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Rus=ll on Existence
Jiang Yun-peng
(University of Heidelberg, Deparment of Philosophy, Geman)

The characteristic question of onblogy i$' W hat do exist in theworld?” There is another question, which is closely tied with
the first one, namely: “ What does exist mean?” The present study isfocused only on the second question, i e on the analy-
sisof the concept of existence itxelf More exactly. The task here is the clarification of Rus=ll’ s theory of the concept of exis
tence In the discussion below, this task will be carried out in wo steps Atfirst, | shall reconstruct Rusxell’ sown theory Then

| shall consider M cGinn’ s three criticcal ranarks upon Russll’ s Theory McGinn’ s remarks, as it will be proven, do not
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threaten Rus=ell at all However, this conclusion does not mean that Russll’ s theory is an acceptable one, because it has at

least one seriousweakness
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propositional function and assert of it that it ispossible, that
it is sImetmes true, that gives you the fundamental meaning

of existence’. Youmay exress it by saying that there is at
least one value of x for which that propo-sitional function is
true Take' x isaman’, there isat least one value of x for
which this is true That iswhat one means by saying that

There aremen’ , or that Men exist'. Existence is esen-

It means that that

If you
sy’ there are unicoms , thatwill mean that there isan x,

tially a property of a propositional function
propositional function is true in at least one instance

such that x isaunicom’ [... ] It isperfectly clear thatwhen
you say' Unicoms exist’ , you are not saying any-thing that
would goply © any unicoms there might hgppen t be
[...]" [RZ]
is of propositional functions that you can assert or deny exist-

, Rus=ll MOt

ence [... ] Existencepropositions do not say anything about
the actual individual but only about the class or function”
[RZ2]
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* The notion of existence ispresupposed in the analy-
sis © the analysis does not settle what kind of notion it
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second problen hasmore of the character of a proof that the
orthodox vien cannot be a general analysisof the notion of ex-
istence [... ] Consider the existence of propertiesor proposi-
tional functions or predicate thenselves These exist in the
sme sense that other things exist, degite their being (pre-
amably) abstract and non-individual Thus we can sy,

the property of being a planet exists — aswemight if insis-
ting (rightly orwrongly) upon the truth of realisn asopposed
o naminalisn about universals But hov might this statement
be analyzed? On the orthodox view, we must make reference
o some property that the entity said o exist is a instance of
[... ] [w]eare now launched on a vicious infinite regress,
sincewemust ask what the existence of the higher-order prop-
erty consists in, thus requiring a further property © be a
property of that property” [MZ3]

M cGinn X In fact, this difficulty about prop-
erty existence acts back on the analysis of individual exist-
ence, since the property the individual instantiatesmust itself
exist, and this cannot be explained in tems of the orthodox
viav. Individual cannot be said to exist if the property (or

4

predicates) they instantiate cannot be said to exist, since the
fomer requires the latter. for x © exist is for there o exist

sme property (or predicate) F such that x instantiates =0
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“Y ¥ This mplies that noth-
" ( , ing could exist that failed © fall under ssme property — other
oy ” ) than existence, obviously To exist is 0 be an instance of a
X property, $ necessarily whatever exists has at least one prop-
¢ " erty This rulesout, asamatter of the meaning of* exist’,
) the possibility of what we might call® bare existence’ — a
( ) thing that existswithout having any (further) properties”
) " ( [MZ5]
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