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Abstract

General System Thinking is a theory of an object under concern to be taken as organized
fundamental frame with objectives and constraints. This author looks into the meaning of
decision making taken into account as "human free will" and "natural causality", so-called,
that is to be said. He enquires into the concept of purpose in its human and social dimensions.
The author has paid his concern to Alexius Meinong(b.1853, d.1920,),who was Austrian
Philosopher and Psychologist at the University of Graz. He became primarily renowned for
so called theory of objects, a kind of a priori ontological account that introduces and considers
systematically not only existent but also non-existent objects. This paper gives readers
Meinong’s academic profile in Japanese language translation from using articles of Stanford
Encyclopedia of Philosophy and some analytic interpretation over key concepts wherein.
Keywords; Alexius Meinong, State of the Affairs, Non-existent object, Theory of Object,
Value of Objectivism, Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy
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This translator’s Summary

This paper constitutes of 1. The article “Alexius Meinong” translation in Japanese
language and 2. this translator’s interpretive comments given in Japanese language.

As the Summary of “Alexius Meinong”, introduction is referred the following,

Regarding to Alexius Meinong!

Alexius Meinong Ritter von Handschuchsheim (b. 1853, d. 1920) was an Austrian
philosopher and psychologist who worked at the University of Graz from 1882 until his
death. He initiated experimental psychology in Austria-Hungary by founding the first
psychological laboratory there in 1894. However, he became primarily renowned for the so
called theory of objects ([Gegenstandstheorie], 1904), a kind of a priori ontological account
that introduces and considers systematically not only existent but also non-existent objects.
His approach is not only shaped by Franz Brentano’s descriptive psychology, a form of
phenomenological philosophy, and its connected notion of intentionality (directedness of
mind), but also by the British empiricists. Continuing and modifying Brentano s
philosophical teachings, Meinong provided important original contributions to quite a few
philosophical disciplines, most notably to ontology and metaphysics, value theory,
epistemology, philosophical psychology, and philosophy of language.

In this vein, for example, he tried to lay new foundations for the theory of value by going
back to value-feelings (emotions) as its psychological basis. But although Meinong had
constantly recognized the fundamental role of psychology in philosophy, he became more
and more an opponent of psychologism. His switch to an objectivistic account of a theory
of value (1912) and his distinction between the “psychological” (mental) content and the
object of a mental act, introduced in 1899, became hallmarks of his anti-psychologism.

Meinong found a sympathetic reader in Bertrand Russell. However, Russell later rejected
both Meinong’s object theory, with its conception of non-being, and his philosophical
psychology, which conceives consciousness as a relation to objects via mental contents.

Russell’s criticism was mainly responsible for Meinong’s international recognition. On the

1 from the original article of Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosopy,First published Mon Dec 8,
2008; substantive revision Tue Feb 26, 2019 :
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one hand, Russell made Meinong notorious. On the other hand, the controversy with
Russell also became an incentive for the development of Meinongian versions of logic and
semantics as a serious alternative to classical logic and semantics.
~ Regarding on Nonexisitenct objects?;
Are there nonexistent objects, i.e., objects that do not exist?

Some examples often cited are: Zeus, Pegasus, Sherlock Holmes, Vulcan (the hypothetical
planet postulated by the 19th century astronomer Le Verrier), the perpetual motion
machine, the golden mountain, the fountain of youth, the round square, etc. Some
important philosophers have thought that the very concept of a nonexistent object is
contradictory (Hume) or logically ill-formed (Kant, Frege), while others (Leibniz, Meinong,
the Russell of Principles of Mathematics) have embraced it wholeheartedly.

One of the reasons why there are doubts about the concept of a nonexistent object is this:
to be able to say truly of an object that it doesn’t exist, it seems that one has to presuppose
that it exists, for doesn’t a thing have to exist if we are to make a true claim about it? In
the face of this puzzling situation, one has to be very careful when accepting or formulating
the idea that there are nonexistent objects.

It turns out that Kant’s view that “exists” is not a “real” predicate and Frege’s view, that
“exists” is not a predicate of individuals (i.e., a predicate that yields a well-formed sentence
if one puts a singular term in front of it), has to be abandoned if one is to accept the claim
that there are nonexistent objects. This entry is an examination of the many questions
which arise in connection with the view that there are nonexistent objects. The following
are particularly salient: What reasons are there (if any) for thinking that there are
nonexistent objects? If there are nonexistent objects, then what kind of objects are they?
How can they be characterized? Is it possible to provide a consistent theory of nonexistent
objects? What is the explanatory force of a consistent theory of nonexistent objects (if such

a thing is possible)?
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Abstract
The author has paid his concern to Alexius Meinong(b.1853, d.1920,),who was Austrian Philosopher and
Psychologist at the University of Graz. He became primarily renowned for so called theory of objects, a kind
of a priori ontological account that introduces and considers systematically not only existent but also non-
existent objects. This paper gives readers Meinong’s academic profile in Japanese language translation from
using articles of Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy and some analytic interpretation over key concepts
wherein.
Keywords;  Alexius Meinong, State of the Affairs, Non-existent object, Theory of Object, Value of
Objectivism, Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy
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Alexius Meinong(b.1853.1920d.) TH %, IZIHIWHIEZTH 3,

1. vtld, 2cr0&Em%E, [Ei8] 220> T [WR] & LTRHT 2,

2. [HR] 32 DOEKREFRFOZ LB TE 2,

3. Ol MfifiE] % THEER] ©2 223, BESMcEEZ® (shy) THONMICEE > Tw»
5, T2l 2 IMANN B EDFACHT b DWEHICOWCEES 2 L IdiFE 7\,

4. [Fkkoffi<, & Miifi] 3ZzhZhoff Aoffifi chdniEad v wiEE LT
— R F7mnwe L7z,

5. ZNIEANDOMEREROMNZEL CTiXW328 Tbivbiv] &) [FEAMR] kT
<o MlifEH ] & LT &Lk,

6. L2>d perception [JEHI | (X, sensation [/&E#E) | 2 HHEIC L 72ffl A#Y 7% judgement [H]
] ZEBTdDTHL L Lz, 2o [ ORPIL, (AHEEZREST 5 & 2kt
W), 2o, (HlREEEnge) &L,

7. ZDXI % MR ] % object of value [MlifEXTSR] & LT B 2 132 % 1%
EZ1-DTH 5,

8. Z DR Object(s MNR)TH Y, Z DF¢E (EHE) % Dispositional & L72DTH %,
TNEFEMEE L2 &IC value experience lifE#%5%, actual value SEFRRYAGAE % 50HH L 7=,
ED R RO E b, O &5 Offifid Objectivized Kk - ZFHL D Efk L LTD, £
& B OfMfERRER % £ PE product 325k L LT x5 JHAEE L L T ol disposition |
RBEBWZDTH o7, b )T A A=Y T id HlfERED L] 0 X9 &b DT,

17 72Z RICKDEPICZE 2 EZELANE YA BEHEZ DTS Ll BT 5
DERASFLZRERD THA I D,
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MHifEshiE | & v 5 RIGEGHD DD Fu e 2T BTHY, IED NI XVHLN O
Kb D0 ICHEROCEMA L JOCKRIEZ b O RIGEA L LToRE2 AL b 2 2 L2 E
RLTWwa ez X, 2F Wk aB#liPitk o dispositional installation FEFEACfH 2
BIhbhdETIKEEDORMEHELBLHETH Z, ZNERFICLAD LI EKICH
Db, AEPLLEL 220 EREBEREIE~DBEE VD200 [IlHL] TH Y,
HDHVIIRIAMEETE L GEED R0 [T LiRT2cebTcEs, HYHES
e Lcix, MEm ., [k BEORYEH 2, 207 v ARAMULTE 32008 v ) [H#E
. B ORITTOFETH % 237272 L v, 4lal, Alexius Meinong % & Y HIF, & <1< [JE
FETEPER R | < [Disposition (L) ] &\ 5 & LD W TSR ol R & L
TOMRHFEEFEE L L2 NET 2, (2021-10-15)

2. 3. 2 =Avr7oMwmLIvyL s 7—a—DMg
FFAEERIN R L IEREZ N R 2 E 2 5
On theories of Value : of Alexius Meinong and of Michell Foucault ;
COEROYTHIZEFRORR? L ZMEEZ ST 20d Lhawnh, EHEFIZTOE
DZNDEFE "R~ A 7 v 7 (Hb.1853,1920d.) & 7 — = — ({4 b.1926,1984d) ICfH . % T
BLL BXTHZ, ZOMEE  HEHIFIC O W COELAERE - Bl & ik - T8l
ZOMEOELEDPNDE EZAICHFEHLEZPDLTHL, TO2PNLIFENZENLROEN
ICELEBITIETWD

1. =47 v 7 oflifdo%&dk - FEER (E4 7Y = 27 7 4 78#G)

2. 7—a—offifdo k- FERRER XV — - 37V =77 4 THG
Hi&~A4 7 v 27k TIEEEES | “ non-existentobject” DIEG % R L 7223, Z #Lldtkss
FCHREZFRAMILZ L TBE LREL T2 EFFEEICON L TEZEOLE (AH
B M2 AT, BEET Y v 7L LTofRE L TONRBEBOILREZW 232 L 2Rk L
Too TAH [IRAFTEIEN R D382 s e v P 2 52 2000 LI e IR 2 AT,
CIIIHTE /IR 2 G L 72 O BENROMEMN T2 25 L, oy 451
7 4 7 ZARIEWMEIH > 2 T L TE~OEM S~ DIREDORIW 2 G- 272 2 & 2 EBIL 725
bTH D, AL/ I RIR < D HIFI S O :E R AT REME 5 X OREE B GRERITE) Dk
IRMED BRI BMER ZMES 72 LR L 72D TH 5,

BE 7 —a—1x STHHRFAEAN A O8RS L 72 JER Fic, BEo AME#H (22 5) @
b O EMAMIEIR GERFRMILIK) I RE Ve A, tHEEPBOANRRE X2 L 2
Objectivism ICH > T X W23, T CTRAEBMWICRALRH 2 LEZ 72D THo7z, LA
RoAfifEicoVCTrha o b o ERMER L < AMAFT{EC T ORIE~DEIRICHFEHR L
7zo ZERTEB 2032 0HE (RF) ~OGHIGEPEREFERED implex INE D b H
FIbZlrbot, 2F 0, HERELAEMEOHM (O VHER) »oolF TRV E W
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IEMTIIEREZENNRE WZ LS, TR REENROBEIFN L LT, ARIEK
BROBEZ FMRR L, Z0EH L L CoEBOFRAEHR > £ ) AKH 7% power #iIG %
o2z T rMERETH L, 2V ZTNRILINDIHEEZ & DT Subjecta
Tk - FEENCELOZ BWAHE (X7 —) EHRFHERE [Subjective] & L THEDITT
VWb, 7—a—3ZDHREFFICENML, HOELL T E2bDTHDLLEZZDTH 5,
23, HER 2 DR ZHIEEHE L T2 00 ?  »NiTZOHIEIEMEL L COZXDFEEY
[power iR ] EWEATZ,

#7213 Tpower 1B 1] L LTC=2%2KXHpF7 5% ;

1. Eok57%nFHED [power BT 1

2. FEbENHEEERD S D [power #EiB 1] 20

3. ANHEERIM Tpower #7111 2% Y [Bio-power] 2.
7 —a—1% [power fiiA1] X, A Z L TIT LA ER, FHEERVT, AT AL %D
RORETRIRL7eDTH B, WL QICERZE DD 2. OFGHEWHRRARD O
D [power ftiG /1| TH o7z, HiFZ oHAFE L C [THHEHT panopticon ] ICiFEH L 72D
THHD, TNFREOTUFEN Y FLOWNABEBEAL LB RO TV & v )R
ZboTLEI L WIRGEHHERTH Y, MR E L CTINADPKE L — v icih > THERICH
HATENC D E B 37 =L T B L HREDTH S, T [panopticon] &\ 5 filfEEiE
& 535 Subjectivity Bk HERE A EIE L T2, ZRBNAZTAD LI YIATNT
ZLTHAEINIDOTH L A7ZDTH L, TNEFFEAHETH 21T 2005 T EEN
WKAREETFBZEBTERY [power iG] (X7 —) DY RTLLAZRZDTH T,
FIICAZ D0 L, 7—a—zbnbnotZi3Zz o X 57 X7 —) IKk-<
BRFEBEEHLCBY, 0L FZDNT—DTICH 0, 0 ZDbDRZ OB EIH > —Hiic
o T2V SbDTH D, FARFIC, thldonic A S L i OBIROZLOER L T
., 7—a—REFERNHED7ZDIC, the state of power X7 —HEITHPLT 5178 &
REENEECTH L ETIRL 72, 2NOHEE Tl “resistance “[H&PL] TH 3, T NITIHEFRT
DHREE L ORREE) B L IV — L DZEE~DER D E E N5 +E S8 ) 0 7 i s~
LoD
" social disposition”#fi.

COEPIEH BEMIC T LA IXDNONEAND LA TONILT 2HEICEIT %

"

18 excavation

19 Power of sovereign power like a king
20 Power of discipline as designed

21 Bio-power as population power

22 invisible
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Lich b, FEEITKEDOEFHE John Gouinlock23 D" social disposition”Biim % & Z TH|H
L7z, —FH, =4 7 v 7, #BiifEic 2T Subjectivsm 2> & HFE L 72 23& HA I fififild
DIRILDRITTH B Objectivism ICHBOELEZHITL 72, ThiE, T2 AHDEMEL LT
DRz AL, Z OIFEIEZ B L 720N Rk~ L BEBEL2BTL 2D TH o, Th
WXV EAKRE L CoflifE¥IB @ Objectivism % O 6 & | BUARFIC & £ F &3 Ao 5k
Xk & o 72 EERHINT 2 R 72tk S AYfiE & L T D Objectivism Z & F 72D TH %,
Z DEBIINROFFEDE Y ¥+ 727 X2 —& LT Disposition DMEZEAL7ZDTH -
72 THITHED MaxWeber D7 iEMmMAVEA T2 b ORAMET R T3 7 <. lifED &K
Wi ICELEENZDDTH -7z,

2. 3. 3 [S#D Disposition (liL)] v ZticonwT (2D 2)

Satolf L ] (Disposition of discourse) 2HL.LDEFHEZ DD %,

2017 £ 12 H 19 Ho$EH o 7 v 7 F5 [HHE | MIORE O HEE Ay Tvry 70
NHFEE LA RFEIC O W TO ZDFIX % T L, Bz 935 X 5 mTiRA
HoT, BIEW Lz g, BEREBICHZ LI, 2hnb, ©HETIKITH I 7%
DD, BHENTH Y »ORRNEAEIRRICES -o0MEL R e, T
BRINTVE, ELEI HE¥ECTE RO T ATHMICIZEY 235 2200 LAV RLLT,
TNEEHREZ INZ 0,

Vav s ZAFaT = IR, [HARNAN] v rholEo kst AHOBEIC

B EED LW L A WEETH S L) T L2, thea s LGk
REL, AEMMICES TiEZ@ LT, HtaTcoz o FEEIHGHTH L 2 &, Lo L,
MEmELICTRE, BEZ L, BbRMicHE22mMbLOTLEI T &, L XIT, Z0D
R DOHMERARKINCE®RD 2HE L L TRV IAENZZHERICZ o T2 D00E L ko
T2 Xy AREBICbCLES>, MHEH»S»5HNE ZDBELBHEbEDIC, filOF
MFBED Bz 3, 073 o Mm@ iciva L <L 5, i3 %2 0 [ B i)
D7 CREZER L 72, oL (1 9HILER) ICBUsE OHLIL, 3 TIltis LB
BELDHLDOTIE RS, HBEAREAT A TERKE L-Mamllch 2 2 & 2% ubu‘&t’(b\
7zo Z DHIFED S & T, xH 2T [AFEE] 12 X 2 VEAEIZRO A bz L7z DT
otz
INDHETHIL, ZDK’, Ta—AREREDT T 7~T 4 RLDBRBNDIRPT, /=

24 BIHE 171218 Amazon EF B (VLA V7 vy JENHAFBLEA0ME] LS5HOK
https://blog.goo.ne jp/gooararai/e/e257c6a3ebf77219f0b694cafObe 14a0
25 I T vy 2E OMNR MER) LREHRELESHME IriTa—4 (HZEKEE) John

Gouinlock; Excellence in Public Discourse ~John Stuart Smith,Jaon Dewey,and Scial Intelligence. 1986
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yIRA kv FLTCZZTHRY EF2Z JAYTvoyZichl 5 2fknng, 22T
X, REEDIEHTH 2 L TF & 1372 0 | SN RICIA A o TORERE 5385 5 |
B 73 0 A (Consequentialism) 23 FEi{TH b EBdbbid,

WA T ey 2 DFE LT B b FROBIREGROEXMRE D201, 20881,
ZhEBRLC, FEZIS 2 &, 2k (Disposition) ML ] & LTRSS L7, #L
LI EHHLT LT, BT VLIRS OREMED O W H & MEREE, BEREEIC Kk 5 faktt:
EHBEY A 9 A, JHFED Disposition DEIC T, HEEBCE D X 5 %2, WwoWnhin 5K
DXIGL 5 BBERFDOD Lick ZLic, fhaoEdBAoRLERkDONEbDL L
TOWZTH S D b

7ol Z X TRIEESE | 23, —HTlid HofRhve L, fthoTlkd o7& TRT 2MET,
TAYAERII S LR B R, B0 Ly, BHGIEIEN A OB S L D
Hrchy, FERWTEchT REXOVWEZILICRS, L, WTOLIEIR, RET
L CuZanikiETH 2 L PR T 5, KRiCH > THABRIIERE 2EHEAL DD
Thd, chr (RIEEZE] Fhdro7z) TR, (((RIEEZE] 3d-72) [FEFEN
ATV P ELTEDVBTEELELEIRLZTHS I, 2F W ESRIFRIRBEETR
LT3, MR L THEEERBZ I LCERAM IR o e, 20 [HEL |
(disposition) DIHIL L LD EI L WIHIRETIARE | AV T vay ZHiORE
bbb, LDV Ta—A4D0) BN RESAE~DEHOILER L LT
HEXH5¢32b0ThH3,

M ED L, mRoREYHE PF. FI72yh—2%ELCco& L, Tt ADfHE
LlIE ko T3, TR TEHMECTT 2, EIRicH ol ) 0OFROBMZ Z 2 AL T, K
iz & b, ERICHIE OBME L C\nwd, ZORPICF Iy H—DFE X7 A+ ) —=X
— | BHIZAY, “KREDOVbHARATE L 2052 2D ZAFICH - 72, HITZFDEDK
DY THADAZ AP ZHMLETHTED LAVDIE, HAIZEEOEF % FE O gk
I REZLT) FEICD, ATLO~DIFER~CHERFL, BRELCEZ2, 2505
BY LD E0E EFENGHEE Lz, 200l o il K o6l ot REemaiko
AT, HRBINE I ELFEVUNLZ 2 E I %, HBfEHE LTV 2DRHIRNTSH -
2o TTC. INTCTOFEHLNBBO LT, INEHATO [I{L] TH o7z LfEHIC,
BHEIICRDIAATTLE S MEORE 2 @ED DL LCHRIBI 32, BNTLZE S D,
ZIOVIH)E#HOETFTEHASIED LV DNOHAD IC, HERZBVELEZOTH-
77 ZNTHATIZICAEICL T2,

ZHwvziE, BEFERI. chIcHEOETOREREET, 55 - R bR L ap
b, AT A TBRMBHEMEAR T RLEEARETH 72 L 2D I 5 %2H 2V DT
mohtsdH, Lo FEEEEENR] 20, HFELEVWDDOARHFET 5 LREL TT —
TNICDETHDL, Z5\I THL | (disposition) & L COIEF %, b HERBIROHE &
LT, ZOEKRZA ML | 72 FICHEREEZ D > T RITANDLZ LI DD TH %,
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[BEWHAR K, 572720 & LTHL,
3. KimXoF b LT

Meinongian ¥ O HANE & HHRF
keywords:

((subject + object), Objective, State of the Affairs, Nonexistent object, Episteme .
Disposition, AKX DMREL & EWRT 2 b D, Z Dfh)

~A 7 vk, TEHROHEHEDO Z A4 —X M) TIcEEN, £ 77—V DRYE
THHALLHFZNE L 2¥ETT, WE, £/ DIFECOVWT, [bD8HB] LwiC
L DDV BHDEIL ] DEIDOEEZT LT, & ICHREIX, DL RERL TF 2 CTHIT
T2 L0 WHEOMETH Y, #iE TR L e x ANBBZED v i@ T2 L
KhVFEFT, Lo ezl ry—vy 7 - F—LXFA4 v 77 v FickEEns]
EVOMEICERE DAL VELE, BI2FETHO RS IF VY P4 LDREIETT
B IIFFETH 2N RE LTEIFEL, ZNE2 AL ITRO T2 0 b DTT,
DFY MERFELTWE I ] L LTHZNRE LT, ZHICXL T, 3t& I3 OXESR
heEZ2E®KDY (D VlifE2H2) L) ZeICRELET, flifizEkdT sz e T
FeE LS R - EBIS O D35 72 (State of the Affairs) “ZF DIREE" 2 A TV 2 7T 4 T &
L e LCER T2 2 8ichdET, WERFLYVDOFY 772 —{Le LTHET S
WHRTHYVES, VT7rolMfiic zoP (F) »HEELEZV: FEEEDOE (B) %
WRELTEZDZWIIE LB L WS ZLDFENEEEZ S LIV ET, 2ZET
CHUEL TTIIEIFZ S TR L W), T YL VFTDFEICARD, ZNTHRDY Lk
D E A, T ONROBGIC T, Bt 228 S L Cw» 2 NEERREZ B L TE x.
R DR 2 RHEICED 2 -0 0BFEZ e v P ENELTWE T, 728 21E, ERlo 7 X
U A OKFHEET, PIEEETH o720 ) b, N T VROBHEIC R >0 E D,
AT b 7 v TR, 2O TERE TA LT EfA, HHCOEFHE THERICHIR
LBicLTwEd, HAZL X AT, HNCMD T, BLERE L TR0 E IS5 TT
23, HEIXLE ) TH LMY LKEEI, . ZothaekoEHEe L ks, 2h%
BFEERIC, IR L TH < L v BN, BARNICIIR T L MO L FFE D LA TS L
TAHEEZET, ZNH e BET Ty 7Ry 7 A0, EOM Al HHEL T
R ePfEHINs ik 3, 20X mEIC, =4 7 v 7 OIFFEEED MR O
R BONEE 2L LRET,
DF Y, [RIEEREIIE) o7 &) IEFTENRMEZ TS L5 2 & T, BEEN T
oG nitGInsctichVEd, <AV 27E, 20DV ED, D%

