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bstrac

ma in i ss ue to be deal t w i th in this paper can be formu lated in a ques tio

for n ,
i . e .

,
what does i t mean to adopt a theory

kle i t i n ternis of@اك6ك4ة"شأ

.commitmentsthat re su l t from theo ry adap t io

paper w i l l try to br ing to ou r atten t ion the theo ry commi tmen t relation ship and the

danger i s su ing the refrom i f theory appropr iat io n takes p lace in the ab sence of se l

danger j u s t men t ioned i s referred to in our paper as « tyranny » wh ich w i l l b

have r ide effec ts thatلم@سأ

be treated on ly at the leve l of se lf-

cri t ical ac tiv i ty . The paper w il l substantiate thi

th rough conceptua l ana lys i s a i ded by h i stor ica l i l lu s t ration

ana ly s i s c on tained in th e fo l low i ng pages dea l s w i th a pec u l iar phenomeno

ignored by ph i lo sophers or those who theorize in gnera l . Bu t to be sure the onu

not on them , espec ial ly when we rea l ize that the topic we are go ing to deal with i s o

a nature that i t cou ld no t l ie w i th in the scope of any given theory as long as i

w i th sorne th ing o ther than i tself

li ties le t us begin w ith some assumptionsلة"ْة

.forthe sake of prov iding the space necessary for our reflec tions . A s an in i tial reflec tio

give the fo l low ing charac teri s t ics of a theory in terms so general in order to have th

app l ication pos s ib le . G iven these pre lim inaries we may say that a theory is

o f l o g i c a l l y i n te r re l a te d p r op o s i t i o n s . B u t th e i n te rre l a tedne s s o

i s me re ly a I ogica l requ iremen t ; thu s in addition ,
a theory has t

a subjec t matte

what has been men t ioned
,
the theory must have a certain categorial s turc tur

to i t as th is is man i fes t by the appropr iated se t of concep ts . The l atter ar

by ru le s p rov i ded by the in terna i log ic of a g iven theory . The l ingu i s t i

of two concep ts shou ld no t lead to the ir ass imi lation for each one of them i

by d ifferen t procedures whe reby it i s designated for someth ing cu i te differen

i ts coun terpart . Th u s the samene s s of l i ng u i s t ic terra s oc curr ing in differen

i s q u i te acc iden tai , and examp les from the hi story of ph i losophy or sc ience ar

to coure by
.

وللملأ؟،5
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حادام99(,@ا3ا)ةحاBoukا:أ

,Nowthe cu les p rov ided by what i s l oose l y ca l led the interna t log ic determ ine the u s

app l ica t i on and mean i n g of the concep t s i n q ue s t i on . They a l so de term ine the،يم("

concep t fo rmation and th i s is because no t every concep t i s fi t fo r the logica l s tructure o

g iven theo ry . I t look s as though we choo se the re levan t concepts , bu t ac tual ly the wor

c h oo se » i s o n l y me taph o r ic a l , and become s to ta l ly m i s lead i ng i f u nders tood i n«

a l framework we!-بمضأ@

ind ourse lves ob l iged to p ick up th i s or that concep t in particu lar . The ob l igation i

q uestion i s , again ,
no t a matter of psycho logy bu t a matter of logi

th is po in t the reader may run ou t of patience and a sk : « bu t what does thi s have to d

w i l l be c lear, the se pre l im inar ies are in order . A i l we have to do i s،،ل@؟@*

,ndcon sequence s of espou s i ng so i
-

ne theory . To beg in w i th

is no part icu lar reason why one adop t s th i s or tha t theo rypr se . The momen t o

one theory to ano the r migh t be i rrat i ona l in the seu se tha t the re i s no val i

of choos ing excep t what the theory i tse lf prov ide s . Fo r i f the reason beh i nd th

of a theory i s p rov i ded by it , the n th e who le p roce s s of dec id i ng takes p lac

at bes t beآهلمةسأ@

l l y reduced toأحأ@لمة@

،
I f.حعbecome a matter of p sycho logy in wh ich case i t i s no t ph i losophica l ly in teresti

the ground of our cho ice l ies ou ts ide the theory , then we see rn to po s i tio

in a différen t theoretica l framewo rk . B u t here we are no t be t ter off as long a

can s ti l l impugn the val idi ty of such a fra i
-

ne , and once th i s i s done the sanie end les

seems to i s sue , the reby leading to the po in t less ne ss and fru i t les sne s s of ou

Now granted that a l l th i s has taken p lace ,
i . e .

