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Pure intentional content is distinguished from the worldly intentionality. The attraction of pure intentional content for dealing with language is diagnosed. The appeal of the worldly intentionality for an approach to language is then tackled.

1. Pure intentional content is distinguished from the worldly intentionality.

Intentionality is a property of the mental whereby it is directed at something. In the though, something is being thought about, and in the desire, something is desired. I can think about a cat, and I can desire to have a decent holiday. 


One can argue as follows. Because I can think about a cat even when the cat is not around, the intentional directedness cannot really be at the object cat. So it is directedness at the cat-involving content. And if it should be directedness at an object, this will then be a special kind, say an abstract object. So one can say that intentional directedness first of all aims at the content. 


What about the external object cat? One may try to encompass it into the story, by such means as co-variation. Even if the cat is not around here, the external object cat may still be held responsible for the cat directed intentional content. This then moves in the externalist underpinning of the intentional content. Another way to go is internalist. According to it, the intentional content really depends just upon what succeeds in the head and not upon the external circumstances.


One may think that the externalist account of covariational nature leads us away from the pure intentional content and towards worldly intentionality. But actually it does not. This remark however allows us to start determining the difference between the pure intentional content and between the worldly intentionality. Notice that the covariational approach is atomistic, in that it is centered just at one item, at the cat in our case, and more specifically at the cat directed content. The mentioned covariational move just supports the pure intentional content by externalist means, in an atomistic manner. We deal with a local support of the intentional content from the world. So not a lot of the world is really involved into this, besides to the relevant atomistic chunks. So the move towards worldly intentionality from the pure intentional content needs to involve larger areas of the world: the global and even the transglobal ones, as we argue. So the worldly intentionality, it may perhaps be said, enlarges the support for intentional content from the part of the world. In the process, the quality of involvement into the world, along with the phenomenology enabling this, gets expanded as well. The outcome, the worldly intentionality, is holistic and intrinsically permeated by phenomenology. 


Pure intentional content depends upon two presuppositions:


(SP) Intentionality is separated from phenomenology.


(SW) Intentionality is separated from the world.

Adherence to these two presuppositions makes the intentional content pure, in that it is separated both from the phenomenology and from the world. The cat directed intentional content aims at the cat, whereas phenomenological quality that may come along with this is purged away, separated from the picture. So there is just the object cat that supports the content cat (therefore the covariational approach compatibility with pure intentional content) and nothing else from the world. And in fact, if content is in the center of attention then the contribution of the external world is somehow put into question. This question needs to be resolved, and we suppose it can be done by extending the external world into the experiential world. About this later. In order to start with, the move towards worldly intentionality will have to oppose the (SP) and (SW) presuppositions. 


Here is how the two main stages in the transition form the pure intentional content towards worldly intentionality proceed. First, there is a partial overcoming of these by putting the (SP) and (SW) presuppositions in question to some extent: there namely turn out to be cases where more of the world is needed for a plausible account than it is needed just for the beginning atomist approach. At least some phenomenology is then needed in order to conform to this. We can call this the contaminated content or the contaminated intentional content approach. The intentional content namely is not pure anymore according to this approach; it needs some engagement of the world and of the phenomenology.


This may sound though as an unlikely and as a quite implausible position. So we need to illustrate it with some examples in an attempt to make it acceptable. The linguistic items that go along well with the pure intentional content are straight referential terms such as names. There is the name John referring to an individual and there is the name cat referring to an object. Notice that these names pick out items in the world (and accordingly, predicate linguistic features pick out properties in the world) at a local scale. Just straight local portions in the world are everything needed to correspond to these linguistic expressions. 


As names and predicates are forthcoming in statements, their reference again is just some local portion of the world, of rather atomist nature. In respect to the conception of truth coming along with this we may then say that such a local atomist setting is well fit to support the conception of truth as direct correspondence. According to this conception sentences will be true in the case their referential parts pick out items in the world, the predicate parts pick out the adjoined properties, and there is the appropriate relation of referential and predicative expressions in the sentence. According to this conception the sentence “Cat is on the mat” is true just in case the worldly local situation is such that a cat is sitting on the mat, and it is false otherwise, such as this happens to be in the case where the mat appears upon the cat. 


Notice again that there is no phenomenology coming along with this relation, and this respects the (SP) presupposition. Also notice that the world is mostly absent from the picture, which fits the (SW) presupposition: just the local reference supporting atomistic stuff is taken into account.