(Disposition) /s ¢ i3 &\ 5 FRE# ko v b 2 LTHEFCWE T, ik, EBcn
2, —HfEZH 2L 2000 (FRTOffz) EFEIIFE VI E®RDLH Y WRD X %
B CH 24 7Y 20 T4 70 b0EZ0E %M LT 2 MOB %2 T 50 2T L%

67



(implement) EICE D RV WIHIEKRICA Y 3, TEROZ V=T Y v I/ RTIEY
A7 LHIEI T LT TIBIRADRE AT, Zhzetafh~odfte »wIE
BRebmh E9,

4[], JHH“Meinong” (=4 / v 7") ¥ X U“Nonexistent object” JEFFTEMER R) %5 4. Ml
FUEELE LD TARRICHEBLANL, ZOEKRT 2L DERELYLF L,
BeoRLICZ Y £925, (object) XK ] 1t. (mind, mental) [ 22 A &\ 5 .LEI A
(content) NEZEMREBIHR L 72 A sz Tt L LTEREINE T, 2Fb, [ZC
5] DD bW 3 subject [Tk - B & XU, ZoEKE LT, W k] &w
> 72 485/RSED objecta &K - HHl] 2% 0 (object) IR ] twH itk £9,

AL 5.4.4 Meinong DG & BRGRO A v X7 B XU 545 ERITONRE 5
5. 6 HELETOFHEIIZ., LOMENR Objective 28 (subject + object) DK D1
JKAH 57 % (State of Affairs) &L L COFEIER DML S 5, £7-. 5.4.5. &HXRITLD
W5 IC_ED objective BIREN R % object THz & LT EAZXEE3 % subject @iz & DR & W
ST BERICRIR T N B 25, A A =P ~OF L L TIATDTHL, bold DY
23, b o L HIEARMIC, LY EFONEREELAMATFCTH L L DT o THE 0, Ui
Miciz, KEOT—20FRODH &Iic, 0L (EiL subject, 2E V7 —L 7L A¥—) 2
5 DY LRI A T4 KR 7 (episteme) F ¥ 7 7 2 —{ULHEIA 7 = AMH D X 5 IC{EEHRFT &
L CHERICEY L HEOM AL ERIC inplex T X 172, included g & 4172 # Objcetive
WRDBEFEI NS XI5 ICEZONDE, ZDRIPTDOARIT. D Value subjectivism Afffififi 3=
BlFF & Value objectivism flifi B EFR L DLV E DV EKRT L HDIFEKTH 3,
Meinong 2372\ F 221} % & T A D&MD HRILE 715 Nonexistent object (X, (L L 721%
R, -1 T, XKEEX T, 2 L UGN T, % H AT AR D 72 o DIEFEN) 7z
objective AL L T< N2 2d Liva\, F2ididd Lk v, 7Y X VRFZER %
ZAF Iy TIATERD T — X5 LIRHESFH#ED objective ZAMANICHE 2 T < 2>, FEERI 72
WRAFAE & LT D Disposition DEEEK Z G T 2 2 8lk D 2 FHEEHTH 2,
FHELTE. Ioickhpsbhr LTy, cobe, HE [HEFEENR] i Ty vz
N7 —a—] ZRY EFSEHETOE Y T, [HIAREROKA] k5% ziml
TwesbnEd, TEHAZZGRTENEERETT,

HEE 3 RZ V7 k= FRYOTFAR260E, EWIL E 2 =250, WEICENYEH 5,
INFETHZITHo7, ARV —X%keBLTCo2RICHENTF A& L THHA
TEBEIIKRZ (| F¥E Johann Marek R27ICHE AR T 5, RAEHIFEITT, MkkmMIC
MRREROERLME LEZ VW E, RIREF1 IRE VNS O2DWE, — F 2 RHKTE

26 A& v 75— FE¥HE Alexius Meinong
First published Mon Dec 8, 2008; substantive revision Tue Feb 26, 2019
27 johann.marek@uni-graz.zc/
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i :?EﬁﬁjfﬁﬁﬁA X U&b%ﬁ@%&éx VNI RE R 2 EHE BT 0TH B,
FRIC, /IMRIESERT 2 I, I E CHBICEWTEBNIC CIE L SRS R o7 2 R &
LI LHITF7v, £ Jrﬂf%r:xz)m}h@{ﬁ#: IR DEACE B B T h T FET O
HxZ 0%z %E&#+2b0Ths, HMI344E10 A 20 H

EGEZE) ~— ¥ (FFEER)

IR Alexius Meinong 7L 27 %4 - ~A /v

M AR v 74— FEYAFL Alexius Meinong
First published Mon Dec 8, 2008; substantive revision Tue Feb 26, 2019
Translator; Yasumasa Arai
2021-4-5
BERE R BEg 2021-10-15

(HE2)

Alexius Meinong Ritter von Handschuchsheim (b. 1853, d. 1920) (34— & } V) 7 0¥ 3
BEIWLHEPEETHY 77—V K the University of Graz I1C 1882 F2> b EJEFRIR L 72,
Bid A=A VT B ) =il TERBROHEY 2 IUE L RO LIEFWIEHT 2 1894
FFICERL Lz, L L BRIz E L LT, [ R DR | theory of objects ([ Gegenstandstheorie]
DEFHFLLTHILNNT WS, Tl R D280 DIFERINR29IC e &%
b FIEHFERINRI0ZEAL, T2 RMWICHEE LD TH -7,

% DT 7' v —F % Franz Brentano Ot D231, RNV F322 R L. T HIC%
noxfEa L, EEE (O 332§ L 72 d 0 Cch | FIRHICEERBRFRE
BMDHED S LICH -7 L EEET 5D T H o7, fifi Brentano O HEE & kK
L. INEZERL DD, Meinong 132N T AP HEFHEB~ERICLTAHY VF
NEEMZR L 72D TH -7z, Z DM L 13, fF7Eqm ontology & JEIM_E % metaphysics, i

28 a priori ontological account
29 existent objects
30 non-existent objects
31 descriptive psychology
32 phenomenological philosophy
33 intentionality (directedness of mind)
34 British empiricists
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PG value theory, F2akam epistemology. #“#H.LEE% philosophical psychology, ¥ X O
=SRG2 philosophy of language T» 5%,

ZOEICE VT, FlaiE IHEOMGRICE W THAL LnEifziaz 2 2 & 234
72DTH5, THIRLHFORIKE L CiifE-E&5E (&) 35~7HW2 ZLIcL->Thd
N7=DTH %, Meinong 1FEHAICH T 2.LHPOIHARN 2 &E 2 HICEHRL Twizic b B
boF, RAICODHEERIADINFENLEKEZL T o720H 5,

i Diri T M EMGR O HERIALE D137 (1912)F X LEER (OFY) % contents
DT 2SR objects & DD XHIZ8DEA (1899) ICH V. 2N D RK-LIEFFRIZIRE
MeiolzDTh b,

Meinong i% Bertrand Russell DBH.00 % O K Z &7 o 72, L2 L 7228 5 Russell i Meinnong
DX R object theory % Z D%, ZIF ANind o7z, % IIIEELE non-being DT
LT AR LS T 2 A D a v 7 v mental contents % fEH L 72 %15 object & DR
ff & L CTEF consciousness ZHifiE 42 Z L icht3 24EHCH - 72,

Russell (&, Meinong O ERIGRA~OELZIEK L T2 DTH o7, —J7 Russell F
Meinong OEX % mH 7T LTl o7z, LA L. )7 T, Russell & D423 Meinong © %
DRDEFICHIEZ & 7- 2, fW & EWEmIC B T, M R 2 b ~D A7 5 Bk &
LR Icz0EZ%2H0bL72DTH 5,

H39

35 value-feelings (emotions)
36 psychologism
37 an objectivistic account of a theory of value
38 distinction between the “psychological” (mental) content and the object of a mental act
o 39 LTWREHX~DZY PYVHRTH S ;
e 1. Life and Work
o 1.1 Chronology
O 1.2 Meinong’ s Life and Work
(] 2. Meinong on Philosophy
(] 3. Some Epistemology Matters
® 4. Mind and Object
O 4.1 Psychological Content versus Logical Content
O 4.2 Mind as Object — Self-Presentation in Contrast to Other—Presentation
O 4.3 The Manifoldness of Mind
(] 5. Object Theory — Ontology beyond Being and Non—Being
O 5.1 The Principle of Independence and the Principle of Indifference

O 5.2 Incomplete Objects
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A & R

1.1 Sk

1.2 Meinong DA & 2EiE

Mainong D ¥ %

W < D) D ER G SR8

ZZAHERR

4.1 LIRS content & FmEERY content

4.2 WRLLTDOZ A —HERH L MhFERH & DX HE
4.3 T A0

N R —RAE & IFETE 2 M2 COHFTEm

T ZADRILNRDEX—Meinong O =K H
fifi i & 155l

7.1 Meinong DHJHA D HER—AHE D T &
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1A & S

1.1 43k

(1853)

(1862)

(1874)

(1875)

(1878)

(1882)
(1889)

(1892)
(1894)
(1897)
(1898)
(1904)

(1906)

(1914)

(1916)

(1920)

Life and Work

Chronology
Born July 17 in Lemberg, former capital of the Austrian crown land Galicia (before and after the
Habsburg period Lwéw, Poland; today Lviv, Ukraine). Youngest of the six children of Anton
Meinong von Handschuchsheim (1799-1870), and Wilhelmine, née Séfalvi (1817-1909).
Meinong comes to Vienna; first as a private student, then as a public student for his high school
education at the Academic Gymnasium in Vienna (1868-1870).

Meinong receives D.Phil. in History as major and German Philology as minor at the University of
Vienna. His doctoral dissertation is on the history of Arnold of Brescia [ Zur Geschichte Arnold’s
von Brescial. Franz Brentano is one of Meinong’s examiners in his philosophical doctoral

examination (“Philosophicum”).

Meinong attends philosophical courses held by Brentano for four semesters; before this, for two

semesters, he also attended courses on economics held by Carl Menger.

Meinong earns a Habilitation in Philosophy at the University of Vienna with the thesis, supervised
by F. Brentano, Hume-Studien I. Zur Geschichte und Kritik des modernen Nominalismus, and
becomes Privatdozent there.

Meinong becomes Professor Extraordinarius at the University of Graz.

Meinong is appointed Professor Ordinarius at the University of Graz; stays in this position until
his death.

Marriage to Doris Buchholz (1865-1940).

Son Ernst born November 15 (deceased 1940).

Meinong founds Austria’s first psychological laboratory.

Meinong establishes the Philosophical Seminar at the University of Graz.

Meinong gets an offer from the University of Kiel, but he rejects it and remains in Graz.

Meinong edits Untersuchungen zur Gegenstandstheorie und Psychologie, a composite
publication of the so-called Graz School of experimental psychology (Gestalt psychology) and

theory of objects.
Meinong becomes Corresponding Member of the Austrian Academy of Science.

Meinong rejects the offer to become professor at the University of Vienna.

Elected as Real Member of the Austrian Academy of Science.
Appointment as Hofrat [Councilor].

Meinong dies November 27 in Graz.
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(1933)  John Niemeyer Findlay receives his D.Phil. at the University of Graz with his book Meinong’s
Theory of Objects as a doctoral dissertation — supervisor and first examiner: Ernst Mally, a

former disciple of Meinong and Meinong’s successor in Graz.

izzj * Publication of the Complete Edition of Meinong’s works in seven volumes and one supplement.
1.2 Meinong OAEJEL ¥4 Meinong's Life and Work

Meinong ORI A—A M) TEEAKFCTH-72, ZOXRIIMENA V20D DTH
%, Meinong 3B FAVATHZZLICZEDVED>TT N A VRIEEZRDOBUARF]
g o7z, —FH, HBIFA—AF Y T2 L TEETH Y Georgvon Schonerer DA
DPFAYVER V=TI —EDHZ B T L2 F L LT, Meingong I3 & %80 B
DY AEVICEGRNICD HEMICD D X WIERZR L7z, (RAFOHEL LTET /LA
AV vR7Tu 72y aF DLV TH Y BNEERFHEL 72, iR icidick
CLCED I OICHEBERIOECELED > T 272D ThH o 72,72 & 21X Guido Adler,
Christian von Ehrenfels, Stephan Witasek, % L T Joseph Marx & & O3 d o 72 ¥ 72 9%
1% Carl Stumpf ® &% 3.0 Tonpsychologie, Vol. I and I ICEFH#E T 5,
Meinong (ZAEFNOZHEEH TH > TEDDDOREEAF NI A5 5 TN TNWZDT
BHoleh ZDOEAEVERRAICELLRRIZTCREEHL hol. FHE, HOED LI D
b RICTHADI TR T B LIk oTz, L7z o> CTZ DR O Z 23 2 D
ISR D 7, T D X9 RPRIC L o TAFRRIIC B - T, idsha, Buss L odbic
BPOTH 2R/ COFHLCHAR~DOSMAE L ICT O 2@ icb hob b, ikt
LT, FARRTOAMERICBE TR REFEL KL T /2D TH o7z, Meinong D
BRI NOEDE S LA, ZRICMATEHMTH 2 2 & LHFRICHT 5%
HFHICEDDDTH o7z, OFEETIT L T & T > T, F Doris IFFKF % LIRICSF
D, ZOZELDBFEDOEFCELTNDEDHDTH -7z, Meinong 1R KE  EHT 5 {1
FLDZD Y HICH > T, R TNY a THERDOFETH o7, LEZELTORANIZY
4 =V RN H > T, BFEFE Guido Adler. Christian von Ehrenfels, Alois Hofler, % L
T Anton von Oelzelt-Newin TH o> 7z, Graz TOBIEIRKICH > TL K DHEFEBECLNZ
D7 5C Eduard Martinak,  Stephan Witasek, = Rudolf Ameseder,  Vittorio Benussi,
Ernst Mally,  Joseph Marx, Franz Weber, = Ferdinand Weinhandl, % L T Fritz Heider %
L2 TR L, I —~ A b)) v I THS DT, HULDOYIHADOIHEICIETA MY v
JBR~OWH P2 E N TWE e 2 Hh BT LB TE %, Arnold of Brescia &[] U <,
Meinong (3. FEMRBEILIC X 2 BURKIFEEOMEG L, e B4 U R E HRED 7
BExFIRL T3, ¥5HIC Meinong 134 —R Y 7 COERERETOREHED. Simd
HHEZHBIRENEDDDTH o720 TINEREYTHZ L2 IH LD TH 572,
Meinong 1%, T EZMBELE X 2 D TR AR SELERYE b VI, ZOFEDOJEL L RH
RENEZ W7 T 2 BA D NETHLLRELLDTH o7z, PNOYIHTDOLT v £ A4
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T» % “Hume Studies”, 1 (1877) and IT (1882)¢ [t = — AffFE] 13k & L CoERRER
DFEIETH %55, BHIEIC HR foreshadow & L TH 2 23FEIFHLH & > 27 L HLD
P iconwTThH o7z, TNIXTY 4 —V TOIRDIEEHIZ CTH % Franz Brentano DFHED
b THEPN TV I E2NOMHAZ X RT DD TH o7, DF VT, KE DR TRE
BALTEY (ZEA Y P ERCPFA VBRTFRIDVDBDIOTHoR), ZDI LT
Z DERD DD object theory [XMRIF | DEFZ T7ICTRTE2bDTHo 7 -
Meinong D ¥ DEIRTH 5 On Philosophical Science and its Propaedeutics (1885) 132>
DEHEET & B2 U pNOMELZHEST 2h L EE 2 b 2bDTH o7z, TOKD
HIVZBTF O XALBE B @R TOE Y (LI, @B, 2 LY 40K % Hli 3
LIEEHCH T 2T 2 b D TH o7, LA L, DI DFEFL, HOT¥E X LY
DHFTH O DRI 2 HEREN 2Ty v A THDLLHDLILNRTE 5,
DB X O A O MG EH R~ OBEH T Y Ib 2 hvwoTh Y ;s iz
IO HECHEMIDPPDIILICL > THRINIREDDTHE L LT,
HIFE DI COIFMERIEIL, MED DL LTER ERETIE AL, LAk~ L
H1-22bDTHVHESEDOTHETHLLEZIRETHDL L Lz, TOFEHNA
FZ OV E LB H Meinong % L C Graz K OMFZEHIEATG & L C O .LHETERT & 5
IS —ZRELLDMEICN L LDEDTH o7, RIFTEFEEHL TIEIRFAANLEL
THAER, KABXUREE &b Il ¥R 2imd 25l 2R T, Thz B O ~0O £
ELTHRLAZDTH o7, D EIR Psychological-Ethical Investigations in Value
Theory (1894) [{fifEE 3G IC 3 1F 2 LB - MELAATSE ) <k, EBUROEFFEHE Carl
Menger 3 X O Friedrich von Wieser & % Offifi¥lif & i % /=72 b ¥ /2D TH o7, i
TEEARMIC EBERE O 5412 L Y RERINBERA2ZHEIL . R NETTEICL o
TEEZMA TV o7,

el fifEIC > WC, ZDHiMH & U CRIFRIMEZ B2 T, —MR(Licm v, o BT
I, & I E~NEHEH L Tz Th b, BT E 7, s 2L L T offiff-
FAMED X 53431 L > TRET 2 & WH B ZFEMICEFML 720 Th > 72,
¥ 132 On Emotional Presentation (1917) ([ BYERIERIE ) B X % DZ DL
Meinong (318 D xf 5 0 BEER Il O LEEE 0T 2 #56 L CHRGRIHRSR44% & 5 X 5 i
75 > 7z, il & Hi#i norms (“oughts”, [Sollen]) IXFFIRE N R E A2 _RETHLZ L, ZL T

40 Philosophical Propaedeutics [ philosophisch-propédeutischer Unterricht],
41 subjectivist approach

42 theory of marginal utility

43 value-disvalue | Wert—Unwert] distinction

44 an objectivist point of view
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TN o FAMKIME TS 2 DA THRCIFAMKIMEDO S DOTH 2L LD TH S, 45
Meinong OLERFHINEZE L, (LEEPRY T ik $ X OF Brentano 28 [ GRab LIRS | 46 & W52
bDILLEHDLELDTH o7z, THIE, ANFINHIZREF 2L T, SEIEARFKAC
Bz, ZTOHBMRITZRKT IOBDDTH S, Thic, NPT 2 [FHALHEY ] 4853, A
W (B X OEH2ER) & T 200 (728 213 Antonelli 2018:3-100) % EEg~— =
THIEL T I L TX Y FEMmNTH L L WA DTH o7,

Twardowski (1894) D+ I 2L — a VIC DWW TIF—E DN R IERES & 5 Tidwv7225,
Meinong | FCiB - DERSAR) 72 2 %2 3858am 70 O I L A L TL bR 7D TH

D, ZOFEELED T v & £ “On Objects of Higher Order and Their Relationship to Internal
Perception” (1899) [ X Y @RI R & Z 116 O NIEAI~DBARIEIC DWW T Ic X - TR
BINT=2DTH o7z, WORKFAL 72325 emey kit FFEENTH Y, F-RERENLD
DTHBZenHONE (1906, 1910, and 1915), R IFEFHFESH % Brentano DFTH 3
(TE#z - [M$8) 49 X O GERP - £ BK) 500 X5 & v ) HC) ZHE0HRE & L TR
L7z. L22L. 113 1886 Fic 3 i MrAEDIEIM: ] 51& 5 &% Brentano @ [HEE
~DEHVE | 5210 LTINA 2D TH 77, THITDWTIZEID Brentano 1358 < KN L 72
bDTH o7z,

% DA T oL (1902; 1904b; 1906; 1907; 1910; 1915; 1918) i3 f 4 D e E HIS3 73
MY 2L CTH Y, 2T L YV BT 2 FE~DBRPDERZ L DD TH B, HIIED |
vy 73 #EiFEIcE 2~ TE v B 5 (On Assumptions (1902, 1910); On Possibility and
Probability (1915); On Emotional Presentation (1917)) 25, % H & (3J4 W #ipHIc H % 1) %
bOTHYEFDIERY AT LEHIETODTHL LA D,

Z DUV & DDEEN“The Theory of Objects” (1904b), [XWROBEH | TH O, Z i3

DREFERIATL H V. SFHITIE S 2 BEFWICK S 1723 On the Place of the Theory of
Objects in the System of Sciences (1907) [BlFD v 2T LB 2 MR OBEROALE I D

WT | Thot,

Meinong 1% 1918 IR DR D KIETH 2 — LB MDA % 3E 3 3 3 % UK

45 personal values but also impersonal ones

46 “descriptive psychology”

47 inventory of the mental furniture

48 “genetic psychology”

49 “direct-indirect”

50 “a priorf-a posterior’

51 “evidence for presumption” [ Vermutungsevidenz)
52 “evidence for certainty”,

53 aforementioned
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L7z 2N T~TORRK (RE, HE) BN R L TREINLDIDOTHS
EWOFICH D, RIEOFIICTODNEE L Twd, FH—Ic, #%IdiRT 2 : Hobbes
& Brentano OARITIH - T, FEHEKN 2 FERE L Vv 9 DITKAICHRLE LTHV{RVD DT
HbHI L, BT HEABDEZ TH B/ EWGEEN a prioriproof 8T 5. Zhi
bDITERRIET 5DIE, HlFh7e K EDOERE a state of affairs 2 LTERI DV 2 2WVWDTH

. iz gk [EE] “implicans” (1918: 45-66; cf. Hartmann 1920) & FEA 72D TH 5,
Melnong FRETFREZ L2 FARICEAETRE D Fo72DTH DL, ZNIFIRETERS
KIFREFR TRV &8, A1 (FEIFED L IFHIEEMEZ L) OBEFDIRETLD AVRE
persons Z HKT 52 &I 5056 TH (1894, §68;1918:92: [ HHHIFIFRE TRV &
THY, ZLTRETH S Z L I3 LEETH > TiE e b%h\v, | “Freedom is not
indeterminacy, and determinacy is not compulsion or coercion”)

