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ODPOVEDE PROFESORA W. V. QUINA NA OTAZKY A. RISKU

Preé¢o sa sicasnf filozofi v &asoch velkych socidinych prevratov, ndrodnostnych a etnickych
konfliktov atd'. tak intenzivne zaoberali problémami logiky a jazyka?

Vasa otdzka vyvoliva predstavu ¢loveka, ktory sa zaujima o vietky odvetvia filozofie, je
filozoficky vzdelany a stoji pred otdzkou, ktorym smerom zamerat’ svoje Gsilie. Je to termino-
logicky problém: sivisi so Sirkou terminu "filozofia". Nehfadiac na terminolégiu, je to, ako
keby ste sa pytali, pre¢o Fudia pracuji v ekondmii, ked méme velké problémy v medicine.
Podl'a mdjho ndzoru sa logika a analytickd filozofia li¥ia od etiky a politickej filozofie (pokial
ide o ich pohniitky a smerovania) asi tak, ako ekonémia od mediciny.

Rastici zdujem filozofov o jazyk je viak stile obdivuhodny. Nepripisujem to zdujmu o ja-
zyk ako taky, ale uvedomeniu si skuto¢nosti, Ze uvaZovanie o idedch, ktoré bolo také domi-
nantné v starSej filozofii, sa moéZe stat’ ovela jednoznacnejSim a jasnejs$im, ak budeme
hovorit’ skér o slovich. Motivom si stile metafyzické a epistemologické zdujmy.

Vo svojej autobiografii uvddzate, ¥e sa Vidm nepddi, ked' Vds oznalujii za pragmatistu.
Napriek tomu, myslite si, Ze Va$a filozofia nadvizuje na ulenie takych pragmatistov ako John
Dewey a Clarence I. Lewis?

Citim sa byt’ filozoficky spriazneny s Deweyom a Lewisom, ako aj s Carnapom a Humom
a Ciastoéne (podobne ako Lewis) dokonca aj s Kantom. Menej uZ s Jamesom a Pierccom.
Moje rozpaky nad oznafenim za pragmatistu stviseli s tfm, Ze som celkom presne nevedel,
¢im sa li%i pragmatista od iného empiristu.

]

Bol Carnap, ktorého ste navitivili v Prahe, inym filozofom ako "americky” Camap?

Carnapova filozofia sa viackrdt podstatne zmenila. Jej tri fizy predstavuji price Der
logische Aufbau der Welt, Logische Syntax a Meaning and Necessity. Roky, ktoré prezil v Ame-
rike, zadali medzi druhou a tretfou fizou. Vo vietkych troch viak dominoval jeho vedecky
duch a jeho re$pekt pred matematickou presnost'ou a jasnost'ou myslenia.

Boli ste spokojny s reakciou profesiondinych matematikov na Vase systémy tedrie mnozin
a zdklady matematiky alebo Vis ich reakcie skor sklamali?

Za poslednych pifdesiat rokov sa v Belgicku, Svajéiarsku a v Amerike hddam tucet
nadanych matematikov venoval intenzivnemu tidiu tedrie mnoZin v mojich New Foundations
(1937) a jej variantu v mojej prici Mathematical Logic a dospeli k duchaplnym a vel'mi
prekvapujicim vysledkom. Na druhej strane, nikdy nehrozilo, Ze by mdj systém vytlacil systém
Zermela a Fraenkela ¢i von Neumannov variant, a nikdy som nemal pocit, Ze by sa to malo
stat. V Theory and Its Logic (1963) porovnidvam vSeky 3tyri systémy vratane Russellovho
a Whiteheadovho a uvddzam ich do vzdjomného vzt'ahu.
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REPLIES TO PROFESSOR RISKA’S EIGHT QUESTIONS

Why have been contemporary philosophers so much preoccupied with the problems of logic
and language — duning the time of great social upheavals, nationalistic and ethnic conflicts,
etc.?

Your question conjures up the picture of someone interested and trained in all branches
of philosophy and faced with the question of where to direct his efforts. The trouble here is
terminological: the breadth of the term ’philosophy’. Terminology aside, it is like asking why
people work in economics when there are grave problems in medicine. To my mind logic and
analytical philosophy differ from ethics and political philosophy nearly as much, in respect of
pertinent drives and aptitudes, as economics from medicine.

One may still wonder about philosopher’s increased concern with language. I attribute this
not to an interest in language as such, but to an appreciation that talk of ideas, so dominant
in earlier philosophy, can be much sharpened and clarified by talking rather of words. The
motivating concerns here are still metaphysical and epistemological.

As you said in your Autobiography, you do not like to be classified as a pragmatist. Never-
theless, do you find your philosophy to be continuous with the teaching of such pragmatists as
John Dewey and Clarence 1. Lewis?

I do feel philosophically akin to Dewey and C. 1. Lewis, as well as to Carnap and Hume,
and in part (like Lewis) even to Kant. Less to James and Peirce. My hesitation over the clas-
sification of pragmatist was only my uncertainty over what distinguishes a pragmatist from
any other empiricist.

Was Camap whom you visited in Prague a different philosopher from the "American”
Carnap?

Carnap’s philosophy changed significantly more than once. Three phases are epitomized
by Der logische Aufbau der Welt, Logische Syntax, and Meaning and Necessity. His years in
America began between the second and third. But all three were dominated by his scientific
spirit and his respect for mathematical rigor and clarity of thought.

Have you been satisfied, or rather disappointed, by the working mathematicians reactions to
your systems of set theory and foundations of mathematics?

