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Pure intentional content is determined and opposed to the worldly intentionality. The dialectics leads from local referentiality, through the global centered possible world and finally to the transglobal qualitative world. The increased role of consciousness at these three stages is considered. 

1. Pure intentional content is determined and opposed to the worldly intentionality.

Intentionality is a property of some features to be directed at other features. So my thought about the cat is directed upon the cat, and my desire to have a decent holiday is directed at this holiday.

Intentionality may be considered as forthcoming in the world. This is then what we may call the worldly intentionality. There is a well-known approach in philosophy of mind that argues for intentionality being rooted in the world or as being supported by the world, in a causal or in some similar manner, say by covariation in an evolutionary mode. This is externalism in philosophy of mind (Kripke 1980, Burge 1989), with its referential counterpart in treating language. (Donnellan 1966) For an externalist, the intentional property directed at the cat has its support in the externally existing object cat, or again it is counterfactually dependent upon cats’ existence in the outer reality. The just mentioned externalism is opposed to internalism, which restricts intentionality to what is internal to the organism entertaining intentional states. Internalism has a long tradition (Brentano 1995), and it may be justified by methodological recourse to solipsism as a way to proceed in cognitive science (Fodor 1980). One idea is that a philosopher trying to deliver an account of intentionality should better be attentive just at the internal stuff, on pain of entangling himself into the external areas, such as physics and chemistry that he should not necessarily master. But externalism in philosophy of mind, contrary to this, lived through a certain successful period. So it may be thought that the world was already included into an account of intentionality.

This is not what we believe though. We think that mostly morsels of world were included into the picture by externalism. So it actually did not amount to the worldly intentionality, but just to a very local form of contact with the world. It is somehow as if a soccer match would be observed just by externally well existing but isolated player, or by two of such players, say. What is then missing from such a picture is the whole surrounding which only gives these separate players an appropriate setting of evaluation. This actually goes for both externalism and internalism. So they are more closely related in their common basis of atomism, as opposed to the worldly holism. 

Mentioning the pure intentional content, as opposed to the worldly intentionality, we build upon its atomistic heritage, as opposed to the worldly holistic engagements that are characteristic of worldly intentionality.
As we thus mention the pure intentional content, we thereby mean an intentional content that is purified from two ingredients that we believe go well with a proper account of intentionality: phenomenology and the world. Thus, we believe that intentionality includes both of these in a constitutive manner, but that they are both excluded from the atomistic approach including both externalism and internalism. Here are two just mentioned presuppositions characterizing the pure intentional content approach:

(SP) Intentionality is separated from the phenomenology.

(SW) Intentionality is separated from the world.

(SP) means that there is no phenomenology considered as constitutive for intentionality. This is thus one source of dubbing the approach as the pure intentional content one. Both atomistic internalism and externalism buy this presupposition, which is sensible because if they would not, some background would come into consideration, and atomism would begin to be subverted. (SP) presupposition was challenged by the phenomenology of intentionality thesis (Horgan and Tienson 2002), which considered intentionality to be constitutively intertwined by phenomenology. This certainly was a move in right direction. But the bad luck is that it still underwrites an atomistic approach (which may be challenged if some of the discussed possible world situations would be elaborated more thoroughly). 


As much as challenging of the (SP) presupposition is a precondition of moving from the pure intentional content to the worldly intentionality, it is not enough. Another thesis supporting the pure intentional content approach has to be challenged as well, namely the (SW) thesis. This thesis gives another ingredient to the title of the pure intentional content. In order to challenge (SW), we will need to expand our view of intentionality from the atomism friendly local environments, to the global ad then even to the transglobal environments. Global environments already include some phenomenology and surrounding in a constitutive manner in an account of intentionality. But only transglobal environments really include the all-embracing constitutive phenomenology into their account of intentionality. Together with the world that does not bear with it the accent upon the material world as much as that of the experiential world.


One ingredient of the pure intentional content approach title should still be accounted for, namely the expression content. Certainly, the expression is compatible with internalist approach, because content is an internalism friendly ingredient. But what about externalism? The answer here is that externalist atomistic approaches just try to support the intentional content by externalist means.

