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Stock Mechthild and Stock Wolfgang G. Psychologie und Philosophie der Grazer Schule. Eine
Dokumentation und Wirkungsgeschichte von Alexius Meinong, Stephan Witasek, Rudolf
Ameseder, Vittorio Benussi, Ernst Schwarz, Wilhelm M. Frankl und France Veber. Amsterdam:
Rodopi 1990.

1. Meinong-Gedenkschrift. 1952. Graz: "Styria" Steirische Verlagsanstalt.
Contents: John Niemeyer Findlay: The influence of Meinong in Anglo-Saxon
countries, 9; Rudolf Freundlich: Die beiden Aspekte der Meinongschen
Gegenstandstheorie, 21; Rudolf Kindinger: Das Problem der unvollkommenen
Erkenntnisleistung in der Meinongschen Wahrnehmungslehre, 41; Franz Kröner: Zu
Meinongs "unmöglichen" Gegenständen, 67; Johann Mokre: Zu den logischen
Paradoxien, 81; Kostantin Radakovic: Meinongs Beziehungen zu den Grundlagen
unserer Erkenntnistheorie und Weltanschauung, 91; Mila Radakovic: Metaphysische
Konsequenzen aus dem Persistenzgedanken Meinongs. Persönliches und
Sachliches, 103; Amadeo Silva Tarouca: Die Erkenntnistheorie Meinongs in der
Grazer Schultradition, 113; Ferdinand Weinhandl: Das Aussenweltproblem bei A.
Meinong, 127; Karl Wolf: Die Entwicklung der Wertphilosophie in der Schule
Meinongs, 157-171.

2. "Alexius Meinong." 1973. Revue Internationale de Philosophie no. 104-105.
Rudolf Haller: Über Meinong 148; John Niemeyer Findlay: Meinong the
Phenomenologist 161; Edgar Morscher: Meinongs Bedeutungslehre 178; Roderick
M. Chisholm: Homeless Objects 207; Richard Routley and Valerie Routley:
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Rehabilitating Meinong's Theory of Objects 224; Gilbert Ryle: Intentionality-
Theory and the Nature of Thinking 255; Francis Jacques: Référence et description
chez Meinong. De la phénoménologie à l'analyse 266-287.

3. "Meinong and the Theory of Objects." 1995. Grazer Philosophische Studien no. 50.
Edited by Rudolf Haller. Papers presented at an "Internationale Meinong-
Konferenz" held September, 28-30, 1995 in Graz.
Table of Contents: Rudolf Haller: Zwei Vorworte in einem XVII; Evelyn Dölling:
Alexius Meinong: "Der blinde Seher Theiresias" 1; Jaakko Hintikka: Meinong in a
Long Perspective 29; Richard Sylvan: Re-Exploring Item-Theory 47; Francesca
Modenato: Meinong's Theory of Objects: An Attempt to overcome Psychologism
87; Jan Wolenski: Ways of Dealing with Non-existence 113; Karel Lambert:
Substitution and the Expansion of the World 129; Terence Parsons: Meinongian
Semantics Generalized 145; Reinhardt Grossmann: Thoughts, Objectives and States
of Affairs 163; Peter Simons: Meinong's Theory of Sense and Reference 171; Barry
Smith: More Things in Heaven and Earth 187; Michele Lenoci: Meinongs
unvollständige Gegestände und das Universalienproblem 203; Maria E. Reicher:
Gibt es unvollständige Gegestände? 217; Dale Jacquette: Meinong's Concept of
Implexive Being and Nonbeing 233; Herbert Hochberg: Abstracts, Functions,
Existence and Relations in the Russell-Meinong Dispute, the Bradley Paradox and
the Realism-Nominalism Controversy 273; Jacek Pasniczek: Are Contradictions
Still Lurking in Meinongian Theories of Objects? 293; Marie-Luise Schubert Kalsi:
Apriorische Elemente im Denken 305; Liliana Albertazzi: Forms of Completion
321; Johann Ch. Marek: Zwei Gegestände und ein Inhalt. Zur Intentionalität bei
Meinong 341; Wolfgang Künne: Some Varieties of Thinking. Reflections on
Meinong and Fodor 365; Alberto Voltolini: Is Meaning Without Actually Existing
Reference Naturalizable? 397; Markus S. Stepanians: Russells Kritik an Meinongs
Begriff des Annahmeschlusses 415; Nenad Miscevic: Imagination and Necessity
433; R.D. Rollinger: Meinong on Perception: Two Questions Concerning
Propositional Seeing 445; Wolfgang G. Stock: Die Genese der Theorie der
Vorstellungsproduktion der Grazer Schule 457; Rudolf Haller: Über Meinongs
Wissenschaftstheorie 491; Alfred Schramm: Meinongs Wahrscheinlichkeit 507;
Karl Schumann: Der Wertbegriff beim frühen Meinong 521; Wilhelm Baumgartner:
Wertpräsentation 537; Ursula Zeglen: Meinong's Analysis of Lying 549: Seppo
Sajama: Hitting Reality: France Veber's Concept of Zadevanje 559; Matjaz Potrc:
Sensation According to Meinong and Veber 573; Robert Somos: Zwei Schüler
Brentanos: Akos von Pauler und Meinong 591; J. C. Nyiri: Palágy Kritik an der
Gegenstandstheorie 603; David M. Armstrong: Reacting to Meinong 615-627.

