will be able to:

o list the similarity between the philosophical vieafsG.E. Moore,
John L. Austin and the later Wittgenstein

o identify the differences, if any, between the psdphical views of
G.E. Moore, John L. Austin and the later Wittgemste

o analyse their different philosophies.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1 The Similarity and Difference in the Viewf the Early
Analytic Philosophers

The trio of G.E. Moore, John Austin and the latattyénstein represents
the ordinary language school in the history oféhdy stages of analytic
philosophy. They share the common belief that thieblems of
philosophy are only linguistic problems. “Philosagai problems are not
genuine problems but only the nonsense that rebolts not knowing
how to handle language”. Moore defended a commaosesgiew of the
world, insisting that ordinary persons who claintbdt they knew and
knew with certainty that tables, chairs or treessted were correct. They
were correct because, they were using the wordwki its common,
ordinary ways in making such a claim. Wittgenstémsisted that
philosophy’s role is analytic. The role is to arryanguage in order to
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discover the many language games, and their rategssing words, and
to remove the puzzles, which arise when the rules@anguage-game are
misused. “When one sticks to the rules, no problerosld arise”, he
concluded. Austin recommended the meticulous abtlesinvestigation
of how words are used by ordinary speakers in daenderstand their
differences in meaning. He insisted, “there aredlways of spilling ink”,
either deliberately, purposely or intentionally ahdse three are not the
same, but can only be known by careful investigatio

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

What is the similarity between the views of the lyaanalytic
Philosophers?

4.0 CONCLUSION

This unit discussed the similarity and differenetween the views of the
early analytic philosophers with particular refezero the philosophy of
G.E. Moore, John L. Austin and the later Wittgemste

5.0 SUMMARY

o The trio of G.E. Moore, John Austin and the lateitt§¢énstein
represents the ordinary language school in thetyisitf the early
stages of analytic philosophy.

o They share the common belief that the problems$ddpophy are
only linguistic problems.

o They differ in their choice of language of expressbut shared
similar views.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Explain the difference, if any, between thehilgsophical
viewpoints.

2. What school of philosophy do they represerthenhistory of the
early analytic philosophy?
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MODULE 4 UNDERSTANDING THE ARGUMENTS OF
CONTEMPORARY ANALYTIC
PHILOSOPHERS

UNIT 1 THE ARGUMENTS OF BERTRAND RUSSELL AND
ALFRED NORTH-WHITEHEAD
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2.0 Learning Outcomes
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3.2 The New Logic: The Logic of Positions
3.3 Atomic and Molecular Proposiso
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7.0 References/Further Reading

1.0 INTRODUCTION

This unit will introduce you to the arguments ohtamporary analytic
philosophers with particular reference to the pulghical views of
Bertrand Russell and Alfred North-Whitehead, and tloey influenced
the growth of contemporary analytic philosophy.

2.0 INTENDED LEARNING OUTCOMES

By the end of this unit, students should be able to

o discuss the philosophical viewpoints of Bertrandssall and
Alfred North-Whitehead on logical atomism

o state the meaning of atomic and molecular projossti

. explain the differences between atomic and molecula
propositions.

67



PHL 335 ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY

3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1  Bertrand Russell and Alfred North-Whitehea on Logical
Atomism

The main tenets of logical atomism are as follows:

1. Philosophy is a genuine activity, just as soefis a genuine
activity.
2. Unlike science, philosophy does not discover feets for us.

3. The knowledge we acquire through the studyhilbpophy is not
knowledge of new facts.

4. Philosophy tells us about the structure ofwoeld, how its basic
ingredients are constructed.

5. Philosophy tells us that the world is composed set of atomic
facts, i.e., objects and their properties.

We summarised the main tenets of logical atomisnstesvn above
because; it is difficult for the non-specialistunderstand, without first
knowing the essentials of symbolic or mathematicaiic. It is the
philosophy of mathematical logic Bfincipia Mathematicgublished in
three volumes by Bertrand Russell and Alfred Naxthitehead between
1910 and 1913.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

What is the difference between philosophy and s@&eaccording to
Russell and Whitehead?