,
a theo ry of sonie k i nd has been adopte

th i s happen sآشأأحفي

,therei s sue s a ser ie s o f c omm i tme n t s th a t c an be c h a rac te r i zed a s o n to l og ica

eth ical , etc . The ser ie s i s no t c lear cu t and rerna i n s open as long a

are différent kind s of theories wh i c h requ i re d i fferen t commi tmen ts . Bu t from

poin t of v iew ai l theor ies have th i s i n common , name ly they a i l comm i t u s i

way or ano ther . However
,
what is to be no ted he re i s tha t the comm i tmen ts i ssue

ou r at temp t to separa te them i s main ly4خ،علة

.pedagogical

,Ai]comini tmen ts are worthy of s tudy , bu t as th i s i s no t the p rope r p lace to dea l w i th a l l

,forin s tance.لمةْاآظح

theory to u se ce rtainكألاْمك

t lie i s do ing . He fee l s compe l ledآ@ا16لمة

abide by the ru les govern ing them , and i t i s no t d i fficu l t to i l lu s tra te tipi s . S omeon

te rni s s uc h a s،أظ

Take an y»
.

o r sc ien tific theo ry for tha t ma l te r and you w i l l fi nd the sanie pattern a

?9



sen ne one l i as toأ@أظح

make u se o f the c o nce p t s made ava i l ah le by the th eo ry , bu t a t th e s a ine t ime the s

.conceptshave mean i ng on l y w i th i n t he theo ry i s te l

The fac t tha t these concep t s a re i nd i s pen sab le men s that they exe rc i ze power on the i

mework؟ wh ic lْ4"آالمأ

s imp l y inean s the abandonnen t of the theory i tse l f . Now once the ob l i ga tory charater i

re i n a po s i t i on to i n fe r tha t they a l so cond i t ion the man ner o f Iook ing
*5ك

y they rea l l y*أالمة

,establi shed

.

i.في،هa r rh i i

ase , then the so
-

ca l l ed ob jec t iv i ty o rصأخ

neu t ra l i ty i s to ta l l y grou nd l e s s . e spec i a l l y i f n a i ve l y based on vu l gar rea l i s in wh ic

assumeأئحأح s a rad i ca l d i remp t ion between concep t and oC

the move te@1لمةا)حْشأظس 1

o n to l o g i c a l c omm i tm e n t . A s w e k n ow , o n t o l o g y c o n c e r n s i t s e l f w i t h t h

be me tapho r ica l l y de scr i bed asآظ2الم@@أ

fu rn i tu re of the wo r l d . Thu s i t i s p rope r to ask h ow doe s a theo ry comm i t on

es tab l i shed , the rكل@الم،آ@5آ@اككلمة((

weا can see tha t i t i s the concep t s w i th the i r theo ret ica l arrangemen ts that te l l u s wh a

@o r o uص@،ال@آ

theo ry

eأهةاْ rta i n on to l og ica l framework i s at the sa ine ti ine a dec lara t

th i s framewo rk i s `e t up as a s tandard whe reby a g i ven set of ob jec ts lia s the righ t

to ex i s tence o r due s no t have i t . I n s o d o i ng , i t l ays ou t the cond i t ion s for ex i sten ti a

:eligibility.One imp l ica t ion of th i s i s that even sc ien t i fic theor ies a re d i sgu i sed forets

fo r to te l l w h a t k i nd of ob jec ts to be in ve s t iga ted i s at the saure t ime t

w ha t so rt s of ob jec t s there are . Hence do in g sc ience canno t be lp avo id i

foret of on to logy . He re , aga i n
,
the on to logica l framework adop ted de te rm i nes on

accep t what mu st be accep ted and re jec t wha t has to be re jec te

an on to log ica l po i n t of v iew , a g iven theory seeni s to te l l u s what ex i s ts on ly, bu g

bouشما t the en t i t ies that do no t e x i s t . i . e . . the en t i t ies that are exc l uded from th،لالاك؟نأ