MWD EFEDKIBINCHIT L 72T 0 A 22 LT wiEv HIE“A. Meinong”
(1921a) ZE{E VT3, X b4 2mach 7zt iE Dolling 1999 3, % L CTiw#]D Meinong
frit & L T Délling 2001, Eder 1995, Kindinger 1965, Lindenfeld 1980 (Chapt. III), Raspa
2016.03FH VT 5,

2. Meinong & &%
Meinong on Philosophy

Meinong 1%, Ji < #1132 #74%# speculative philosophe Td T 72\ bW 32 X7 4

® BAASR philosophical system thinker T$ 720> 72, 1ICH 22000 53, 2AIIRA ITE A
FRERL, 2 EROEEZED. ZOHOICrNONREEREZIEA T T2 2 &icko
72o Meinonga OflfFEIIHEFRICHL T &, 2NOMHE LI HROBDFEFICHZ T o
2o —ZDIHLDOVK OIS HBEWKT 210 %EBEROH LD TH %, Meinong O
i BRI CiE, e 3 RICrZ2ERL T, RIC2rZ25 225D TIEA WV, o BRR

LBV TH, 2NEZ D7D DM REEFE LERZ R L TuZan L 2@ o Tnwd, f
IR DOHMEX ML INZREL LTERDIRETIEARL, Z2H50BRICERT 5
KiLonwThb, ZOREEMNFOEAETHLLEZLIETHD L Lz, (1921a:101;
1885:5)
MERE LT, FEDEAN b D TIE R, “Z2dd LAMOREFEICED 2 AT
foTwizn, ﬁx%ﬁf% 2bDFT T, ARSI T L3 T&E S 278 L, (Hicks
1922:5) z igic, GERAEE Z O PR EE O B ARIC R o7, LAL I HICE bk
WE"J&?FEJE 7% o 72 DX R O i the theory of objects TH Y, Tilxd o & b —kMED
HEHER TR B oERORF D TH 5 72, Meinong I X LE, £ O#EiHIZTE
ﬁﬁJ:%Ji DRSO TH o7, R LIBIMEFIIFEAET 52D D existing things D & Z )
5. JEIM L 72 b O IBIFER the real ICRONZE 56 TH %, I EFIT “EENED
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DEDEILAHED LI ANHMWE4IC X > TRIEI NS DT, ZNIFHRRI A EER Y. &
LTDHEEDEHDTHS, LL AL, HROMGZZ OFHHEZBEA T DTH 5,
ZNBRANTHRICOVTAIONT VLI ENTEL DI TRTCHEGRT LT 50T,
FeRICOWT ORI a prioriscience TH Y, T DX ) N REFERKWICK> DTH Y, %
DEER O ZIE, T T2fkEomrTchHEZoNZd D LBRL T | (1904b, § §
2, 11)Meinong I3 H & Z B EFRIRTD 2, AEERIRTO AV 202b b HHiTo
HYNERRchwicd2rbb 3, BENTHLIHEL L TOH L DIfFZ D 72 (1907,
§ §25-6)

Z OWIEHE CORBRNTIEIL RN TH I ICHBEDL LT, ZDiER Trbo
TR LTt 2 et A3 ELLTRA LTy 7REOY) Y O & $io
TWw3,

ek (R Bl L W REFYE: (B 2 BBV A <0 ERFF55) OICIZEE MBI
HoH,DOFOVNGLDEZONZT =226 LT 5, BRI FOGETRI LD T —
ZIIREERTH D, —HWNROBED» O DT — X ILEH . 1778 L 72\ D not existent 2> %
ZICE 7 AR ZT B D D subsistent [ bestehend], b L (3BT ELE DHL outside
of being [auBerseiend| i % D DT 25 %, (1917, §11:103 [92];1921a, Sect. 2.F: 130).
Z D WA ORRBRINT571C Russell (1904: 205) 8EGH L T %, X bic, SEHEEIC
DWTO—RINE X ORFEN Ak, & ok 2 Mmool e Lt r —2 %K 4
W53 % 2 E B TE %, Meinong (1904b, §10:33 [703]) 132> L TE 9 “NHRO
FESCGED DEE LR TN R bR\, 2 IR OFRBGR A0 bR T L 3 H[RE
L L BMAETHLZDOLEETF I LIMLGLTWS” (cf. also 1904b: 15 [88]; 1907: 109) %1%
FRPREICOED L xS, BHLIPHEMRICEFERNT — 2200 2 D3RR T
HbH, LT ZIT —RADPRIC»EEZEZDL L 0DEMICNT 2BE L )
—ZNHORNELIIEEICOVWTEZ S Z LMD T T OB~ DA R i st
T® % (Nachlass, Karton XI/e; cf. Manotta 2005: 65-68), Meinong (X f@f, &% % L Caimil
ICD T b FEH B 220 2 J3E U 72 ISR 72 20 & L <GBl o B R EH
ZRE L 72, Z4ld Brentano 25 D@ TH Y, £ LT  Port-Royal Logic \ZHAE3 5 %
DTH Y. Kant I X OFRIC Husserl OB F 72 137 #i B S. S o cid 5. ¥
ami Logistik”, X OmBIREFALBAL I 2L Lz, INHTXTE, HONROH
AMOHRTE LTAHABIENTESL L Lz,  2adBEm e EHRFE & o O Xl 2 B
E%ﬁ%@%@émﬁﬁwt@f%o\ﬂ%lﬁwfﬁbﬂéﬁ%%#mumﬁk@kw
WCEW/ZD TR Rd o7, HEm oz & IINHNTH 25, B L¥. ﬂgﬂinﬂﬂ\
THIFD B 7 & DSBAGEMIIBH T Db & CRIEINDEDTH 5, TN o FEHMWERIC

54 the prejudice in favor of the actual

55 paradigmatic a prioriscience
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TEAWHEZXEST 20 TH 2, bl #E, B LXCHRANEHFERER L 2N
Hang X5 RISHRED LI IEEMOSIRD X 5 b D568 525 2 L3 TE 5,
3. RHsmconL orDHEEE
Some Epistemology Matters

SR F ONRE LTCOEREEL»F > T3 : knownfact (; BEHIDEF) & factof
knowing (; HIFDBEIEICH L5 HEK) TH 5, AFBOBEIEICH 5D DIFV L DD objective

(state of affairs (; A7V 2275747 (FEREDIREE))., 431 LUTA2A L) 2HHWLo2H
%, ZiiClt entitlement (; EELZ4H) ©b & Tk hbitddi—external (5 7RHY)
X Winternal (; ) OMIFITDWTTH % (1915, Chapt. IV), external entitlement ( ;
SR BIR) X, 2E¥DdDICX > ThHEx b5, WX 417 objective BED L  IZE
~FEED D D, % L T evidence [ Evidenz] (; FFL) i X 2 NEED S D TH 5, AFLIL.
MEMED D 2 T4k - FBINERE IRV Z0E EEEOFEIC»2D 5 F) HIWEfEIC
HbHIHDITHD objective ; HREDIRMHTH 2235, 2 T H2DHNEDERITIZ R\,
Brentano %7&!J}. Meinong (ZHIFKDEGH~DEHE L L CAHLOBZ D T HIIC T 22 5 72,
Meinong 137z & 21X, Brentano ® Rf#T&H 2 “direct—indirect” (; EfFE—[HE) X UNa
priori-a posterior?’ (3 JeRH)—HRK.H)) DXFICOWTOFMD WFEE AR L 72, EHERY
AEHLIL, inner perception (3 WHEIMEA) TH Y., ZNIFHRKV(1906, §1;1915, §55)
LERINVGHL TS 2 NN E A S DA (1906, §1; 1915, §55) & O OEERARTICH 5
F—xblTHEzbN5,
Meinong I% Brentano & 57 U, BA T2 L LidlET 22 e 32hicHiids o)
—ZATHY, TN ZOEORNERIFE T2 2 & Tldmw & L72(1915: 606-7, 613),
Z L CHIbrE, EEHIW D O OffiEn e O RN Rl cH 5 L ZE 272D TH 5,
—7% . Meingong I¥ Brentano OFELOEER2H, L2 REHMICEWLWTHEL T3,
1886 413 TIZ Meinong & “evidence for presumption” (5 "AH5E @ 7z % DFEHLY)
[ Vermutungsevidenz] & \» 5 #:& % “evidence for certainty” (; "HESEVED 72 ® OFEHL) 1<hn
ATDTHoT FEOEFDLIICE LA TV WA EIMIcoRIME, Z LTE
BTl w23, R0 ICHRIES 2l 61253 2D TH S, TNLDEET~DHA
o trust (5152 Jhro0boThVICbEDLLFTTH L, COMEFEIEE 5% 3 H#HD
FRELTEAZSZLHTE DL Meinong 135w L 72D TH - 72,

56 applied sciences or branches of engineering [ Kunstlehren)

57 posteriori

58 a priori

59 borderline

60 in memory, outer perception, and induction not blindly and by chance

61 induction;
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ZNIFEENGELE L CENHE PR T 22, —HTH 2P REDD D TH 5 d
LAz, AEETH > T, £ L T, ik % % “direct conjectural evidence”
([unmittelbare Vermutungsevidenz], 1886:30-34) (; “IEfEIAERL") 62¢ XA 7ZDT
H b, Brentano lZ, “WEMD 70 DAL 63D A % 52 1F AdL7=D T, Meinnong DREZIC
5RO L7z, %13 2 72, Meinong OE A L 7258HIO#T L WERllo € — Fix, =—F
BEDRERDIEH %R DT, 74 7 UM 28% %D D TH % (Kindinger 1965,
22-3N e RFIEDTDTH 2 —HBEIC DA B 2 DRDOHEDBUEDIRE Y & 78 o 7z,
Meinong I objectives % ideal objects (; BE&ZMIXIHR) 64 L CTL & 2, Brentano DIEF ;
AFL B IC X 2 65D EERZMIEL 72D TH > 72, Brentano X, EIZTDWTONICHEGH%
ERE L7, iz, o db oD picd - T)” thereare nounicorns ; =3 — V[T FEEL 7t
W) B B A ERGE IS RGN 72 3 Bl (in reality) Z B3 Z LR E LD T
BHolze Z LT ZENLDIMIC L 2HEEEL EFRT D & LD TH - 72 (Brentano 1930:
139 [82]); see entries on Brentano and Brentano’s Theory of Judgement),
Meinong (ZEICD W T DD identity theory (; EEMiHm) #EFHAL 2. Z OMEmI
correspondence theory (5 MISHHEGR) @ borderline case (; BHBERMRDO 7 —2) & LT
B3 Z L2 T& % (Meinong 1915, §7;1910, §13; A 5.6 % & X), Meinong I X #L1F,
true negative judgement (; E7x 2 {EHE) TH 5 “there are no unicorns” (3 "1 = 2 —
VEWIDLDIFTFEEL W) W) T EITiINnT AR E L TD subsistent 5 BT
TED objective ZFTHET 520 bDTHS, T THILT MR LIF (=2 — v DI
FEOFEOLTH ),
3 L. fFD objective 2% not subsist (; fEJEMIFIEZ L 7\») O F Y (has non-being (5 (JE
-KIEZFTH)) 725 1f judgement (2 DHIWT) 1ZFRY TH S, LA L&A 5, Meinong 23
H D EFIC notion of evidence GIEMUER) Z b7 Ic bBIbH S 3. 2% truth criterion
(; HOYIWEHE) 0201t L TnWzDTh b, itk bHED “proprium” of evidence
(1915:463), GREHLD “FF”) & L7225 TH % (1915:463) % L T evidence for certainty
(5 fEEME~DFEL) B X U (for presumption (5 HEHIE~DIEL) oW, RiFEIZE
R L. %% % probability, ; fEXRZ KT & L, A ICZTIANZE-DTH S, (Meinong
o B o 7 BT Nelson1908: 479-485 T5 3 ,)
Meinong O #am (2 HFKD TG & OWATER L W LR b T 5,
AEHLIZ DT D Chisholm(1966: 38-55) rules (; HBHID WL D%) 1% conjecture (5 )
D 72 & O EHEHL O Meinong B2 D —HEDIGH TH %, X 51, Meinong DHLY v i T,

62 direct conjectural evidence ; [unmittelbare Vermutungsevidenz], 1886: 30-34)
63 “evidence for certainty”
64 ideal objects
65 truth
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it & & LU C truthor entitlement (5 Bd L {1 EK) O X 9 7m0 B i
Wit, W TEROAE~ DGR EEZ TR I 2D TH 5,
Z IR O E W CHEFEIC i 3~ % 5 Meinong (1915, §54)1%, 15 Z & T X_RTICDODWTZNH
HofaHMEDOFEE66, iz —TEOFE -HEEHEIRIE6TTH %23, openness GAFAM:)
THYVZIPOHIDZ DT RTIELWZ EITE bW E W) FEI68, D% b critical
openness (; [RELABHM) DD S Dflf% 5 F 2 2 L 2BREOF -0 TH L, 2ok
TR AR D DR L NS 2L iF2RICHD I 06THDL, Bd 2T K w, HknE
FROMT M TR TV 3 RZEDIAL 5 OHIWIEI» R 6T H 205 TH %,
4. ZTTH LG

Mind and Object
4.1 LEFMNE O EENE

Psychological Content versus Logical Content

Meinong @ # & “On Objects of Higher Order and Their Relationship to Internal
Perception” (1899) T, fiZ D& D > ® contents DE\ZHI/RIWICHENLZDTH >
7= 3 psychological (mental) content [ psychologischer Inhalt] (; LDHYR) (Z2Z25) O
A ) B XU the object of a representation | Gegenstand einer Vorstellung] (; FIRFEE &
Lf@ﬁ%) THE—INIFPICT L > TEAMICERE LX) TH o T RITZ N2 TS 2,

THDITHD TN TOFBICIEIGEN LILIR L T 272D TH %, Meinong D IE-FE1E Tz,
B L OARAREZR X RICBI 3 5 RLEIE Twardowski 1894 1 X - THEHL T N T o 7=,
Twardowski DHf5E1E Meinong DRI HHFE L T X Y L ZOHNE/ IR DX 731D T
BZLTwo7z, ZL T Meinong HE ® Twardowski Difid % & A D¥M %Y AL
TWw3, L2L. Meinong I3 Twardski ORI G ONE D X5 & LR35 % 43 2 £
TICHE SBSARI ICH 2 DL FBEL T inh o7,

Meinonong (35 5. Twardowski 1894 DR FIEHICHKS 2D TH Y, HOoHM %
BHRTH 22 HELTEHIDI L L NROLMEL L COREEX &) EEAME IR L
TEM&L, ZLTcontent (; NE) & object (5 WR) & ofoERICOVWTORERICD
WTIHEICD DITE > T\ &R 72(1899, §2:185 [741]),

Meinong 1%, il 21X Twardowski DO &EDZ L iICOWTORRMWREEZERA L 2
Hld, NREDZ L\, ZELKRIME 2 H Y. Bolzano 23 “Feik & 58l L CHIICHED 72 7

66 “principle of the self-validity of all knowing” (Selbstgiiltigkeitprinzip)

67  fallibilisic methodological-epistemological “ principle of the ecritical openness of all knowing ”
(Unabgeschlossenheitsprinzip) 3 ZNBAYEIC 35\ > T /7 kG S X OGN (X EAIICERZBZ N L T 5 & v S Riific
H2, FHIITETIERL, BYEET L VIR »o0EHEcH s Gi)
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—<REDI L THo72( Bernard Bolzano69 D FF i, Aamfli 3.7 % A& &), 1894 FLARE,

Meinong (Z.DHPARZMFICZ 2 AL LTRAZDTH S, 2D X5 mNEIT

L7223> T2l real s HHFEMTH - 72, Twardowski i, L2 L& bid~2%; HWHEIZ

DEDDIZADiEHB, LELHELELCADHRLDOXDOCHET 5, 02l

ZHTOEEZ LA > T, ¥ X U Bolzano @ objective DRIFME. (&) 2Li-T, Thdbb

ZNHEONIEH b0, b LA EFZDXIhdbot LToRIME (HBE) Thd

[ Vorstellung an sich]l, Twardowski (1894:31 [29]) X, 722 23@ 2 1C, ZDONEEZIRZ 51T

— X OBFATH L OXIICE N T— “HICHIENEZRANT 27 L5 RfilrdHsb0L L

72DTH%, Meinong 1ZL 2> L7AaARE, DHEIVNEOMBMC 2 20 BRMIC, &6

Lxh > T2 I3 H > T 7z DHEIAR I R ICOH B R ERICE T 2 RN 7% b o0l

2N b O TIER Y, FFEDOEKRDD DTIEA\Vy, Meinong IZ X% &, TXTORER

[ Erlebnissel iz, b o & dERMNLRRMCI 2B MR HDHHRTHD, ¥R LZNDS

AR e ZOoDEEREZTUEL T3 ;5 (1) theact (5 174) , (2) the (psychological)

content (; LHEIINZ) ,Z LT, (3) the object of the experience (5 FREED X R.)

BOID =Dk, TTHDEAEDSDTHS, £ LT, Lieho T, RRBHFET 27450,

FHEST S, BE0dbDFEELZSEE Lisv, THULEE, CZAICLTEEDDDTH

%, b Lt 2@ 2 PRI~ DB WHE Z KT 275 6, =& 2 1E. £3(1) HEDITA

(%Lf@t&@&wﬁ%)# FIET ST (2) LEMNESFET L Lol

(3) 7oA HLEIEANTE & 7o\ (the universal peace ; 5B FEAT & 5 JE- TFIERIN R D

ADFIET %), Meinonga 13, #RERIT 7 2 WR ([ Gegenstindel % D Z L 3 T&E L LG50

2DEFOEFD_OOHHICL S

(D) E 7% 2 FEOIT AN L CE R 2HEONRBNIET 5 (72 & 2 1E. “objecta” 1%, KH

BTG L, % LT bjectives” i, BEICHIET 5 ;5 see below 4.3.1)

@ L2L, THOAHEL NROMD &ABZ D 25D DOEABMNIG L. £ DZAL
EERBOLHMANERTH S, LT LI content” (5 NE) ,& XiZns b i, FFic
“conceptual content” C: BEZIINE) & XiEh 2 H DIt Meinong @ psychological content;
DENE TR\, Meinong 12% DA OZE T, OEEW & GaEny (=820 NE
EDEZEXAT 5, LaL, »pidsifls s5& LTliX ‘loglcal content” & XT3
DI LOEMINARETIE RS RS LCIE, X IEfEICw 213 the proximate object

(Y AEDEONR) "THD, BEYHDELIT L\fﬁﬁ’]?\]ﬁﬁ)%%?é L) EKRTH
% (1915: 163n), FBARBO.LHEINAIX HRWA D L CIZERN RIS TiEkR .,
T 2T, BERINE IR RIC K s TRE I NS, 2 ORI RIZIFELEWNRTH Y
ZLCHREEIGEEL TV X I/ A 2, LALA2 S, BIRL T3 2L, ZHICL

69 https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/bolzano/
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TWw3bZ e, ZLTWbW 2 “logical content”imEE N 12 Meinong @8 1EFE &1 7 B (%

CXoTRIEIN D, TRICOVWTRUTORRETONS, ZHAZNIE LD

Meinong D8R 23 Meinong O/LERINE 2, HF 0 I H BTV S D %2 s

T B2EOICHRZ2BHOVEDTHL, 25T, Meinong 13E 25, Tt

DHNA L mBNA & ORNICHA S N K a3 e L CLEER 2R 5 2 & 25F

THDTHD &,
42 WRELTHOI A —HCKRBAM, R L ML <

Mind as Object —Self-Presentation in Contrast to Other-Presentation

Meinong D\ bW % self-presentation [ Selbstprisentation] (5 H 2 —FRIEME) 12HEH .
consciousness, of the manifest mental ( ; BHH/RCTX 3 2 Z ADE#H) 12T D a mark of
consciousness, (; BikfF) & LTHY AILd b DTH 5, Experiences (; fRER). T7b
LEBRN AL ZA0KIZ. ZThbxaself (GHD) KL T, RET LI L0 TE 3,
oD HCKEMEMEIX theselfortheego (5 ZoHCESYT ) ORBHEICITF 72,
Eo T, it Meinong D Z ZTOR LT —~TldAaro7-0TH 5, T
infallibility (; 32D D7) ERTO self-evidence (3 HEAEH) < inner perception (5
ERENEL) . self-observation (5 HE-#1%%), ¥ X U higher-order thinking (; EXITEE) &
FHloWMEICET 2D 0 TH B, KL LT manifest mental life (5 1Z-> X VBHRTX 3
mentallife (; & Z5)) I self-presenting (; HERKEWT) H Y. ©DF H asubject (; E
R« F8) TORERT X TIL, experiencing subject (5 fEERL T\ 3 F{K - EH) ~D self-
presenting (; HCORH) #975bDTH5, bLEED. WHEM- TV I LAFgELR
5. F8A X inner perception( s NEREADICEWTCEFEHO L8 TE S, LA2L, Th
1350 mental content (; 2ZADHE) ICX>TTlEa\vw, EEDZ Z ADREIHEEIC
ZORBHE #FHT 5 C &1, #E HH D instantaneous experiences ( 5 BRI 70 72 5#%)
ESEILT L EERL T 5, ZOBFIRERE V) Dk, 2o % 3 oI KBEE S
NI 2RICHEMED DO TREVEZENERObDTH 5,  FBHITFEE OBRT &
BYPHDOEEICOWTRIGT 2 LATELDTHY, EEDORY PHOKTDH 51l
® mental symbol (; T ZADHRE) ZHTEE LT EbIF TR,
JHH . objects of experiences (5 FRERDOMNR) 1. ZNOLORERICL > T I N D DT
oz GHR) F2T AL ARICHTH > T, Eik~D immanent (5 HHE
{t) T3 72\ >, mind (consciousness) (; & & A (Eikt:) ) ~D N L 1% % 2L H & 2% experiences

(; ®Br) Thsd, FEED representation of red (; MRICOWTHKIAME) #HiET5 &
T, #E X object red (5 XIER ) 1D\ T conscious (; Eiki) THBH, £ LT, %
NHE . &k L ToRRBME D Z A0 piece(G—H)TH 5, innerreflective experience

(5 WHPEHREER) ONRE L T red-content (5 FRONE) # KT 2 HMWE LT,
HEIRI LS, HIEKREME L T2 2B L, 20 X9 &fiE L T additional
mental content (; MR Z ZADNE) THY. 2D RONENZ O RIRDON
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B~OWNFINIGT 2 X5 EANBEDO O HEL Lt Wi EKTH L, HRONEIL.