3.2 The New Logic: The Logic of Propositions

Aristotle wrote the final words on logic before thpaiblication of
Principia Mathematican 1910. Russell and Whitehead developed a new
type of logic, which was much broader in scope tAastotelian logic.
Aristotelian logic was a logic of classes, whilesRell and White-Head’s
logic was a logic of propositions. Russell and Whéad'sPrincipia
Mathematicabecame important to philosophy for two reasonsstFit
argued that mathematics thought to be a distirsdtigline, is in fact part
of logic. Second, that everyday language or natlaaguage has a
structure similar to that dPrincipia Mathematica For these reasons,
mathematical logic would provide philosophy withettool of razor-
sharpness for clarifying the meaning of sententasynatural language.
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3.3 Atomic and Molecular Propositions

Russell and Whitehead distinguished between at@rupositions and
molecular propositions. An atomic proposition ipraposition, which
have no parts, which are themselves, propositiBxample: James is
human, is an atomic proposition, since its pamsirdividual words, not
propositions. On the contrary, Philip and Victaai@ going to the Alter,
is a molecular proposition. It is a complex progiosi containing two
parts, each of which is itself a proposition, (& Philip is going to the
Alter, and (b)Victoria is going to the Alter. A nesdular proposition is
built up out of atomic propositions by the use ofecting words, such
as ‘and’, ‘or’, and ‘if...then’. By breaking down nedular propositions
into its constituent atomic propositions, we kndwit meaning. How do
we analyze the meaning of an atomic proposition2r§vatomic
proposition is always of the subject-predicate faocording to Russell
and Whitehead. For instance, ‘John is brilliannde analyzed into a
subject term, which is a proper noun or proper nddodn’, and into a
predicate term, such as ‘is brilliant. The subjéstm in such a case
always refers to an individual thing, in this céise person, ‘John’ and the
predicate term refers to some characteristic oopprty’ which the
subject term possesses, in this case the chastictesf being brilliant.
When an atomic proposition is true, the subjechtdenotes an individual
thing or object, and the predicate term referotoes characteristic of this
thing or object. Atomic propositions give us infation about the real
world. It informs us that the world is made up a€ts, and that all such
facts are atomic in nature, they can be descrig@hlatomic proposition.
There are no molecular facts in nature, since ewerlgcular proposition
can be reduced to a set of atomic propositionss ghe logical
connectives. The ultimate constituents of the warklfacts, and a fact is
made up of an individual thing with its individu@haracteristics.
Therefore, the function of philosophy is to giveimf®rmation about the
world. The analytic views of Russell and Whiteheadntually became a
boost to the growth of contemporary analytic pralgsy as it attracted
the attention of other analytic philosophers topoesl to these views,
especially the attention of Ludwig Wittgensteirparticular and members
of the Vienna Circle in general.

4.0 CONCLUSION
This unit introduced the students to the philosophiviewpoints of
Bertrand Russell and Alfred North-Whitehead as eprgorary analytic

philosophers. Particularly, it discussed their \aewa logical atomism and
the different kinds of propositions.
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5.0 SUMMARY

. Philosophy is a genuine activity, just as scienceaigenuine
activity. However, unlike science, philosophy doed discover
new facts.

. Philosophy tells us that the world is composed eétof atomic
facts, i.e., objects and their properties.

o Aristotelian logic was a logic of classes, whilesRell and White-
Head'’s logic was a logic of propositions.

o Mathematical logic would provide philosophy withethiool of

razor-sharpness for clarifying the meaning of secgs of any
natural language.

o Atomic proposition is a proposition, which have parts, which
are themselves, propositions.

. A molecular proposition is a complex propositiom@ning two
parts, each of which is itself a proposition.

o A molecular proposition is built up out of atomimpositions by

the use of connecting words.
6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Who wrote the final word on logic before thebpeation of
Principia Mathematic&

2. Mention two reasons whyrincipia Mathematica became
important to philosophy?

3. What is the difference between atomic and nmec
propositions?
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This unit will introduce you to the arguments ohtamporary analytic
philosophers with particular reference to the mulghical views of
members of the Vienna Circle and how they influentdee growth of
contemporary analytic philosophy.

2.0 INTENDED LEARNING OUTCOMES

By the end of this unit, you will be able to:

o describe the philosophical viewpoints of the Viel@iele

o state the meaning of atomic and molecular promossti

. explain the differences between atomic and molecula
propositions.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1 The Vienna Circle

The members of the Vienna Circle were a group dfopbphically
minded scientists and scientifically minded phijpisers who came
together in the early 1920s at a conference in Maeustria to form a
movement aimed at rebuilding philosophy on a sological and
scientific foundation. They derived inspiration rfiothe positivism of
Auguste Comte, as well as the famous statemenawidCHume, which
says:

When we run over libraries, persuaded of thesecyplies, what havoc
must we make? If we take in our hand any volumetiahity or school
metaphysics, for instance; let us ask, does it aonany abstract
reasoning concerning quantity or number? No. Ddesontain any
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experimental reasoning concerning matter of fact aristence? No.
Commit it then to the flames: for it can contairihing but sophistry and
illusion. (Hume, 1952:12).