Ac tua l l y th i s quest ion i s s imp ly ignored"ل@،عحأكحلإ

ticu lar on to logy . If the question i s pu tْيلة"

h im
,

li e m i gh t a t be s t rema i n s i le n t r i nce lie w ou ld dec ide upon the i ssue fro

; p robab l y becau se fo r h im th i s i s no t a q ue stion i n the firs t place . The reason i

fa r to seek , i . e .
,
wha t cou n ts as a que s t ion in th i s respec t i s dec ided w i thi n th

on to log ica l framewo rk . The terni que s t i on shou ld be q ua l ified to refer to th

gen u i ne q ues t i on ,
and pence the l ingu is t ic trapp r i ngs are of secondar

tu rn s ou t that the i ssue of non -

ex i s t i ng en t i t ie s i s a matte r of whethe r a g iven ques t io

of reference of a g i ven theory . A s an

of th i s , we may take sonie me taph y s ica l q ues t ion s and see h ow they ar

by a Carnap o r an Aye r . I f
,
fo r i n s tance , the q ues t ion « i s s ubstance s imp le o

off hand on the ground tha t i l@؟آي(

.4
،en u i ne» q ue s t i o،،nك
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hmaneْا Bouka3لة 1(@ا1 99erاث@

,Here,as a l ready men t ioned , the genu i nene s s of a p rob lem i s dec ided from w ithi

S o ine o ne l i ke Ca rna p w o u ld refu se to c o n s ide r the s imp l i c i ty o r c omp lex i ty o

not foret@س

of hi s concep tua l arrangemen t , no r i s h i s wo r l d fu rn i shed w i th en t i t ies amon

are substance

the above ana lys is makes sense w ith the admi ss ion that there had been and s ti l l ar

concep tual schemes and on to log ies , the unavoidab le conc l u s ion w ich seems t

therefrom i s that of on to log ica l re lat iv i ty . That i s to say ,
such and such ob jec t

w i th the con seq uence th at the irشأ،ا*لىام

We usual ly
"

"

ص@

to have a negative atti tude toward what i s re lat ive ; and when some thing i s judge

be so and then sub jec ted to the norms of objectiv i ty , at least in the naive senne of th

؟
w ith what is common ly cal led naive real i s

re l a t i v i ty , m ore o v e r , s e em s to s ta n d a s a s t um b l i n g s to n e i n th e way o

ac t iv ity in the ph i losoph ica l rea lm . If these are rea l ly the con sequence

the aforemen t ioned reflec t i on s , then the nega t i ve at t i tude toward re la t iv i t ie s i

although this i s not the r igh t p lace to dea l w i th i t , we find i t appropriate to sa

someth ing abou t i t for two reasons

4
، *nd the second , there is a need@أ؟شأص

a c larification of a pre judiced naive te in th i s regard . By th is 1 mean the v iew tha

ontologica l or ep istemo logica l c laims to the p rivate person mak ing them
,
i

case they turrn ou t to be mind dependen t . B u t wha t we shou ld unders tand b

i s some th ing more soph ist ica ted than th i s . Accord i ng ly, we ough t no t say that

tes of mindس@ك

o n some c o n cep tu a l sc h eme w h ic h rec og n i ze s i t s o n to l o g ic a l s ta tu s an

v alue . Th i s i s becau se the daims o f co ncep tua l arrangemen ts o

privateئى،+4ح

; for the forme r can take a un iversa l form and be j udged by standard

of private states of m ind . Thi s sen se of re lat iv i s im can be reasonab ly
argued for

,
and for th is purpo se one may appea l to ph i lo soph ical plura li sm for suppor

should now turn to the ep istemo logica l r ide of our reflection

we have referred to as epistemo logica l comm i tmen t shou ld not be d i spu ted s inc

i s con sequen tia l upon some presuppo sed on to logy . Th i s i s not new for i t lias bee

in prac tice ,
i . e . ,

it has a lways been the case that w ha t i s known i s what i

It seems that onto logy pre sçribe s for ep is terno logy s ince the la t te r cannot perfor

function un t il nome ki nd of objec t is made avai lab le , and on ly then does i t make it