4. "The Philosophy of Alexius Meinong." 1996. Axiomathes no. 7.
Edited by Liliana Albertazzi.
Contents: Liliana Albertazzi: A cubist state of mind: Meinong's ontology 5; Dale
jacquette: On defoliating Meinong's jungle 17; Francesca Modenato: A. Meinong:
How to get into touch with things 43; Wolfgang G. Stock: Wissenschaftstheorie der
Grazer Schule: Meinong und Frankl 61; Karl Schuhmann: Daubert and Meinong 75;
R. D. Rollinger: Meinong and Husserl on assumptions 89; Serena Cattaruzza:
Meinong and Bühler 103; Liliana Albertazzi: Comet tails, fleeting objects and
temporal inversions 111; Natale Stucchi: Seeing and thinking: Vittorio Benussi and
the Graz School 137; Roberto Poli: Object and measurement in Mally's
Untersuchungen 173; Matja Potrc, Miklavz Vospernik: Meinong on psychophysical
measurement 187; Barry Smith: Pleasure and its modifications: Stephan Witasek
and the aesthetics of the Grazer Schule 203; Wilhelm Baumgartner, Wojciech
Zełaniec: Meinong values 233; Jacek Juliusz Jadacki: Alexius Meinong and Polish
philosophy 241; Ursula M. Zeglen: Meinong and Ingarden on negative judgments
267; Jacek Paśniczek: Meinong's ontology vs. Leśniewski's Ontology (toward a
Meinongian Calculus of Names) 279-286.

5. "Il pregiudizio a favore del reale. La teoria dell'oggetto di Alexius Meinong fra
ontologia e epistemologia." 2005. Rivista di Estetica no. 30.
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A cura di Carola Barbero e Venanzio Raspa.
Indice: Carola Barbero e Venanzio Raspa: Introduzione. I pregiudizi hanno le gambe
corte 3; Andrea Tabarroni: Gli oggetti inesistenti nella tradizione medievale 27;
Marina Manotta: Una “filosofia dal basso”. Empirismo e razionalismo nel pensiero
di Meinong 40; Rosaria Egidi: Il “Meinong” di Gustav Bergmann 54; Alberto
Voltolini: Varietà nella (supposta) giungla 71; Arianna Betti: Argomenti ontologici
genuini e oggetti intenzionali. Commento a Alberto Voltolini 86; Francesco Orilia:
La libertà d’assunzione nella filosofia analitica contemporanea 91; Mario Alai:
Conciliare Meinong, Frege e Russell. Commento a Francesco Orilia 110; Roberto
Poli: Meinong, filosofo empirico 116; Francesco Armezzani: L’oggetto incompleto.
Commento a Roberto Poli 140; Maurizio Ferraris: Lineamenti di una teoria degli
oggetti sociali 145; Gennaro Auletta: Realismo sociale, non socialista! Commento a
Maurizio Ferraris 181; Venanzio Raspa: Forme del più e del meno in Meinong 185;
Alessandro Salice: Due taciti assunti. Commento a Venanzio Raspa 220; Carola
Barbero: Madame Bovary è concreta come una donna o astratta come una legge?
226; Nevia Dolcini: Personaggi fittizi e “coefficienti di concretezza”. Commento a
Carola Barbero 238-243.

6. Alai, Mario. 2006. "Speaking of Nonexistent Objects." Meinong Studies / Meinong
Studien no. 2:119-159.

7. Albertazzi, Liliana. 1996. "A cubist state of mind: Meinong's ontology." Axiomathes
no. 1996:5-16.

8. ———. 1996. "Come tails, fleeting objects and temporal inversions."
Axiomathes:111-136.

9. Albertazzi, Liliana, Jacquette, Dale, and Poli, Roberto, eds. 2001. The School of
Alexius Meinong. Aldershot: Ashgate.