Following Hume’s influence and persuasive oratting, members of the
Vienna Circle believed that all genuine knowledghlsfwithin the two
realms of science, i.e., the formal sciences otlagd mathematics and
the empirical sciences. The members of the Vieimeéeanclude; Moritz
Schlick, Hans Hahn, Friedrich Waismann, HerbergFedtto Neurath
and Rudolf Carnap. They held informal seminars @adely studied the
writings of Wittgenstein. They agreed that phildsgps not a theory but
an activity. According to them, Philosophy doesmaitduce propositions
which are true or false; it merely clarifies theanmg of statements,
showing some to be scientific, some to be mathealaéind some to be
nonsensical.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
List the names of members of the Vienna circle
3.2 Analytic and Synthetic Propositions

The Vienna Circle were of the opinion that synthgiropositions are
propositions, which require some kind of empiricadestigation for their

confirmation. On the other hand, analytic proposi$i are propositions,
which does not require any empirical investigatmmtheir confirmation.

The truth of analytic propositions follows from theneaning. They are
of the view that every significant proposition mbst either analytic or
synthetic, but none can be both. All analytic prgipons belong to formal
logic. They are true in virtue of their formal stture. All synthetic

propositions are the propositions of science. Theyuire empirical

investigation before their truth can be establisiethlytic propositions
have the meaning of their predicate term containdtie subject term.
Example; All husbands are married men. Hence, @mewerify such

statement by looking at the words they contain t&stic propositions are
so-called because they result from joining or mgkansynthesis of two
things that are not related. Example; the telemissocoloured. Analytic
propositions do not refer to the world in the manimewhich synthetic

propositions do. Analytic propositions are triviathile synthetic

propositions are informative.

3.3 The Verification Principle
The verification principle states that a factualtsinent is meaningful if

it is verifiable in experience. However, the methofdits verification
determines the meaning of a factual statement. Bkagnf | claim that,
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“it is raining outside”, this claim, whether thrdugr false is meaningful
because | can specify concrete experiences thatdwaarify it. The
Vienna Circle continually modified the verificatioprinciple in the
attempt to remedy problems as they arose. Theydidry to decide
whether a given statement about the world is tnrueod, for this is the
task of science. The role of philosophy is to deaihat it means to say
that a statement has cognitive meaning. A cogrytiveeaningful
statement is one that provides information aboet World and this
information must be verifiable in principle fortd be meaningful. It is
verifiable in principle by experience conclusivedr weakly. The
conclusion of the logical positivists is that plsibgphy cannot be a source
of truth. Knowledge comes to us only through thenfal propositions of
mathematics and logic or through the empiricallyfied observations of
science. Their concern is with logical analysise Tanction of logical
analysis is to take any problem, show which quastio it are answerable
to mathematical or logical reasoning, and whichstjoas are answerable
by some sort of empirical investigation. It is ntbte function of
philosophers to answer these questions. It is faiction to clarify the
meaning of the questions so that one will know wdwat of questions
they are, and how to proceed to answer them. Howelie logical
positivists reluctantly granted that philosophexsaretakers of language
could contribute. Physics is the most fully grouhax all sciences and
Philosophers could use their logical techniguestiow how all the
sciences fits into it. What made the logical petsts unique in the
history of philosophy was that, they did not saytapéysical statements
are false or unfounded. They insisted, all metajshysstatements, in
principle, are nonsensical. They are a form ofuisgd nonsense and are
empty of cognitive content.

4.0 CONCLUSION

This unit discussed the views of members of then@ Circle as an
important segment of contemporary analytic philésopThe Vienna
Circle represents the views of Moritz Schlick, Hanahn, Friedrich
Waismann, Herbert Feigl, Otto Neurath and Rudolin@p. They agreed
that philosophy is not a theory but an activity.cAding to them,
Philosophy does not produce propositions which tewe or false; it
merely clarifies the meaning of statements, showorge to be scientific,
some to be mathematical and some to be nonsensical.

