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 « » (deflective strategies) 
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 « », 

 (T1) -
.  (SkCor…) -

.

(T1)

 (T1) -
, -

, , 
. -

(T1)  (SkCor…). 
 (T1).

 (T1) , -
:

(H) 1 ( ) 
.

 (H)  &  & modus tollens
 (H ):

(H ) -
.

, :
(H ) ,

 W (  W 
).

 (
):

(IOas)  ( )
 ( -

).
a contrario:

(IAac)  IA1  IA2, -
 IO.

 (IAac) & (H ) :
(C1)  IO  IA1  W1 (  W1 -

)] & [  IO  IA2
 W2  W2 )].

 (H ) & (C1) & modus tollens :
(C2) W1=W2 (  W1  IO, IA1, IA2, ,  W1

).
 (IOas) & (IAac) :

(C3) [IO  ( )  IA1] & [IO -
 ( )  IA2].

1 « » = « , 
»; . determinatio, definitio.
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 (H) & (C2) :
(C4) [IO  ( )  IA1] & [IO 

)  IA2].
 (C3)  (C4), . -

. , modus tollens,  (IAac) -
a contrario . , :

(C5)
.

 (C5)  (T1).
a contrario, 

(IAac):
(ISac)  IS1  IS2, -

 IO.
, :

6)
.

 ( 6)  (T1).
,   (H)  & (H )  & (H )  & (IOas)  ( 5) & ( 6).  ( 5) &

6)  (T1).
,  « », . , 

, ,  (IOas).
 (IOas) -

: 
, , -

 « », -
1, 

 « », « » .

(T1) . 

-
 [4] .  « »

(perspectivalist semantics),  « » [5. P. 316].
.  «a b», 

a b, , a b ,
 [5. P. 322]. -

, a b , , -
C1 ( ,  – mental file), 

 (  – , 
. , ) -

a, C2
), 

b, C2 C1 . , a

1 . [3. . 33]: « , -
 ( ) 

, , , -
,  ( ), 
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 « » , -
b  [5. P. 326].

, . ,  «
»1.

, .  (T1)2.   (T1)  
, .

(T1)  (SkCor…)

, ,  (T1), (SkCor1…) -
 « , »3. 

:  « » – Adv. Math. VII,
65–874  « , , » – De Melisso
Xenophane Gorgia (MXG), . V–VI, 980a 19–980b 215. 

, ,  (MXG VI, §§20–26, 979a
12 – 980b 216; Adv. Math. VII, 83–87), 

 ( , , ) -
.

. ,  « -
»  (MXG VI, §21, 980a

21 – 980b 8; VI, §22, 980b 3–8; Adv. Math. VII, 81; 83–84; 86), 
 [11. P. 137–141], . 

 « » . 
,  (MXG VI, §23, 980b 8–11;

VI, §24, 980b 11–14), ; 
 « ». -

, 
7,  (H). , MXG

980b 9–11 ( , § 23) :
 [ ]

;  (ouj ga<r oi=on te to< aujto<
a[ma ejn plei>osi kai< cwri<v ou+sin ei+nai? du>o ga<r a}n ei]h to< e[n)»8.

1 . : «… , »
[5. P. 320].

2 .  (e)  (g)  « » -
 [1. P. 483].

3  (SkCor1a)  (SkCor2a) , , -
, 

.
4 . [6]; .  [7. . 1. . 73–77].
5 [8].  [9. . 232–234]. -

.  [10; 9. . 235–238].
6 , , -

, , 
: . [9; 10]. , 

,  [10].
7 .  – . [11. P. 143–145].
8 .  [11. P. 142] 

» Parm.  131b 1–2 (  [12]), ,  
 (a[ma) , , , 
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, -
 (H ); ,  (ga<r) -

, 
 (MXG 980b 8–9, ,

§ 23; . Adv. Math. VII, 84); , 
, 

.
 (MXG VI, § 26,

980b 19):
«… , »1.