10. Antonelli, Mauro, and David, Marian, eds. 2016. Existence, Fiction, Assumption:
Meinongian Themes and the History of Austrian Philosophy. Berlin: de Gruyter.
Meinong Studies/Meinong Studien Vol. 6.
Contents / Inhalt: Stefania Centrone: Relational Theories of Intentionality and the
Problem of Non-Existents 1; Peter Andras Varga: The Non-Existing Object
Revisited: Meinong as the Link between Husserl and Russell? 27; Dale Jacquette:
Anti-Meinongian Actualist Meaning of Fiction in Kripke’s 1973 John Locke
Lectures 59; Michele Paolini Paoletti: Paradise on the Cheap. Ascriptivism about
Ficta 99; Xavier de Donato Rodríguez: Meinong’s Theory of Assumptions and its
Relevance for Scientific Contexts 141; Jutta Valent: Christian von Ehrenfels. Eine
intellektuelle Biographie: Neue Forschungsergebnisse aus dem Nachlass 175;
Markus Roschitz: Zu Ernst Mallys Lebensgang, Umfeld und akademischer
Laufbahn 207-257.

11. Aquila, Richard. 1976. Intentionality. A Study of Mental Acts. Park: Pennsylvania
University Press.

12. Armstrong, David Malet. 1995. "Reacting to Meinong." Grazer Philosophische
Studien no. 50:615-627.
"1. Some reasons are given for rejecting the view that there are entities that do not
exist. 2. It is suggested, nevertheless, that this view has some plausibility when we
consider unrealized empirical possibilities. 3. Even if nonexistent entities are
rejected, there remains Meinong's distinction between object and objectives,
roughly: things and facts. The author would analyze objects in terms of objectives,
yielding a world of facts."

13. Barber, Kenneth. 1970. "Meinong's Hume Studies part I: Meinong's Nominalism."
Philosophy and Phenomenological Research no. 30:550-567.

14. ———. 1971. "Meinong's Hume Studies part II: Meinong's Analysis of Relations."
Philosophy and Phenomenological Research no. 31:564-584.
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15. Barbero, Carola. 2006. "Cry for a shadow. Emotions and Object Theory." Meinong
Studies / Meinong Studien no. 2:181-211.

16. Baumgartner, Wolfgang, and Zelaniec, W. 1996. "Meinong values."
Axiomathes:233-240.

17. Bencivenga, Ermanno. 1986. "Meinong: A Critique from the Left." Grazer
Philosophische Studien no. 25/26:359-374.
"Meinong justifies the need of his Gegenstandstheorie by presenting it as a
generalization of (existing) metaphysics, in that the former deals with both existent
and non-existent objects, whereas the latter used to deal with existent objects only.
But this justification is disingenuous, since the notion of a non-existent object is
virtually a contradiction in terms for the traditional paradigm. What Meinong is
really proposing is a conceptual revolution of a Kantian variety, and we need to get
clearer about the full import of this revolution. This is what the present paper
attempts to do."

18. Benoist, Jocelyn. 2001. Représentations sans objet: Aux origines de la
phénoménologie et de la philosophie analytique. Paris: Presses Universitaires de
France.
Table des matières: Introduction. La question des objets inexistants et les "origines
communes" de la phénoménologie et de la philosophie analytique 5; Chapitre I.
Bolzano et le paradoxe des objets inexistants 17; Chapitre II. Un détour frégéen: la
présuppostion de référence 43; Chapitre III. Une première solution intentionnaliste:
Twardowski (en passant par Brentano) 67; Chapitre IV: L'objectivation de
l'inexistence: Meinong 99; Chapitre V. Le dispositif onto-logique et les deux
critiques possibles de Meinong 131; Appendice: Brentano sur les "quelque chose"
169; Chapitre Vi. Husserl critique de Twardowski 173; Index nominum 217-219.

19. Bergmann, Gustav. 1967. Realism. A Critique of Brentano and Meinong. Madison:
University of Wisconsin Press.
Reprint: Frankfurt, Ontos Verlag, 2004.

20. Berto, Francesco. 2012. Existence as a Real Property. The Ontology of
Meinongianism. Dordrecht: Springer.

21. Beyer, Christian. 2004. "Austrian theories of judgement: Bolzano, Brentano,
Meinong, and Husserl." In Phenomenology and Analysis. Essays on Central
European Philosophy, edited by Chrudzimski, Arkadiusz and Huemer, Wolfgang,
257-284. Frankfurt: Ontos Verlag.

22. Bonino, Guido. 2006. "Why there are no facts in Meinong's world (according to
Gustav Bergmann)." Meinong Studies / Meinong Studien no. 2:239-275.
"The paper deals with Gustav Bergmann's analysis of Meinong's ontology, carried
out in Realism: A Critique of Brentano and Meinong (1967); more specifically it
aims at making it clear in what sense Meinong can be regarded as a "reist". Reism is
characterized by Bergmann as a position -- largely dominant in the philosophical
tradition -- which
(i) neglects the ontological category of facts;
(ii) neglects or downplays nexus (and more in general subsistents);
(iii) tends to consider all entities as things or thing-like.
As a by-product, some light will be thrown on the sense of Bergmann's ontological
enterprise."