5.0 SUMMARY

. The members of the Vienna Circle include; MoB8izhlick, Hans
Hahn, Friedrich Waismann, Herbert Feigl, Otto Néurand
Rudolf Carnap.
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Philosophy does not produce propositions whightaue or false;
it merely clarifies the meaning of statements, shgwsome to be
scientific, some to be mathematical and some toopesensical

. Synthetic propositions are propositions, whiefjuire some kind
of empirical investigation for their confirmationAnalytic
propositions are propositions, which does not nmeguany
empirical investigation for their confirmation.

. The verification principle states that a factusthtement is
meaningful if it is verifiable in experience.
. A cognitively meaningful statement is one thatoyides

information about the world and this information shube
verifiable in principle to be meaningful.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. What are their main philosophical viewpoints?
2. What are analytic and synthetic propositiong/Z@xamples.
3 State the verification principle.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This unit will introduce you to the arguments ohtamporary analytic
philosophers with particular reference to the pdulohical views of the
early Wittgenstein and how it influenced the growthcontemporary
analytic philosophy.

2.0 INTENDED LEARNING OUTCOMES

By the end of this unit, you will be able to:

o discuss the philosophical task of théractactus Logico-
Philosophicus

. describe Wittgenstein’s transformation from logac rhysticism
and metaphysics

o explain the philosophical viewpoints of the earlytigenstein.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1 The Task of th@ractactus L ogico-Philosophicus

Logical atomism, which is the philosophy of Russalid Whitehead
recorded in thé@rincipia Mathematicareceived a very careful attention
in the Tractactus Logico-Philosophicuspublished in 1922 by
Wittgenstein. The task of tlgactactuswas triple in nature. The first task
was to repudiate traditional metaphysics but it eehdup being
metaphysical. The second task was to reduce laegt@a@ series of
elementary propositions that would correspond wiibervable facts. The
third was to develop a theory of language that woestablish the
boundaries of meaning. Wittgenstein believes thaatever can be
thought can be spoken. Hence, it follows that itné$ of thought can be

75



PHL 335 ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY

set out by determining the limits of language, #md will give us the
limits of what can be intelligible. This was exgcthat he tried to do
with the Tractactus Logico-Philosophicus.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
Outline the triple task of the Tractactus Logical®ophicus
3.2 The Picture Theory of Language

According to Wittgenstein, the ideal language pietuor mirrored the

world, just as a map mirror it. If we wish to diseo whether Lagos is
West of Abuja in Nigeria, we can do so by referriog map, since a map
in a sense, would picture the terrain. It pictuté®cause there is identity
of structure between the points on the map angal@s on the ground.
A perfect language is like a map. It pictures thracture of reality. For

every proper name in the language, there is a gporeding entity, and

for every predicate, a corresponding property. Titheal language

therefore gives us the structure of facts, sinatsfare composed of
objects and their properties.

3.3 Wittgenstein succumbs to Mysticism and Ma&physics

Wittgenstein held that philosophy is a genuinevégti just as science is.
However, unlike science, philosophy does not discaxew facts for us.
The knowledge we acquire through the study of oy is not the
knowledge of new facts. Rather, philosophy tellsibgut the structure of
the world, how its basic ingredients are constmictetells us that the
world is composed of a set of atomic facts. Asleaseen from the above
analysis, Wittgenstein’s early philosophy was aapbysical system in
the traditional sense. It contends that philosaplay activity which gives
us knowledge of the world, different from the kioflknowledge which
science gives. Philosophy tells us that the wasldamposed of a set of
atomic facts. Atomic facts, if it exists, must banscendental and an
invisible reality. Hence, Wittgenstein inadvertgritirns to metaphysics.
In a similar way, Wittgenstein claims that withihet boundary of
meaningful language is nothing but the propositimiscience. However,
what lies beyond or outside the boundaries of nmedui language? It
must be something inexpressible or mystical. “Thanes indeed, things
that cannot be put into words. They make themsehasifest. They are
what is mystical” (cited by Lawhead, 2002:513).
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4.0 CONCLUSION

This unit discussed the views of the early Wittdeimsas an important
aspect of analytic philosophy. These views rangas fthe idea of the
Tractactus the picture theory of language to Wittgensteteéscent into
mysticism and metaphysics.