ZNHAS % L CHEED Z 2 AICKIT 5 capacity (3 ARE) ZFTAE LT 5,

—fRic, 2D NHE D experiences (; fhR) 25E T 51, MW RNE2 O O % %

RKLAEVWOTH D,

Meinong % al/inner experiences ( ; NIRRT X CT) B X U2 DT XTI, self-

presentation (; HCORBHE) 2@ U CHERT LI LB TELLHF X/, Meinong(1910,

§20:138[103], §43:264[190-1];1915, §33;1917, §1)iZZ 1%, inner experiences (3

NIIREER) @ selfpresentation (; HEORIHME) 70 L7z0ThHb, Znidfhod 3D

DD~D sign (;{5%5) & L T content functions (; NEKEHEL) 3255 L L TD the other

presentation [ Fremdprésentation] (: fth —KIHE) L IIMGE2 I dboTh s, KEHRIT

ZNH AR ORBFE (B XUHE) L X o TERINIHFHO 2 Iciibk S S5 48

X 72D T, Meinong I self-presenting (; HCE3RH) % parts of an experience ( ; #EERD

e (FTRERB LUNARER)) L LU, 2 L R0k A% quasi-contents

G HEARE) EML7ZDTHDL, D quasi-content (; HENE) 1TESD L RERIN

TR E coincide (5 —8$3%) bDOTH 3,

MEPBRICHEHLEL TV LE ZORIEPVHEEDOHLED D D TH 2 LB Il

5ZEBEIY I B,

Z DRAERERIE, 20 L &, ZNAKPGEEOHK 2 KHL T30 TH S, ZoOBAE W

HREMNT 200 2B EbRVDOTH L, ZNEINEFORELHET 20THY, %

D X 9 RERT—% D4 % “quasi-content.” (G HENE) &£\ 9 DTH 5, Meinong(1906, §

§11 and 13; 1910, §43) P EEAMGEL T3 D572 DODRL 2 b DT, H—TH U#%

BRENBEEZNENBDOHDICHLTTH S -

(1) & LIk 4 13F, 4 @ inner experience (5 NIURRER) ICHFOFEEZ M, 72& 21, 7R
DRIEGEDOFRONF Tz ThiE, 2oE X L BRCHNED. ZLHEH D inner
perception (; PIIAIH) IKHEZ 2D TH Y — 2 DHRONFIRIER I NI/ RERZD
ThYH, ZLTZhHKDOER (NE) Odicfttz30TH 5,

WIZXHICERLED ;s 2OEHFTFOHNRIT turned inwards (introversion,

[ Einwértswendung]) (s NGIAICEES %) OTH B,

(2) B L thecontent (; ZDONE) 25, FRDBH % b DITD\»T D perception or a thought
(G MEREE) ICHE5T 5506, £ DHNAEE coordinated outer objects (FRFAL & 417244

i R) o¥BOZDICEMLTZLickd), Z LT %&523IC wrned

outwards (extraversion, [ Auswirtswendung|) (5 HMUl~DHEIE) LIERZ &R TE 5,

Meinong IFEFRICBHL T, MECHMmEIIERTUTOT —~v2Z T ANEVTHS

-

9

70 the self-presentation of inner experiences
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(C) Consciousness (5 k) 23, d L. Tk - 38l s2° conscious property (5 EikH 7
Yk P 282046, sbEr, its* (5 Zn*) © YEPEHOILICEMNITDH
5, 71

Ihid, “HOMESTHE-EREDT —<TH 5 ;

F—lks PEBEENVEHEWICERNTHY — L7728 T, third person pronoun ( ;

AP E) 2MED N B Z DX Castaieda D R HI &\ \»“quasi-indicator ;5

M)DRLFTH 5, Thbb, MMNKFRI T, Fk - FloSHE L CZLAHTH S

BETH 5 (il & LT indexicals, Section 572 D BEAD b)),

BT, sld ZNABAIRICH 2 FEIIREECOEMTH 5. Brentano 13, (C) DRI

[m])F % &8 2 HIC, & % provisos #ff5 D & L THEF L7, Brentano 3% z 7= 5 Bk

REE (2 2 A2D178) BHMRNICOEDIDTHE LTS5, b LIDENR: FBls 2PEHR

WREIZH 270 sb T DREEICE W T its*being (3 ZN*03H 2) ICOWTEBENT

»H5, O self-consciousness (i HC-Ei#) 1. innerperception (; PFIFIE) & L Cfi

I R&TH 225, separate higher-order perception: (; BIDEXRICHIE) & L CONEL

FTIE o7z, TNEND T Z HDITRITE-FWICTIE, HIMRICHD > T2 (FADd

BEENTWR I ERE-FKTHY,) ZLTxNIE, BAZNHFICHA2P>TWEDTH

% (A3 EZFENT W2 DT secondary object (3 HE_DOXR) L LT, TNhHHETH D)

(X% A& & ; Brentano 1874, 2. Buch, 2. Kap., § §8-9; Brentano 1982: 22-5).

Meinong 1ZZ Db H, 2E¥D LI CBREZTH A ) ;

(C1) Being F %, self-presenting property (; ZhHEH-KEHOYME) chHbo, FiK- £
Bl s =4Being F& LTI LB T2bD0THS, ZRITITOED
FH2H5ETHL DL sHFTHY, 2L T, L s LD its*being F I
DNWTEZDEDL, ZDL E slE its* being FIZDOW T LEFED, FIE DR
EREL LR NDTH 5,

(C2)  Being Fi3Ffk - 8l s ~D aself-presenting property (5 H-ZBYE) TH )
S =dr
()Being F (;FTH22 L) FFEks~oHS-KEYHTHZ (2)sii FT
HY, 2L T(3)siF its* being F (S its* P FTHDHT ED) IOWTHEZ D,

(C3)  Conscious properties (; EakII1E) 13698171 self-presenting properties (3 H
C-KEYME) Tch b, 2L CTHC-REWMEIZHIRIIIC conscious properties. (3
EaiyE) <b b,

(C4) G HC TIMW) X o TER L AGELEROEETH % 5 (DEEE (5 direct)

71 Consciousness is necessarily such that if a subject shas a conscious property P, sis also conscious of its* having the
property P.
72 https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/indexicals/
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(2) 3 (Gcertain (T XL 2D EEWEDT —R)), £ LT(3) aposterior (;
IBRIIC) .
Consciousness (; Bi#E) 135 2D self-reflection (; HE-XE) # HEIICE K AT
Wi\, RERAEFENTH B Lix, EIK - F82 higher-order thought (; EHXRITEHE) |
Ko TWwpZeTldmw:; $2bb, BlEIHEa2C- KT 28RN 2w 5 L
TW3DTHY, i (C2) DEME LTTH S, Lo L., Bkl Brentano O EHE T,
higher-order thought (; BXJCE#E) = inner perception (; NEHIE) #LITLTCEHFL
TlIwizwny,
Meinong @ “self-presentation” ( ; HC-FHM) OFEHIZOEDL-D0ICHmARINLL I ¢
(1) 1% ability-based term (; EAT % FEFEIC L COFEHE) L LTTHH, HIRBPHEHIEK
W20 3EEEST 2155 ThHY ., %2 supplementary psychological content (;
I 2 D2 e NEY) ZfED 7R
(2)  nondispositional term (; JEEEWRiERE) L LTTHY ., ZOREAETHICHSD
KX N2 X9 REWRTD manifest self-presentation (; PH/RIWHCEKE) & LTTHh 3,
(C3) 12 H O FKBIIREE DS, mark of consciousness CEaEkDE) THEZ L 52HKDT; H B
& @ manifest mental life (5 BHfEZRREE coA &) K13, HERHEWTH L (HEFERH
P LT, BFR—20fEf L LTHEINDS) ; TE - TBOMBMT ~CTiE, TOFEKT
ﬁ%@i%-iﬁ«@ﬁﬂ%%ﬁ@%%o@mem%%ﬂmz>
ZZAHHHY
The Manifoldness of Mind
Meinong I3 Brentano %3, intentional inexistence of an object (5 X R D & X 7 IEGFAENE)
DORRICHATERFICOCTHEHLED 5 72DICd 2 0b b, 113 intentionality. (; &
M) DXIBRBRICHDHEDDENIERTIDI LIRS 2 & %2BE) 72, Meinong I
“being directed to something (; RICHH 2D DT> TWIEIEETIZH D) D
NCREBETH 208 ) ico0TiR, BREHEZ L TwZebiFTidhv, LaL,
Meinong # XD MICDONWT . DED X 5 i cdh 2 FiRL /- ;representations judgements,
feelings and desires ( ; FRIAFEE., HWr, B, 2 L %) (X, @%. anobject (; 3
ﬁ%)«&ﬁ#ﬁG%%,§Lm%,§ZB5U@DO%LT#hﬁ\%®ﬁ%%
intentionality of such mental occurrences (; & Z A D& 6 DEXME) & LT, BIFEN &
W9 X b 3 relational manner (; BARIERAH) B WTDdDTHE L L7ZDTH 3,
Twardski 58 % X 51, Meinong IZ, MR L L TRII NN RDOEHLT, H2b DT
FELBZV2D LG VLI RdbD, ZLTHEDDIEFHRETH S LI VARV KD 7,
Bl z X e & DHEFE (Tobjective”) DX 57 (5 abiangle exists (5 ~EMEIC
Hb)) IOBNRBHZZEEERLLY & LT,
Meinong O AHLLHEY 13, Brentano ORI LEFIC X 258 CTH - 7203, iz z vz »
KODPDFTERIEZDTH S, N blt, 27 { b Brentano O view of mental
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phenomena (; & ZADHRKDOMELN) 2 &L H DD %, 2411 Brentano D, phenomena into

representations, judgements, and phenomena of love and hate ( ; FRIIHE., HWr, B X O

EMLADIHR) (B %\ emotions [ Gemiitsbewegungen] (5 [&IE) O =>D 7 7 ZA[X

FDHDTH o727 Meinong DIFDEDUODERDL DTH 5,

(1) Meinong DRFIDERIT  feelings | Gefiihle] (5 EIEHI) D2 7 A% feelings (5 J&

Hi7 b D) & desires [ Begehrungen (; FAEM b DD 206D DTH 5,

(2) PNDFE _DERIL, serious|ernstartige] (; HWEOEMmMHEZLD ©) &) % L
C fantasy | phantasieartige]*; Z¢58H1 7 b O) BERD — > TH %, £F 1T 1L, “assumptions”

CAE) 2 &T,

(1) 2201, the act (; 174) ORITOXAFIE LT, (psychological) content, (5 LI FRIN
7). & objectof a mental phenomenon (; T ZADHRKDOIMNR) L L CoDfThA%
AL 7,

(2) #%13% Brentano DETH 2 b O XD b D HUFEL 7z 3 WA WXERWIC, H—»OF L
WRCTHoCTHRRLZFETH DT T2 MR TE L, b 2E Bxd 50T
Xy, Z LT, Aok, H, RE, 2 U CHEEIOHR - IR FRAER) xf5Ric
Zo Tk d 2T LA TE S (572 ) OEE OB OBHINE & HEMEIT X &7 232
» % ; Rollinger 2005 and Marek 2017 % # X),

431 ZZHDERNLFERE X UZ L DR

Mental Elementary Experiences and Their Objects

Meinong (3 %7 2 fEA DT 4728, presented objects [ prisentierte Gegenstinde] ( ;5 FEIIxT

R) LLTEHINTHIRELZEL7ZDTH 523, D mental elementary experiences

[ psychische Elementarerlebnisse] (5 & Z 2 DBEZENREER) © 7 7 A5 FE1x  intentionalistic

pointofview (;ERERNEIN) 2OONRFTRTC~DATTY —KR13EFHTEHDTH

%,

KB G ML ORECHREBEZ VO TH Y —ZNEHICER S, XV #Mrz 50

RO ARICEBE BT mind (5 2 2 A) ICES D TH b, Z i psychological presupposition

GODBEIEARD) & LT 3 LA KBS %2 &0, b b RIS 132 712 psychological
presupposition DR PICEUEINTVWEDTH S, FAld, WR red L L CTRBFIART

FRVWOTHY, HARFOEDOZ L L LTHIE LT, 2L 21 red THDEH D DHE

TELTCWwW3E LT, T2, red 3H2bDTHLL LT, ZNZHWLTCNE2DTHD

(1910, § §38,45; 1915, §33;1917, §§1,8)Z DH|W ; red IZTETH D L) T LT,

Bl ZIZ. red LEEORBIME 2 HEEL T 20TH 5, REMG INZWNROIED FGFE

FRIFIZ A D L IFERFTH %, Objecta (3 A 7Y =7 &) IFHEHNTIEH 5 234EHkK

73 a categorization of all objects from an intentionalistic point of view:
74 mental act
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Mcdbdh, ZLTExNbITreal (5 HER) THH Y., F7zideal (; HAER) TH D5,
FT 27T 4 TIIHEICEEMICEE (5 THY), Fb T states of affairs (; FEOHERE)
DX I 7bdD, F 7213 propositions (5 %) DXIBDDTHL, Z L TRD X HICHKH
TIN5

(D) HlEn20KES NS5, “Red B3EETH 27D X 5 AMVZOLEE LT,

(2) HIWr XN 2 »IREZ NS 75, “that”-clause (; “Z &7 & W I EEA)) 72 & 21 (“that red
isacolor” (s RIFDEDDBETHL L) )b L IE. IEAFIIEESR] (“the colorfulness
ofred” (; RotEtk) L LCTd 5(1910, §10),

FT 27T 4 TIIHEICHEEMICEE (5 THY), Fb T states of affairs (; FEOERE)

DX H7%b D, F721F propositions ( FRE) DEXIBRDDTHDL, Z L TRD X ICKH

TIN5

(3) HW T N2 2MRKES NS 25, “Red 3EETH 27D X 5 AMZOXLEE LT,

(4) W E N2 »IRE I NS 76, “that”-clause (; “Z &7 & W I EEA)) 72 & 21 (“that red
isacolor” (s RV EDDEETH B L) )b L LIL. IELMHIIEER](“the colorfulness
of red” (; RotaFM) L L CTHh (1910, §10),

#5% Experience [ Erlebnis]

HIHY intellectual &I emotional

8% Thought

[ Gedanke) N )
e ) JXFLH) Feeling )
SCb S Representation |£ U ® 7Zx | W [ Gefiihl] JFHEE Desire

efii
[ Vorstellung] serious(=judgemen [ Begehrenl]
_ T Lozl

T Uk F 2T BB Urell) $7-1% - ¥ Uo7 XIT 2
serious or fantasy Z2¢ 8K 7€ fantasy serious or fantasy

) serious or fantasy
(=assumption

[Annahmel)
ST HICADPOE S SRR JFHEE D 3 R
. C leEong . . . .
object of representation ) object of feeling |object of desire
object of thought
[ Vorstellungsgegenstand [ Fiihlgegenstand) || Begehrungsgegenstand|
[ Denkgegenstand):
AT T 4T _
xR o LA 741k
) objective o ] ]
objectum o dignitative desiderative
. [Objektiv] o o
[ Objekt] [ Dignitativ] [ Desiderativ]
IO 1
Vi TRIZEFZ TH S Rea . R I2HS D E~NE
] The attractiveness )
Red is a color The fruit should be red
of red
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judged [geurteild] (5 HIWFEN3) ZHiE, HicAH 7Y 27747 THY, 22T, H
N5HDIFLIELIE, anobjectum (; ATV 227 X)) ICOWTTHEH, TNICHE LT,
objective (s A 7Y =277 4 7)., dignitative (; ). ¥ X O desiderative (; fHE) TH
S2THIVDTHDS, HE2A TV 2T 47 3FHE2VLODF TV 272 THEILIED
DR\, =T, ATV 2T 470, EhdA 7Y 277475 72 21X "Meinong (3%
DIGPUAEFAGEF LT L o L EBNEED DY 220 THD, WOFETH
% Rudolf Ameseder (1904: 54-5)1Z[FZE L C, Meinong 34 7Y =27 74 7IZ2&D L9
BRRICL-oTHD Xy 772 —fbadnd e &Z@mifllL 7z, ZNlx havebeing but can
also bebeing (; EEWEZFTHT 5. I b EEWNFRETHS) THE, ZOFHIFD
XD L) BERBNEEORIULEDH % ; “that”Z O X DFEMAZEKL T2 DTHS, 2%
“that (object) ois” (5 “WRIF o TH DB &) k) %L T “that (object) ois F (5 W5
0P FTHEE17ZE7)exnNZN/ 200 LIEL X thebeingof 0” and “the being Fof 0"
X% FRIIC “the being of 0" F X UM“the being Fof 0”& W HFEAJ & L CflibiL 3,
Meinong X, T ZADf7RAD 27 7 AL ZDONILT 5247V 27 bDFx 77 2 —1L

(intentionalistically (5 BEXIEFRKMN) FTRETH IS KIL TR WL, hoh T3V LD
BRI 2R TRV, RICHERA L -DDORFEDHED X 5 AR7aiC»ITEITT L Tl
I FEET 52>, Meinong 13, ZNHIEFZDZDBILTERAVDDL LTHARZ T
72o Z LT, Z b (T quaesitives75” b L < IX “rogatives76” (cf. Kreibig 1914) & L CT#7x
BT I, AN RE S o T30 ? b L2L7zb, HloEisfEmes bz
ThdLNmwd, HESEMERERZ L CHMA~LHEFECZ 2085 20Ba0 AL x
{TERWV2LTH S, Meinong [FTNDARETH 5 L IZFERrd o7z s T I L KFr
(B2 BN AEKEOH 2) Hli~oF oL Lol LizoThHo7z, &2 TOH
Biid 2 2 COMREICDWT, T2 TOHWTIT O W T ORI E R L T\ 5 (1910, § §27-32).
4.3.2 ZERERREER & £ U ofthR

Fantasy Experiences and Serious Experiences

fantasy (imaginary) experiences ( ; 2248/ (XJAEMY) 7 fRE#) & serious experiences (
T Lo & oo XAl act component (5 {T47) KT 20 TH2, TDOKX
A2 On Assumptions (1902)IC B W THAL7=H D TH % 25, thoughts (5 BE) %
assumption (; {K7E) & judgements (; HWT) D 5&7zoDEHMICHIT % DliE, Meinong D
BEZHE DAL TH % . 1%1% subclass of thoughts G BZ D Tz~ 7 Z) & L T assumptions

(3 IRE) #F 2, ZN% “representation ( ; RIFME) & judgements (; HIWr) "DfEIC

75 quaesitives
Cf. quaere Literally, seek, inquire: an annonation inserted, as in law reports. [<L. See query]
76 rogatives

Cf rogation In ancient Rome, the submissionof a proposal law by the executive (counsul or tributo
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EW=DTHBT7, %L assumptions (5 fKFE) 25, —J7 T affirmative or negative (; &
ERLH/E) &) judgements (5 HW) Ok H5%mdbDe LT £ LT /5T belief (18
) %fEb 7\ representations, (; HIEIHE) DX I%RbDTH o722 LI X %(1910;
§§1,59,
W1 objectives (3 A 7Y =77 4 7) WD \WZ LT conviction (; iff5) &AWV,
—75. assumptions (; {K7E) 13HEE % & F 7n\>—assumptions (5 {KE) IXMEHIC Z LA
%> 9 objectives (; A 7Y =77 14 7) I LT entertaining (5 1%E) 2 & A T 5(1910:
376 [268]), Meinong 75 realized (5 Tfi#) L7=Z &ix., £ D X 9 7 objectives (5 A7
7T 4 7)) ODEFZITIE, conviction (; TEE) kb v, b 51X 5 FK 4 D intellectual (;
HIER)) 7. % L T emotional (5 BN 7r lives (5 4E) TR L CHRLIY 2 5%H] % $H > C
W5 eI HDTH -7z, Asking questions, denying, reasoning, desiring, playing games,
performing or producing artisticwork (; Efij3 2 ¢, BET L &, Hlzd 5 &,
Wffdacl, AL, T2 LEMEMZRIS Z ) (E, assuming (5 RKET 2)
TERLICIHATRETE S VRV, A P B [ mexiE, VEWRABIXVBE 2h%
WEFNCTIZHEWT L rv—0 2 32z ik DA, RKET %, Fantasy (; ZE4H) & serious (;
FL®) or—2b I/, OB CTHL I LERHTILATES, DL red ®
expresentation (5 RIAME) 23 perceptuallook (; EHITE 24 H) 2Foknb, 2L x
WEHRWELADHT S, FLoFicnzX ) aGaxBWiErXTizLw, il serious
character (; TLOAF Y77 % —) L)y &icb, £LT ¥ L red- expresentation
(; RBUNG) A Hi7e % reproductive (3 FAFRE) Zed o ThhE, Zhizdr LD 4]
e d D78 Cdh H, Z i fantasy (5 Z44HMY) AfEERTH O, % L T imaginary (5 XJ4H
) ¥ ¥ 7 72—DbDTH 5,
Meinong D ZE4H/ L@ OX4rTld, AT _XTDZ 5078 (IS X R 7K
Jt) T9~DJEH I, BEMNOFmFMB0TH L X H Az b, LarL, 0ExE LT, ZEifio
KO ICHRA~ Z L CCERER D 72 5> CRAE O % EI~BHE 7 insights (5 NE) 1CE LD
TH D, TNOITREIES AR kR & ZMIRZ & 23 Fk 4 %2 L <, Z2AERERBIE.. 2288
. % LTk —ZZHMEE D paradigmatic cases (5 X7 XA L7 7 —R) 81 % 2t
LT NBDTHE, IO FHICKFORIEE T 2, LOARREETLRL, L
LEREAME L T Lo RRIEOPFRICH % something (5 1[2>) D TH D, —MIC, fantasy
experiences (; Z¢AEHRER) (X, % 415 23 representations of experiences (; f&5R D FKIRFGE)

77 “between representations and judgements”