.wayto become a member of the epi stemo log ica l fie l

()1



I t a l so seems that there i s a sen ne of pr io r i ty on the on to l ogica l s i de
, bu t th i s pr i o rit

shou ld be qua l i fied as on to log ic a l on l y ; i n ac tua l i ty these two in ves t igat ion s are s

in tricate and in terconnec ted that we canno t unde r take one w i thou t mak ing use , at leas

impl icit ly ,
of the o ther. Take , e . g . , an on to l ogi s t who wan ts to find ou t wha t kind o

th ings there are or seeks to inve st igate the gene ra l featu re s any th ing lias to acqu ire i f i

tu s . How can lie do th i s w i thou t , at theه"4؟ك

seنج r t that only th iل@إ؟لمةكه

t byأsh i@أهالم

recogn iz ing them ? The two i nves t i gat i on s a re a t sonie po i n t c oncu rren t , and 1 do no

see how thi s can be p rac t ica l ly avo ided . Th i s does no t , however, mean that the tw

cannot be concep tua l ly d ifferen tia te

we concede that o ne i s ep i s te rno log ica l ly comm i tted , i t beco rne s apparen t tha

these ob jec ts are knowab le . The fea tu res o r the condi tion s that have to be fu lfi l le

anyth ing to be are a l ready la id down by the on to log ica l enqu iry . In ep i s temo l og

cond itions w i l l he lp to con st itute what m igh t be ca l led the ep i stemo logical f iel

wh ich a certa in en ti ty aqu ire s the s tatus of ob jec thood . Th i s fie ld set s a l im i t t

can be known as long as on to logy sets a I im i t to what can ex i s

can we learn from th i s ? We learn what we have a l ready la id w ith regard to th

comm i tmen ts , a l though we are here try ing to be more spec i fic . A s an

i l lustation of th i s ,
we need j ust read any ph i l o sopher who li as a theory of know ledge

weأ@ه، shou ld not be surpr i sed to fi nd that h i s theo ry con ta in s a set of condi tions ,
imp l

e xp l ic i t , opera t i ng a s th e de term i n an t s of t h e kn owabi l i ty o f o bj ec ts ,
the i e b

المه

i Sلأ

ك)ت،
3

man ife s t by the very i n te rn a i log ic o f the theory i n que s t i on . Th u s w hen a ce

shema i s se t up , an arec of inves t iga tion i s the reby de l ineated in ordc r t

the leg i timacy of what to do and how to do i t , and the l im i ts thereo

fie ld l imi tat ion i s necess i tated by the i n te rna i s turc tu re of the theory ,
?o t imposed

ofأ+ا+؟أ، o ther ph i losoph ies fo r in s tance ,
n

sonie influence in th i s regard s ince no ph i losophy ca ii ri re in to ta l i so lat ion fro

the preceding ana l y s i s make s sence a t a l l , then our the s i s becomes apparen t an

p lau sible . To s tate i t in c lear s tate rnen ts ,
we shou ld say that do ing ph i losoph

theror iz ing in genera l invo lves the u se of concep ts . Once the theoret ical framewor

iل! s fi xed the theo re t ic ian i s c aug h t i n i t , and as far a s the in te l l ec tu a l ac t iv i

he cannot he lp d i spense w i th the concep ts prov ided by i t , nor w i th th

( i . e .
,
the comm i tmen ts a l luded to earl ie r) i s sued therefrom

-Ash as bee n me n t io n ed e a r l i e r , th e ac c ep t an c e o f a th e o ry d epe n d s o n n o n

ْ

psycho log ical factors . Ye t , regard les s of the va l id i tty and soundnes s of the reason s fo i

.espousingi t , there ?n igh t emerge an at tachmen t ,
i n the p sycho l ogica l sen ne of the te:

the concep tua l arrangmen t adhered to s i nce man i s no t a pu re l y log ica l be ing . B

th i s k i nd of re la t iQn sh ip we thereby pu t our tru s t and fa ith i n the adop ted)لحه

eory . The al l u s ion to the p sycho log ica l s ide i s i n o rder fo r i t strenghen s the tyrann i

of theorie



,swe have seen!+آلمة

.cepowe r o rغ.7اشأ

ûu r i n te l lec tu a l ac t i v i ty and p rac t i c a l ac t i on . Th e i r powe r ï s so s tro n o th a t we hecom