5.0 SUMMARY

o The task of th@ractactuswas triple in nature.

o Wittgenstein believes that whatever can be thoaghtbe spoken.
Hence, it follows that the limits of thought can bet out by
determining the limits of language, and this willegus the limits
of what can be intelligible.

o According to Wittgenstein, the ideal language pietlor mirrored
the world, just as a map mirror it.

o For every proper name in the language, there isreesponding
entity, and for every predicate, a correspondirgpprty.

o Wittgenstein’s early philosophy was a metaphyssgatem in the
traditional sense.

o Wittgenstein claims that within the boundary of miegful
language is nothing but the propositions of scieRloavever, what
lies beyond or outside the boundaries of meaninghguage? It
must be something inexpressible or mystical.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Explain the picture theory of language.
2. How did Wittgenstein succumb to mysticism anetaphysics?
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This unit will introduce you to the arguments ohtamporary analytic
philosophers with particular reference to the mulghical views of
Alfred Joules Ayer, popularly known as A.J. Ayeddmw it influenced
the growth of contemporary analytic philosophy.

2.0 INTENDED LEARNING OUTCOMES

By the end of this unit, you will be able to:

o discuss the philosophical arguments of A.J. Ayer

o explain the difference between practical verifisypil and
verifiability in principle

o analyse Ayer’s position against metaphysics.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1  Attack on Metaphysics

In his famous workl.anguage, Truth and Logipublished in 1946, Ayer
began the preliminary pages with an attack on nmgtps. “We may
begin by criticizing the metaphysical thesis thhtlgsophy affords us
knowledge of a reality transcending the world aesce and common
sense”. He says that one way of attacking a mesagiayp who claimed
to have knowledge of a reality which transcendedpthenomenal world
would be to enquire from what premises his propmwsst were deduced.
As long as his propositions are deduced from egdipremises, which
is the only possibility, he would never arrive atyatranscendental
knowledge or any super-empirical reality, implyitigat metaphysics is
impossible. However, Ayer accepted that one caowetthrow a system
of transcendent metaphysics by a mere criticisih éfence, he resolved
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to attack directly the nature of the actual state:@hich comprise this
metaphysics. “We shall maintain that no statemehichv refers to a

“reality” transcending the limits of all possiblerse experience can
possibly have any literal significance; from whitmust follow that the

labours of those who have striven to describe su@ality have all been
devoted to the production of nonsense”. A. J. Agedttack on

metaphysics is not surprising at all, for he bethgo the logical

positivist school, which relies on the conceptefifiability to accept any

proposition as either true or false, hence, hischtton traditional

metaphysics. “Our charge against the metaphysigamot that he

attempts to employ the understanding in a fieldr@htecannot profitably

venture, but that he produces sentences whichtdadonform to the

conditions under which alone a sentence can ballyesignificant”.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
Why did A.J. Ayer choose to attack metaphysics?
3.2 The Verification Method

Ayer held that the only acceptable method of dghgosophy is the
method of verification. “The criterion which we ude test the
genuineness of apparent statements of fact igitleeien of verifiability”,
he says. But at what point or under what conditicars a proposition be
said to be verified? Ayer answers that “a proposits said to be verified
if, and only if, a person knows what observatiormsild lead him, under
certain conditions, to accept the proposition daad&ue or reject it as
being false”. He made a distinction between pratterifiability and
verifiability in principle. Practical verifiabilitys a kind of verifiability
confirmed by observation. On the other hand, \edifity in principle is
a situation where we have propositions concerniagers of fact, which
we could not verify even if we choose to, becausdatk the practical
means of placing ourselves in the situation whieeright observations
could be made. Furthermore, Ayer made anothendigbn between what
he calls the “strong” and “weak” sense of the tererifiable. A
proposition is said to be verifiable, in the strasmse of the term, if, and
only if, its truth could be conclusively establishm experience. It is
verifiable in the weak sense, if it is possible éxperience to render it
probable.

4.0 CONCLUSION
This unit discussed the views of Alfred Joules Aggran important aspect

of contemporary analytic philosophy. These viewsyes from his attack
on metaphysics to the verifiability principle.
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5.0

6.0

wh =

7.0

SUMMARY

Ayer argues that one way of attacking a metaphasiovho
claimed to have knowledge of a reality which tramsted the
phenomenal world would be to enquire from what pses his
propositions were deduced.

As long as his propositions are deduced from ewcgdipremises,
which is the only possibility, he would never aeriat any
transcendental knowledge or any super-empiricéityesnplying
that metaphysics is impossible.

A. J. Ayer’'s attack on metaphysics is not surpgsat all, for he
belonged to the logical positivist school whichiesl on the
concept of verifiability to accept any propositias either true or
false.

Ayer held that the only acceptable method of dghgosophy is
the method of verification.