78 recollective or imaginative one

79 the affective and conative dimension
80 schematic and controversial

81 paradigmatic cases
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T\ X 912, imagined experiences (3 ZJAHIY7ZREER) <3 v, Mally (1912: 61-2, fn.)
D5 EEZEM LT, Meinong ZRICOEDORBOERZ O XA T B Ltk 3

(1) serious-like (; £ L ®21X\) B, % L T, (2) shadowyfantasy (; & % Z & DZZHH)

TEERC B 282,

ZEAERREE (OF D, ARE) EoT¥onInrThs ELHETE XD

(1) TLOICRERT IRV 2T 283bDL LT (0F 0, HWiEATATF2bD) LI
2)XFR~DHIr 2284 L LT (0% Y, pretence of judge (; HIHTDIRY) EfEb7mw
objective (s 7Yz 7 74 7&L7TC) THs(1917, §6:47-53[42-47]) (1917, §6:47-
53 [42-47])) Assumptions (; {K7E) 1% conviction (; i) Z& T\, LAz »>T, &
AR RE D W DIRED 5 2 ICFE Ml e 2 AH T 2R L LD TH Y| £72Z DRIED
evidential grounds (; GELOREEE) & LTV HbEHNE 2 TERVDOTH 5, AElZE EK
DB, L ETRTCEFELZILETERDOTH LI, TXTERET S LI
T&5, 2FD, 0EiFwr/d objective (5 A7V 22774 7) BRELSSL, LT
W22 78 % objectum (5 T2 TONR) 2L RAHETE20TH 5%,

Meinong 1% Z @ insight (;li%%) % the principle of unrestricted freedom of assumption (;
REDMHIR A HOJHH) &WE585, Z L T%N% the principle of relatively constrained
assumptions (; FNMHIRIE DJFHE) XL D TH 2, Zhids  EEZB ORI
FIRZRGEE LTI 205, 2oE &, AFO &2, WS O2DREEZ, T TIKEZ LN
DL LTRAZTDOTHSL, Z LT, I HLARIRELZMMEICENLICEFRI T LD TH
%5 “REBFISEEILTIZAEwd DL LT, M EEINS ZLIFIELY LALZDOT
XTI LT, 20 3MEAIcHlfyss e Bt 30 TchH3” (1910, §60: 346 [246—
71)o Meinong IZBUERM, % ORGE O HEFIFR A O FIICIRA S H 5 2 L 2D Tz,
%1% modal moment (; E—ZnAE— X F) (1915, §37:282; see below 5.4.3) & DD 7
Y CRAZIHRINCGE>7-DTH S, 2L T RICLRIMEHED 2 MR TIE outside-being

G AMIETE) 1ICRBS 220, Lo T, ARe LCHBFEMZHIRT 2 X 5 R L <
ANBEIBEELBEDDIIHRWI & H#ESTWB(CE 1917, §2; 1978: 377-8; see below
5.3.1.)
433 KEHG ORI
Production of Representations

WNREED T, LOVEMENRICTE LI CAOEERIEETH 25, L L Tt

82 |ernstartige versus schattenhafte Phantasieerlebnisse)
83 pretence of experiencing seriously
84 mere entertaining of the object
85 the principle of unrestricted freedom of assumption | Prinzip der unbeschrinkten
Annahmefreiheit] (1910, §60)
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TN HIBRRZIUDDIT A Z R T OH 7 it BROM DK Z 3% & O Tlid7\ >, Meinong
(1902, §2;1910, §2)ic XX, oLl EdD objecta (s A 7Y =27 %) ORMHEHR—D
DM objectum (3 ATV 27 X)) RIPT 720 iffibnd, XY HEMAREME X
ZOEMENROIEFEIC L CRZHANDIDTH 5, HICERDOWNR superius ThH 5, nE
b Z . LB 32Xt (inferiora) IZ X - TIEERT T S5 2> 5 TH % (See below Section
5.5.), redand green 1%, ZREEFRIRIZ. red & green% b D, F = v 7K TIIEE LD
W% 2, % L CIHRWIA L inferiora & LT red & square % b D,
e zE AaT 4 =30 D00 Gestalt (3 72X t) THYH, THIFERDONRD
KEWETHL, TNZ[(GEL2EZEXATHRLI HEIIL VL DERDOWNRE DD 5T,
#3E7s representations (3 KRIMHE) ZAHALZTEH I Lickd I,
T ZADZ DOFEDERE % “production of representations” [“ Vorstellungsproduktion”] (5 3
BEOER) LA TV 225, 2R 2 ABEMAREM G2 ERT 205 TH o T,
TTICHEI N, MET 28R TEAVALTH L, ORIV ZICHHHED S
CHEAD LT, BETHOEVDOHLIDTH D, T, 7¥ 2 XL PLHYREZ S L
ZADHDTHY, Meinong HE A Z @D elementary representations ( ; BHERIAFE) D
HFMEABEEL T2 5 Th %, underlying elements of objects of higher order (; &
RIEDOMETHOH & THHNTWBZEFE) 1T, k& 21X, Z L “only abstractly
distinguishable parts” (; #iRDO L TOARS T LN EH D) ELTEROAR VWD DT
HD,ZDEIBREZTTE_IAY VT a2 ZL FEROIED b D TH %, (Cf. Smith 1994,
Chapt. 8: 272.)
5. ORI —FEAE & IFEL & 2 T O
Object Theory — Ontology beyond Being and Non-Being
AT 72 2B CREER L 72b D e LTd, 2% h 22 AD targetof amentalact (5 {740 H
BE) &L Tis (5 %) D%, Meinong (I  object (; X{HR) AL DD 5,
[ Gegenstand or Objekt] "FTR“1%, “relationterm” (; "BHfRfiEE“) TH > T, ZDEKT
T TRAERICZDOWEEHEERL A VTHREFELIRETCEAN LI L THD,
(1888-1903: 47)
5.1 FhoZ MR B & I S R
The Principle of Independence and the Principle of Indifference

Meinong I ontological (; TEERMIY) 1A 5 DT <, fifi&“object”IC X » THRIE 1
% conceptual dependence (; #EXHIEIEM) %425 DTH 5, Z i an object (3 XfH)
% something (5 R H5bD) & LTHIELAZ L LTERINICRET 20 TiE7%k <,
mentalacts (; & ZADT4A) ICX>TOAIEET 2 Z & DTE S something (5 R H
2H0) ANRELTREIND LARDTH D, (ZNEFRBFHE T2 2 28 TE ;5 H
INDBENTE, ) WREOFDIIBAPTLOFEDOH 52X EbHE oMLz
“There are objects ( ; WRDZ ZICH > T). ZDRRITO\WT, there are no such objects
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(3 ZD X BRI ZITEFAEY 2%») LS T eidtrue GETHZ) “, (1904b, §
3)

ZD” Thereis (; H2) "ICIF = ODERPEE 23 N5 1 1L outside-being (pre-
giveness) (; AMHNCSEFE (PO 526N TWw5), HFH i bemg (s EE) TH3B, KT
RD 57D DHAIECBROFHZ ST 5 2 LIk > T, COFFHLAEXEILDNT
AHNEEZS 2 L9E L7zDTH S,

(1) so-being GHI K EEL TWB Z L) iE, “being (GHEFE) 2> LML TH % L\ 9 principle
of the independence ( ; 37 EFEE) "86

(2) “being (;5EFE) 1Zxf L T, the pure object (; I R) 1Z74EH 2370\ > & > 5 principle
of the indifference ( ; EZEREMEOJFEM) "87(1904b, §3-4)

principle of the independence (; FENZPEFEHE) 1%, 1903 4£1C Ernst Mally i X » TEHRL &

NT=DTH o7, T Tld“so-being (5 W FEE) LTWwBZ L non-being (; JEFHE

E)ICE o TRARALHEEL I TR0 L W) e bDTH S, (1904b:8[82]) &

51Z, an object’s having properties (& 2 XIRD b DY) 13, Z NUDFLEDLT 2> 1T I FRAT

THHIEHERLTVS

Meinong @ Z O JFHIC F'ag?"é AV MIWL OPDERDES LD DTH D ; R,

(1) characterization principle (; FitEbd L< 3% v 7 7 2 —{LJ5EFE88) 1Z & D X 9 X R

brnis GRE) LLTxFxy 77 2—ban) 2WEEFAE LTS flziX, “AB 1%

INTNABLXUNBTH2” %L T(2) denial of the ontological assumption ( ; TFEVEIR

EDMIE) 89TH 5, ZhF is (3 EE) 2RV AT7%2 b DICOVWTOREZR ZRE

EHVERVEWS 2 EDRIETH S (cf. Routley 1980)90, indifference principle ( ; 7

HYEEH) 13555 5 “Z ONRIZ, bynature (; AEM) 1T object (5 XFER) DFELEICEL

THEERTH L, THIINRD being (5 EILE) O DD objectives (; 7Y =275 4 7)

2, itsbeing (; FE) 2> itsnon-being (; FIEELTE) D EH &5 D X 9 IR T subsists

(5 THAFE) §20ThoBaics T bEERTH 2, (1904b: 13 [86])

Z @ formulation (; JER{) X, “the pure object (; FiHIR) 13 EEEL X VIEFEESR

R TUDE VI ER EIC ISV EEVEFCTH L MEINDLZDDTH S, 7 [“der

86 the “ principle of the independence of so-being from being ” [ “ Prinzip der
Unabhiingigkeit des Soseins vom Sein”]
87 the “principle of the indifference of the pure object to being” (“principle of the outside-
being of the pure object” [“Satz vom AufSersein des reinen Gegenstandes”])
88 characterization principle,
89 he denial of the ontological assumption,
90 the denial of the ontological assumption, which denies that there are no true propositions
about what does not have being (cf. Routley 1980)
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reine Gegenstand stehe fjenseits von Sein und Nichtsein’ "] 1#H%ED ¥ ¥ v F 7 L — X Tl
FHED D VIFIFEEEICBVT, ZNH RN ROAAREDOHEIAZRITICIE T % (its so-being
[Sosein] s Wi KTE) T2 THED, LeLARod2MKINELETHELE2HFTHIYT
b, FRFEETHZ2LE2WETHITH AL, WD, BEICHETEES LU
FUHEEZHA DL 2ERTE72DICMONDERETERVDTH D52 DHiCDIEAER
I I X VBHEIC R 5, B 5052 non-being (; IEFEFE) TH D Z LiF, WROK
HYEIC X o TREEI L2 2 d L —fl 2 (T UA D X 5 Z58A— Z @ non-being (5
FEETE) 2o HAMEICRIEL mv, AR BZ 50 BAE (72 13IEEAE) 1 object’
snature (; NROKRENE) OED TlI WA, FIT D b 5 3 “the law of excluded middle

G R 13 5@ RIE LT, RED afact (5 FHFE) KB TH, H250IE
FIEDOZNICEWTH ZOFICTDZ L IE T ® T3, ” (Findlay 1963: 49) XD Z &
CHEBELTBL I EIIERTHE s BFICEHL T 2D A24G % narrower, internal,
predicate, or ontological negation (5 $&g., WY, #FEM. D L < 1% ontological F-7ERmY)
BREE  THCH LT wider, external, sentence, logical negation ( 5 JAF%, #M. (E. i
BN ATE), 2 LTIt > Coonh ok H 2 2 L itk b,
Mingong (% sentence negation ( ; XERE) KB L TD A law of excluded middle (5 HErh
) ZZTANTZERDLILNBTE S,
52  AEENR

Incomplete Objects
52.1 AEEBNRE X4 b O
Incomplete Objects and Their Logic

e 1915, §25 icix. Meinong % incompletely determined objects,( s ANFELEMNITHRTE
INIZHF)COVT XY FEHHICHEN L Cw b, Thabb, MRIR/NE, 118D property(;
PH)INCBIL TE A B L3 C& 5, =MD L5 2ilifa b OIIATERITR O R
ThHb, ZAFEEEZEZTALS, ZRIE32DA%F > T3 (a constitutive property( :
R ), 23, 32D side: % b o T 5 ( consecutive property (= Ja & 1)
ThHY., ZOWNROWEPIEC S picEWTEEND), LArL, ZORMTIE Zh
I scalene : REEZ b D00 ® 5 W IdFizm v, B3R TH 205 5 W IFIERRTHD % 2/
DIRFETH 5,
DEDX I T — AT,
that ais F (s ais FTH 22 &) #HET S &3,
that aisnot F, (; a2 FTlIWwWZ &) 2HET B2 28000 TlEARw
RS, thatais F (s ais FTH BT L) THLZLDREDELIELWEAELRH L, %
ik an FIlBILTREINARVEATH D,

91 property
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Incomplete objects (5 NTEEMR) 1. law of excluded middle (FErpfE) Icikfili32 (£ L
T impossible objects ( ; ANATHEXRSR) (% law of noncontradiction (5 FEFJEPER]) (K3
%), TTTROEDRGEMB>TINEHML %, 2%, internal negation (; PIEEE) O
AHICBH L Tl392 (predicate negation (5 #BFEMIERIE) 5 “~”) 93 % L T external negation
(5 ANERERE) 1B L TI394 (sentence negation (5 XERIE) @ “=") 9505 HFEH 5,
Meinong 132 ¥ DHEIX 2D 2 TH 5 5,
Law of Noncontradiction (; JEFJER]) OFHHER : VIV (Fx A —Fx)
BIU
Law of Excluded Middle CHEHE) oifm¥H=R: VFVx(FxV -Fx)
LaL, 2 o¥oimHlXd 5 dvwinsTtchsr )
JFx[Fx N (~F)x]
JFx-[FxV (~Px]
RV DT AHIFFE Tld. characterizing determinations (3 ¥ v 7 7 2 —{LRIE) BN F T
D ED X S 75 classical logical law ( ; dHLAYFHELER]) CHL CTHEEAAIREICL T3, %
DIWNRBEIZODbDICbrNGE, DDl ZOXNRDE WATHLIZELATIERVWED
BXRE L THFy 77 2 —{LE N T asbeingsquare (; PUf & LCHELE) Tox05 L., {thix
WHRELT ZnAUATH LA TIIARWE 1T being (3 FIE) T§IRHRTH S, 96
ND2ODWEIZ, L2 LSS, external negation (; AMEMZREBIE) ZHE L, FIEIC
HHDTHS, (Routley 1980; Simons 1992: 185; Thrush 2001b.% & X )
5.2.2  ELEICET 2 IRREN:
Indeterminacy with Respect to Being

Meinong %, Being (; L) IOV T, TTD complete objects (; TTENR) 1
being (; %7E) 7> non-being (; JEFEIE) DO VIFNTH VY, Z L TTTOD incomplete
objects (GATELNTR) 1X, lack being GFEEM A K ) &ai_%, Meinong @ indifference
principle (5 FEZZEM:JFHHE) 1% the external version (5 #MAl Rf#)IC 351> T law of excluded
middle (; PEE) ZFHE 4 325, internalversion (5 NHIRLE) 1B W TITF OFENFE
L 72\, 97incomplete objects (; RNIEEXHR) 23 havebeing (3 EEZFTH) LT

92 predicate negation ; ¥RFERITE
93 (predicate negation: “~”)

94 external negation : 5T AE

95 (sentence negation: “—”

96 The object the square such that it is not the case that it is square is characterized as being
square

and also being such that it is not the case that it is square.

97 external but not in the internal version
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W) fact (3 HE) 9826, 20T T ATENRLERRIC, have non-being (; IEFELEZ T
ALTWD) b)) Litldhblr, Z0H5HDICOWT, HlZiE, FHIICHRE I
72T RIT, ZOXRD ENp 13 have non-being (; JEFEEZET 5) : Z DfhiL,
2B EAEEZTCA LD, beingatall (3 EEDOTRTICONT) FREI T
W,
“Bl” % Meinong ® “has being” (; “EEZMAET3”) Oit5RHE LTI, 2oz kit
DE X HICsummedup (5 T ETFOLND) ;
o b LARxMbeing (5 FEHE) KEHLTREINSEAH99 .  ~(Bx» — (~B)x
e L xAbeing (i FEE) KHELTHREINRAD [~ (Bx) — (~B)xl.
o (B, “(<B)x E&ETH. DL, wEEFEIBL TREI LR,
“indeterminacy with respect to being” [Seinsunbestimmtheit] (5 “FAEICE L CTOARRTE
") & being (3 ELE) (b L £ I outside-being|[ AuBfersein] (; #MHI-FELE)) TH B LT
O indifference (; EAER) ZEFETRE TRV, RERDL, TXTONRIT outside-being
G AMI-5E7E) 2 b, 22 Cld—7e 2, (2D X5 10) WA EE 2 CTH L —being
(3 FE) ConTHRD LN TVARVWDTH % (1915, §25),

523 ARENR~FIREEVHITICH 257 L TD”
Incomplete Objects as the Territory “Where Possibility Is at Home”

RTEENTRIE Meinong DRIATT A CIIEEREH 283 5, 2k 72 & 2 1E, “auxiliary
objects” (; fliBINSR) &L TH L, TFONDONDEXT % target objects (5 HAEER
R) (THNITBEE. TENRTHE) iR T 572012 nzffid DTH Y (see below Section
6). objectives (; A7 =277 4 7) ~D possibility (; A[HEM:) @ basis of ascribing ('
LD~ —2) & degrees (; FEAHV) E LTI DTH S, H 5 objectives (; A7V =7
F 4 7)) % factual (; B|BFER)) , nonfactual [untatsichlich]l (; IFFEFER)) , FLTHBDHD
ZZF0EHB HTH v (e “subfactual” [untertatsichlichl) (5 “THHBEFEHR”)),
subfactual objectives (; FALHEFEM A 7Y = 7 7 4 7) X, incomplete objects (; ATELE
R 1B B b DTH Y, “wherepossibilityis athome” (5 A[REMEDSFITICH 5 ) JRPILIC
B LM AERERLT 5D DTH 5 (1915, §24:167), Incomplete objects (; RFTERITR) 1L,
being (; FLEME) 1001 L CTHRE I N2 Z 1, factuality (5 FFEM) 101ThH 7
<, F 7 nonfactuality (; JEFFEM) T R\ 5HE TD foundation of possibility (5 RJHENE

98 fact
99 being [seinsbestimmt]
100 being
101 factuality
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1020 HME) & LTHEMET 2, 22TwHIEFEEML I being (3 ETE) LW

so-being G < BIE) 103 AR I N WEETH 5 (7272 LRI IZBRIL L
T)o Tl ZIEROXFET, “ (F5ELR) WRE LT the (fair) die (i nZVia¥4an) %
"5, chtkic H2HDR 3TH2ILZRELZTHAI LI T factuality (;
FEM) b nonfactuality (5 JEFEM) A LRV, ZOXDRTDIE, 657D 1 DR
A\ &S subfactual (5 NT7EEMR) 104TH 5,

Z @ borderline cases (; RO —R) TIIEAEW1 (FEFEMHE) b, LT, B
B0 FEFEM) chH b, Meigong 135 5 sincomplete objects (s ANTEERR) 1 complete
objects (; TEAMNR) O ICHED LLEFEAINTVWE LI RbDTH S, ZhIILE
DD DE 5 7edbDTIE AL, L AHHARSE incomplete objects (5 FNITEEXNTHR)
WX LT, (more) complete (; X VERICRD) BRICBEWTOHPOEKRTHLH, Zh
2H T ORIED incomplete objects (5 ANITEEMR) 2> 5 complete objects (5 FERNTR) I
RELTANBZRNMNREDDSDED o TWE L) BIRICGEWHDTH 5,

Z D X 9 7z incomplete objects (3 RFERXIR) 1, ZOEAEI 4 avix, (X)) E2&k
NRICE T B implected [ implektiert] (; AHYLINZ) L XIENDEREDDTH D 5 2D
HERFF 4 aviconTit, 7z& 2IF, (1915, §29; BXUOAROHi 6 A X), U &id
AR ENRDOA[REtE~DRLd 2 NGS5 E BN RICHERTEZEHA L TITH 2 L 23w
23NE 5, BRI A auiFcot 20308365 bi7z b, £ D objective“d L TZ
DY favhp VeoD3%bHbb L7 IFEEN (IREEEGw=1) THY, ZLT%
N 1/6 OEEEES WA ERICHEO LD TH L 3FABEHIEEFTE LV, ZOHHE
HoEAENIE, 2O0F 4 2 iR CORBHIRICHEONETHS 3 2ED 1/6 13¥ 4=
EAREEONT NS L LTERLL DR LIEIETH 5,

53 A v IHIRD AT T) —FK
A Meinongian Table of Categories

5.3.1 FEIEE— F OB — X & L TOIMI-ELE
Outside-Being as a Borderline-Case of a Mode of Being

Meinong (. outside-being GHMAl-FELE) ICB VT, KED I LARZE—F2BH 55, b L
CRFEIRCEEORMTH 20D EMEZMEY IR LUEK L7 (1904b, §4; 1910, §12;
1917, §2;1978:153-4,261,358-9,377), HIZmILHVIC outside-being ( ; #MAI-5EYE) % &
5 FED borderline case GEE DRI D7y — 2 & LCEIFRLZDTH 5(1910:80 [62]), ¥
RTCONREFH2E (FE) AIICEELTCWSE, 2% ), HRIFZ Z AT pre-given
[vorgegeben] : Je AMT5ENT W3, 2L T ZOf5INTw3 I L AIMI-EE D

102 possibility
103 so-being
104 subfactual
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Al A2 S S D TH 5, Meinong DHIRTDOX 3T E LTOEDLTDDRAEH 5 3
O eI HhH 5D DD so and so [ Soseinsurteile] (5 “WidHi<”H %) 105& x5 RHE
DHWr, b 5 O &2lE, mode of being of an object [ Seinsurteile] (5 & 2 XN RPEHET 5%
—F) 106icoWCOHMOTH2Z, L THIKELET S D DI07TD R D M R RE 1L
ODEODNRE L TEHETSHDI08THZILTHY, LT hFEEDDoLDH—
W HIHRTE 13 outside-being (HMA-5E7E) TH %, B % concept of an object (3 X RO
FRRE I N HECEROIHH CERINS T LIETE &\, Z 4T negative counterpart
O BEXPUHT) 2d2b DT, £ L TEZNEHIET % outside-being (5 ZMHl-
FEFE) . % 7z negative counterpart (; WERHHTF) dFifzm X HicE D 2 5 (19214,
Section 2 B: 102-7),
LA L 2 D%k 1917/18 (1978: 377-8) 2> b DifiFk / — Mic B W Tkt I nzd D TH
%, T Tl Meinong I negative outside-being (3 FREM 7R IMI-EFE) O 7 — X %55
L7z, 72& 218 bW 3 defective objects (5 RIgxIR) TH 2, TOMNRIIED EHD
RZD L) RWiE, FLROERRLEILDTERVL I BRNR~DODH AEETH
RTHBH109, (1917, §2:22-4[20-11H 7R L)z Ziciz  HIFHMI-5E7E % R < ] 54t
B 7 r — A, 7z & 2 il % BARICEY B Cwb,) 1910 (1978: 227) 56 D
e / — F Tl¥, Meinong ¥ % 7= absurdities B X MIIHD b D 5 F v & v A [ Unsinn] D
WKDOWTDORTWE, Z LT, ALWPUAD X S 7% inconsistency [ Widersinn] (5 JE—E )
Dy—ReFvrewvREEMNELEI LA, Menong XEENIC ZDX5%h
inconsistency (; JE—H1:) % incompatible determinations [ Unvertrigliches] ( ; IEHEH 7
RE) #ETMpRH2bDE LTERLZ, LAL ZITRFVEVREVIDDORE
L BROARFRER RIS THZ L LT, ZOEFHREAREL L T2, “CT /D Edrb
BERWOED 24 v 70BN, “HROBR, L THD o THiINZHEFE T ZD %
EDBHILDRNVF VR VYATHDLEIICHRZ D,
Wb iz, L2 L7%&ad 5, Meinong I nonsense (5 ¥ % ¥ X) % mereinconsistency (;
Hi7p 2E—EHM) 110225 XK 33325 2 L W& L 7z, Meinong 2MEfiT 2RIz LA, O
EDZLTH2 s DO _OOFINRRE2 7N —TDPRELZRFLTLESTRBICH A

105 so and so [ Soseinsurteile]

106 the mode of being of an object [ Seinsurteile]

107 so-being

108 being an object

109 bNHLNIFRDOZ L ZHMEITRETHL [ 7L 2EDABIIARESDETHIL I LEAEDUENE o7, W
Y o v IR TH 325, 2 0L 1L UdIcE & Kurt Goedel 28 (3%) #WPEMICHES X2 HE3 2 8 TX
RVEVIFAE L, [(REREER] & LTtz ER eBEIC w25, Gith)

110 incompatibility
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b oT, MONROMEmIZZ NS OIFRAEZEHEICL Cilid T 5, 2L CxhiI Off
DABEGOMREZGEATCLEI DTH b, REDPIIFTHEFVELETDOATH Y, A LR
RO EIEX 25T WD TH 3 (cf. also 1978: 385-6),
5.3.2  Meinong ® /17 3V — B9 2 IF-BIT— 7 v
Meinong’s Non-Intentionalistic Table of Categories

3 L U & 28 paradoxical and nonsensical cases (3 #i3iH 72 d O3 X NIEREREN 727 — ) %
FRA43 % 72 5, modesof being (; FEFEDE—TF) ICH &< Meinong D /17 IV —FKiZLL
ToZelichs

(FIIRER)
L.
Objects XTHR

(TRTCDDBDIIXNRTH S, £ L TTRTONRIZHUNWFEAETH % outside-being
[AuBSersein])

L.A.

