Session 2: Views on Belief

· [A]nything which can properly be called conceptual thinking can occur only within a framework of conceptual thinking in terms of which it can be criticized, supported, refuted, in short, evaluated. To be able to think is to be able to measure one’s thoughts by standards of correctness, of relevance, of evidence. (Sellars, PSIM, p. 6)

· [O]ne can have the concept of [e.g.] green only by having a whole battery of concepts. … [While] [T]he process of acquiring the concept green may—indeed does—involve a long history of acquiring piecemeal habits of response to various objects in various circumstances, there is an important sense in which one has no concept pertaining to the observable properties of physical objects in Space and Time unless one has them all—and, indeed … a great deal more besides.41 (EPM, §19)

· [W]hen we picture a child—or a carrier of slabs—learning his first language, we, of course, locate the child in a structured logical space where we are at home. Thus, we conceive of him as a person (or, at least, a potential person) in a world of physical objects, colored, producing sounds, existing in Space and Time. But though it is we who are familiar with this logical space, we run the danger, if we are not careful, of picturing the language learner as having ab initio some degree of awareness—‘pre-analytic,’ limited and fragmentary though it may be—of this same logical space. We picture his state as though it were rather like our own when placed in a strange forest on a dark night. In other words, unless we are careful, we can easily take for granted that the process of teaching a child to use a language is that of teaching it to discriminate elements within a logical space of particulars, universals, facts, etc., of which it is already undiscriminatingly aware, and to associate these discriminated elements with verbal symbols. (EPM, §30)

· There is a special category of characterizations of states or episodes that occur in people’s lives, for instance, characterizations of states or episodes as knowings; and, we might add, corresponding characterizations of the people in whose lives the states or episodes occur, for instance, characterizations of people as knowers. In giving these characterizations, we place whatever they characterize in the ‘logical space of reasons’ ([EPM] §36). (McDowell, Having the World in View, pp. 4–5)

· “The notion of objective truth conditions makes explicit what is implicit in our grasp of the possibility of mistaken belief and so of the distinction between what is merely held (true) and what is correctly held (true). It emerges only in the context of interpretation—that is, discursive scorekeeping—because that is the practical activity in which the commitments acknowledged (held true) by one interlocutor are compared and contrasted with those acknowledged (held true) by another, the scorekeeper who attributes the first set” (Brandom, MIE, 599).