A proposition is said to be verified if, and ontya person knows
what observations would lead him, under certaindd@ns, to
accept the proposition as being true or reject heing false.
Practical verifiability is a kind of verifiabilityconfirmed by
observation. Verifiability in principle is a situah where we have
propositions concerning matters of fact, which weld not verify
even if we choose to, because we lack the practiczdns of
placing ourselves in the situation where the righservations
could be made.

A proposition is said to be verifiable, in the stgosense of the
term, if, and only if, its truth could be conclusly established in
experience. It is verifiable in the weak sensét i$ possible for
experience to render it probable.

TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT
What was Ayer’s charge against the metaphyss@ia
Under what conditions can a proposition be salae verified?
Distinguish between practical verifiability ancerifiability in
principle.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This unit will introduce you to the arguments ohtamporary analytic
philosophers with particular reference to the pulghical views of
Rudolph Carnap and how it influenced the growthcohtemporary
analytic philosophy.

2.0 INTENDED LEARNING OUTCOMES

By the end of this unit, you will be able to:

. discuss the philosophical arguments of Rudolph &arn
o explain Carnap’s views on the verifiability method
. state Carnap’s criticism against metaphysics.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1 Carnap on the Verification Method

Carnap held that one of the principal tasks ofdabanalysis of any
proposition is to discover the method of verifioatiof that proposition,
that is, how we can be certain about the trutlalsitlyy of that proposition.
For this reason, he believes that there are twdhadst of verification,
direct verification and indirect verification. Daeverification is involved
when a proposition asserts something about a pigwodpam having, and
this proposition is effectively tested by my presgmerception.
Propositions which cannot be verified directly ilxes indirect
verification. Indirect verification gives rise tgjpotheses, since there is
always a possibility of finding in the future a dige instance. Hence, it
does not guarantee absolute certainty. The two goofmverification,
direct and indirect verification, are central te sgtientific method.
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SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
Explain the two methods of verification accordingdarnap
3.2 Attack against Metaphysics

Rudolph Carnap’s virile and virulent attack on npétgsics is simply
second to David Hume’s attack on metaphysics inrazher and
eloguence. Carnap says that “metaphysical propaositare neither true
nor false, because they assert nothing, contaithereknowledge nor
error, lie completely outside the field of knowleggf theory, outside the
discussion of truth or falsehood” (Stumpf, 1989¥45When logical
analysis is applied to metaphysics, he furthergalle metaphysical
propositions are not verifiable. If an attempt iade at verification, the
result always turns out negative. Metaphysics hdsceptive character,
it gives the illusion of knowledge without actuadfiving any knowledge,
and Carnap says, “this is why we reject it”. Nonvetethics and value
judgements in general, belong to the region of pigtsics, but
psychology belongs to the realm of the empiricadrsces such as biology
and chemistry. He also distinguished between thtemai and formal
modes of language. He was of the view that the maat@ode is what is
used in philosophy that results to ambiguities emafusion.

4.0 CONCLUSION

This unit discussed the views of Rudolph Carnaprasnportant aspect
of contemporary analytic philosophy. His views rasgfrom the
verifiability method to his virulent attack on mptgysics.

5.0 SUMMARY

o One of the principal tasks of logical analysis oy @roposition is
to discover the method of verification of that posjtion, that is,
how we can be certain about the truth or falsitthat proposition.

o There are two methods of verification, direct veation and
indirect verification.

o The two forms of verification, direct and indirearification, are
central to the scientific method.

o When logical analysis is applied to metaphysicsiapieysical
propositions are not verifiable. If an attempt isada at
verification, the result always turns out negative.

o Metaphysics has a deceptive character; it givesillhgion of
knowledge without actually giving any knowledge.
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6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Analyze Carnap’s attack against metaphysics.
2. Why did Carnap reject metaphysics?
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This unit will introduce you to the arguments ohtamporary analytic
philosophers with particular reference to the pulghical views of
W.V.O Quine and how it influenced the growth of tamporary analytic
philosophy.

