THOUGHT

the sentence ‘Gustav Lauben was wounded’ to be
false. So given our assumptions these thoughts
are different.

Accordingly, with a proper name, it is a matter
of the way that the object so designated is pre-
sented. This may happen in different ways, and
to every such way there corresponds a special
sense of a sentence containing the proper name.
The different thoughts thus obtained from the
same sentences correspond in truth-value, of
course; that is to say, if one is true then all are
true, and if one is false then all are false. Never-
theless the difference must be recognized. So we
must really stipulate that for every proper name
there shall be just one associated manner of
presentation of the object so designated. It is
often unimportant that this stipulation should
be fulfilled, but not always.
~ Now everyone is presented to himself in a
special and primitive way, in which he is presented
to no one else. So, when Dr Lauben has the
ht that he was wounded, he will probably
ing it on this primitive way in which he
ented to himself. And only Dr Lauben
can grasp thoughts specified in this way.
v he may want to communicate with
: He cannot communicate a thought he
. Therefore, if he now says ‘T was
d’, he must use T’ in a sense which can

i by others, perhaps in the sense of ‘he
to you at this moment’; by
the conditions accompany-
serve towards the expression
WL
bt. Is it at all the same
this and then that man

can see and touch,
, such as trees,
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and decisions. For brevity's sake I want to use
the word ‘idea’ [‘Vorstellung'] to cover all these
occurrences, except decisions.

Now do thoughts belong to this inner world?
Are they ideas? They are obviously not decisions.

How are ideas distinct from the things of the
outer world?

First: ideas cannot be seen, or touched, or
smelled, or tasted, or heard.

I go for a walk with a companion. I see a green
field, T thus have a visual impression of the
green. [ have it, but I do not see it.

Secondly: ideas are something we have. We
have sensations, feelings, moods, inclinations,
wishes. An idea that someone has belongs to the
content of his consciousness.

The field and the frogs in it, the Sun which
shines on them, are there no matter whether I
look at them or not, but the sense impression
I have of green exists only because of me, I am
its owner. It seems absurd to us that a pain,
a mood, a wish should go around the world
without an owner, independently. A sensation is
impossible without a sentient being. The inner
world presupposes somebody whose inner world
it is.

Thirdly: ideas need an owner. Things of the
outer world are on the contrary independent.

My companion and I are convinced that we
both see the same field; but each of us has a par-
ticular sense impression of green. I glimpse a
strawberry among the green strawberry leaves.
My companion cannot find it, he is colour-
blind. The colour impression he gets from the
strawberry is not noticeably different from the one
he gets from the leaf. Now does my companion
see the green leaf as red, or does he see the red
berry as green, or does he see both with one
colour which I am not acquainted with at all?
These are unanswerable, indeed really non-
sensical, questions. For when the word ‘red’
is meant not to state a property of things but to
characterize sense impressions belonging to my
consciousness, it is only applicable within the
realm of my consciousness. For it is impossible
to compare my sense impression with someone
else’s. For that, it would be necessary to bring
together in one consciousness a sense impres-
sion belonging to one consciousness and a sense

impression belonging to another consciousness.
Now even if it were possible to make an idea




