CONTENTS

INTRODUCTION page 9
PART I: PARTICULARS

I. BODIES I}

1. The Identification of Particulars IS

2.

(1] We identify particulars i speech. The identifiability of

some kinds of particular may be dependent npon the identifi-
ability of other kinds,

(2] Identification of particulars which are seusibly present.
The identification of particulars which are not sensibly pre-
sent raises a theoretical problenr. Its solution,

[3) The general conditions of particular-identification. These
condstions are satisfiable becanse opr Enowledge of partictlars
Jorms a wunified structure of a spatio-temporal character.

Reidentification

[41 A condition of our possessing such a seheme of knowledge
of particulars is the ability to reidentify particwlars, Scepti-
cistm about reidentification.

[5] Reidenzification of places.

Basic Particulars

[6)1 A general argument to show that material bodies are the
basic particulars from the point of view of identification.

[7Y - Argioments to the same effect from the nature of different
categories of particulars.

Z, SOUNDS

[x] 15 the status of material bodies as basic particwlars a
tiecessary condition of any scheme whatever which provides for
knowledge of objective particslars?
(2]  The character of this chapter.
(31 The model of the auditory world, The problerm af satisfy-

ing the conditions of a non-solipsistic conscionsness,
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3.

Contents

PERSONS

(1] Why are states of conscionsness ascribed to anything? and
why to the same thing as corporeal characleristics?

[2)  The unique position of the personal body in perceptual
excperience described; but this does not answer these guestions.

[31 Cartesian and ‘No-ownership’ views, The incoberence of
the No-omnership view.

[4) A condition of the ascription of states of conscionsness fo
oneself is ability to ascribe them to others. The incoberence of
the Cartesian view. The primitiveness of the concept of a

person,

[s]1 ‘The logical character of a fundamenial class of personal

predicates.

[6) The central importance of predicates ascribing actions.
The idea of a "groap mind’.
[7] Disembodiment.

4. MONADS

PART 1I: LOGICAL SUBJECTS

§. SUBJECT AND PREDICATE (I): TWO CRITERIA

(1] The distinction between particulars and wuniversals is
traditionally associated in a certain way with the distinction
between reference and predication or between swbfect and
predicaie.

The ‘Grammatical’ Criterion

(2] Various forms of the reference-predication or subfect-
predicate distinction recognized by philosophers,

[3) One prima facie attractive way of explaining the dis-
tinction is shown to be inadequate. Viewing it as a distinction
between grammatical siyles of terni-introduction seems to yield
more satisfactory resulis,

[4] Luine’s distinction in lerms of the variables of guantifi-
cation does not at first sight offer an alternative interpretation.
(5] Finalstaterment,on the present approach, of the conditions
of an expression’s being a subject- or predicate-expression,
[6] The present, grammatical approach to the subject~pre-
dicate distinction, though it appears to barmonige with atthori-
tative views, is not the only possible approach.

|71 The grammatical approach encourages scepticism both
about the importance of the subject~predicate distinction and

about its traditional association with the particular-universal
distinction,
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2.

Contenis

The Category Criterion

(8] Characterizing, instantial and ativibutive ties: or differ-
ent ways in which particnlar and miversal terms may collect
each other in assertions.

(9 A new criterion for subjects and predicates, based on the
differences between particnlars and universals as principles of
collection of terms in assertions. The new criterion guarantoes
the traditional association between the two distinctions.

Tensions and AfMnities between these Criteria

[x0] How the grammatical appearance of predicating a parti-
cnlar is avoided in ceriain cases of the assertion of a characteriz-
ing e,
[11]  How the grammatical appearance of predicating a parsi-
exlar is avoided in certain cases of the assertion of an altribu-
tive tie.

6, SUBJECT AND PREDICATE (2)! LOGICAL SUBJECTS

1,

Z.

AND PARTICULAR OBJECTS

The Introduction of Particulars into Propositions

[1] The introduction of a particnlar inte a proposition re-

quires knowledge of an empirical fact : the introduction of a ni-
versal does not,

[2] . Afinity between the gramumatical and categorial criteria
Jor subject- and predicate-expressions in part explained by a
mediating distinciion between ‘completeness’ and ‘incomplese-
ness’s Once the fundamental arsociation between the subject-
predicate and  particular-universal distinctions 15 estab-
lished, further extensions of the former distinetion may be sx-
plained by anolog y ele.

[3)  Faurther excplanations of the idea of “completeness’ : the
the presuppesitions of expressions introducing particular
fermas,

(4] Consideration and refection of a simplified form of the
above iheory.

The Introduction of Particulars into Discoutse

[s1 Cau the above acconnt of the conditions of introducing
particalars into propositions be supplemented with an acconnt
of the conditions of introducing particulars into disconrse? The
conditions of sueeess in any such atlempt.,
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Coniertls

(6] Feature-concepis and sorial yniversals : the introduction
of basic partichlars involves the adeption of criteria of re-

identification,
[7}  The logical complexity of particulars and the ‘complete-
ness’ of logical subject-expressions. Particilars the paradigm

logical subjects.

7. LANGUAGE WITHOUT PARTICULARS
[1) In a feature-placing language the subfect—predicate dis-

tinction has no place.
(2] Problems involved in dispensing with ordinary particulars
[3] Places, times and place-tines as logical subjects.

8. LOGICAL SUBJECTS AND EXISTENCE
(1] The grammatical index: af appearance in a proposition
as an individual or logical swbfect. Excistential propositions,
[2] Nowminatisns, Why reductionist pressure on non-parti-
cular individuals varies in stresgth for different fypes of non-

particslar,
(3] The nature and form of the nominalist drive. Quantifica-

tion and excistence.

(4] Exictence and quantification.
[3] Statements of identity. Plural snbject-expressions. Refer-

etice, predication and propositions,
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