.iallyw her،لمة
0

لما

ار

z i n tاةألأ@اع

a l sp h e re sشأفياشأ

e . a ndالمةا،-أ@أحأ@أنأمما

oe rc i v eحا،@أ

he o the rw i se . On eاإ،حأ5لإع

a n he clone . l iأ*حأ

abso l u te ly ou t of q ue s t io n to im ag i ne wha t t he s i tu a t i on wou l d be l i ke h ad we no t ha

1 1 1 o u r a t t i tud e4ظآ،،لمة
2

.nursewo u l d he i m pededأ3شألمة

h o u ld a lways be a l e r ted to the

حأ@أعمانج

h t to beخط

t h e t heo ry/،،11أنجخاحأ،1أإ،آ.

t -

ina t te r o f t he theo ry i nْ4المأحغ@أ
-)خأاخلاا3

-question.The s ide effec t rrmen t i oned above i s mo re co n sp i c uo u s i n the case of so ic

theo r ie s for these do no t Lake p lace i n v acu um ; a nd i n v iew of the i r i n te res i

nappلأبئ i ng s . Now Cha t one l iئئ@أآضاكالمة

n ted byْاح@ك
لم

حماالمة@أااإ

,inedto t h i sلمة7آ

a r theo ry c an4شأس@ة
3

5lآ e t a lose o the rs
'

po i n t@

w i l l be p re se n ted i n a d i s to r ted fo ret a t be s t . H e re . t h o n . l i e s a d o u b l eشأ

iا،ع ve a t t i tu،،كآه

e : To،ث@ئجحا

rلألمة i t hص@؟لم@سأ*ا،،آك5ا

i nd u i re i n to w h a iآممالاح

i t rema in w i thou t war
r

an t . The fi rs t th i ng t ha t corne s to m i n ci i s the u n ref lec t i v

charac ter of theor ies , o r , to u se Hege l ian temi i no l ogy , the J ac k o f se l f - con sc i ou sne s

of the theo ret ic i an adop t i ng th i s o r tha t t heo ry . Th i s a t t i t ud e i s p rohah l y based
()س@!

u n o u r u nques t io nab l e t
r

u s t i n o unr theo ry , a t ru s t t h a t c ri n be , s i t soni e po i n t , to ta l l

ل!مع
ا:4ْ

@

(،4.h t no t i n fas t have

rر i t ic a l . I t i s mi lخ
شأ

ep tua lال!حظ@.@

t hey m i g h t have , and-

شأنجعأ

،

i ) bv io u s ly th i s req u i re s a co n s tan t rev i s i o

1()؟



l i nd of theo r i z i n g

r i t ic i snخأ

ac t i v i ty depe nd s on theظالمة

u i re s th e)ظاح،4س@-ا

Th

.teto i t@@

-

.encquiryto n o r
حأص@@

1 1 0 1ph i losoph ica l fie ld s . I f the re i s a s im i l a r i ty of sonie theo re t ic a l p ro b lems , th i s s ho u l

n a t u ra l th a t s o ni e fea tu re .s a reأص@أفي

Bi o tلألألمة5ئملأ
لأ

4
3 1 1 1 0the p l ace to dea l w i th i t a t an y le

ْ

1)آ 11 5p t@ظصi e n t i s t s , d o n o t h av e l a b o r a t o r i e s w h e re t h e y
ظححأ،

ge as a f ie l d of pu rui i n kكألمة

3
e , the i r i s s ueع،عs

4نج

the؟ i r the u r i eث
اكحأيةأا،ح

sح، t i l ) take s p l iلأظ

3nguageلأ bu t on a d i ffe ren t leve l . The rev i s i ng p rocess i n ph i lo sop hy nece ss i ? a tلمة(

.rical-4لمة*اشألأاأ
أ؟أ3

t i o nآآْا

h a t h i n g i n t h i s

We are , howeve r , aware of the ob jec t ion s ra i sed by sonie ph i losophera ,
name l

ph i lo sophy canno t , p rope r ly speak i ng , have theory on the ground tha t i t doe ç no

pلمة1، rod uc e p ro p o s i t i o n s o r a rg ume n ts fu n c t i o n i n g a s p roo fs . One need j u s t re
Waا i smann