23. Bottani, Andrea. 2006. "Three kind of incompleteness." Meinong Studies / Meinong
Studien no. 2:99-117.

24. Bourgeois, Warren V. 1981. "Beyond Russell and Meinong." Canadian Journal of
Philosophy no. 16:653-666.

25. Brigati, Roberto. 1993. Il linguaggio dell'oggettività. Saggio su Meinong. Torino:
Thema.
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26. Burkhardt, Hans. 1989. "Das Vorurteil zugunsten des Aktualen: die philosophischen
Systeme von Leibniz and Meinong." In Le teorie delle modalità. Atti del Convegno
internazionale di storia della logica, edited by Corsi, Giovanni, Mangione, Corrado
and Mugnai, Massimo, 155-182. Bologna: CLUEB.

27. Butchvarov, Panayot. 1985. "Our robust sense of reality." Grazer Philosophische
Studien no. 25/26:501-531.
"Anti-Meinongian philosophers, such as Russell, do not explain what they mean by
existence when they deny that there are nonexistent objects - they just sense
robustly. I argue that any plausible explanation of what they mean tends to
undermine their view and to support the Meinongian view. But why are they so
strongly convinced that they are right? I argue that the reason is to be found in the
special character of the concept of existence, which has been insufficiently
examined by anti-Meinongian as well as by Meinongian philosophers."

28. Calan, Ronan de. 2006. "L'objectif de l' Objektiv: de l'objet du jugement à la théorie
de l'objet." In Propositions et états de choses. Entre être et sens, edited by Benoist,
Jocelyn, 51-66. Paris: Vrin.

29. Campbell, Richard. 1972. "Did Meinong plant a jungle?" Philosophical Papers no.
1:89-102.
"This article presents a detailed analysis of Meinong's paper on "Thetheory of
objects" in order to untangle the complex dialectic of his argument. It is argued that
Meinong's position has been grossly misunderstood; far from maintaining that all
objects of reference must have some kind of logical being, Meinong explicitly
denies such a 'solution' to the problem of how reference is to be understood when
the expression which occurs referentially in a linguistic context fails to refer to an
existing object. He is not ontologising the logic of our ordinary use of referring
expressions. Rather, Meinong's position is that being is not intrinsic to having the
logical status of an object, But rather is only relevant when we come to determine
whether the existential proposition concerning some object is true.
The question of being does not arise when an object is considered as such. Just what
this is to be taken as meaning is developed through a discussion of intentionality. It
is proposed that Meinong can be understood as holding that the meta-Remark
'reference is there being made to x' does not entail the existence, nor the non-
existence of x."

30. Cantens, Bernardo J. 1999. Suarez and Meinong on Beings of Reason and Non-
Existent Objects, University of Miami.
Available at ProQuest Dissertation Express: reference number 9938315.

31. Capone Braga, Gaetano. 1914. "La teoria degli oggetti e l'ontologia." Cultura
Filosofica no. VIII (1914): 197-231; 290-318; IX (1915) 72-85.

32. Capozzi, Mirella. 2006. "Biangoli rettilinei e centauri: l'ontologia di Wolff e
Meinong." In Le ragioni del conoscere e dell'agire. Scritti in onore di Rosaria
Egidi, edited by Calcaterra, Rosa, 44-56. Milano: Franco Angeli.

33. Cappio, James John. 1981. Meinong and Reference, Princeton University.
Available at ProQuest Dissertation Express: reference number 8119111.

34. Cattaruzza, Serena. 1996. "Meinong and Bühler." Axiomathes:103-110.
35. Centi, Beatrice, and Raspa, Venanzio. 2021. "Le varietà dell’oggetto.

Approssimazioni storiche e variazioni teoriche alla Gegenstandstheorie di Alexius
Meinong." Paradigmi no. 39:199-208.
Abstract: "Meinong’s thought continually lends itself to alternative solutions, to a
critical rethinking of the concepts he developed and to comparison both with the
doctrines of other thinkers, and the ideas of his disciples. The essays presented in
this issue place his thinking in dialogue with the major figures in the history of
philosophy, thinkers as various as Plato and Aristotle, Avicenna, Suárez, Clauberg,
Hume and Kant, who appear as ideal interlocutors in order to comprehend in depth
the significance of Meinongian object theory.
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The purpose underlying these studies is also to illustrate how features and problems
of Gegenstandstheorie retain a vital relevance for contemporary philosophy."

36. Centrone, Stefania. 2016. "Relational Theories of Intentionality and the Problem of
Non-Existents." Meinong Studies no. 6:1-26.

37. Chisholm, Roderick M. 1963. "Supererogation and offence." Ratio no. 5.
Reprinted in: Brentano and Meinong Studies, pp. 98-113.