In order to switch to the next stage in respect to the just explained one, we may start with some linguistic examples that pose problem for the local approach. Let us mention the case of metaphysically lightweight posits, such as symphonies and universities. Notice that it is not very easily possible for any of those to pick out in a referential local manner the items that they refer to in the world. If it is true that a symphony was performed yesterday, the truth of this statement will not depend straightforwardly upon a symphony item (comparable to the object cat) that we would be able to pick out locally in the world. In the case where the just mentioned sentence is true, this is due not in respect to any atomistic item, but in respect to how the world is, in a more holistic manner. We may say that the world is such that it happens to be true that the symphony was performed yesterday. The truth of the sentence then depends upon the world. Semantic model of possible world may be used here, and namely the centered possible world, where centering points to the utterer of the sentence. By examples such as symphony and university (What exactly does correspond to a university in the world? Bunch of spatially and temporally scattered buildings, students and teachers, administrative staff, normative acts and so on.) one may still defend truth as correspondence. But this is now a correspondence with the world, and only indirectly correspondence with such items as universities existing in the world. This is why we call it indirect correspondence and not anymore direct correspondence to the world. Notice that intentional content in this case is somehow half-heartedly constrained to get rid of (SP) and (SW) presuppositions. Metaphysically lightweight posits force one to adopt the whole possible world as one’s model, and not to concentrate at just a fraction of it. This is then a centered possible world that thereby (because of being centered) includes someone’s first person view and thereby the phenomenology coming along with it. This global-molecular approach thus somehow in a restricted manner embraces the world and phenomenology. There are limitations here in respect to truth as direct correspondence and the push towards enlargement in direction of indirect correspondence.


The former stage featured the global or molecular world, a centered world with the one who judges at its center. This stage was introduced by the examples of the metaphysical lightweight posits, such as symphony or university. The examples of metaphysically lightweight posits prepared us well for the introduction of truth as indirect correspondence. But they did not embrace it wholeheartedly yet.


The next stage of the worldly engagement may be introduced by the following linguistic item: a poem. What are the characteristics of the poem and of poetic language in respect to the world? Well, the first thing to notice is that the referential function is really put into parentheses in the case of a poem. Even if the cat or the symphony are mentioned in the poem, the appropriate appreciation of the poetic message does not involve their referential directedness at all. The function of the poem is not so much to pick the items out of the world. It is rather, as we can say, to resonate with the world, in the case where it happens to be successful. And the success is measured by the appropriateness of the poetic style.


In respect to the worldly engagement, we may say the following thing concerning a poem: we have the transglobal world here with which the poem resonates, and we have a persuasive phenomenology. But we have not got any referential directedness. Truth, in this case, is wholly conceived as indirect kind of correspondence, and certainly not as a direct correspondence with the world. 


In this case we have worldly intentionality. Why? One characteristics is that we have got rid of both (SP) and (SW) presuppositions supporting the pure intentional content. With a poem, the intentionality that is there certainly comes intertwined with phenomenology, in an all-persuasive manner. Also, the referent, in the case of a poem, is not just the global world, but the transglobal world, the one that essentially includes phenomenology. 


A summary about the contextual engagement at the just discussed three stages is of the order now. At the stage of the pure intentional content there is practically no contextual consideration. Then, at the further stage we have contamination with world and phenomenology, in a global manner, although it still comes as somehow restricted. Contextual considerations are more natural here. At the last, transglobal stage, the referential function is practically abolished. The persuasive role of the context is there to substitute it.


Here is a summary table of the discussed items along with the three stages determining what kind of intentionality understanding they involve:
	
	Truth 
	Intentionality
	Worldly engagement
	Linguistic items

	(1)
	Truth as direct correspondence
	Pure intentional content (supported by and SW presuppositions)
	Local: reference: picks out items
	Name: John, cat

	(2)
	Limitations to truth as direct correspondence; the need for enlargement
	Contaminated content: Half-heartedly forced to get rid of SP and SW 
	Global(-molecular) world: centered world: with the one who judges at the center 
	Metaphysical lightweight posit: symphony, university

	(3)
	Truth as indirect correspondence
	Worldly intentionality: getting rid of both SP and SW presuppositions
	Transglobal world it resonates with; persuasive phenomenology
	A poem


2. The attraction of pure intentional content for dealing with language is diagnosed.
Pure intentional content has the following characteristics that we have identified. Although it is a kind of content, it is designed to pick out referential items on the local scale. Linguistic vehicles by which it picks out these items are typically names and predicates, and also sentences referring to states of affairs in the world for the combined appearance of referential items. The truth of such sentences is direct correspondence. Pure intentional content is supported by presupposition that intentionality comes as separated from phenomenology and that intentionality also comes separated from the world.