'

s
"

How 1 See Ph i l osoph y
"

for an e l abo ra t i on of th i s nega ti ve j udgeme n

ent.@لأأ"اآرل

i n o f o u r i n q u i ry ; d id we n o t as s ume the t e r n
i

لة

جمع
Aحلأااا"، nd know i nz tha t l"

"

4أالم@سأالأ
3

،1
1

/
1<ht h a i u p ro po s i t i o n l i a s to h av e a t ru th v a l ue see rn s to p u t uا@أنم

ound h im se l f in a perp lexed s i tu a t i o nآْلأا

@
3 ، le s s آلمةhع,

p ropo s i t i on s . S i nce the latter are ne i the r fo rma i norئئسأالمه

1
0+

ا
id they are l i ngu i s t icنجلمة

ْ

ط"اص@
@

,eto dea l a t any leng th , w i th the que st ion wh

can have the r igh t to
"

theory
"

, thereby con s t i tu t ing an autonomous do ?ua i

ep i s tem ic c l a ims . I n s tead ,
we shou l d n ow tu rn to recen t h i s tory and take s oni

o f h ow c e r t a i n p r a c t i c e s a nd c o n c e p t i o n s o f p h i l o s o p h y l e d s o ni

to comm i t themse l ves to some of the sen se s of comm i tmen t we h av e

nown figures in the anal y t ic trad i t ionظحظ،@

Carnap and B . Ru s se l

ca l Pos i t i v ism (N . Y . : The Frecا

.8C3)شأ.""؟-45-؟@

r ip t ion for A ye r secro s to imp l y tha t ph i losoph i ca l p ropos i t io n s, an@(2)@أ
"

the propos i t ions of ph i losophy are not fac t ua l , buط

.l i ng u i t ic i n c h a rac te r . . . . l h ey e x p re s s de f i n i t ion s , o r t h e fo rm a i c o n seq u e nc e s o f de f i n i t io n s

.

َ

2 iid : e،dْ:لة،أ

لإ
i t to im p lلمحاث،لل@شأ،للإا

l y t icْ1@أل@للةية الا،3(شأ-كلمح3

.(13.Ibid.,p)
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'd'Alger 1 99 eاافي-شاالأاظ

.Carnap's prac t i ce move s w i th in the I og ic a l po s i t i v i s t moveme n t w h o se membe r

though d i ffer i ng on nome i ssues of methodo log ica l o r concep tua l na tu re , they a l l adher

to ce rta i n common l y shared the ses . A rnon g the se i s the as s um p t i o n th a t ph i l osoph y

1 oes no t have the r ight to know ledge ,
s i nce a l l ep i s tem i c c la i nm s are ceded to sc ienc

i s p ropo s i t ionalث@،ع

Jiven this con tex t , i t i s na tu ra l for carnap to dec lare tha t ph i l o sophy does no t enjoy
"

a

ma in of know ledge in i t s own r igh t
"

, bu t shou l d be co nf i ned to the c lar i ficat i on

scr i p tion and reduc ti on of sc ien t ific concep ts and s ta temen ts to more fu ndamen ta

ص@+نج

al ana l y s i s
"

. The tota l

to th i s methodo log ica l p rac t ice made Carnap emph as i ze on the ana l ys i s o

t@أ lie p roposed to rep lace ph i losophy
"

by the log iل!ط4"س@ة

jc ience that i s to say , by the Iog ica l ana l ys i s of the concep ts and sen tence s o f the?

a l syn tax of the language4"@أ
"

d i t ionalفى
)ر(

.al rôo tsأت4نحأ

.Consequen t ly,
many c la ims of ph i losophy are thereby de l im i te

conception of ph i losophy descr ibed above d id no t or ig i nate w i th log ica l pos i t iv i st

was taken ove r from , among o thers ,
Ru sse l l . The lat te r con fi ne s the ac t iv i ty o

i t sثة
"13

@"

.Thisdoe s no t
"ا@"'