Worldly intentionality is opposed to the pure intentional content. It needs to overcome both of its purity presuppositions, (SP) and (SW). And it needs to extend the constitutive role of the world in an account of intentionality from the local, to the global, and finally to the transglobal environment. As just mentioned, this brings us from the material to the experiential world. The shift to the experiential world is certainly a worldly endeavor and it encompasses phenomenology. The experiential world does not need as for this matter to exclude material world altogether. Recognizing the existence of the external material world is fully compatible with the recognition of experiential world’s importance for a proper account of intentionality. Just that the now prevalent and misguided atomistic attitude to search for subvenient material support to intentional states in the local morsels of the material world may be positively transcended by embracing of the worldly intentionality. Taking all of this into account, we may say that the pure intentional content is determined as opposed to the worldly intentionality.
2. The dialectics leads from local referentiality, through the global centered possible world and finally to the transglobal qualitative world.

We now come to a brief description of the dialectic shift leading us from the pure intentional content to the worldly intentionality. As hinted in the former charaterization of the pure intentional content, presuppositions (SP) and (SW) will need to be put into question along this route.


We may help ourselves with the typical choice of linguistic expressions supporting pure intentional content conception. Very simply, they would include such items as the sentence “The cat is on the mat”. In an atomistic externalist perspective, the sentence uses nominal and predicative expressions (cat, being on the mat), and their combination, to pick out referential ingredients in the world, be this the separate mentioned items or again the external situation matching and referring sentence. From the pure intentional content point of view, the directedness of referring expressions succeeds without phenomenology and without the rest of the world, complying with the (SP) and (SW) presuppositions.


Take now the sentence “A philosophical conference recently happened at Bled”. Referential ingredients of this sentence bring along some difficulties with them. Expressions “conference” and “philosophical” do not pick out their referential corresponding items in the world in such a simple manner as do the “cat” and “mat” in our former example. Yet, the sentence still happens to be true. Truth of the sentence does not depend just on some atomistic referential items as did the cat and mat involving sentence. The sentence about philosophical conference is still true, but not in respect to its correspondence to the “conference” and the like items. It is rather true in respect to how the world is, we may say. Thus, the truth of the sentence has as its supporrting model a centered world. Notice that the world being centered, in the given semantic model, involves the perspective of the utterer, and thereby it involves a phenomenological first person perspective, and thereby it challenges the (SP) presupposition, pulling at least partially away from the pure intentional content basis. It also challenges (SW) presupposition by involving the whole global world (in the model of centered possible world) as its referential and truth-providing basis.


Here is yet another linguistic example: a poem. Say that a poem contains such expressions ac “cat” and “conference”. We may immediately notice that in the context of a poem neither of these expressions is referential, not atomistically and neither in a global manner. Yet we may say that, if successful and appropriate, the poem has its right place in the world. In some way we can say then that it refers to the world, that it delivers truth about the world. But what a kind of world? The transglobal world. This is a world that from the very start gets constitutively permeated by phenomenology. So the presupposition (SP) is thereby superseded. And such an experiential world certainly is also a whole world. It is a transglobal world (phenomenology based) that does not need to exclude the material world as its supplementary basis. The transglobal world thereby also opposes the (SW) presupposition. (We can see how this transglobal world is really different from externalist atomist referential accounts.)

The dialectic move from the pure intentional content towards the worldly intentionality started with the local reference supported worldly engagement, and then it shifted to the global centered world as semantic model and finally to the transglobal world. The relation of these stages to intentionality on one hand, and their relation to consciousness on the other hand still needs to be clarified.

3. The increased role of consciousness at these three stages is considered. 

We will briefly take a look at the increased role of consciousness at the three stages of intentional worldly engagement. The local atomistic stage had consciousness practically excluded from it, by honoring the (SP) presupposition. Intentionality traced the referential atomistic engagement in this case. Notice that phenomenology of intentionality thesis (Horgan and Tienson 2002) as restricted to this local stage still stayed in the focus of the pure intentional content approach. The next global stage, as already mentioned, brought consciousness or phenomenology into consideration by the very fact of its global nature, challenging thus the (SP) presupposition in a more radical manner than the bare atomistically directed phenomenology of intentionality thesis. Intentionality is engaged here in a wider worldly sense as at the former local referential stage. Here we come to the global centered possible world supported semantic model that also underpins a new wider conception of intentionality, in respect to its worldly engagement. At the third, transglobal stage, the role of phenomenology really becomes overwhelming. Semantic support model, even in its global sense, is not sufficient anymore. At this stage, we may say, intentionality really finally moves away from its atomistic pure content conception, and it delivers its full force to the phenomenology. As repeatedly affirmed, this embracing of the experiential world does not exclude the material world, overcoming though the usual atomistic based (Maslen, Horgan and Habermann, Forthcoming) anchoring in it.
4. The move from pure intentionality to consciousness is contextual powered dialectical three stages move (local, global, transglobal) from the material world to the transglobal experiential world. Tropes.
The dialectical move from the material world to which the pure intentional content corresponds to the experiential world that is closer to the worldly intentionality is also a move in direction from the local over the global to the transglobal, as we have just seen. Now let us stay for a while with the problem of ontological worldly engagements to all of this.