1.B.
Objects that have| )
i Objects that do not have being
eing -
_ FIE R P L 72 W R
EEZFR T 2R
[LLA.1.
Real [.LA.2.
[.B.2.
Objects [Ideal )
) Objects that are
T 9 1 Klobjects )
[.B.1. not  determined
R AR R o ) .
CF il Objects that have non-being with respect to
DA _ .
o PE-EE TR AR being
tetec | (T 1710 > \
KA L TR
3L RBEETE & L ~
E XN VWITR
ICFES|TOR)
)
[.B.1.b.
[.B.1.a.
. Contradictory|
l | Noncontradictory Objects )
SR A Objecs
¥ JETER R
Incomplete  |Complete or{Incomplete
Complete|Complete ] ) ) )
] ) Complete objects objects incomplete [objects that are
objects |objects e . i Sictor]
TEENR NTEEX objects not contradictori
e R R R T , d
Z O IEETE 1Z[7E e £ 72 13 FE|determined  and
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“BHIR 1Y I PIEENR their non-being is
RInsdbo not “ explicitly
“ presupposed”
([ausdriicklich FEFEETWRTH 5
vorgegebenl], DIFERNTIRIE &
1915: 740) nsHoTIER
., Hozxho%
FEFEEMEICONT
BRI T A
INBHD TR
b D
Bl 5 B —|B s i B 2 F—F s —2 DI
> % DEDT—7 VD EDCTERIL | DARVEROHHI K %2 2 F—F
(FA @ Hlobjectives(|F — F Y 723 = 5 Ko F—Fv |y (Sections
DHIOT|Z D7 —|TlE%FaarL—| ZoEROAWIUA [543 and 6 % &
— 7N D7 v O b\ N R ICEE T KASKE) T o L)
b0z olic RAEF|2FAD F —F v O FFEHK 5% B HREEA DN — F Y
F — F2 8o FigE “F=FvEnd B K D 3 %7;|(Sections  5.4.3
V) BRl—F Y o7 T vy D5 —7Mand 6 & H X); M
& HIMERE) & (77 b v EERNK DEDF—F— DY HNE
FRE. Dl R E IR B) V2D, YIMEE T H B0, %
Z B FEIEL & DI % | D =M
WD F 2L 5720IC
-+ VD H5H 1Y
HRE; T 23 %,
D H o Hi
D F—=F
Y DI

Being EYEIX 57200 E— F 2>, T74bb existence (; fF1EM). TR & D728
> TW3, LT mere subsistence (7, 8.7% 3 Ny (F81E) ). 2 AR IERRR<H 3 (1910:
64 [52]), & 51T Meinong 135 3 % ; existence (; fA7EME) 1% subsistence (5 Ny (#
1)) #&HT 5. %L Tnon-subsistence (; JE- A (FF7E)) 1% non-existence ( ; JE-

e 2 &HB T %(1910: 64 [52]),
4 3) &5 afortiorr AR 2T 5) 111,

111 a fortiori all objects that exist
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BICREEI NS, LD LT TD complete objects (5 TEEMNR) 2% exist (5 FFE) H L <
iX being (; FIE) #Fi7z7 (1915, § §25-7:169-202), ideal-real distinction (5 Fi:&
— LX) FUTORGETHHAING Z Lic b ; “existence (5 f77EME) 7, “subsistence

(s Threy (FFFE) 7, % L T“mere subsistence (; Bi72 3 FAi (FFFE)) 7. 1978 &1, (252—

3,366-7), Meinong 1x. WRD real (; HFEW) oW TOED_O%RRL% S

(1) Exist GIFFET %) b D (=“externally real [ 4uBerlich real] (; #MAIIRFE”) ). file L
T, bz LORiFLb7 L O

(2) ZNOLOHARICI S THFET LI LENTELTHA I D D(= internal reality[ innere
Realitit], ibid. (3 NRIRE) ), il LT brELoEEoKT . WIS X CLH
FIXH D DUt real GHE) TH 2, HBEXRH subsists (5 PLHFETE)) TH - T,
DOEIES 57 b, T, realobject (5 BERNR) TH S, Lol LbDHEIRS
subsists N7H) (FELE) T®H - T cannotexist (G FEEL TV W) 72 5. F DN T ideal
object (; MR R) TH 5, (ZiE merelysubsist (; §i7 2 M) fFEE L
TOHDTEEE LTHEDT 3.)

7> LT, ideal objects BRAHITRIZIEL € exist FFET D L WH T LIFRLTEZRWVD

DTH 5, MINEFETR VI RIIFEET S, 2L 21E biangle (5 AELX “HICH

22X %nbo) ® HORLY DR L OMoIE-FIEE,

HBEE RO S S5 262515 & ARED D ORI BT OB (T, EFEE L D &ER).

MU, %2 LT objectives (; A7 =274 7) TH 1899, §6;1910, §12),

5.4  JEFETENRR—Russell X Meinong

Beingless Objects — Russell versus Meinong

5.4.1 Russell DH#tH

Russell’s Criticism

Russell (FFic 1905a; 1905b 3 X 181907 3 B X)ix. Meinong OHEFHIC b o 15 K L T

R DD% inconsistent ( ; A—EM:) OFEKEE L7,

(D) AHRERNRICOWTCORERTFEEKL I Lz & (il “Folufidid 2 LThK
)

(2) existent present GEERFET 2) 7 7 v ZAE/APUMAIE not exist (5 FFFEL 7R\) (I
b3, DeiFFERL, (Fv 77 2 —{LFEB112% > T 5 AGfi Section 5.1), #%/%
NWORHET S MmN e bl s,

Russell 13, Meinong @ inconsistencies ( ; f~—E1:) ZH 723720 1C, Russell D theory

of descriptions (; FeuhPHim) ZWHT 22 &R TE 2L E 272, ZOMimL, MEL (£

UCHEEE L 7o) el 2 ARy VAL E LT’ T TH o Tz, TOY VY RAZ AL,

FEEERILE BB ZR S T2 2 Ho T, REINIREZDDELLTEATEHDTH

112 characterization principle
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272, 113 Russell I Xnid, FIEBMERIISEOGEER L LTEICZ ofmIEXZ /R L T
WL, ZLTHLBEIKBDDH2DDEERT 240, ZNBERT 252 b DITHICHEE
Ladni ek w)Bmo Aoz aldboTHd, LrL “Z0LH%5bD”
14 RBL T, ZhHPRZ2 X BEKBIC R o T XIS Lz ThE, Zhbok
B, FRE LTI, 20X b0 2ERT b0 L idnbhv, ZNiE, H5KBET
51, ZD7ODOSERREM S LIk oT, ZOEKT 5 b DA, WO X > Tl
MEPERICWZo LD LiIcmY, #ife LT Meinong 1L ZIREZXZ L2 LT 5
EWVIHDTHo T,

5.4.2 Meinong D& z.

Meinong ¥ KAH(DICE X 510, EELRONRBIEFIFANICHES RETHL LI T L
ERETE—ZNBEHEI NS DIFERENS L ORI AENRICBONE L LEZDTH -
72o THUICK LT, RATHEMI 2D DICDOWTHE 2 % 2 &, JEFIGHID suspension 5 R “Hi
250’) BZSHBEARRICT S, Meinong 1Z, RIC LR THRZXDET v =T 55, &
NIFARE PR CTORIERX 7 (5.2.1)TH 25, WMOEKT 2 L & 513, BHN &, R
BEWRTOIEFFUOAZERL Tz TH Y, —F., Zhoimiiny, LN aElics
WL, FEFERNLERANNCH 5 L) 2L AL 720 TH 5 (1907, §3:16), Meinong
DFx ¥ 772 —FEHICX 2 IR, 2 LTIE- e LTG5/ e b is (55
) TH2, L2rLENRERDZ DT —ZATiEARV: @R ATie, 20T Gh)
PRI Ry (FRid, AWPUARIGE W) 2D —RTlEARWY) Z0=
AT green s £ TH 72 <, non-green; JE-fFTH ARV, L2LZRICHEDLLT, ZD=
fAIZIE green ; #%7%>. not green ; X T\ ZTD X H %7 —RITHWTIE, Meinong It
predicate negation ( ; ZREETDOHRIE)

“Aisnon-B'2, XETDOHRENot (Ais B)"EFHMTH B L ZZIFANT RV, A
PUAIEALNZ L CTZDORWEAIIIL R WE R0 THS (bbb, AT e »
5L DT —RFEETHR)

“(~Pxe ~(F)"E 0w ) ZODHRE~DEMM X, Impossibilia (5 AA[EEMZRXTR) &
incomplete (5 RFERITR) ICIFRFF X 7\ 23, actual (5 FEERRY) F X U possible (5 HJ
REM 720t 5116) ICDORILRFFE D, & & Tld“possible” i3 A[REM: S 5E 2t L BRI 5 2 &

13 #7Y =227 4 700 T () &fEE LT, Hobn s A% %, 4, FX
fbL< MEEERI L T ) 7291, Lagrange DRERE (B 0EAT LI L%
HBEX 23 DTH 25, RETEEDIEGRN 2 EKRIT, st R%T 3 b D TH 2. Meinong
13 2 L& B 2 T Non-existent object & LTRRILL 2 LiciEH LAV, Gidh)

114 “The so-and-so”

115 the round square is both round and non-round

116 actual and possible objects
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~NOOXVEEOLATRIONE LS ICHZ 20 TH L, “TRNRDOADBARE TS 5 I
2Tl "Meingong (% 1910 (1978: 228) LK D/ — P TO RT3, (U & DDR#E
BnFEdERINTE, Ed 521 A E;, 72& 21X, Swanson 2011 (¥, Meinong Ok
WRTE EJNWEE L DX Z#EH LT T, Russell D& 2 05 1cfEi %, (Neo-)Meinongian
view ZJEFIL T\ %), Meinong DK (2)~DEZ IZRD X 5 X3 THK X N5, so-
being (; # < ETIE) ZWRET 5D DL L T being existing” [ Existierend-Sein] (; FF{E{L L
DOBHBHBD)% L. HINENT S beingGEIE)FRET LD DE LT “existence”
(“toexist” [Existieren]) (; f77EME) % B, WITDEBWEIEH L 72D TH > 72, Meinong
DIXS5rThH % so-being (5 W < TTE) DHIW & being (5 TTE) & DHIWT & DD X7 1%,
JEEBFH L EROVTHT WS, i, being (5 5ETE) 1T object’s nature (5 FfRDOA
HPE) & LTD(so-being ; i < EIE) BRI HDTHY, hv b2 BZETH
D being (5 FZ¥E) 1 not a real predicate (3 IEZ/RITIBFBETIERV) 1172 w5 &%
Buwixgsd0Thd,

Meinong 3% @ E M T ontological argument (5 fF7EamiVGwE) ICIEXFEE L ko7, %
L T“being existing” (; fFEL L2205 %) &3 so-being (; W< EETZ) 2RET 2
is (3 EE)DTHE L EFRLE, 118X 5IC, 2 LALNEFRHEICE LT, MReL
T D“existing golden mountain” (; FFfEL L20oH 2 #EE& D) %, #EIEL L TZIFANLD
NBZZENTELZL, ZL T, DA TwxlE, xR E L ToD “existing round square,” (;
L LDOH B I PUA) X2, &2 Tld“existence” (5 FFEME) & LT, 2% Y being

(3 EIE) OPWEL L TCTEDZH, Z0H—DbDIIRET 21190 Tixal, fhiodo
KRBT 2b0ThHd L ERLAEDTH-72(1907, §3;1910, §20:141 [705]), 120
S0z i, v 77 2 —{LFEH121IC X % &, existing (; FEMLLTW3) AL ufsEs
YUOEEAL T3 ES DI (2% Russell1907 13 “existent” (; LI N b D) &+
B L72), existing (existent) (: fFE{LL 225 3) LRHINZDTH 325, LrLEh
Khrhrbbd, Tbltexist (5 7)) LBRWDTH D,

Russell (1907, 439) 1Z. “being existent” (; AL T 2FEME) &) 2 & & “to exist”

117 being is not a real predicate.

118 ANIIFED Y X2 e T, L0 X5 I ZNEH 5 0 &\ ) ZFBHEGR 2 & HiFE
LCW3eRhb, ZOEKRTHY POREEZ L 5T, so-being L \WHIDIFEETH S &
H50THB Gith)

119 no more belong to the one

120 XD property & LT, 722 2 S LORE (RFr—Vv /) #ANbTLicLo
T, FA—NRICEBMORITTEBEAT L eFE2LbNE I, (L zxiE, I7aTiIAICHZ
0, w/aTRMMICAZ, IHLICv /B TEHIICAZ S Lo iR TH2) Gith)
121 characterization principl
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GIHEETBE) LWL B3 EVWERAZENTE L2720 TH 5, iE->T “nomore
tosayonthishead.” ; 7—<= L TCZNULFEIRZ DI OB VL LZDTH -7, C
% b o T, nonentities ; IFEERMED N IR DV ICE 72D TH o7z,

5.43 BH/FPRILIIIX & — X VE—RX V|
The Nuclear/Extra-nuclear Distinction and the Modal Moment

“being existing (existent)” ; TFELL220H 3 b D & “to exist” ; fAET 5 Z & DEICE
I, BEWAH D E W) Z Lk, Meinong 2 May 225 D5#F & LTCZDOXAZH E LT L
72DTHD, ZDX5EI1Z DD properties (determinations) (5 P GRIE)) & DD
[X93C&® % ; nuclear properties (; BHIPIME) 1CX3 % extra-nuclear properties (5 Kl
) 122(1915, §25)CTh %, H 50K D nuclear properties (5 ZRPIME) &%,
WEEZONTOEINRORNEWZ X ¥ 77 2 —1t FiEfL) 2L 20zt ch 52—
bbbt T % “ordinary” EHEVINE & X EH3, HRICTOWTD constitutive (; FEKHY) ¥
X U consecutive (; @& Wtk cd 52—, —75. NRD extra-nuclear properties (;
AL 122 OARBEMD S  ZRERIT 2 WENTO RvPttEch 2, FIIK
Pt D H 2 B DIz 2 OXNROREMD EIC supervene (5 HE32%) 2edbdHbL, L
WZedbbHd, Fx 77 x—HEHICK S &, A UAIE, 2E 2, ZREATHY 2L
TWMTH2 s DF D, ZNIEFKIIPIES AL being (5 FEFE) TH Y. £ L THUMA L being

(; FIE) THEICLSoTREINZDTH B,

—7i. #EH» I X o T Being thought of (; E 26N ThH3) 1. WPUMA T extra-
nuclearproperties (FERIRZIIPINE) & LCAHAZ LB TE DL, T TORWEMAIZTZD I 2
1231 supervene (; & T 2) DTV, Kd2rbbd, LMHAIL extra-
nuclear determination (5 Fif%IWRE) supervene (; fi1#) 35 & LTROYMEEFED

(nuclear) properties (; B 5 AT X » THRE I LT 5, DD (nuclear) properties

GREBPITE) 1T X o THRIE T LT %, properties P IRIC K o TIERE L ST 5,
e TH L, FEWICTREIN TS 2L T IFEEREWZHET L0 L, Ak
2. Z DRI ared (thing) [ein Rotes] (3 2/ (D)) 1T FXIWWHhE WS is (5
ELE) TH B, T nuclear determination (; BHIRE) & LTHEE b D, LT *
DIR%E, 7222059 21T, “simple object” (5 HMiMR) & X225, Z o HHME & 1T its
supervening extra-nuclear determinations (5 FFHILINRE~DDFE) ICX>TD—DD
being (; EE) TH 25 (X Dfthix anotherisbeing-incomplete (; JEFELELE) DD DT
»%) b L. extra-nuclearproperties (; FeplZP:). & & CldHMitEcd 225, 2h
% X bicordinary” (@) L LTI Ab, Ve BFERORPICHODNETHS I ;

122 nuclearversus extra-nuclear properties [konstitutorische versus aufSerkonstitutorische
Besn'mmungen]
123 itk Gi)
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R HRd DT DEODOHMAENRTHZDT, ZONREFZ-o0YMEzE s>, 2%
etk BfiEch s, 2L C, R0 XICHMEETITI AL, HHEEL RS, 2O
F/ R 9 DB Z OFJER BT 5 2 & 2L ICHT 2k tEbRvoThid,
Meinong b £ 7 Z DFHAFET 20X DMEZFFoTCLEI THA )  WTNLO=MIY
DT _NTH (T4 WRTH % the triangle in the abstract (5 HRTDO =MAI) ICFTE L.
allthe properties ; Z OV EZ T RTCHAL TS 0WIHIbDTHS, FFEDZMFIZ=
AGEEEL (i THY), Z00UEFTAL, RE, ZLTINLIRTELTHSIH, L
LZDRR7ZFEHIC LI E, 20D b ELATETH 5,

X 51T, Meinong 238~ % D%, U & IF extra-nuclear determination (5 FeRfZIHRE) &
LT, L2 L nuclearone GEXIJIRIE) & LCThH, MRICTERICBIEL124% 3 5 Z £ 125
NTELEVWIHBDTHE, L, 0edrNRETE, B, £ L TUAEDO =2%%
FIREL LEZ Db, 200 E X, ZONRICADBTEEMEL L CORRIKIIREICT 5
229 D, BXMIRIEDIRREICH B & W2 5,

Lo L, O id 2% Hiflic determination complete s 57E27E  DFRFBILHIHRE IR I3
5L CHMiicBI RS T ENTE S, Meinong % determination complete (; 7Z4k
E)  DFFIER function (5 BERE) 2#fEHL T3, INBTEENREERT 5 L %
2T B, 2 LT, 2 AUIKHIRIE I T 2 2RI HIIRIE 3 5 2> (0FEIRT %) OFEICD
WTDARKS>TWZDTHo7z, KADIIHADHIAEDOZI AL LTORELRD D,
ZNETEENROREDMRED TS L ixTE RV,  ZORECH2D LT,
FTAIFMHFICOWTEZZLCESLZ LR TE, FFELLD2DH 5D D% function & LT
LTHILDBTELXLT, RIPBWAIL, TENRERZ LI LB TELOTHS, it
oA I ATERIRBICH 2 0K %, FialkkcoEeRiEE LT e TE 20
bTHb, FPREENRBIAHDLEHTEZ LN TWT (Z4E “auxiliary object” 5 fli B}
RELTOWEEL LTO) ZORTEEMRICK T, ZOMRBe y bLAZEL LI, X
K% the “target object” ; HEFENR EMEA TV (X W FEMICIILATOffi6 2 & X),
ZNICD Db T, TAPHRDO S O%E 2 510, HEIR & Rl RE DB % & Y
2DCTHDBH, KBICIHLLT VDD THS, b LiAE HH  “the golden mountain” % # 2
I, T DEM TRAFES 2 MG HENR AT SIAE L R e A E L 2 WA R %
DHABEET 2 (H2) (cf. 1915:740), #HED 7z, ZOHIET, AREENREH TS
LIFFEE LERICHET 20D TH 2, #HIF FEE=ATNRIH L TEIIL T3,
COMNRIZT S TH S HffiaNR =M TH Y. THNICIETELEL S DRIEINTE %
bOHDTHERIZDTH o7z, 1915, §26:191-2).