الأ-لم@

however , a s s im i la te h i s v iews to the i rs . H e doe s no t ,
fo r i n s tance ,

re iec t me taphy s ic s off

@hand,a posi t ion fo r wh ich they cas tiga ted h im . He refe rred to h i s pos i ti on as
"

l og i

tcهتملم@@أتملمة

an idea l language by mean s of symbo l i c Iog ic , and i n th i s l anguage eve r

jec t i t correspond s toه؟

perfec t language the wo rd s of a p ropo s i t i on wou ld co rrespond one by oneكأ

the componen ts of the co rrespond ing fac t . . . There w i l l be o ne wo rd and no mor

ev ery s imp le objec t , and eve ry th ing tha t i s n o t s imp l e w i l l be ex pre s sed by

of wo rd s , by a comb inat ion de r i ved . . . from the wo rd s fo r s imp le th inr

that en te r in
, one word fo r each s imp le compone n

os i t i v ism (N . Y . : The Fi
-

ce
"
إلمأفىحأا@ه.اا

.3 31.10ess . 1 959 ) . pع

c a f Wc s t c rnفىلإآ
ا

الاا)شا@ة0،أ.؟07.

cيم(3 d . hy R obe r t C . M a rs lفىظظ

.134.s,1 97 1 ) p@ط

Ibid)6.؟32. . ,p)

"-7،(1.(1(1.nowedge1@خ



-passages i n th i s pe r i od of R u s se l l
'

s deve lopmen t we see how a part icu l a i
ءظ

t ru th . A s a l l rea l i sm s req u i re a
ا،،ااكلأآأ،

e rs fromأحة@

ا،ا،ْ

f i l i a ted w i th sc ience and1أالم@سأآلمة 5 4

.theologyالةألأ

A s ou r expo s i t i on sh ow s , bo th pos i t ion s deny to ph i l o sophy i t s trad i t iona l on to l og ica

i t s d i s t i n c t i ve p ro b l em s a n d d oma i n s
" ,

G o n e i s t h eلأالمةل@3آ

o n the g rounci tha t know ledge ar i ses on ly whe re
'"

"

ظاص@

ed . I t i s need le s s to say th at ph i l o so phers ofشمالمة@أ

bu t th i s does no t.أ@أتج@

ona l ly corne s cro s sأ

the ph ra se
"

ph i lo soph ic a l p ropo s i t ion s
"

, l ie c an n o t re a l l y be su re wha t to make ou t o

rd i n g i t s na tu re an dالأحع

fo nc t io n . N ow a s we hav e see n , ce r ta i n c o n c ep t i o n s of p h i l o s op h y nece s s i ta ted a

,divisionw i th i n th e re a lm o f kn ow l ed ge ; th i s li as i s s u ed i n
, amo n g o th e r th i n g

be soْ4احأك

u red . Nev e r the le s s , th eحأحع@

1s . Bu t wha t

to con s ider in the fo l low i ng i s an ambigu i ty no I ess i n tr ica te and comp l ex tha

li as been show n thu s fo r, i . e . , the q ue s t i on of mean i ng abou t wh ich 1 sha l l be

4ص@ء4
"u

i t i s n o t!ل
"

i s c lear from the above con s ide ra t ion s ; bu t i f i t i s no t wo rth l es s , how i s i
ا

sen ne fo r u s@س

w e c o n s u l t po s i t i v i s t i c l i te ra t u re ,
we e n c o u n te r t he o n ce fam o u s p r i n c i p le o

4
" to th i s p r i nc i p le , a t l eas t i n*@أحأحأ@

s fo rmu la t i on of i t
" " '

,
s tatemen t i s mean i n gfu l on l y M ien we know h ow to ve r i f

A nd as a l l sc ien t i f ic s tateme n ts c anno t ac tu a l l y be ve r i fied , the p r i nc i p le ad j u s ts i tse l

make rooni fo r those s tatemen ts th a t can , i n p r i nc i p le , be ver i fied . Added to th i s i s

g u n iversaخأل@ع

لأثة،

s t ic ism a nd Log ic ,
R us se l7!حأ@أل

io u s mo t i ve s . . . o u g h t now Io bc1شاالمةاالا)شا-لاأ لألمة7آ7

shou l d draw!شأشأشاشافيشايةادثيأل

94لم ( . B u t d i d he cons i s tcn l ly s ubsc r i bc Io i b i s v icw-ل@فى.؟")