This move may be illustrated by an account of tropes as kind of properties. John Heil (2003) has argued somewhat persuasively that all tropes are both, one and the same, dispositional and qualitative and that their dispositionality or qualitativity sticks out only when "looked at" from a certain "angle" like the Necker Cube.

A move like this promises to deliver both the material and the experiential side with one strike. And it seems especially appropriate for an account of mental properties. For these seem to be both rooted in the material world and qualitative, thus presumably coming along with the phenomenological character. 

But this is not so clear. It is often presumed that the mental succeeds in the physical world and that its place in the material physical world should be explained (Kim 1998). Typically, the question is posed in the local form, compatible with what we call the pure intentional content approach. But such an approach is exactly established by separating itself from the impact of phenomenology and of the world upon it. (Potrc, forthcoming c). The intentional directedness of the mental state is preserved, yet it comes without phenomenology and in a local manner. It is then compatible with both externalist (covariational, causal) and with internalist interpretations, provided that these stay local (without the whole world being involved) and just intentional, without any phenomenology. Is this the picture offered by the above proposal involving tropes?

Tropes are spatio-temporally located properties in the material world. A kind of trope is distinguished by its quality. A trope of green, say, is the distribution of spatio-temporally located properties, as those appear in the world, in a scattered manner. One may then say that in the material world, trope has a kind of scattered spatio-temporal locatedness. Its dispositional nature is that it appears green, in appropriate circumstances. Perhaps there is some difficulty to compare this case with the standard dispositional example of the salt’s property of solubility, in the water say, in appropriate circumstances. Isn’t it the case that quality of being green is already triggered along with the dispositional reaction?

Thinking about the trope related material and experiential (tropes as the material basis, tropes as qualitative basis) proposal needs, first of all, an explanation how quality or phenomenology in our case, is involved into it. This we can deliver easily by moving in the transglobal dimension of worldly engagement. Only in a transglobal world the quality/phenomenology will be really constitutively engaged. But the transglobal experiential world, as we claimed, will not need to exclude the material world basis. So just the transglobal approach with its move explains the trope thesis as here presented.
Ontology and normativity seem to be exclusive. But this should be improved.

Look as the thesis about dispositional-and-qualitative nature of tropes (properties in the world). Properties can be sharp, non-vague, although there is no vagueness in the mind and language independent world. From one angle point of view properties are dispositional. From another point of view or angle they are qualitative. The reaction to this is that qualitativity is contextually bound. It is transglobal when it really enters the stage. I.e., there is practically no qualitativity for the local referential approach, some qualitativity (centering) for the global approach, and full qualitativity for the transglobal approach. There is contextual difference between each of these. Transglobal approach only is fully phenomenological, fully bringing in the quality. From this point of view the proposed Necker cube approach stays local and thereby atomistic. As local, it does not have any world related phenomenology really built intrinsically into it. One needs to shift from the local to global and then to the transglobal world. Transglobal world is heavily invested by phenomenology but it is an experiential world.

Property talk in the local referential guise tends to stick to the material world, without any consciousness involved. It is a good insight that ontological and qualitative/phenomenology are both involved into the world. In order to make the issue plausible though one needs to involve dialectics of local-global-transglobal transition, and one needs to move thereby from the material world to the experiential world perspective. This is useful in order to articulate material world to the experiential world transition.

Transglobal view accommodates and explains (it is doubtful that some other approach successfully does) the Necker cube view of tropes. These are dispositional as seen from one angle, and they are conscious as seen from the other angle. Now, transglobal approach has an explanation for consciousness/phenomenology: because transglobality includes phenomenology in a substantive manner. But the material world is not excluded by transglobal approach. It is just perhaps put into parentheses, whereas the main story is still that there exists a mind and language independent austere material world.

The limitation of research to the material world only, without the experiential world, and thereby without serious phenomenology involvement, comes from the local concentration at subvenient basis of supervenient properties. This would fit the tropes story, considered as the material basis. But if tropes are conscious as well, this can be achieved through the transglobal angle, which is holistic and phenomenology permeated. Worldly intentionality is transglobal phenomenal intentionality.
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