Session 3: Having Beliefs and Following Rules

· When God created Adam, he whispered in his ear, ‘In all contexts of action you will recognize rules, if only the rule to grope for rules to recognize. When you cease to recognize rules, you will walk on four feet.’ (Sellars, Language, Rules and Behaviour, p. 122)

· [T]here is a simple and straightforward way of preserving the essential claim of the thesis [that learning a language is learning to obey its rules] while freeing it from the refutation. It consists in substituting the phrase ‘learning to conform to the rules …’ for ‘learning to obey the rules …’ where ‘conforming to a rule enjoining the doing of A in circumstances C’ is to be equated simply with ‘doing A when the circumstances are C’—regardless of how one comes to do it. (Sellars, Some Reflections on Language Games, p. 322)

· [T]here are many modes of human activity for which there are rules (let us stretch the word ‘game’ to cover them all) and yet in which people participate (play) without being able to formulate the rules to which they conform in so doing. Should we not conclude that playing these games is a matter of doing A when the circumstances are C, doing A´ when the circumstances are C´ etc., and that the ability to formulate and obey the rules, although it may be a necessary condition of playing ‘in a critical and self-conscious manner’ cannot be essential to playing tout court. (Sellars, Some Reflections on Language Games, p. 322)

· Norms explicit as rules presuppose norms implicit in practices because a rule specifying how something is correctly done (how a word ought to be used, how a piano ought to be tuned) must be applied to particular circumstances, and applying a rule in particular circumstances is itself essentially something that can be done correctly or incorrectly. … For any particular performance and any rule, there will be ways of applying the rule so as to forbid performance, and ways of applying the rule so as to permit or require it (Brandom, Making it Explicit, p. 20). 

· there must be some meta … metalevel at which one has some understanding of rules that does not consist of offering another interpretation of them … but which consists in being able to distinguish correct applications in practice (Brandom, Making it Explicit, p. 25).

· the key to finding the indispensable middle course is the idea of a custom or practice. How can a performance both be nothing but a ‘blind’ reaction to a situation, not an attempt to act on an interpretation (avoiding Scylla); and be a case of going by a rule (avoiding Charybdis)? The answer is: by belonging to a custom (PI §198), practice (PI §202), or institution (RFM VI–31)” (McDowell, Wittgenstein on Following a Rule, p. 342).