There are some reasons why the pure intentional content is persuasively and widely forthcoming in the literature. We will take linguistic items as our starting point in order to tackle this problem. Pure intentional content involves linguistic items that we dubbed as names. We provided two names as our examples: the name John and the expression cat. These names, as we also hinted at, have advantage of being simple according to several dimensions. This allows them to be combined, along with predicative simple atomistic expressions, into molecular tractable sentences. The pure intentional content underlying all this thereby provides methodological advantages, in the direction of atomistically supported tractable procedures, where no substantial background and intractable information would be needed. 


The worldly engagement fitting the pure intentional content conception goes well along with the just portrayed simplificatory picture. It is directed at atomistic items that support picking out the reference of names at the local scale of the world. This is convenient in as far as the rest of the convoluted worldly engagements, besides to the referential ones, may then be left out of the picture. Again, the advantage is with tractable procedures that somehow simplify mastering of language which otherwise does not seem to be easily done because of its complexity. Notice that the approach duplicates atomistic and tractable moves on the side of language with the same kind of proceedings on the side of the world. This is well taken by the local worldly engagement whose main task is the referential picking out of items, in an atomistic manner. 

Once as the referential local picking out of items is secured, this goes well along with the conception of truth as direct correspondence, for the combined referential items. In a typical simple sentence, there will be a combination of a nominative referential term with the predicative referential term, the first one picking out an individual, and the second one a property in the world. This secures tractable complexity of just slightly combined referential and predicative terms. The truth of the sentence directly refers to a situation in the world that is still essentially of atomistic nature, and that stays tractable anyway. How is all this truth related stuff bound to the intentional content, and then more specifically to the pure intentional content? The answer is simply that there is some relation between the linguistic items and between items in the world. And intentional directedness explains the very possibility of such a relation. The sentence “The cat is on the mat” refers to the worldly situation where a cat is sitting on the mat, because, among other things, the expression “cat” intentionally directs at the worldly object cat. Pure intentional content secures tractable nature of such relations and of their elementary combinations.


Notice now that the atomistic, tractable and referentially direct truth supporting approach of pure intentional content is further facilitated and even enabled by two presuppositions. The first is separatism in respect to the phenomenology (SP) presupposition. It simply claims that the intentional comes without, and should also be treated without any phenomenology being involved into the procedure. This is the first reason for pure intentional content obtaining its name: it is purified from phenomenology or from the qualitative stuff that may be forthcoming with it. The reasoning may be as follows. If phenomenology would be involved into intentional relation, then this would endanger the tractable and simple nature of referential basis supporting it. Some background would then come into the picture, and this would exactly mean an obstacle to the tractability, and to the atomism supporting it. This is why pure intentional content should stay without the involvement of phenomenology. And it is then also natural that intentionality should be treated without its engagement into the world in any excess to the simple elementary atomistic manner, respecting thereby the separatism of the intentional from the world, the (SW) presupposition. Pure intentional content conception thus honors presuppositions (SP) and (SW), in order to be able to stick to the atomistic and tractable nature of the involved relations.


We have started with the fitting nature of names and simple predicates as linguistic items that fit to the pure intentional content conception. Cat and John were the examples in point. We would like now to direct your attention at the fact that philosophy of language in its overall approach bought the pure intentional content approach as it dealt with the language. The already appearing expression “The cat is on the mat” is famous as an example from the philosophy of language. It exerts a simple atomistic and elementary tractable combination of nominal and predicative ingredients, with the referentially rooted truth assessment. 