38. ———. 1972. "Beyond Being and Nonbeing." In Jenseits von Sein und Nichtsein,
edited by Haller, Rudolf, 245-255. Graz: Akademische Druck- u. Verlagsanstalt.
Reprinted in: Brentano and Meinong Studies, pp. 53-67.
"Meinong wrote: "There are objects of which it is true that there are no such
objects." (1) But he was well aware that this statement of his doctrine of Aussersein
was needlessly paradoxical. Other statements were: "The non-real" is not "a mere
nothing" and "The object as such ... stands 'beyond being and non-being." (2)
Perhaps the clearest statement was provided by Meinong's follower, Ernst Mally:
"Sosein is independent of Sein." (3) We could paraphrase Mally's statement by
saying: "An object may have a set of characteristics whether or not it exists and
whether or not it has any other kind of being."
It is commonly supposed that this doctrine of Aussersein is absurd and that whatever
grounds Meinong may have had for affirming it were demolished by Russell's
theory of descriptions. I believe, however, that this supposition is false. I shall
attempt here to set forth the doctrine in its most extreme form and I shall then
consider what may be said in its favor."

39. ———. 1972. "Objectives and intrinsic value." In Jenseits von Sein und Nichtsein.
Graz: Akademische Druck- u. Verlagsanstalt.
Reprinted in: Brentano and Meinong Studies, pp. pp. 80-91.

40. ———. 1972. "Einige Hauptpunkte in Meinongs philosophischer Psychologie." In
Jenseits von Sein und Nichtsein, 25-36. Graz: Akademische Druck- u.
Verlagsanstalt.

41. ———. 1973. "Homeless Objects." Revue Internationale de Philosophie no. 104-
105:207-223.
Reprinted in: Brentano and Meinong Studies, pp. 37-52.
"In 1907 Meinong introduced the expression 'homeless object' (Heimatlose
Gegenständ) to refer to certain objects which, he said, did not fall within the
subject-matter of any of the generally accepted branches of knowledge. One might
also characterize such objects by saying that they are neither 'concreta' nor
'abstracta'.
Three such objects are discussed in the present paper: (1) certain 'intentionalia', or
objects of thought; (2) what Meinong called 'Objecktive' and what might also be
called 'states of affairs'; and (3) 'incomplete objects', or objects that are not
completely determinate. Meinong's position with respect to these types of object is
here assessed and to a certain extent defended."

42. ———. 1982. Brentano and Meinong Studies. Amsterdam: Rodopi.
Contents: Foreword 1; 1. Brentano's theory of Substance and Accident 3; 2.
Brentano's theory of Judgment 17; 3. Homeless objects 37; 4. Beyond Being and
Nonbeing 53; 5. Correct and incorrect emotion 68; 6. Objectives and intrinsic value
80; 7. The quality of pleasure and displeasure 92; 8. Supererogation and offence 98;
9. Beginnings and endings 114-124.
"I present these papers on Brentano and Meinong in the hope that they will lead the
reader back to the originai sources. Some of the papers are expositions and
commentaries. Others are developments of certain suggestions first made by
Brentano or by Meinong.
(...)
The third and fourth papers are concerned with Meinong's theory of objects, a
theory that grows out of Brentano's theoretical philosophy. "Homeless Objects" first
appeared in the Meinong issue of Revue Internationale de Philosophie, Vol. 22
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(1973). "Beyond Being and Nonbeing" was presented to the Colloquium on
Meinong that took place at the University of Graz in September and October, 1970.
It first appeared in Jenseits von Sein und Nichtsein, edited by Rudolf Haller (Graz:
Akademische Druck- und Verlagsanstalt, 1972). The paper makes clear, I think, that
Russell's theory of descriptions - despite its great philosophical merit - does not
provide a refutation of Meinong's theory.
The four papers that follow are concerned with the theory of value, as it had been
conceived by Brentano and developed by Meinong.
(...)
"Objectives and Intrinsic Value" is a revised version of a second paper that I
presented to the Meinong Colloquium in 1970; the original version appears in
Jenseits von Sein und Nichtsein.
"Supererogation and Offence" first appeared in Ratio, Vol. V (1963). In this work I
make use, not only of certain insights of Meinong, but also those of one of his
followers, Dr. Ernst Schwarz. Schwarz's excellent book, Uber den Wert, das Soll,
und das richtige Werthalten, has been almost entirely neglected. It was first brought
to my attention by Hofrat Dr. Rudolf Kindinger who first introduced me to Graz.
I hope that these essays will be thought of as carrying out the tradition of the
Brentano school." (From the Foreword)