xac i l y t he s ta t u s of ph i losophy i s i nىصاخ

i ca l A tom i sm
"

lie tr ies to di iIren t ia t c!فيء4بخلال

nowشأ@أشا@الظ

d ia l ly con t i n ues ,

« ph i losoph yط،@أ"(+،،.122ك

ve neلاية
شأنجحأ

ib id ) . Immed ia te l y t he re a lte r ,
he tr ies Io show how ph i losoph ica l prob lems cea se ta.ظطح"أ

beنج once they becorne sc icn t i lica l ly approachah le . I n v iew of t h i s s i t ua t ion m y i rca tmen t of Ru sse l l i

1 retablلإأ1 y pa il ia l . I l shou ld hc no ted though C ha t wy a im i s no l 10 i nv i s t i Ta te the s ta tus o f ph i losophْايإشا

.ha ppa re n t l y i rrcconc ia b l cخةاط

.1.ch.فىأحا

M



Hence th e weak v e r s io n of th i s p r i n c i p le . O n h i s part , Re ic he n bach . to cs , adhe re s to th i

1 no t be de te rm i ned from1،آك)عالمة

<possibleo b se rv a t i on s i s me an i ng l e s s
"

' ' "
. Whe t he r the c r i te r i o n o f mean i n g fu l ne s s i

ْ

o iآلأْاكt , a re nece s sخ4لمةآحأ

ep i s tem ic c la i nm s to pa s s mu s te

u l i s eq ua ted4آ
أآ3

فيظحأ،5اا"

u p po sed by t h e-ا"/لأح@
1

1

e s tandا،لمة
ب

لأ،آأ،المة

1 un iاآآا@اخااح

,tter4احلمة
ما،اآ)أآثأ-عا@ألأا3

1 1 - u i ? t i c e x i s t e n c e , a re q u i reme n t t h at-5آ.(

7 w i l l no t be theأ،آلأح

we h ave spe l led ou t are

po i n ts o f v i ew , a nd s u h seq ue n t d eve l opme n t i n p h i l o sophyنأ1،1ْاك

the i r un tenab i l i ty . Fu r the r , the ava i l ab i l i ty o f p h i l o sop h ie p l u ri l i sm i m p l i e s th

i n s t a n c e , t h e+1ظخ،ا!ظحتم أزر!1

to ph i l osoph y . we f i n dآافى،خح

S o . the v i e ?? t h a i.لأخع

been q ue s t i rnied , and4تم؟
لمأ3

.teW i ttge n s te i n or t h e he rmeneu t i c t rad i t i on i n t h i ?
, rega rd1ك

a s we are no t i n teres ted i n the p ro s and cu ra s o t s uc h a v iew .
?v

'

e pu t i t ? ? s ide . Ou

1 1 n t h i s re spec t a nd fromخأ

e h av e@5أح@أ@/!.!،له

1لمةفي 1e the framework i s se t to c om p r i se c o n c ep t s s u iخ

e ? i ,
?- w e see h ow i l?لأْاأ

o n d i t i o n s . I n h od i n gآهاشالأأ

.ofp u rs u i tص@لإظلإحا

eأالمة، n u i ne p h i l o sop hألألأ

1في 1 whe re t he re ad e r@غ،iس@4آ@أفي

اا

l ameك)لمهتم

l i s to ano the r po i n t wh i c h`حما@أ@ألأ

l a i nm s a n d th eك4"اخل!طح

o t h e r-اكآ

We know t ha t the ex i s te nce of ph i l o soph i c a l p l u ra l i sm b r i ng s w i th i t a

k le s a n i ssue thoughأك54آا@هاكألمة@

,anotherph i l osophe r5لىآ)اك7آلأ

w i th expe r ience , i t
؟"

ظالمة،لأ،ْ

i n m i n ci th eاآْكنج

iظ sm fi rs t la i d down by Locاأْشأ

rs i tyأ7شا:.losA ngc los , CA.،1اشا"شاا،11اشا@هل!ظ)

.
:ofC.1)،أ1)+110؟+(, 1 1 i forn i . a Press

.541 10.(+9،51.nd.cd . (N . Y . : Dovc r Pub l ic a t i ons؟أ+.؟(()
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