Meinong I3 the nuclear/extra-nuclear ; &/ FFAlEZ I DX 53 % . the being existent/to exist

124 determinations like complete
125 treat [ behandeln]
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case s FIEALL2D0H 2 b D/ 7 — AL LTIHFET 570D 2 L DXIp~, BIRIICEM L
TiEwevy, 24l Meinong DX REGH~ O 2 5w FHERICE TR I, Hoxt
REFRBIBOSRFER 7 7o —F ~ e MER L o cH TEfTERICH 5 (Parsons 1980;
Routley 1980; Jacquette 1996; A 5.4.4 3 X U nonexistent objects 126 [JFafiz H &)
Meinong 1%, 221 @ BfE% AT 2 HW T the modalmoment (1 E&—XLE—RXV })
& watered-down factuality | depotenzierte Tatsichlichkerit] ( : ¥t L ¥& LEEFM:) (1915, §
§37-38) DFEFHIEZ L L 72, Objectives (3 A 7Y 22774 7) X, T HEXFER
FIEL 7 GEREENTH2) ICdrrbb 3., EEN (FEfE) (FENTH D) ZIRET
52 EHNTE S,
Te b Z0E, WAL, WAIEANE VI HIEEPEET 2 LEBRT LB TE S, ZOHR
TENTZE DINRIZ, PYGIZALEETH S L\ thetact ; BFREEET 5, ZICH 2D
b3, ZOREI. H2IF ERA (FFE) FEFFEN) 72 objective I LB D, —J7,
(characterization principle ; ¥ 77 ¥ —{bJRFRIC LB L.) FDobjective iL 14
(EA U Fa fact OVEODDEERTHDH, ., GREDOEH LIZH D objective IF1EER (fF
1) 123720 29, ) ZF3uE, not a fact ; FE TRV, Meinong IZHFHFED ST=DODFHi A
ZHEALTEOREMEZHH LD TH T,
B0t AM I “full-strength” sense TOHREWICEHLEZRTDIDOTH S, —FH., B Dt
B i 13 “watered-down” sense ; P\ LINEEOFEEEICOVWTDODDTH S, Tl
Findlay (1963: 103-4) 2S$5HiL72% ©CTH 2.,
The watered-down version 1%, Z DRZFa%FFH 23, full-strength” version I%,%Z 1%
3 % : Meinong 13 % #1% “the modal moment” ; E—XLE—X Y b EMEATEDOTH 5,
flidic, FERIHT 288 % 32 2 & Tld, FFEMED the watered-down version Z1E L < K
ET 5T EIFARETH D, Lo LEHD full-strength version Z#IEL {ARET 5 Z L IFTE
mv— KEDOHH () ORED X 51k 2% & Meinong (3% 2 7-(1915, §37: 282),
Meinong (3% % 72 D X, AZ the sphere of being ; FETE D REIKIN 1< 53 BT 19 SCEE % M FR 1< 58
AT 22 LRTERNEVIBDTH -7, IHNICHASZDEDOLE “A(The) BAis B
TR BENTOINROEHEDO T RERMEI2TZEA TR, H5 BOEEE, &
5 ADFERENE, LT »2% BAOERENE, thihld ZOX5HXEDHRDLT
“watered down” X 1% — Z #LIC X modal moment 2R FC\w%, ZORMICX 2 &, “%
DRKGIZRE (5 TH2) 7 £7213, “ZOHEMNOKGIIEMZRET 2 (5 THD) "3,
Z DXED onereading (; ZDEFDFHIA) LV DL L EEDDOTH 5128, M ICHHTHY
RbDELTOINSDLEDMBRICOWT, £ DKEGLIEMDIRDIFLENEIC D T

126 https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/nonexistent—objects/
127 the full factuality of the being of
128 more than one reading
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OERD R I TR\,
Ll s, DeDOTOIREMERBEENI O, ZOXEITFRV RV I 2D
D M TR R 2DTH 5,

fliig“the sun” (5 KF%) & “the eclipsed sun” (5 F DK 13 REZRL T 5

(A DIFEMRG % LT Zay), 7203, 2051t exists (5 fFTE) 3% actual (5 )
o (FEFbxz) KEE#RBE L Tw3, L2 L. existence claim (; fE7EM2ER) 1. extra
claim (; FFERER) TH O, ZLCINESHERZB L CTRONZ D DIERV, C
N 212, “The existent Bis existent” (: fFfEME B IZFEEWLTH %) D AP, OHHITH
5., CZTEABALEERERIIARINT VWD TH B, “The existent Bis existent” (; FELE
M BIZTFEE®ETHB) #F 2 512, & 1T theexistenceof B (3 BDZ DIFEEME) #40h
52 ENTE LD, &t Bsexistence (3 BOIFEN) OARRW REEEEZ O 2 Lt
TERV, £ T 2720101, DL FFEMITHFET ZHRITEBL 20 ER SRV TH
A9 L, LT Z#ITX o> T this fact of being GEFEDHETFE) (= the objective of being
with the modal moment) (; E—XLE— X ¥ b %) FEIED objective) 2 F XD TH 5,
U &, “The Bwhich exists exists“ (: fF{E3 % 2 D BIIfFET %) % ERT 5. Lo L
b LI E LTHEINDEXZ 6, #1iE“The existent Bis existent” (5 D
EEE B 3 ENZEET 2) oFBE L CRlIRE N2 1c3 v, B LT, &
/75 objectives 7% the modal moment % 522> %, objectively ICHRE T 5 72 T, mental
power (3 225D T =) OEPICZDBEHHIIELEL TWARVDTH S, REDMEHIRA
HOFEM L 722> T modalmoment (; E—XANLE—X V) CBELTIIEEO» B Z L
%R d ., X“The existent round square exists” (5 Z DIFLEWD B 5 I PUA IZFTES
%) ICBH L T, Meinong 13 2 72, Z O DFHNICIZETH Y (2 LT 7A b existential
claim (; FERZRESR) a3 Tuirv, b L IEZ OSUIERHLINIC 1338 F - 72 IR R
DEETH D, B LAVIUMIT exists (5 FFFE) LWV ALTHLE, TOILEFDED
X 51c7 % ; Meinong IC & - Tl&, characterization principle (; ¥ v 7 7 % —{CJFHH)
ERDT —ANTEACTERVDTH S, TD7 — AL IINROGFEEERRTD > THEL
HELTWIEATH D,
5.4.4 Meinong O EGHH & EHEHCTDO A v o327 b

Meinong’s Impact on Modern Logic and Semantics

Meinong’s conception of beingless objects ( ; Meinong D ELE L 7 WITROBES) 13,
intentional contexts ( ; EXIRK) KB CHERLRICHZ 52 322 L 38FBHE N, 22
Tl% Russell DFCAHERD HAZICHIZFEIL 2y DEDZ & %2F 2 X 9 5 Meinong 13
ZORCHEAEFACEFE LR, TNIFETH S, Lo L Russel’s theory of definite
descriptions (s Russell DHEECRELGR) TIZFNIFIRY T3 Z L 2HEWKL 72, iR DHEF
ELTIREDEE IR B 25, CONEIZ OO RN 2FT: FILLxTic—>
DACPUABEET 5. LU Menong 13 ZNHBMWEF L7z, ZDORIIDHTIZFRY T
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o, BERL NOUARFEELRVLLTHE, FLHMRYVTho7z, ¥R D
Meinong Z I WIUADHFEEEFE L T o720 56 ThH %, (Routley 1980: 118-9;
Simons 1992: 184-5; Priest 2005: 109-10; cf. Castafieda 1974: 6-10)
Russell DFERDBFRANTH > 72D 5B % 2 id Russell 251 L < #LH] L 72 Meinong 2312 A & 9
CEN O VETHMPFLED L, FE, 2 IAOEMGHE-ZW®RHP 2 (“re-
constructions” ; FHEEL) ¥ X AR 2 Meinong DX REEGHASFRANTld 72 | tenable
and fruitful (; FEE®RB L UVTEIOHEZH D) THBZ L H#IFHL TWwW3, Russell 27
L — L% Meinong DD internally inconsistent (3 NIICIE—BED b D) THbH, &
DI/L—LEFHTT2ZLhTES, ETHBINTELHEMEZRST 25 FEKIZ
T EL=2H% (72 & 213 nonexistent objects129. KO HT 4 &5, B X on existence,
section 2) 130 :
(1) %—1% Mally ® nuclear/extra-nuclear distinction ( ; Mally D&/ FFRIZ XA <
HY, Meinong IZZNEFHH L7, Routley XU (Ffi2) Parsons (X H Iz T,
Jacquette D X 9 7EH) 232 @ dual-property approach (s 3O1EE) offio Lickh %,
(2) B D #EE & L T 1% dual-copulaapproach (; —“Ea—77ik) Thb, ZhiFo&ED =D
D DOMHED G IHFET 2+ WRBO & 2>DYtEIC X 5 T being determined [determiniert
sein] (3 IREINTWBIELE) RILE NRKBO L >oYME% satisfying [ erfiillen] (5 7z
LTWwW3) EERRTH S, Zid Mally's distinction (5 Mally X5 Iz F$ 575
5CH % (Mally 1912; Ernst Mally 131 O 5 % ).
ZDHIFEICDWTTH 5, Mally DIXSri, predication of properties (; ¥ DabiE(L)
DZODE—FOETORXNEZERT2bDTH 2, Zalta DfffFE T\ 2 1F “encoding” a
property ;YD a2 — F{tE X O, “exemplifying” aproperty. s YD FHHHLTH %, dual-
copula approach ~O#JE%x 32 0L 725 & LT, 7z & 21X, Castaiieda, Rapaport, Zalta,
Pasniczek, # L T Reicher TH %,
(3) paraconsistent logic (; AifT—EMWim) 2HHAT L, 2FH, ZDARHPTIIIE—
HUEAT R TOIDICKATH RV Z &) 512, Z L T% O AR 7255
HEEIRWIOHIRE & H512ikAa 5 b D TH % (Routley, Priest),
ZDXHRT7Tu—FDORDOE DL, Berto & Priest ® Modal Meinongianism, (; & —
Fi~=A 2 v 7ER) LXEN2bD0TH L, kb, “F¥772—{te v bDTHE
PROMFRUNDMAZSIL e llo THES 2705 TH 5132, T D7 TIEAHEE
R Z 4 A T3, (Berto & Priest 2014: 184)

129 https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/nonexistent—objects/

130 https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/existence

131 https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/mally/

132  “characterization is understood with reference to worlds other than the actual”
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5.5 FRICONR
Objects of Higher Order

HOENREEZEZ L L EIC, ZNIMDOXNRD IR 37> T2 FElE & 7n 2 0[5 % inferius
LIV, TR H 2D TH S, 2L TZNEZD LICELNZNRICE O DTH B,
2% Y. inferius 1T EARICEH L THENI DD DTH S, £ DX 5 7% a superius (5 BT
HodD) X, Ledo>T, X HIC anobject of higher order ; S RITD I RIC X > TIEDL
N5THA5(1899, § §2-7), XV ERITLOMNRIIIEEEL R NREMEL T3 5 FH
i superius (5 _Ef7) 2% inferiora (; FH7) ZfiiZE 2 WS e TE S, WODF ¥
FROE OO EEKT 256, 0EiE Rl Fy b 3ds“Lws, LrL O
CIFFE, 22Ty IO BUAELREDHL LB VI, 2FE 0, F v FRUATBZIZKT
%,
F v MIEENRTH V| inferiora TH 5, £ L T I N D ERITDONR ; superius 25
vy b OPUAETH 5(1910, § §4,6), fhoflizoFoLFE )b LF=208 e
ViRZMECH > AREIC Lo THEZONE, ZThiZ ATAVOHIRE 2L b,
Meinong 12\ bW 2 FEERNE Fima CTH Y. XD TIORTTONR1EH L LEZ 5 —D
LD EERITLONRE LTI RO R WRILDONREEZ DD TH o7, TD XD RAHM
ICH A 7 06 R T infima (1921a, Sect. 2B: 105) & A 77, BERITNRIT infima DEPED 5 2
CHBDICHEDLT, ZUbl oL xICE LD HLNE T LT\ ;5 superiora DYEIZ
inferiora DY Z B I £ 2D TH 5,
Infima (FERIRBUG D A DITHIC X o TREI N 228 TE, —J), @mRILN
K%, representations (; KIAME) KXo THRREINZ LB TE S (THIIREFE D
ERETOTH S, Hiffi 433 2H L), BLOY o 2 20fihickoThERAHI A
%, Meinong OHMATOMETIE, ERITTHRIIEM LD 0T HERH T —2 e Lo
HR). BfRs X OBEELE FEE, D% Y objectives (3 A 7Y 2774 7) THEBEBRL 72
X B RTH (1917, §11), EmRITTHNRITVT b Abke L TEEEREZ G2, 2
INOLEGELZEFREZELDOTH 2, mRITHRD T T2 mereological parts % H 2D
J Tt vy, Objective (5 A7V 22774 7)  "AOPUAIREEL LWL, Z O
WA “DEE L 2 WX R TH - T h | being (subsists) (; EE (THINTFEE)) 2FET 5,
Meinong DFET % b D DHIC XL, ERICD real objects (5 BFE) OXRD T 7-7F#1E
LThw (b8P H25). Lo LADE L 2 ORMEEIC O wTld, fAHETHKT
DEDHCETIIFEL RV 5 Z 05 1ZHIC subsist (5 THFEE) TH Y. ideal character

(G HESMMHEE) oboTh 5(1899, §6;1978: 252), Meinong D =R ICD K R 13,
Christian von Ehrenfels” Gestalt theory (Ehrenfels 1890) (; Ehrenfels ® %7 > = % v + B
ICHR VR % 5 1 T\ 5, Meinong D RITXT SR & Ehrenfels 7 v = 2 )v b #iGw & OfEIC
3B ZHEIZD 2D DD, BEERBEALIESH 5 (1891; 1899; cf. Smith 1994, Chapt. 8),
5.6 HELH
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Facts and Truths

Objectives (3 A 7Y 22774 7) ZHENRD DOTHY, HEONRTITAV, £ 7V =
774 70E EEWD LRIFEEEZMA T 205, ZNo 3Bl FET S L3TER
Vo i F T (REZ) BUGHINRD X 5ic, TN O IFHIC FIMEETH 2 2 L 23T
% %, Subsists (; FZRIFELE) T3 objective (3 A 7Y =277 4 7) 1%, factual (; F
FER) L XX N TE B3 —FNIT afact [ Tatsache] (; 0 & DDEFE) TH 3, Nonfactual
objectives (nonfacts, [ Untatsachen]) (; JEFFEMN A7 =277 4 7) I subsist (5 ML
IFETE) L7a\v, £ LT, Z4# 51T objects beyond being (5 FEZMZZMNR) TH 5,
subjective sense (5 TR « FEIER) TO“True” (5 H) X, BRNAGETH Y, 2
I% subsistent objectives (; FIFEEDA TV 22774 7) CORIREIRZZ ERNT
% %728, 23513 thoughts (judgements or assumptions) (3 B CHIWT £ 72 13{KE)) 234
BT 2R 0#FifHDOIB T TH S, Thoughts (; &) 2° subsistent objectives (facts) (;
TUHFEA 7Y =2 7 4 7 (FHR)) #RBEL TRV IcE 0T, O & I3EHERIC, truth

(5 B) % thoughts (; B#) KRB X €252 TE %, objectivesense (5 A7 =7
T4 ZHERE) To“Truth” (3 E) X, L2 L7255 subsistent objective (3 NHZAFETE
DATC 2T 47), D% afact (FE) ZHMICEKL T3,
%> < LT, Meinong OB 1X borderline case of a correspondence theory (5 XfJGHEGRD
BERM T — )] TH B 5 Z 3t identity theory of truth (5 ED[EIERGH) TH % (1915, §
7;1910, §13),
Possibility (; FJREYE) I 5 9° % probability G i) & D BRI truth (5. E) ~® factuality)

(s FFEM) oBIRICXIGT %, Possibility (5 RJHEEME) 13X “objective probability” (5 A7
=77 4 TWRHERN) ThH Y, % L Tabsolute (; #Xff) TH 25, T Z TD probability

(5 fEHEME) 13 subjective (; FA - FEW) TH Y., HO relative (5 HITH) DEFHTH
%, 5 H. “objective probability” (; 4+ 7Y = 27 7 4 7WHEHR) LIFA T3 DL Meinong
23 “possibility” (5 A[EEME) EPEA TV B EMKTH Y (“degrees of possibility” (; AJREMED
Eawv) &b XidhTwd)
6. T IZIAHDRBENR~DEM —Meinong O =

Expressing Mind and Intending Objects — Meinong’s Theory of Meaning

Meinong I 5FBOEF 2 MICbz>o CTRALZZDIT TidZaw s SREEEL L AEHSND D
DTH Y, WONK-PGHTORE D IZRHIITD H 25, 1910 4, §4:28 [2711c, KD R
TELEDTWVS ;D2 XFZNBREERIT 2D TH LTV 2z ERKT 5,
L7235 T, REE N R 1L the meaning [ Bedeutung] (3 Z DEWE) TH5, 2D &
FEREWHE T Cic—bInsg t Zheds, L. "HE8OIFHFEL W L HlTTn
¥, 7%l judgement and its presupposed representations ( ; Wi & FHHTAEE L 72 R
B) #SHLTWwS, Z L THLZRIESOILBFEL RV E W) DT objective (3 4 7Y =
27747) FEKLTEY, SHICHMDOTRTCOIEFE L2, 72 & ATESOM A B LV
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DX 57%bDFXT% objecta (5 A7V 27 %) LLTENRTLILICRD, 72D
E1E T “means” & “meaning”iC DOV TIF 570D H WA D S 0 (1) “meaning” i
signs (3 5L%) & experiences (acts) (; #E8R (f72y)) & OROBAR, > % Yz ST
2% CH 5 5 2 L T(2) “meaning”id signs (; 5t%5) &XMIGT % objects (5 XHR) &
MOBARTH 5, (205 IIIET 2 0HNAEICEL > T) XOHERIC, DF ) REDOINR
¥ ESHT 2BRIC X o TREINZDTH 3,
Martinak 1901 iC X #11%, Meinong (3, signs (; 505) 1X#E2IC objects (; XT5R) D existence
U%ﬁ@(@ﬁ\@@ﬁ%@%éﬁ)%ﬂabméommm(;ﬁ%)fﬁéa%mﬁéo
IZEEETHY., 2 E’E# IZ B &\ ) epistemic consequent (; idakfFE) ICEDL L
% % epistemic ground (; ZalamViEE) #HK T 572005 Th s, DL, dGEVL AD
Ko BOKHZHERNT 22 LB TE2%0, 20L& AFFEEDDD B Dits &
%Y. ZL T B® thebeing (: F7EME) 1355 A D meaning (; EHRL TWw2) TH 2,
Sign (; %) & meaning (5 FKL T 3) bbbl sense (3 EHE) & LTI,
JNCEIFHD 7 — 2% HoN—F 5, HARICL T, “real” signs (; “HE D) X, 72& 218
HRDO7ZDDEVWEPLELADR, ZL Tk AETEDEAN T ZHDITHERPT 2
£ 9 AL, “final” sign (3 "RAMAE7RLHE) 2 R eATEL D,
., BL A MEEO X5 aflRix, K, . T L CSEOEAD LS &, H 5 object (;
WR) ICX o THREHTE XS, TD object (5 HR) (XY IEREICIE s RRAEMIGT 2 X5
7nfact (5 FHE) THDHD) 25 expressed act (3 RILEIN/1748) (BRI, 22 ADHR))
FHEBICHOLOZ2DTHY, LizD>T, TOMNRA, meaning (3 BT 5) L LT%
DHEHICH S act (3 f724y) %FiDsign (5 F25) & LT function (; HREL) T 20TH
5, bL AN ZOERT 20 LR BEHET 2L I TTHLAEL, ZLT b
LMR COERX -8R Bl X > CEHINS 56, sign GIE) Al BOSTARL,
IHlL, ZTNHEPEREZDLD CL AT 25, “Graz IKH2RE7L WIHI D ELEIZ VL
OOHMWTEZERL, 2L TEZNEZDHMONREERT 5 1 T7xbb, Graz KD &
W) Z L objective (5 ATV T4 T) REBERT L, HIOFTETE A, EEDODOEL
. —J7 T, Judgement (; W) ZRML T2 LEF2 5, ZLTZDOOXRLE I
T, *Uﬁéﬁbi X o TERIE 7z object (5 XHR) ZRILL TW% Lz %, Meinong (32 ED
CCERBIELZ HEFEOEKRT 201, @K, #2000 fTH LOEKRT 2 DT
HDHD, PITFE, ZNEMNENIC, B EEEEPARENICER T 2 Z LictL T, & iFD
b OF M B ER 2R RT3,
Meinong 1% 1910 LA, LT D X 9 KT Z &5 L T % (cf. Simons 1992, 163): ;
HPBPRONFETOERLL LT 5 “Bnfipdds” IO “BHEW2h3H257, 20D
TODERBEDLZHBDEFDEDLLDODRBUCL o TERT 2 LA TES
(DERT ZRRITE 54 2 A[RERIE D 7291C closed (3 BALT) <
(2) BT 20 5RI1Z, T LRDAEERIRED-90IC open (5 BV T) BL
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DL, “Bufil272 openGHlWZ) AR THEDLNE AL, XWHE L CoRE L idhloyit
DD EHARERMPL LTHEZ L Z NI AL WARIC»"ZERT 2R EFE I X
Jo DLEADBVARICH BLXUOHLWRICH"OFRRE closed way (5 BAL 724550
EES b, TNOLDORBICK > TEHRI LS XTRIZ, necessarily distinct (5 £AZRHIC ]
DHD) LD, I, real, existent things (; HWEMN T, FEEDOH LD D) KONV T
BLOTH LN, ZNHE, BRICREINLWNRE LT, BROZSSWIREEZ D DD
DERD, WADZZAHIEFHE L LTk, ARDED A S o<, FALILEHF. open(Hiv
72) e LTHREER S 2 LItk 5(1910, §45),