43. Chrudzimski, Arkadiusz. 2001. "Die Theorie der Intentionalität Meinongs."
Dialectica.International Journal of Philosophy of Knowledge no. 51:119-143.
"The most striking feature of Meinong's theory of intentionality is his thesis that
every mental act has its reference-object beyond being and non being . This theory
seems, at first, to be a clear example of the so called object-theory of intentionality,
as it introduces special postulated entities in the target-position of the mental act.
Closer examination, however, reveals in Meinong's works important elements of the
mediator-theory. Meinong speaks of auxiliary incomplete objects situated between
the subject and the object of reference and mediating the intentional access to the
(complete) reference-object. Moreover, even if the object of reference is of the
simple nominal form, the mediating structure involves essentially propositional
entities (objectives). In the paper we attempt to give a set-theoretical interpretation
of Meinong's theory in the frame of which we could eventually do without the
incomplete mediating objects. Yet, some general epistemological considerations
suggest the indispensability of such incomplete mediating structures."

44. ———. 2002. "Brentano und Meinong. Zur Ontologie der Denkobjekte." In
Substanz und Identität. Beiträge zur Ontologie, edited by Löffler, Winfried, 155-
166. Paderborn: Mentis-Verlag.

45. ———. 2003. "Quine, Meinong und Aristoteles. Zwei Dimensionen der
ontologischen Verpflichtung." Metaphysica no. 4:39-68.

46. ———. 2004. "Meinong und supervaluation." In Phenomenology and Analysis.
Essays on Central European Philosophy, edited by Chrudzimski, Arkadiusz and
Huemer, Wolfgang, 105-130. Frankfurt: Ontos Verlag.
"Nowadays the philosophers that are sympathetic to Meinongian ideas are accused
of planting an ontological jungle. However in the paper it is shown that a significant
part of Meinong's philosophy can be interpreted within the framework of an
astonishingly sparse ontology.
The proposed interpretation does not introduce any nonexistent entities but instead
uses supervaluational techniques and substitutional interpretation of quantifiers."

47. ———. 2005. "Abstraktion und Relationen beim jungen Meinong." Meinong
Studies / Meinong Studien no. 1:7-62.

48. ———. 2005. "Drei Versionen der Meinongschen Logik." Zeitschrift für
Philosophische Forschung no. 59:49-70.
"The most striking part of Meinong's theory of objects is his thesis that the 'pure
objects' should be considered as ontologically neutral.
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Meinong says that they are 'beyond of being and non-being'. There are three prima
facie plausible ways how this ontological neutrality could be analyzed. It can be
construed as (i) an expansion of ontology; (ii) an introduction of an ontologically
non-committing quantification; or as (iii) a version of free logic."

49. ———. 2007. Gegenstandstheorie und Theorie der Intentionalität bei Alexius
Meinong. Dordrecht: Springer.
Inhaltverzeichnis: Einführung IX-XII; 1. Intentionalität und immanente Objekte.
Die Lehre Franz Brentanos 1; 2. Abstraktion und Relationen. Der junge Meinong
53; 3. Inhalt und Gegenständ. Meinongs Lehre um 1900 103; 4. Die Lehre von den
Objektiven (1902) 149; 5. Gegenstandstheorie (1904-1920) 179; 6. Meinongs
Gegenstände und die intentionale Beziehung 251; 7. Meinong'sche
"Konstitutionssysteme" 307; 8. Die Logik des Ausserseins 353; Schlusswort 371;
Bibliographie 373; Namenverzeichnis 385-386.

50. Cocchiarella, Nino. 1982. "Meinong reconstructed versus early Russell
reconstructed." Journal of Philosophical Logic no. 11:183-214.
Reprinted in Logical Studies in Early Analytic Philosophy, pp. 119-151.
"A reconstruction of Bertrand Russell's pre-1905 theory of nonexisting individuals
is contrasted with terry parsons' reconstruction of Meinong's theory in this book
"nonexistent objects". Meinongian objects, complete and incomplete, possible and
impossible, are shown to be parasitic upon Russellian individuals, and Meinong's
distinction between nuclear and extra-nuclear properties and relations is explained
in terms of the distinction between those properties and relations which can hold
only of existing individuals and those which can hold of nonexisting individuals as
well."

51. Dappiano, Luigi. 1994. "L'idealismo di Oxbridge tra Lotze e Meinong. A proposito
delle origini della filosofia analitica." Axiomathes:279.

52. De Donato-Rodriguez, Xavier. 2016. "Meinong’s Theory of Assumptions and its
Relevance for Scientific Contexts." Meinong Studies no. 6:141-173.

53. Dejnožka, Jan. 1988. "Russell's robust sense of reality: a reply to Butchvarov."
Grazer Philosophische Studien no. 32:155-164.
This paper is now superseded by the Chapter 4. "Russell's robust sense of reality" of
"The Ontology of the Analytic Tradition and Its Origins" (1996). (Personal
communication by Jan Dejnozka).