2.0 INTENDED LEARNING OUTCOME

By the end of this unit, you will be able to:

o discuss the philosophical arguments of W.V.O. Quine

o explain the concept of Quine’s naturalism

. explain why Quine challenged the distinction betwaealytic and
synthetic truths.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1 Influences upon Quine’s Philosophy and HBhilosophical
Impacts on Contemporary Analytic Philosophy

There are three major influences upon Quine’s ghpdical thoughts and
ideas. These include; the logical atomism of Bedr&Russell, the
positivism of Rudolph Carnap and the pragmatisrD@fvey and James.
These philosophies are blended in the unity oftbmeights of W.V.O.
Quine. The collective opinion from the diverse viewf these
philosophies contained in Quine’s idea is that, nwig@ne correctly,
philosophy is just an extension or sub-discipliheaence. Quine himself
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has also influenced contemporary analytic philogapimany ways. One
of the most prominent influences is in the phildspf mind. First,
Hilary Putnam’s view irRepresentation and Real{}989), that “the way
to solve philosophical problems is to construce#tdr scientific picture
of the world” (Putnam,1989:107) is traceable to r@@uiPutnam, the
founder of ‘functionalism’, a theory of the humannoh which assumes
that the human mind works like a computer systaeated this form of
materialism on the notion that computer sciendb®rcognitive sciences,
will give us a true picture of the human mind. Thisa has its origin in
Quine’s philosophical thought. Quine also has agmothajor influence in
the philosophical works of Donald Davidson, whapQuine in rejecting
Kant's transcendental idealism. Davidson, in a péfed, “On the Very
Idea of a Conceptual Scheme” (1974), argues that Keoncepts, which
assumes that the physical world can be contrasitdtiae mental, and
that mental activity conditions the human appreluensf the world is to
be rejected because, it rests on a fallaciousndigtn. The world is
simply as science describes it. Both the mentalthedohysical spaces
are all subject to scientific investigations.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
What are the three major influences upon Quineilpbphical ideas?
3.2 Quine’s Naturalism

Quine’s idea that science and only science alarthei key to reality, and
that philosophy, when done correctly, is an ex@msif science is called
Quine’s naturalism. It is the view that the exptana of nature, including
human nature, is properly done only by science.

3.3 Analytic and Synthetic Propositions

Quine rejected and challenged the distinction betwanalytic and
synthetic propositions and held that no clear wision exists between
them. No clear boundary has been drawn. To everk thiat there is a
distinction between analytic and synthetic proposg is an unempirical
dogma of empiricists or just a metaphysical artiofefaith. Quine

challenged this view that there is a distinctiorkofd between analytic
and synthetic propositions. He held the contraipiop that propositions
do not differ in kind but in degree, and that defieg on how future
experience judges matters, a proposition can benginp or revised. No
proposition no matter how sound is immune to revisi
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3.4 Attack on the Verification Principle

Quine held the view that the verification princigkeatfter all, unverifiable
in itself. This is because, its greatest problens Wwaw to answer the
question, what is verification? If we say that fiedation means

observation confirmed through sensory experienctyrtaer question

arises, who's experienced is the observation nacgs$s be confirmed?
Why must the criterion of meaning be centered orss@xperience? It is
obvious that there is no way to answer the quesiioithe verification

principle without a relapse into solipsism.

4.0 CONCLUSION

This unit discussed the views of W.V.O. Quine asngportant aspect of
contemporary analytic philosophy. These views randem the
influences upon his philosophy and his philosophicapacts on
contemporary analytic philosophers, Quine’s naisma| the distinction
between analytic and synthetic propositions to attack on the
verification principle.

5.0 SUMMARY

o There are three major influences upon Quine’s gbiphical
thoughts and ideas. These include; the logical stonof Bertrand
Russell, the positivism of Rudolph Carnap and tragmatism of
Dewey and James.

. Quine himself has also influenced contemporary ical
philosophy in many ways. One of the most prominefiiences
is in the philosophy of mind.

. Quine’s idea that science and only science alanéhe key to
reality, and that philosophy, when done correafiyan extension
of science is called Quine’s naturalism.

o Quine rejected and challenged the distinction betwanalytic and
synthetic propositions and held that no clear mig$ibn exists
between them.

o No proposition no matter how sound is immune tasien.

o Quine held the view that the verification principie after all,
unverifiable in itself. This is because, its greafgoblem was how
to answer the question, what is verification?

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT
1. Define Quine’s naturalism.

2. What was Quine’s view regarding the verificatprinciple?
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This unit will introduce you to the arguments ohtamporary analytic
philosophers with particular reference to the mulghical views of
Gilbert Ryle and how it influenced the growth ohtemporary analytic
philosophy.