Intensive study of the set theory of my "New Foundations" (1937), and its variant in my
Mathematical Logic, has gone on over the past fifty years in Belgium, Switzerland, and Ame-
rica by perhaps a dozen gifted mathematicians, with ingenious and very surprising results. On
the other hand the system has never threatened to displace the neo-classical Zermelo-Fraen-
kel system or von Neumann's variant, and I have not felt that it should. My Set Theory and
Its Logic (1963) compares and interrelates all four systems, plus Russell-Whitehead.
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Vidite nieo pozitivneho a azda aj objavného v prdcach intenziondlnych logikov a v prd-
cach metafyzikov zaoberajiicich sa problematikou moZnjch svetov?

Neprechovdvam sympatie k metafyzickej nevyhnutnosti a k moZnym svetom, ale so
zdujmom som "fuSoval" do intenzionilnej logiky propoziénych postojov.

Precefiuje sii¢asné hodnotenie zdsluhy Tarského sémantickej tedrie pravdy, alebo ich
podceiiuje?

Boli sme svedkami zaviddzajlcej tendencie podcefiovat’ Tarského tedriu pravdy a ne-
spravne chépat’ jej tvrdenia.

V Cesko-Slovensku je pomeme velky zdujem o rozvijanie fenomenologického typu
filozofovania (Husserl sa narodil na Morave a Jan Patodka, vyzmamny Cesky filozof, bol
fenomenoldgom). Cheeli by ste niedo povedat' k Zivotaschopnosti a plodnosti tejto metddy
filozofovania?

Pokia3al som sa kedysi ddvno zbezne preStudovat’ Husserlove Logické skimania, ale vzdal
som sa nideje pochopit’ pravidld tejto hry, pretoZe mi tu chybala intersubjektivnost’ intro-
spektivnych Gdajov. Predsa v8ak mdm pocit, Ze je tu istd pribuznost’ s mojimi zdujmami.
Mimochodom, d'al§im velkym roddkom z Moravy bol Kurt Gédel.

Piitajii dnes na seba vedci z oblasti poditalov pozomost, ktord prediym patrila logikom
(matematickym i filozofickym)? Zdd sa, Ze v porovaani s historickim obdobim, ktoré ndm
prinieslo vysledky Gddelovej a Tarského prdce, ako aj Vids vynikajiici prispevok do problema-
tiky, nevzbudzujii uZ vjkony logikov takit pozomost.

Striktny formalizmus prekvital v logike a v zdkladoch matematiky poéinajic Fregem od
r. 1879. Mnohi matematici tymto formalizmom opovrhovali ako jalovym puntickérstvom.
S nédstupom poéitacov, odr. 1936, saviak matematickd logika stala technologickym néstro-
jom a striktny formalizmus je podmienkou sine qua non programovania. Je to nddhernd
irénia a vec hodnd uvaZovania. Ak aj vyskum v oblasti logiky, aZ na potreby poéitalovej
techniky, upadol, ako naznalujete, je to zrejme preto, Ze Godelov epochdlny objav, ako aj
s tym sivisiaci nasledujiici vyvoj v teérii rekurzie (Kleene) a v tedrii modelov (Tarski) i Rus-
sellove a Whiteheadove préce v oblasti zdkladov matematiky nam, pokial ide o pél¢ivé prob-
1émy, poskytli len mélo. Stdle eite rozmyilam o jednom moZno beznidejnom projekte - ako
z predikativnej teérie mnoZin odvodit’ tolko matematiky, aby mohla sliZit' vietkym potrebam
prirodnych vied. Feferman a Wang s v tomto ohlade optimisticki.

Z angli¢tiny preloZila Lubica Hdbovd
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Do you find anything positive and perhaps illuminating in the works of intensional logicians
and possible-worlds metaphysicians?

I am unsympathetic with metaphysical necessity and possible worlds, but I have dabbled
sympathetically in the intensional logic of propositional attitudes.

Does the current appreciation of Tarski’s semantic theory of truth overrate or underrate its
contribution?

There has been a puzzling tendency to underrate Tarski’s truth theory and to
misunderstand its claims.

There is a considerable interest in developing phenomenological type of philosophizing in
Czecho-Slovakia (Husserl was bom in Moravia and Jan Patocka, an outstanding Czech
philosopher, was a phenomenologist). Would you like to offer your comments on the viability
and fruitfulness of such method of philosophizing?

I tried Husserl’s Logische Untersuchungen briefly long ago, but despaired of grasping the
rules of the game, because of the lack of intersubjectivity in introspective data. Yet I sense
that there are affinities with my concerns. By the way, another great native of Moravia was
Kurt Gédel.

Are the computer scientists today stealing the show from the logicians (both mathematical
and philosophical)? There seems to be less excitement with regard to the activities of logicians
today, compared with the historical period which gave us the results of Gidel, Tarski and your
own distinguished contributions.

Strict formalism has flourished in logic and the foundations of mathematics beginning
with Frege, 1879. Many mathematicians scorned it as idle pedantry. But with the rise of
computers, since 1936, mathematical logic has become a tool of technology, and strict
formalism is the sine qua non of programming. It is a delicious irony and a joy to
contemplate.

If research in logic apart from the needs of computers has fallen off, as you suggest, it
may be because Godel's epoch-making discovery, together with the related subsequent
developments in recursion theory (Kleene) and model theory (Tarski) and the earlier work in
foundations of mathematics by Whitehead and Russell, have left us with little in the way of
burning problems. I do think still of one, the perhaps hopeless project of deriving enough
mathematics from predicative set theory to serve all the needs of natural science. Feferman
and Wang are sanguine about this.

WV QQ b
FaR.b,/992-

Filozofia 47, 8 503