54. ———. 1996. The Ontology of the Analytic Tradition and Its Origins. Realism and
Identity in Frege, Russell, Wittgenstein, and Quine. Lanham, Maryland: Littefield
Adams.
Paperback edition reprinted with corrections, 2002; reprinted with further
corrections, 2003.

55. Dölling, Evelyn. 1995. "Alexius Meinong: "Der blinde Seher Theiresias"." Grazer
Philosophische Studien no. 50:1-27.

56. ———. 1997. "On Alexius Meinong's theory of signs." In The Brentano Puzzle,
edited by Poli, Roberto, 199-214. Aldershot: Ashgate.
"The Austrian philosopher Alexius Meinong (1853-1920) is known for his works on
the theory of objects, epistemology, philosophy of value and psychology. Little
attention has so far been paid to his considerations concerning the philosophy of
signs (Zeichen). It is the aim of this paper to study this aspect of Meinong's work by
way of his book Über Annahmen.
In this book, first published in 1902, and in 1910 in an enlarged second edition,
Meinong approached the phenomenon of assuming (Annehmen), on the one hand,
by an analysis of semiotic processes and, on the other, by investigating a certain
type of objects, the so-called objectives (Objektive), on which Annahmen are
directed. Here, he starts from the close relationship between signs and the theory of
intentionality of psychic acts developed by Brentano (cf. Brentano 1874).
Brentano's definition of psychic phenomena shares a common feature with the
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definition of sign: their distinguishing characteristic is their being related to
something else. Meinong made use of the word Annahme as a technical term for all
experiences (Erlebnisse) in the field between presentations (Vorstellungen) and
judgments.(2) A judgment is a psychic act by which Something is accepted or
rejected. He or she who judges concerning something or believes in something is
convinced (überzeugt) of it (cf. Meinong 1977, p. 2). "The two ... factors mentioned,
namely conviction and position within the contradiction of yes or no, can without
exception be found in everything claimed to be a judgment" (Meinong 1977, p. 3).
Examples: (1) Vienna is the capital of Austria, (2) Men exist, (3) Mermaids are
fabulous creatures. All judgments are based on having presentations, which is but a
passive psychic act and involves neither the moment of conviction nor that of
assertion. As far as the psychic act of assuming is concerned it is a matter of
judgment without conviction, i.e. Annahmen do not, or do not necessarily, involve
being known or even believed. Examples: (4) Assuming a rectangular triangle be
given, one leg of which is half as long as the other, (5) / assume that the problem of
determinism and indeterminism is unsolvable, (6) Assuming that this stick is a
horse, (7) Let us assume that you are Hamlet, (8) If AB and BC hold, so will AC, (9)
If it rains today we cannot take the planned trip, (10) Imagine turning yourself into a
princess.
In Uber Annahmen Meinong gave much attention to the proof that Annahmen
occupy an independent field between presentations and judgments.(3) In the final
analysis, however, these considerations only served him as preliminary inquiries to
determine the function of Annahmen in the different context in which they are used.
In particular he was interested in the function of Annahmen in certain kinds of
communicative behaviour such as a lie, play or art. Annahmen both in play and art
are especially relevant to a semiotic analysis of Annahmen.
Meinong developed his conception of signs against the background of the semiotics
of Richard Gatschenberger, Eduard Martinak and Edmund Husserl. This is why
their analyses of signs will be discussed in the first two sections of this paper. In the
third section we will study how Meinong modified the mentioned sign conceptions
to meet his own purposes and how he exploited them for his semiotic analysis of
Annahmen." (pp. 199-200, a note omitted)
(2) Meinong refers to Russell drawing his attention to G. Frege who was probably
the first to introduce the concept of Annahme in his paper 'Function und Begriff'
(1891). (...)
(3) Meinong’s view that Annahmen are independent psychic acts did not meet
general acceptance. Objections were raised mainly in Russell (1904) and Marty
(1908). These disputes shall not be discussed here. Rather, Meinong’s view of
Annahmen will be largely accepted in the following remarks.
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"This book on Meinong is primarily concerned with his arguments for the positions
for which he is famous among some philosophers and infamous among others. But
philosophical contentions carry little weight when they are viewed in isolation.
Matters are too complex, too difficult, to be settled in an isolated way. Every
argument must be evaluated against a background which includes a philosopher's
other arguments and some of his basic assumptions or -- if you wish -- prejudices. I
therefore discuss Meinong's arguments within the context in which they appear, but
with an eye on his earlier positions as well as on his later changes of mind. There
are at least two further reasons for adopting this particular approach in Meinong's
case.
Findlay, in his classic study of Meinong's philosophy, compares him with G. E.
Moore.(1) Although this comparison is apt, there is one respect in which Meinong
differs greatly from Moore. Meinong's philosophy develops over the years from a
sparse ontology into an ample one. Every new idea is built upon an old one; new
problems arise in the wake of earlier solutions; certain questions are raised time and
again, but their answers are more and more refined. In short, there is a definite
development, with a definite trend, definite stages, and a distinct final view.