2.0 INTENDED LEARNING OUTCOMES

By the end of this unit, you will be able to:

. discuss the philosophical arguments of Gilbert Ryle
. explain the concept of category mistakes
o discuss the concept of Ghost in the machine.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1 Descartes’s Myth: The Ghost in the Machm

Believing so much in the truth of Wittgenstein’sadion that “a proper
analysis of the terminology of a problem area iflggophy will show
that what initially appeared to be a problem wdy arpseudo-problem?”,
Ryle used the method of philosophical analysisdal dvith the mind-
body problem. This was the subject of discourséha Concept of Mind
(1949) published by Ryle. Ryle argues that theitaif doctrine” or
“Descartes myth”, as he chooses to call it, comttadirtually everything
we know about minds. In the simplest form, the i@l doctrine” says
that every human being has a mind and a body tteat@ordinated.
However, upon the death of the body, the mind nuaginue to exist and
exert its powers. Ryle contends that the mind-bthehory is not only
incorrect, but it also leads to many other seriewisrs as one elaborates
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the implications. It follows from this theory thaach person has two
collateral histories, one consisting of the boewents, and the other from
the mind events. But the human body is in spacegamdrned by physical
laws, minds do not exist in space and are not g@ekby physical laws.
Bodily life is observable but the activities of thend are not observable
and are therefore private. A serious problem i®antered here since we
are required to say that the contrast between ubécpcharacter of the
body and the private status of the mind is thabibay is external and the
mind is internal. It is therefore erroneous to Hagt the mind is in the
body. It would imply that there is a ghost in thaahine.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
How can we make a category-mistake?
3.2 The Category-Mistake

What Ryle thinks is wrong with the “official doate” of the ghost in the
machine is that, the very principle upon which theory rest is false. It
is not even a series of particular mistakes, butuge mistake of a
particular kind which he calls a “category-mistakéhe mistake consists
in representing the facts of mental life as if thejonged to the same
logical category, whereas they belonged to sephrgieal categories. To
show what is meant by a category mistake, Rylerde=cthe imaginary
visit of a foreigner to Oxford University for theewy first time. After
seeing the playing fields, museums, scientific tabaries, and the
various colleges. Having seen these various plalcessisitor turns back
to ask; but where is the University? The questissumes that the
University is still another institution differermoim what he has seen. Ryle
insists that Descartes is the major culprit in t@gegory-mistake.

3.3 Analysis of Mental Terms

In his analysis of the notion of intelligence, agtiintelligently would
consist of two activities, if we follow the dictateof the “official
doctrine”. The first activity would be (a) doingmething (b) thinking
about what one is doing while doing it. It is tiue often deliberate before
doing something, but deliberation is not a necgsfature of intelligent
performances. When we drive a car, for instancedweaot mentally
rehearse our intended action. If intelligence ifingdel in terms of a
hidden, private process that occurs behind thees;ethen we would
never know if someone was intelligent, for we wontit have access to
the private part of the mind. In a similar way, weuld not know many
other things we know about people, such as, they #re creative or
observant. In a careful analysis of several assesttoncerning the mind,
Ryle makes these assertions clearer by sayingdn ease that mental-
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conduct words do refer to mental acts but not tadsi The acts of
knowing, understanding, willing or feeling were satered as being
unconnected with the body and as occurring, whéerreel to in the
present tense, in the mind. Ryle rejected thiséyyng that virtually in
every assertion about the mind some facts abouilybbedhavior are
relevant.

4.0 CONCLUSION

This unit discussed the philosophical thoughts dbé&t Ryle as an
important aspect of contemporary analytic philogoprhese thoughts
range from the concept of the Ghost in the machirecategory-mistake
to Ryle’s analysis of mental terms.

5.0 SUMMARY

. Ryle used the method of philosophical analysis ¢al dvith the
mind-body problem.

. Ryle contends that the mind-body theory is not améprrect, but
it also leads to many other serious errors as teiomates the
implications.

. It follows from this theory that each person ha teollateral
histories, one consisting of the bodily events, #relother from
the mind events.

. It is therefore erroneous to say that the mind the body. It would
imply that there is a ghost in the machine.

. What Ryle thinks is wrong with the “official doate” of the ghost
in the machine is that, the very principle upon alahihe theory
rest is false.

o If intelligence is defined in terms of a hiddenivate process that
occurs behind the scenes, then we would never kheameone
was intelligent, for we would not have access wghvate part of
the mind.

. In a careful analysis of several assertions comugrthe mind,
Ryle makes these assertions clearer by sayingdh ease that
mental-conduct words do refer to mental acts butemminds.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

=

Why did Ryle claim that the mind-body theorynsorrect?
2. How did Ryle make the assertions concerningriimel clearer?
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