INTRODUCTION

My Purnose and the Scope of Inquiry

What I want to do in this thesic is to construct a
philosophicel theory about the nature of artistic activity, by
meaps of analysing the nature of the products from this aétivity,
the works of art. Here,product means not only the extensional
object in space-time,if there is one,the moterial one,but also the

intensional object in one's mind wiere that is the relevant one,

The Origin and The Significrnce of This Inquiry

Many philosophers and :rticts try to answer the question
"What is art?". 3But until now there has been no common égreement
on this account either in the philosophical comnunity or the
coumunity of artists., My philosophical theory can be an alternative
to rive some clerity to this problem. Can we know what art is while
we do not krow the activity surrounding the use of this word? We
aren't concerned about mere verbal quibtles,but attempt to

understand the real state of affairs.,.And that is the point.

My Method

By the nature of philosophical theory,the necessity of
documentary recenrch is excluded,which is used in the.process of
vhilosophicnl inquirj only as a facility to paving the way to the
matter. Knowledre of liternture concerning the subject-matter only
gives us knowledpe of the current discourse or intérest in the

problem by those contemporary in any era. ¥hat is significant in
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doing philosophy is the power of reasoning,which is the heart-core
of philosophicnl activity,to give the understanding of the states

of affaires that are the objects of incuiry.

After reading much literature on this subject-matter,many
pieces arc excluded, Some by their irrelevance,some by their
insignificance. Only those that are clesr-cut on some point or

contain crucial arguments survive,

I do philosophy by @eans of critical speculation,as many
traditional philosophers have done. My bias is that I try to make
sense of commonrense belief,and wrere my account conflictes with 1it,
the explaining of why comuon sense is confused is necescary. Then
my s*yle of drning philosophy is seen as if descriptive in its form.

Rending only somec parts of my inquiry can lesd one to misinterpret

my account,the whole reading is necessary.

Ny total aim is as of Wittrenstein's words in Philosophical
Investigations :"The philosophers treatment of a question is like

the tre~ntment of an illness."

For the clarity that we =re aiming at is indeed comnlete
clarity. But this siumply means that the philosophical problems
chould completely disappear.

Tne real discovery is the one that ma“es me capzble of
stopping doing philoscophy when I want to. = The one that gives
philosophy pesce,so tha* it is no longer tcrmented by questions
which bring itself in questiop~ Instead,we now demonstrate a
method,by examnles; and the series of examples can be broken
off.- Problems are rolved (difficulties eliminated), not a
single problem.

There ic not a philosophical method, though there are indced
metho'!'s, 1ike different therapies.

This is true of my way of inquiry as well. And surely,there

are many wrye of presenting the matter,not only one way.



Presunposition

For the sake of truth if we,on doing philosophy,can avoid
presurnocition it's secms better. But why? Is it necesraryas such?
The claim of Husrerl thst his method can excludeany presunnosition
is proved now as faulty, “hy does it mntter h:ve or not have

presunpnsitions? 'For the sake of t:uth' is our ruide=line,ish't
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(T only briefly sey that vou can call my vosition "wminimal
relativism" or in reverse form "minimal objectivism", mutatis

mutandis., Thie name I invent on my ovn. Relativism does not mean
everything is possible., It's only aware of the context of its
reference, the parrdigm of ite discourse. Objectivity is a function

of the paradigm we presupposel)

The werits from ¥y Tnouiry

I A Gl succocrful,this alternative theory can fulfill jts
purvose, Yhen a problem irs solyed we call it no problem., Otherwise
it is unsucressful,becnuse of soume inner problematic., For at least,
I believe that this theory can give us clarification about soue

point,

The construction of a new theory,this 'new' does not mean
that 'out of nothing' or 'not on any merit of other theoriés. This
'new' theory can accept some assumptions from other 'old’ theories,
even baced on them, This is the natural way of our constructing

any 'new' theory,isn't it?



Some Caution on Reading My Fesay

1. DNotice my smtyle of thinking,analysing the problom.
Everybody has his/her qwn style of thinking. There are many styles

of doing philosophy,not only one style.

2. Notice the relation between chapters., You can
misinterpret the point,by rapid readiﬁg. As every good reader,the
attémpt to read the invisible words among the visible sentences, .
the words which speak but not reveal themselves as literal visible

one,is necessary task. {

3. Because of the author taking the problem seriously,do
not interpret his account too trivial. Some misunderstanding of
his accourit and overlooking his innovation is possible,by interpreting
his account too trivial. Why do you feel sympathetic toward such
author,e.g. as Wittgenstein,Heideprer Kierkegaard and attempt to

make gence of their words?
Note

All sentence in the parenthesis is the note, not the directly

account of the thesis.
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