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I also wished to impress on the reader how misleading the prevalent view is that
Meinong was a spendthrift metaphysician who delighted in multiplying entities
continuously and needlessly. If one becomes aware of how Meinong's full ontology
develops very slowly over many years from very austere beginnings, how he resists
the temptation to solve a problem by admitting a new kind of entity, and how he
gives in only after a whole series of arguments for the new kind of entity has
accumulated, one will, hopefully, be less inclined in future to think of Meinong as
the 'supreme entity multiplier in the history of philosophy'.(2)" (from the Preface).
(1) J. N. Findlay, Meinong's Theory of Objects and Values, 2nd ed. (Oxford, 1963),
p. 348.
(2) This phrase if from Gilbert Ryle's article in the Oxford Magazine 26 October
1933.
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8:67-82.
"Meinong's doctrine of the Aussersein of the pure object consists, in my view, of the
following four main theses: (1) Nonexistent entities, like the golden mountain and
the round square, have no form of being whatsoever. (2) Such entities are,
nevertheless, constituents of certain states of affairs. (3) They even have a number
of quite ordinary properties-the golden mountain, for example, is golden. (4) Being
is not a part of any object. I shall try to explain and evaluate these four theses, and I
shall claim that only the first one is true. However, even if my arguments fail to
convince, they may at least show that Meinong's doctrine is neither too obscure to
be understood nor too wrongheaded to be enlightening."
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"Some years ago, I published an article about Meinong's theory of objects. (1) I
listed there four main theses of Meinong's view:
(1) The golden mountain (and other nonexistents) has no being at all.
(2) Nevertheless, it is a constituent of the fact that the golden mountain does not
exist.
(3) Furthermore, it has such ordinary properties as being made from gold.
(4) Existence is not a constituent of any object.
And I argued in that paper that only thesis (1) is true. In particular, I insisted that
(3), which I consider to be the most characteristic feature of Meinong's view, is
false.
Since then, there have been quite a few discussions of Meinong's view. I would like,
in response to some of these works, to reiterate my earlier criticism of Meinong. My
purpose is threefold. Firstly, I would like to state once more my own view, which is
a version of Russell's theory of definite descriptions, as clearly as possible.
Secondly, I shall defend my past contention that the golden mountain is not golden
against some recent objections. And thirdly and most importantly, I want to describe
the dialectic of the philosophical problem as I perceive it. It seems to me to be an
exasperating shortcoming of the discussion that most participants do not clearly
state the basic options and their reasons for preferring some to others."
(1) 'Meinong's Doctrine of the Aussersein of the Pure Object', Noüs, 8 (1974, pp. 67-
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Ashgate.
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hold as Alexius Meinong. One generally attributes to him the belief that there are,
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golden mountain and the round square. He is therefore often viewed as a spendthrift
ontologist who delighted in multiplying entities continuously and needlessly. But
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this conception, I shall try to show, is mistaken. Anyone who has studied Meinong's
philosophy carefully will come to the conclusion that he is not the 'supreme entity-
multiplier in the history of philosophy' as Gilbert Ryle claims.(1)
But even though Meinong never embraced the rather extreme view that there are, in
addition to existing things in space and time and subsisting things (ideal things)
outside of space and time, also such things as the golden mountain, and even such
contradictory things as the round square, he nevertheless insisted on another
ontological principle not any less mistaken than what I just called the 'extreme'
view. It is this insistence, and not his ontological inventory, which I consider to be
Meinong's main mistake. I shall, therefore, first defend Meinong against the kind of
accusation implied in Ryle's description of Meinong. And then I shall, secondly,
show where Meinong really went wrong in his ontology." (p. 477)
(1) See Ryle's article in the Oxford Magazine 26 October 1933.
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magnitudes and indivisible ones. He argues that relations of
distance, or dissimilarity, are indivisible magnitudes that coincide with divisible
magnitudes called stretches. The second part of the presentation is concerned with
Meinong's account of measurement as a comparison of parts.
Meinong holds that measuring is comparing parts and, thus, only divisible
magnitudes are directly measurable. When indivisible magnitudes like distances are
indirectly measured, they are measured by means of divisible magnitudes like
stretches. Meinong's account allows us to reject important objections against
measurement of similarity and to reconsider the logical form of the sentences
involving comparative similarity."
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be intentional objects at all. If defective objects are a special kind of intentional
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of Brentano's descriptive psychology, and consider the phenomenological
foundations of the Meinongian domain.
Meinong's theory of assumption introduces a fourth category of assumptions to
supplement Brentano's tripartite division between presentations, judgments, and
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