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“ R. Rorty, Philosophy and the Mirror of Nature , cit., p.174.
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TR, Rorty, Philosophy and the Mirror of Nature, cit., p.177.

2L, Wittgenstein, Philosophical Investigations, Blackwell, Oxford 2001, pp.27°-28°; hereafter PI.
33 R. Rorty, Philosophy and the Mirror of Nature, cit., p.178. The claim that justification is a
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atomistic conception of belief: individual beliefs, as a matter of fact, are neither meaningful nor
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>* Sellars writes: “Jones thinks out-loud: Lo! Here is a red apple. Now to say that this visual
thinking-out-loud that something is the case is epistemically justified or reasonable or has
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perceptual situations” (SK, 324).

> Sellars points out: “One of the forms taken by the Myth of the Given is the idea that there is,
indeed must be, a structure of particular matter of fact such that (a) each fact can not only be non-
inferentially known to be the case, but presupposes no other knowledge either of particular matter
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of fact, or of general truth; and (b) such that the non-inferential knowledge of facts belonging to
this structure constitutes the ultimate court of appeals for all factual claims- particular and general-
about the world. It is important to note that I characterized the knowledge of fact belonging to this
stratum as not only non-inferential but as presupposing no knowledge of other matter of fact
whether particular or general. It might be thought that this is a redundancy, that knowledge (not
belief or conviction, but knowledge) which logically presupposes knowledge of other facts must
be inferential. This, however, as I hope to show, is itself an episode in the myth” (EPM, 164).
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7 ENWW, 646.
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introspectible), events or situations with linguistic activity;

2. Intralinguistic moves which concern various transition rules of the language like e.g. valid
inference rules;

3. Language-exit transitions which transform linguistic episodes (e.g. ‘I shall now eat a
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particular or of a fact, there is still the claim that some beliefs are self-warranted, the claim that
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Wrong with Immediate Knowledge?”, Synthese, 55, 1983, p.74.
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W.S. Robinson, “The Legend of the Given” in H-N. Castafieda, (ed.), Action, Knowledge, and
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" A preliminary version of this essay appeared with the title “Wittgenstein on colour-issues” in
Dialegesthai. Rivista telematica di filosofia, 10, 2008 [on-line:
http://mondodomani.org/dialegesthai/].
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Wittgenstein clarifies also that “Space, time, and colour (being coloured) are forms of objects”.

"% See L. Wittgenstein, Remarks on Colour, Blackwell, Oxford 1977, sec. 218; hereafter RC.

' Cfr. L. Wittgenstein, Philosophical Remarks, Blackwell, Oxford1975, sec.219; hereafter PR.
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Hintikka, “The Idea in Phenomenology”, in K. Lehrer and J.C. Marek (eds.), Austrian
Philosophy: Past and Present. Essays in Honour of Rudolph Haller, Kluwer, Dordrecht 1997.
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propositions of ‘the mathematics of colour’ from those of natural history”.
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Y RC, sec. I-76.
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' In RC, I11-332, Wittgenstein writes: “Couldn’t seeing be the exception? [Le. rather than
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56 pJ, sec. 56.

*7 Wittgenstein writes: “[...] the language-game with colours is characterized by what we are able
to do, and what we are not able to do” (Zettel, sec.345). Another passage contained in Remarks on
Colours is considerable in order to understand Wittgenstein’s rejection of inner experiences: “If
the psychologist teaches us, “There are people who see”, we can then ask him: “And what do you
call ‘people who see’?” The answer to that would have to be: People who behave so-and-so under
such-and-such circumstances” (RC, sec. 1-88).

P, sec.280.

% M.B. Hintikka, J. Hintikka, Investigating Wittgenstein, cit., p.301.

% BT, 55¢-56e.

ST RC, sec. I1I- 19; see also RC, I1I- 43.



