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all?'. In different ways they argue that the nihilist hypothesis that there might be just
nothing can be set aside, either because it is impossible for there to be nothing
(Lowe 1996: 118) or because this hypothesis is ‘as improbable as anything can be'
(van Inwagen 1996: 99). By contrast I shall here defend the nihilist hypothesis. r
The point at issue does not simply concern the metaphysics of existence. It also
connects with debates concerning modal concepts. David Lewis explicitly declares
“there isn't any world where there's nothing at all. That makes it necessary that there
is something' (1986: 73). The reason for this, as Lewis explains, is that because he
conceives a world as a maximal mereological sum of spatiotemporally interrelated
things, there cannot be an empty world, since mereology does not permit ‘empty
sums'. A little surprisingly, David Armstrong, whose combinatorial theory of
possibility is in many respects opposed to that of Lewis, also embraces this
conclusion, because "the empty world is not a construction from our given elements
(actual individuals, properties and relations)' (1989: 93). Armstrong takes this view
despite the fact that his theory permits the construction of representations of
‘contracted worlds' which lack actual individuals, properties and relations because
he conceives of worlds as maximal states of affairs and holds that where there is
nothing at all, there is no state of affairs. Thus for both Armstrong and Lewis the
nihilist hypothesis is to be rejected because the conception of a possibility (or
world) has sufficient substance, as a mereological sum or a state of affairs, to
demand the existence of something as a part or constituent."

(1) This is how Heidegger describes the question in Heidegger Introduction to
Metaphysics, 1959. 1t is characteristically unclear what, if any, answer to it
Heidegger offers.
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attributes and propositions. It is argued that the theory of states, when combined
with an intentional account of negative attributes, will yield a theory of negative
entities and of events."
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Crittenden, Charles. 1970. "Ontology and the Theory of Descriptions." Philosophy
and Phenomenological Research no. 31 (1):85-96.

. 1993. "Thinking about Non-Being." Inquiry no. 16:290-312.

"There are genuine references to non-existent objects, as can be seen through
elucidating reference in common language and applying the criteria enumerated to
expressions used in writing and speaking about fiction. The concept of a fictitious
entity is simply accepted in the adoption of the language-game' of fiction and has no
undesirable ontological consequences. To think otherwise is to fail to attend to the
conceptual status of such talk. Accounts of fictional discourse by Russell, Ryle, and
Chisholm are found objectionable. The concept of existence is touched on, and
consequences concerning reference to abstract and other objects and also
concerning method in ontology mentioned."

Darby, George, Pickup, Martin, and Robson, Jon. 2017. "Deep Indeterminacy in
Physics and Fiction." In Thinking About Science, Reflecting on Art: Bringing
Aesthetics and Philosophy of Science Together, edited by Bueno, Otavio, French,
Steven, Darby, George and Rickles, Dean. Routledge.
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De Donato-Rodriguez, Xavier. 2016. "Meinong’s Theory of Assumptions and its
Relevance for Scientific Contexts." Meinong Studies no. 6:141-173.

Deely, John. 1975. "Reference to the Non-Existent." The Thomist no. 39:253-308.

Donnellan, Keith. 1974. "Speaking of Nothing." The Philosophical Review no.
83:3-31.

Reprinted in K. Donnellan, Essays on Reference, Language, and Mind, Edited by
Joseph Almog and Paolo Leonardi, New York: Oxford University Press 2012, pp.
81-114.

Donnellann, Keith. 1974. "Speaking of Nothing." The Philosophical Review no.
83:3-31.

Reprinted in K. Donnellan, Essays on Reference, Language, and Mind, Edited by
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Everett, Anthony, and Hofweber, Thomas, eds. 2000. Empty Names, Fiction and the
Puzzles of Non-Existence. Stanford: CSLI Publications.

The volume contains 13 new papers concerning the semantic and metaphysical
issues arising from empty names, non-existence, and the nature of fiction. The
contributors include some of the most important researchers working in these fields.
Some of the papers develop and defend new positions on these matters, while other
papers offer some important new perspectives and criticisms of the existing
approaches. The book contains a comprehensive introductory essay by the editors
which provides a survey of the philosophical issues concerning empty names, the
various responses to these issues, and the literature to date. The book is composed
by three parts: I. Empty names; II. Pretense; III. Ontology.

Everett, Anthony J. 2013. The Nonexistent. New York: Oxford University Press.

Everett, Theodore J. 2005. "Are There Non-Existent Entities?" In The Philosophy of
Panayot Butchvarov: A Collegial Evaluation, edited by Blackman, Larry Lee, 3-19.
Edwin Mellen Press.

Fine, Kit. 1982. "The Problem of Non-Existents. I: Internalism." Topoi no. 1:97-
140.

Contents: A. lintroduction. 1. Outline 97; 2. Methodology 99; B. Preliminaries, 1.
Contexts and Objects 101; 2. Identity and Being 102; 3. The Identity of Non-
existents 104; c. An Internalist Theory. 1. The Rudiments 106; 2. The Extended
Theory 108; D. Refinements. 1. Implicit /Explicit Copula 110; 2. Diagonal
Difficulties 115; 3. Dual Diagonal Difficulties 120; 4. Correlates 123; 5. Modal
Matters 129; E. Criticisms. 1. Against Platonism 130; 2. Against Internalism 132; 3.
Other Theories 136; Notes 137; References 139.