LU, BRBDZ % 203 d 53055, F A& > T closed 2 open 20 & b
nE, chidFcoER (B®RT2b0) ks Zeicks, LaL, (25, flvEE~
FAHE 2227  #IC, 1915 4F, Meinong I3#5## 3% ; X 4 13 incomplete objects (5 IETE4
NR) 2SN TE S, T, asquare brownthing (; UfWFEEDODH D) O X 57k
MR, % “auxiliary object” [Hilfsgegenstand| (; #iBIXIR) ¢ L7z0ThH %, Thic
LoT, XV RRICHREININREAER (BEWK) 75208 TErLichd, e xifa
square brown thing in the dining room (; BHEICH 2MUANEKEODL D) T, T2id,
Fk 4 3EX LT\ % “target objects” [Zielgegenstinde] (5 FERIXTR) & L CiRERD DIC
XZELDT B LDBA[REICR D, B D targetobject (; EERINR) 2 {EET 2701, #
Bt Sid, BRI RIC 35> T “implexive being” [implexives Sein] (3 4 v 7'V v 7 2k) %
FrA LT bk, 20, Zld, — XV EENRICELT-0E DD TRD %
IZ involved (; @&) INRTNITEARORVDOTH S, HIIETENR A, LYkt
R TORDIT implected (5 4 v 7L 7 R) INmFnEnbR\y, 22T Tk ADBFED
REDTRCEFAL, £72ZDRICDAR At implected (; 4 v TV I R) &b DT
» 5 (cf. 1915, § §27,29; LR Section 5.2.3 ),

a complete object (; 5TENR) #HIET =01z, BEREHRMIZL Tw 3 EL2E~D
moment (; Bik%) 2&5F 22 LR TH S,

b L, BABPUACKREDD D' EWIEZICK o T 2RIRBHFICREINL T L% R5
5725, FAlX  ‘adeterminate square brown thing’ (: TREL CTWAUAWREDODH D) %
FEADZ DB EMEL T D, L, ZORMTIE, 2DEZD, MORICH LES D
IR LT I\ (1915, §26: 189),  Meinong 1ZIEHIF 5 5 ARUAURIE L <
W5 e DPTESRTEEMEIXHIC nuclear property ( BIUPIME) ELCRZ iz TES
—Z 1% extra-nuclear character (5 fHIMAVKIEE) Db D TR IFNIE7 5 (LGS Section
543 & HX),

auxiliary objects (5 fiBhAIXTR) 13IEFEEMETH Y 2>DZ N5 1 complete target objects (
SER HEENR) I implectedG4 ¥ L7 R)ENDB T EBRTEL LT, TNHIL,
universals, concepts or types (5 HiE, BE&LHX) O X5 AR EERD S DL FFHH
7SR BT B, 2o 1915 (p. 739-40) (153 T EFE. Meinong 137 D X 5 7
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incomplete objects (; JETEEFR) 1X.being GFEIE) % & b b7\ > & L T platonic universals

(s 77 P VHIEIE) & L7- & HE TR L 72 (see also 1978: 368; Section 4.1 above), # L
TEHIAIFIA T s “mean [bedeuten] (5 BEIEFE) L TW3E5DC &3 auxiliary
object (; #BIFIXR) TH V. % L T designate [nennen] (; BET 3) D &1TH
target object (; HEENR) TH2E LD TH%, ” (1915: 741) ZDZ L L Frege D
sense/reference distinction (; & /SF[X55133) ICHLIL T3 5 Z DIETTEM L HiBI
X R D ENL Frege DEFICEEL L T2 TH 5, %411t mode of presentation (3 I
EfoE—F) & determinant of its referent ( ; ZFOSMWEOHREM) & LT 2L DT
Hb, MR E L COIETREITRICOWTD Meinong D Bf# X Russell (1903) D
concepts view of Russell (; #E&REME) ot bxWFELEE D ODDTH %,
7. AfifiE & E&AE

Values and Emotions
7.1 Meinong OFJHAR R —ffifld 14k - FEF &
Meinong'’s Initial Theory — Value Subjectivism

Meinong O #JHA D fififiEi# 5 1% Carl Menger ® 8 TZR AW ERIC X > TGEE % S I T»
%o THIIREFFETOME XM 22T, ZRARMmER Tld7x <. 0L U & o FERIMHE
KXo THREINZ D DL LTTH %, Menger (1871, Chapt. 3, §1)ic XL, fllifliiz
independent real things (; 372 L 723EMN A b D) Tlrhwe Lz, T THZLEZDD
LIIAEOBEBOIMCHEEST 2L 0 bDEERL T2 ;s values (i) 13 0Ok
B OB AimE X5 extent (5 AME) & 72 52 I1CIF)E X & % importance
[ Bedeutung] (; EEY:) TH2BE L7z, Meinong 220 B@EEALHIL, BIEL, —fMfk
LZLTHRRL 72D TH 5, HRITHEFIMMEIC D ABIOL L7z Tldze <, flifi—f%, 2 LT
PAIMAELL L icfth DI~ 72 & 2 1F. Bt X O ESE ~ LAfiE— A% O @ % 58
BRIzDTH o7,
HOKHTEFETOYP D 2 — 2 T3 Tic, ¥ 2 — s o, £ L LY 2 filifl

HEmOIEIC B W=D TH > 72, Meinong O YJHH D i D PHEw (1894; 1895) (X, i fE#RER 2
FHERFOZNLHEHL LD TH 55, Meinong 13, FBHDH; & L Tt value experiencies

(; fifiE#85%) < %2 things havevalues (: &/ MHEfEZFTH S %) MUENICEET 2 L
DB A RFE L 72, 3R A @ value attitudes [ Werthaltungen] (; flifERERE) 1CKI% b
DTHY, EBMfEAEZ DO LICK o THADE ZfifEOT 2D TlE ARV E W)
b DTH 77, MfEAERE X value-feeling [ Wertgefiihl] (; lifI&E) TH 5, 7-& 21X, %
DNEHBA VT FRIREDPORZTZLRIELL, 3 LBHEICHZTE LTS
RECTH 2, MfHEEZ DD DIF, &2 0L OMifEEEICOWTOHBIETII A<, L7220
RO I 2T OHIBHET D 7w,

133 EM/EEeiRans )
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il /R 1215 U T > % states of affairs (5 SHHE) & presupposes (5 o AB) ~DIKIF 70
JGETH Y, L7zh - T, intended objects (; EXF 2 MR) ICDOWTD judgements (3
HIWitE) ¥ X U representations (ideas) (; REMHEME (FE&)) TH 0, Z #1Lid“psychological
presuppositions” (; GEEREAB) LIEENTHEdDTH L, BIFoNRIIZEND
DM & BRI X 5T, themind (5 22 %) URTICERE I N TS DTH %, Errors (;
AR X ffEREEE O LHLEH 7 e ABLTH % judgements (5 ) ICBWTORIEE S %
DTH2 (eziE, ZoNIREDLWIREICH Z) £ L THHHEH? D > (manifest and
latent (5 B/RIMIC L CHFTERY)) 7o lifERERE IC % D % misjudgements FRZHIWTIC X - Tl
X5DTH%, Meinong(1894;1895)23% 7= D (L. absolute (; 4% ) IZ L T, impersonal
G IEARY) ZfifEIZFEEL T &, L7228 TlE IR 2 T 5 2 & 23ulfE
TdH 2 subject (; F#l - ) OMEARL LTERLARWVWE LEDTH S, MifEZFTHE
THEINREZDOWNREFTAET 5K - T & OMORR BB TH 5 & #7-(1894: 71-2),
Meinong I3IXHEH. Z OB CMifEFATERTH 2 LEZTWRZICHEDLLT, KIZFTT
\Z® 5D non-subjective (5 IEFMR - JEFEN) . FF L T intersubjective (5 [FAR) B
X O dispositional (; EHI)) 72, SfE%MlfEOERICE T E TV 2DTH 5 72,
il i V3 A U AR CIRE E 41 5 23, AffifiEi 13 HLIC assemblage of value-feelings ( ; fff
ERREDEEE) L L TR bINanweFZEZ 2D TH o7, MlifEHIRT[ Werturced] & 1%,
Thbb, RIC0H5DO0MIELZ DD, Flzkwe WM TH Y, ZAITEFRD value
feeling (; MifEHEE) 213222 TWB3DTH Y, L7=2>TEDOHEDMEICDOWTDOHR
TE X —FMIC cognition (5 78i%k) OEMHTH Y., emotion (; J&E) OEMHETIERVDT
» 5 (1895, §4),
iifEHINT D & & IXTORBIZ, O & DEEERN Z2MEERE D & <0 O & BEERICH Z B
DVWTDZLIFD I 2 TOHWI TRV, ZHiE, DX Yl 2 RIS 2 s fFoY)oiif %
oz IFTRNEZET 2D TH 55 % LILiHEIEZ circumstances (5 RPL) O b & T, IE
# 7z disposition (5 Bifi) % & b 72 o 728 1EIC oriented (5 fZiED) & 417z subject (;
Fik - T8 ICk o TH I AN 5 judgement (; HWT) DEBZRDTH % (1894: 25; 1895:
328), fiifiiiZ>41c personal (; AFFIY) b L < IZ interpersonal (; [IAFRKYZ) flifili<®H
D, bbb AN LTS L CIEADEEEKICH L CODDTH B, EHEIMIAEZ R
T 25510, Meinong (32 L6 2 A O &« EBUCIZE ST, AR EMER: FBUICHTL
T3, 2% Y “surrounding totality” [umgebende Gesamtherr] (5 P & L T oD 2ikM)
ThYH, TTTRHHFDMEALL IFZNICKHEST 2 —RMITIZIANERE~LORITF-DTH
- 7= — (1894: 168ff, 205, 216-7), b L £ 1. the representative of social interests ( ; t+%&
M LORBME) & LT, XVEANAZERICENTTH -7 (1894: 187),  ilifE DK
RS (B X OlERE. 20F0) conwTlt, #nHE L LCIEEENTH L, YD
I CH %, Zai, MifE2%0H, B, S0, EYERLEs L CRfilgic ko Tk e <
HEHTER WAL TH (1894, § §2-4;1923,1, § §2-5), KR OAMfEDIH: 1P HLY
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COH YL 3R e Y | EER, BERNEYETIE R, ZRiEERIToYETH b,
Z L THROIMIICE > T T, 52 b DX DRNRENROM D YLK L T
559 bDTH D,

Meinong (%, fRPBfRFEF«R B X OB FERTH - <, BEFERVTE O KIE 13RI 55
ThHHZLEMFALE-DTH -7-(1894:170), % L ThaER iz, — MM ifE®iim & R L <.
RERIIBIETH D L LIz TH - 7-(1894: 225), H 2O HAM AR ~HEEEZH L TL
T o 72T IS L CTid, Meinong 1%, 55—I1C, 2205 I3HIRY, @M R34 F E’ESE]HEI’J‘H‘/f
FeoRHR%Z LanwZ e, FIC, H2BFRFIERN (RENS L CHMNZE) BETI N
D L < AH@@}/ﬂ~@%§ulofﬁﬁéﬂt%@f%5uk\%Lf%ﬂﬁ
IZ valuative (; flifEZEA U %) FlE & normative (; MEN7Z) HicwTs2d D& L7z,
Meinong (3EFICAifE% 5 &, FEIIBEOEEL L o7z, Z L TorhiErhoi&
EF 1T 72\ LT Ehrenfels @ voluntarism (; BEFHE) 2, LV AELE. JAYER—20D
flifiEi 5w & L Ctplmicsf bt d 2o ch o7, £/ 13KA T/ Z2Aliflid 2 & T % 23K

ICffifiiz b o, 2 LT A I, %naﬁﬁ&@t ICAiifE % b OB FEE 9 % (1894: 15, 25;

1895: 341,Z Z Tif% (¥ Ehrenfels (331 < I3k T\ % Cf. Fabian & Simons 1986: 57-75;
Schuhmann 2001, Reicher 2009.)

7.2 Meinong O RIAHGR — 4 7Y =77 4 7E#E

Meinong’s Later Theory — Value Objectivism

Meinong (1912; 1917; 1923) 1, D #%HHIC 72 - T, value objectivist (; flifE4 7'¥ = 7 7
4 7EFEE) 1T Y, theory of objects MR IZHL D epistemology #2akafi & philosophical
psychology =R LB & —#FICMfEDO B~ A>T,  fKIZ. lifEofK L LT
b 135, value experiences fliflife5k % & z 7n b o 7z, AMffEREES X B ICAiifiEl % subject F44 -
FHICZTANIELZ DL Lz, bl #5 HEH D (“emotional presentation” 5 J&
BRAFE) ORBKEELX 52 5, 2 LT Ns Il 2EHRT 2 ko >TH D L
L7zDTH 2, £ TE, sensations in perception (5 JE&HITDKE)) 1ICHEEL T3,
I HIT, & DD value experience flififeh%d L < 1% value attitude flifEREE X, XIG3 5
value judgement fliflE W2 S IZXFN I NZREDDTH B & Lz, BMEOED T - T
Hicrrbod, OGLFEANZAEECHEANZREICOVWTFELI L2 FERVE
Meinong 355 %, [FEERDOHI <. &ffiflixd 2 AOHECHRITNIE RS R »wI Fr—R
F7RVWEL72DTH D, b X NMIEEBRO A ZHE L TODARKALICHEL 25T
» % (1923, Chapt. IV, §7:152),
Perception (; /&A1) 1% sensations, (; K#)) % & L 2B AN M2 ELdOTH 2,
% V) perceptive representations [ Wahrnehmungsvorstellungen] (; EFIN 72 KIAME) <
H %, Meinong (3 b (Z-ffifE Ek - FEERE COMHNERE T v o7z,
%1% objective values A 7Y = 7 7 4 THMEIC AT HHFEFEEE & o7, L value
experiences flifiE#5R 13 FHIHY. 8 ARIfHifiE %2 RI 3 2 (X2 D T7Z . objective, absolute,
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impersonal values 4 72 = 7 7 4 7', #efiy, JEAFRIIMIEZ RIS 2 2 L3 T&E B L)
BRIz o7 WREFEN - FRIPZNICHIRE D 2 &) 2T offifaZ T Tcided, £
N Z DERE X HICHF 5 &) T L WIERE CoOffifiz $ 27, (1912, Sect. IV:12) %
nTdH, F72 Meinong 13N DAfiflEi DARGE % #5C Tld w7, A DX R~ D fffifi 13 AE
MEERTHY, ZZCTREFR - FBLRZONRZHT 20 ICEHEINL TV (1923
Chapt. IV, §6:144-5, §7:162)% L < I, FMOFETW» 2 IE, Z ORI FE - F8LC
WTD L A5 R Xl % B < RGeS 5 (1917, §13:151 [132], 156 []36]) &
I HDTH B, IFAMRAMMEIZ, 2k L T, MifEELICEESwTnhn; £ho
DOAfifE I HERE & 137 CTH B, Lo L. Z45HIC subjective characterization F#HYRFE(L
HEz2z2rnTx3% (2T adefinition EFETIT R \),
o b H IR EIC B W TR I describable Feikif7ed D TH 523, L2 LIERMNT
7D, Z DOXFER % object of experience RO RICH: LT 5 2 &R TE L RICH LT
5DCTH%, Values (; flifi) 1% value experiences (; AMifE#EER) @ object (5 s Xf5R)
& 7t % dispositional property (; BCfYZ91E) iIc Xk o CRdibdhz e8¢ 3%, L
L7235, value experiences (; flififif€5%) (% a dispositional value property ( ; B fif A1
Yitk) ZEET 255 TH 51X D Tld /e £ value experiences (; flifE#25#) X, actual
value property (; EEEOflifat:) #EfET 2 HETbH 5. & 2 TOEBOMfEYME: &
I¥ underlying foundation (; fEaL7z5EHE) <H Y. % 7213 basis of the disposition ( ; BLfi
DFEE) TH %, dispositional properties (5 BifEitt) 122 A3 % Meinong @ H#(1919)
I X, disposition (' Fitfi) X% @ actual quality (; JFEfEE L CHBE EONE) ZFTH
T5H5DTH 5,
actual feature (5 SERRMYERIE) < % 1Z disposition (; Fifi) @ foundation (; #fE) TH Y,
TN - EBITD value experiences (; flifiE#ESR) ZAIHT 2 DTH 2528, T DEkAHIZ
HFEIC objectively (54 7Y =277 4 7)) ICREINDZDTH L, 2F D, Whik s F k-
FEEDZHE LRI DTH S,
Meinong iC X #LIX, objectivevalues (: A 7Y =7 7 1 7fif) 3FEET L& L, Tk
FERT 2 & (1) a5 % EFES 5729 D dispositions (; Fifi) & LT 2L T (2) 2o
disposition (5 Fitfii) DFHEREE L CTdH 5 (1923, Chapt. IV, §7: 151), genuine objects of
emotions (; JE&IFDOEIEDOITR) X, “dignitatives” (3 Blgg) & XU 72 & 21F good (;
i) B X U beautiful (: 32) T®H 3, Ought [ Sollen] (; FIFK) & expediency [ ZweckmilSigkeit]
(5 XHIGIR) 1% desideratives (5 FHEEME) & XX 2 paradigms (; #il) TH O, Gk
L TlZ genuine objects of desires (; FAEDEIERNR) TH 5 (1917, §11), Objectives
(F7vz7747) DXoic, BEOEIEDONRIZ, dignitatives (5 BEIY) TH Y., %
L T desideratives (; FHEER)) TH 303N 5 1% subsist (5 fINTE) TH B 5. HE0WIET
703l Z L CTZ bt ideal objects (5 BLEMIXIR) TH Y. % L T something mental
(; 2Z2ADRITH) % something physical (; YR RICH) ITEITLT ST LI TE X
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W, value properties (; flifli#)14:) % natural properties (5 HEAPIME) ~EITL 2 72\ D T,
ZNHEH LZERTONMARERD D TH 5,72 & 21E.Goodness(5E 75 Z )it  pleasure
(3 £AZY) LLTHERTET AW, Z LT moralvalue judgements ( ; s T flfifiE K]
1) 1% SERERIAT A1 D W C LA E L I AREN ARG ~RTI b 2 LicidA Y
A7\, I oic, HEB XML IEMLEAREZFF>DTH 25, %#¥7 b the presuppose
certain things and states of affairs (; EALCTW2 72 L2kE/ B PTRIFEDD D) T
HoEhOTHD, NIzeziE, H2EYHBHANIIC)I DK LIKRHIN TS & X,
aesthetic emotion (; ZHIEDRE) % b D, Z DEYIHRIN X 11723513 genuine, proper
object [ Eigengegenstand) (; EIET, JEIEZXR) TH 25— thedignitative (5 Bk 7z
% D) — the aesthetic emotion, (; ZMENEE) ObDOTH L, —HXDEMZ DD DI
R D IEJE 1T 72\ L T D presupposed, appropriated [angeeignete Gegenstand] (; T®& 2 b
NbDTHY, HELRDD) TH2,
Dignitatives and desiderative ( ; Bk & FELEM:) 13, 2 2 TIEHERITTONRTH 5 (1917:
107-8[95-6]) — %N 5% superiora TH 5 (LR 55 %A X;  ought GRiXa s &w)
F LY EITCONRZRIESE D L) REFICHTT 29 D TH % 5, Weber 2004:31-3 %
HE) ANF, FIRCWM™ODOFy b EF Yy POUABL RD L HIC, $2F5L7ZDDRE DL
DO E b OMR A=A L AT, HHTESOWH 2 EERNETH 5 L mifEz X &
5597 bDTH %, valueproperties (; ifEYINE) ZMES T2 2 & ik aGestalt (5 7> =
ZNF) HiE o & LTCEIERTX 3, Z 1T Ehrenfels o 7 > 2 & v F 2R E =T
2bDTHAH, RDIIICEZ5H2D LN\ good-Gestalten (3 L &7 v 2 &L )
GEFERTIC X v, EREFIC X W, 2 E) Lwv ) b DOAFEET 5 L. “value perception” (;
lifE5241) & sensory perception (5 JE&:FEHN) DD 7= 2 &1L, Hi# 1 sense impressions
G RREMEHIR) oD Vi (X721 Z NiThl 2 T) emotional impressions (5 EIFHIHIR)
BEINDLDTH S L, Meinong 13% % % ; impersonal values (5 JE A 7o fffifl) DIEE
HMER, BEPEFOL ) b0 TIEMINA VR, LaL, T L2EECHEATEET
& ¥ %[ Gestalt]” (1923, Chapt. IV, §7:161),
Meinong I%. dignitatives (; B 72D @) & desideratives (3 FAZEM 7 b @) 1ZIEAFRHY
mAKMETH D b & “dignities” (; BUED F X O “desiderata” (5 FAE) & ZhZ L
ATEDTH %1917, §15), Axiological (and deontological) knowledge (3 ZNERERY (% L T
BRERN) A FRERdoTh b, AL OEEME (B X OHEEN) 2 RHT 2 &KEIT
R LEOHMW 2L ) 200 THL, HIEEIFIEL W EHBIINL DX, ROGETH
% ; corresponding judgement (; XfJ5 3 2 HIWi) 23 presupposed object (5 FEANR) ~oD
JBUEEPE 1T attributing (5 IRIE) TR WO MM AL ATH S (1917, §12),
Meinong % Brentano @ “love with the character of rightness” (; IEL XD F ¥ 77 X2 —% 3
%) fcorrect love” (3 IELWE) ~OHitEE b o Tz, 2t MW OFRHL~D
“evidence-analogue” (; GEHUALL) & L CHfECTE 7205 TH - 724, L2 L Meinong 1
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the evidence of judgements ( ; WD) % 1D A2 justification (5 HIWiik) % AHEIC
L. ZLC, R LEED - OFMUALIE X L 72235 C, ERI AW LS L -0 TH
72, Values (; fllifii) 7% idealthings (; BL&M7Za€ /) & LCH FRL N AT b 7%
WX 912, Meinong (% axiological (; AVEERY) 7x (£ LT, [AERIC, deontological (; fHH
FH)) AT apriori (5 TEEN) THHEEZ-OTHSL (1917, §12), HRIIHEEL
TWwa, FRIFEHIE LTCEEFLWERICEL DR HZ LRI LI ICIEL WHEL RS
W FEAHIRH 27 ) T LI DONWTTH-72(1917:128), 1912 F I D value (; filifiE)
ICDWT, HAFR T, “BRL - CTLEIRY i@ IC 32 2 &k, RITANEEL, o7
psychologism (5 .LIETF) 1Kz &) &2 FTTIC, AL TROTWA2DTH 5 (1917:
168 [146] b - %),
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