,  (T1). 
,  § 23 

(SkCor1s),  (T1)  (H) & (H )
& (H ) & (IOas). IO1
S1 S2, :

1) S1 IO2 ( S1 ), 
S1;

2) IO2 S1 IO1 ( S1 -
, S1 S2);
3) S2 IO3 ( S2 ), 

S1;
4) IO3 S2 IO1 ( S2 , -

S2 IO3).
 1)–4),  (H ),  ( -

) W1 W2:  W1 S1, IO2, IO1,  W2
S2, IO3, IO1. W1, W2

IO1,  (H ) & modus tollens :
5) W1=W2, W1 S1, S2, IO2, IO3, IO1.

, S1 S2,   5)  &  (IOas) , IO1
S1, S2,  5) & (H) -

, IO1 S1, S2 – -
. , modus tollens, 

 – (SkCor1s)2. , -

 (T1)  (H) & (H ) & (H ) & (IOas), 

 (cwri<v) . 
, , -

, , Parm. 131b 1–2. 
MXG 980b 9–11 ,  – 
(H ). Parm. 135a  « » ( .

MXG 980a 19–20) . [13. P. 335–337].  « »
. [14. . 262–264].

1  [15.  P.  247]  ,   (apud , Adv. Math. VII, 195–
198)  (Theodosius, , apud ,
Vitae philosophorum IX, 70, . [16], . . .  [17]) -

. ,  « -
»,  [15. P. 257]: , 

.
2 ,  [18. P. 9],  « -

» – . (SkCor1s)  – .
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 (T1) MXG VI, § 26, 980b 19: -
.

,  « », ,  [11. P. 138, 147–
148], MXG VI, §§ 21–22, 980a 21 – 980b 8, 

MXG VI, § 25, 980b 14–17 ( . Adv. Math. VII, 83–84), . 
MXG VI, §§ 23–24, 980b 8–17:  §§ 23–24

-
1,  §§ 21–22  § 25 . 

 §§ 21–22  § 25, . ,  « -
», 

, -
2.  §§ 21–25:

 (T1)
 (H), (H ), (H ), (IOas)3.

-
, . , 

, -
.

, , 
-

, 4. -
 ( ) -

 ( ), ,  – , ,
… ,  ( -

) , 
. 

 ( -
), -

 ( ), -
, 

 ( ,  …) . -
.

,

, ,

1  (H).
2  (T1) – 

, , -
.
3 .  (H),

(H ), (H ), (IOas) . [19; 20]. .
[21].

4  [22. P. 39; 23. P. 323; 24. P. 111–120].
 « » 

,  [10. P. 164, n. 2; P. 166, n. 31].
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GORGIAS’ OF LEONTINOI ARGUMENTS AS AN EVIDENCE FOR PHILOSOPHICAL

SIGNIFICANCE OF PROBLEM ABOUT INTENTIONAL IDENTITY
Keywords: intentional identity, intentional objects, skepticism, holism, “On Non-Being”

The article argues against the “Reasoned Indifference” strategy (as Walter Edelberg calls it),
which is proposed by some semanicists to address the problem of intentional identity. Our argument
complements Edelberg’s one. Namely, we have offered an interpretation of the third argument from
Gorgias’s of Leontinoi treatise “On Non-Being”, according to which the objects of each intentional act
are isolated in the world, created by the agent, or even by the unique agent’s act. This bring about not
only intransitivity of thought of one agent / intentional act to another agent / intentional act, for exam-
ple, by means of some signs – letters, speeches, gestures..,. but also this entails that it is absolute im-
possible for two agent / two intentional acts to deal with the one and same object, even if such trans-
mission is not implicated. Thereby it is impossible: to increase the knowledge about the same
intentional object (or add characteristics to it by deduction or any other procedure); to be aware of
one’s own cognitive acts (to introspect); to correlate the perceived object with the thought one; to con-
nect the different perceptions to one and the same (thought, imagined...) object. All this is a serious
challenge to epistemology. Undoubted depth of these problems shows that any attempts to ignore the
well-justified impossibility of intentional identity simply as an amusing argument, that has nothing to
do with either ancient or modern philosophical discussions, as proponents of the strategy of “Reason-
able Indifference” propose, cannot be successful. The difficulties faced by modern semanicists – when
they are trying to understand the conditions under which intentional objects are identical – are not
accidental ones. On the contrary, those difficulties have a long and venerable history, being closely
connected with skeptical, relativistic and holistic arguments.
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