We can come back to the more interesting remark that we have already made. It concerns compatibility of externalist atomistic conceptions, as we can spell it out now, with the pure intentional content approach. The question concerns the extent of the world that gets involved into the venue. And the idea is that even if the external world is involved, but on a local, directly referential scale, this is still compatible with the pure intentional content approach. We have already mentioned covariational externalist assessment of the referential relation. The expression cat, according to this conception, roughly, refers to the cat because in the normal circumstances and perhaps for survivalist reasons it picks out cats. This seems to involve the world, in opposition to internalist approaches. But we would like to claim that the real important thing is sticking to atomism, which then includes both externalist and internalist ways to go, according to this conception. There are other approaches to the nature of language that basically depend upon pure intentional content conception. One is causal referential theory (Kripke), and then there is historical link theory (Donnellan). According to these, John refers to the individual John because of the causal link existing between the linguistic nominal expression and between the individual, the link being secured as a causal historical link in the second case. The sense or aspect related ingredients are abandoned, in order that the atomistic relation would match in a more fitting manner. Putnam, in his realist phase, defended division of the linguistic labor thesis that administered their respective roles to the causally referential and to the aspectual ingredients of a linguistic expression. Causally, the reference of the expression “water” is a kind term referring to the scientifically extractable chemical nature H2O of the stuff under consideration. In respect to its aspect, “water” refers to its folk wisdom compatible sense of “the stuff to be found in lakes and seas” and similar. Our stress though is that both of these referential ingredients are atomistic, worldly local, and that they therefore fit to the atomistic nature of the pure intentional content conception. Davidson’s approach to language is atomistic and tractably directed as well, which is shown, among other matters, by his embracing of the correspondence, (T) or Tarski clause centered theory of truth. 


Pure intentional content, in other words, provides an easy way of approaching language without phenomenology and the world really being involved at more than a atomistic scale, which has as a consequence that phenomenology is quasi absent from the picture. Its possible linguistic equivalent, sense, is also treated in an atomistic manner. We can say that the pure intentional content approach to language depends upon presupposition of truth as direct correspondence. This is a wrong semantic presupposition for the area of the ontic that is tackled by direct reference and truth as direct correspondence. The contextually changeable parameters are not taken into account by the pure intentional content approach. The examples of internalism and externalism indicate that the main culprit for the wrong approach is the atomism that tries to get away without phenomenology and the world – which will finally be disguised as the experiential world.

3. The appeal of the worldly intentionality for an approach to language is tackled.
In the former section we have looked upon the question why pure intentional content was implicitly treated as a desirable approach in such areas as philosophy of language. But in the first section we have already stated the need to overcome the pure intentional content approach in the direction of worldly intentionality, passing over the phase of the transitionally located global-molecular approach to the world. 


This last mentioned phase was introduced by the linguistic expressions for metaphysically lightweight posits, such as university and symphony, which needed to involve the whole world, in the form of a semantic model of centered possible world, in order to secure truth of sentences involving these metaphysically lightweight posits. This phase already surpassed the simple atomistic picture.


The next phase though was introduced by the poetic language, whose characteristics is that it does not recognize any appropriate role for the referential aspects of language. Rather, it involves  phenomenology, as this is obvious from our dealing with the poetic language. And it involves the whole world, i.e. the holistic transglobal world. This transglobal world puts the stress upon the experiential and not so much upon the material nature of the world. So, the experiential world turns out to be important for the transglobal perspective.


The worldly intentionality approach, it seems to us, is a promising venue for an approach to language, as we would like to point out. It promises to incorporate a whole bunch more of language than this is usual into the overall picture, turning the weight from the atomistic and referential to the poetic, somehow similarly as the research of performatives started with descriptives and then recognized them as performatives. Language should be similarly now recognized as the phenomenology involving and thereby the transglobal worldly setting involving enterprise. An important difference between the analytic and between the so-called continental philosophy can thus be bridged in a post-analytic spirit.

Worldly intentionality, i.e. transglobal phenomenal intentionality, thus becomes attractive for an approach to the language and to phenomenology.


Notice that the semantic approach of truth as indirect correspondence brings the contextual angle into the picture, helping the above mentioned move. The contextual semantic parameters are of importance here. The example of poetic language brings in the worldly intentionality angle. And the contextual indirect correspondence approach to language is taken into account thereby. Let us iterate matters a bit at this point.

Poetry is fully truth-as-indirect-correspondence compatible, with the holistic twist. It overcomes even the metaphysically lightweight posits such as symphony that refer to the world not in a local but in a global(-molecular) manner. A poem refers to the world – in a transglobal (holistic) manner.


Referential pure intentional content builds upon names (John, cat) and upon the local approach to the world. Metaphysical lightweight posits such as symphony introduce global(-molecular) approach to the world. The worldly content begins to be tackled with the semantic centered world as seen from the perspective of the utterer. But there is still a need for generalization towards the worldly intentionality, which is a product of generalization upon the centered content, resulting in a transglobal perspective. Example would be a poem that resonates with the world. It does not refer to a region in the world (as do metaphysically lightweight posits, such as symphony), but to the whole world. Because this is a transglobal perspective it encompasses phenomenology as constitutively appearing in the world and supporting it. A poem comes close to this resonance with the world.
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