"The main philosophical question about non-existents is whether there really are
any. My own view is that there are none. But even if this is granted, we may still
ask what they are like, just as the materialist may consider the nature of sensations
or the nominalist the nature of numbers.

On this further topic, there seem to be three main divisions of thought, which may
be respectively labelled as:

(1) platonism /empiricism,;

(i1) literalism /contextualism;

(ii1 ) internalism / externalism.

Let me attempt a rough characterization of these divisions. More refined
formulations will come later. On a platonic conception, the non-existent objects of
fiction, perception, belief and the like do not depend for their being upon human
activity or upon any empirical conditions at all; they exist, or have being,
necessarily.

Under an empirical conception, on the other hand, these objects are firmly rooted in
empirical reality; they exist, or have being, contingently. On an extreme conception
of this sort, these objects are literally created and are brought into being by the
appropriate activity either of or within the agent.

(..)
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All in all, the three divisions provide for 8 (= 23) combinations of positions. Each, I
think, is coherent, but some are more natural than others. For example it is natural,
though not necessary, for the ‘platonist’ to accept internalism and for the
‘empiricist’ to accept externalism; for the means by which the objects are
individuated will naturally be taken to provide conditions for their existence or
being.

My own view on these questions is given by empiricism, contextualism and
extemalism, not that this is a common combination in the literature. This view will
be defended in the second part of this paper. In the present part, I am concerned to
discuss a view that combines internalism with contextualism and platonism; and in
the third part, I shall discuss the literalist position, mainly in association with
platonism and internalism. I have not attempted systematically to consider all of the
possible combinations of position. I have only looked at the more prominent or
plausible of the views, though what I say on them should throw light on what is to
be said of the others.

The plan of the present part is as follows. In section A2, I discuss general
methodological issues facing any philosophical study of nonexistents and, in
particular, defend the claim that one can say what they are like without
presupposing that there really are any. In section B, I try first to delineate more
precisely the subjectmatter of our theories and then to describe the problems of
providing identity and existence conditions with which any such theory should deal.
In section C, I give an initial formulation of an internalist theory, which is
successively refined in section D. Finally, in section E, I give two major criticisms
of the theory as thus developed. A more detailed account of each section is given in
the list of contents.

It is of the greatest importance to note that the present part does not contain my own
views on the subject. It is only in the last section of this part that the internalist
position is criticized, and it is only in the second part of this paper that my own,
more positive, views are developed." (pp. 97-99)

. 1984. "Critical Review of Parsons' 'Nonexistent Objects'." Philosophical
Studies no. 45:95-142.

Review of: Terence Parsons, Nonexistent Objects, New Haven: Yale University
Press, 1980.

"There has recently been a rebellion within the ranks of analytic philosophy. It has
come to be appreciated that, in the debate between Russell and Meinong, Russell
was perhaps mistaken in his criticisms and Meinong was perhaps correct in his
views. As a consequence, an attempt was made to rehabilitate the Meinongian
position, to defend it against the most obvious attacks and to develop it in the most
plausible ways. T. Parsons was among the first of the contemporary philosophers to
make this attempt, (1) and so it is especially appropriate that his views should now
be set out in a book.

I should say, at the outset, that I thoroughly approve of the Meinongian project. As
Parsons makes clear (pp. 32— 38), we refer to non-existents in much the same way
as we refer to other objects. It is therefore incumbent upon the philosopher to work
out the principles by which our discourse concerning such objects is governed. Not
that this is necessarily to endorse a realist position towards the objects of the
resulting theory. Nominalists and Platonists alike may attempt to set out the
principles that govern arithmetical discourse; and it is in the same spirit that the
realist or anti-realist may attempt to set out the principles of our fictional discourse.
Despite my approval of the project, I must admit to some misgivings as to how
Parsons has carried it out. These misgivings are of two kinds. There are first some
internal criticisms, requiring only change within Parsons’ basic approach. There are
then some external criticisms, requiring change to the basic approach.

These criticisms, though, should not be thought to detract from the merits of
Parsons’ book. It is, in many ways, an admirable contribution to the field.

It gives weight both to the interest and the legitimacy of the Meinongian enterprise;
it pinpoints the difficulties which any satisfactory theory must deal with; and in its
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solution to those difficulties, it sets up a theory with a degree of rigour and
systematicity that should serve as a model for years to come. As a well worked-out
and accessible contribution to object theory, there is no better book." (pp. 95-96)
(1) Others include Castafieda [1], Rapaport [7], Routley [8] and Zalta [9].
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fictional characters. I argue here that even if we admit inadvertently created
abstracta into our ontology, my argument survives. I ultimately defend a view on
which fictional characters (if real) may be countenanced as created abstracta
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listed there four main theses of Meinong's view:

(1) The golden mountain (and other nonexistents) has no being at all.
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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."
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