VazZeni citatelia,

Prvé cislo casopisu Organon F vyslo v roku 1994. Za 13 rokov svojej existencie
sa z okrajového odborného Casopisu stalo vyznamnym a respektovanym periodi-
kom na slovenskej aj ceskej filozofickej scéne, ktoré dosledne napliia svoje posla-
nie - je platformou, na ktorej si vymieniajii ndazory nasi aj zahranicni analyticki
filozofi alogici, ale takisto je dbleZitym prostriedkom propagicie analyticky
orientovaného myslenia medzi odbornikmi, Studentmi a vzdelanou laickou ve-
rejnostou. Treba povedat, Ze Organonu F sa vel'mi dobre dari: Odbornd virovern
prispevkov sa zvysuje; ich pocet narastd do tej miery, Ze sme sa rozhodli pridat
Organonu F niekolko strin navyse; stdle viac prejavuju o nds casopis zdujem
autori mimo Ceskej republiky a Slovenskej republiky; od Cisla 3 (2005) sa na vy-
ddvani casopisu podiela aj Filosoficky tistav Akademie véd Ceské republiky; do-
stal sa do databdzy Philosopher’s Index, ale najnovsie - a to treba osobitne
zdbraznit - aj do vijznamnej databdzy Current Contents. Slovom, trindstrocnd
prica vydavatelov priniesla svoje ovocie, a to aj napriek tomu, Ze niekolko rokov
sa casopis nachddzal v ohrozent Zivota.

S myslienkou vyddvat Casopis orientovany na analyticky spésob myslenia
prisiel Pavel Cmorej, ktory sa napokon aj najviac zaslizil o vznik Organonu F
a stal sa jeho dlhoroénym $éfredaktorom. Uspesne sa mu podarilo obhdjit exis-
tenciu casopisu, previest ho cez zloZitejsie obdobia a zasliZit sa o zvySovanie je-
ho odbornej tirovne. P. Cmorej investoval znacnii energiu, schopnosti a éas, aby
sa z Organonu F stal naozaj respektovany odborny casopis. Patri mu za to vel-
ki vdaka. Verim vsak, Ze skutocné a dlhotrvajiice ocenenie jeho prdce sa dostavi
v tom, Ze analyticka filozofia a logika, ktoru P. Cmorej svojim vedeckym aj pe-
det priaznivcov a nasledovnikov v dalsich generdcidch filozofov.

Od tohto rocnika dochddza k niektorym zmendm. Ako ste si mohli okamZite
vdimniit, prichddzame s novou, modernejSou obdilkou, ktorej autorkou je Jaro-
slava Lalikovd. Drobné zmeny sa prejavili aj v grafickej tiprave jednotlivych
clankov. Novinkou je rozhodnutie, Ze od roku 2008 sa pokiisime vyddvat jedno
monotematické cislo rocne; informdciu o prvom monotematickom cisle uverej-
nime v budiicom cisle Organonu F. Autorov a prispievatelov by som chcel oso-
bitne upozornit, Ze na tretej strane obdlky ndjdu modifikované pokyny, ktoré
treba dodrZiavat pri clankoch zasielanyjch do Organonu F.



Zmeny sa odohrali aj v persondlnom zloZeni a struktiire redakcie éasopisu.
Redakcénii radu budii tvorit piati ludia, ktori sa budi bezprostredne podielat na
priprave jednotlivijch cisiel. UZsia redakcnd rada bude spolupracovat s timom
konzultantov, ktori budi predovsetkym posudzovat odbornii iiroveri jednotli-
vych prispevkov. UZsiu redakcnii radu budi tvorit: Maridn Zouhar (séfredak-
tor, Bratislava), Tomds Marvan (zistupca séfredaktora, Praha), Pavel Cmorej
(Bratislava), Petr Glombicek (redaktor recenzii, Praha) a Barbora Cakovskd (vy-
konnd redaktorka, Bratislava). Nasim jednoznacnym cielom je nadviazat na do-
terajsiu odbornii tiroveni casopisu a zvysovat jeho renomé nielen doma, ale pre-
nikat aj do zahranicia.

* * *

Na zdver by som vel'mi rdd poznamenal, Ze 1. janudra 2007 sa Pavel Cmorej do-
Zil vyznamného Zivotného jubilea. Pri tejto prileZitosti mu v mene celej redakc-
nej rady, dalsich spolupracovnikov a priatelov chcem popriat pevné zdravie, po-
hodu a spokojnost v osobnom a profesiondlnom Zivote, ale aj vyjadrif obdiv
avdaku za jeho doterajsiu neocenitelnii pricu, v ktorej sa prejavuje zriedkavd
kombindcia prenikavej myslitelskej hibky na jednej strane a osobnej skromnosti
na strane druhej. Chcel by som vyjadrit presvedcenie, Ze vo svojej prici bude
nadalej pokracovat so svojou typickou vitalitou a intelektudlnou svieZostou.

Marian Zouhar
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POINTS OF VIEW FROM A LOGICAL
PERSPECTIVE (ll)

Marie Duzi - Bjern Jespersen - Pavel Materna

ABSTRACT. In the paper we offer a logical explication of the frequently
used, but rather vague, notion of point of view. We show that the concept of
point of view prevents certain paradoxes from arising. A point of view is
a means of partial characterisation of something. Thus nothing is a P and at
the same time a non-P (simpliciter), because it is a P only relative to some
point of view and a non-P from another point of view. But there is a major,
complicating factor involved in applying a logical method that is sup-
posed to provide a formal and rigorous counterpart of the intuitively un-
derstood notion: “point of view’ is a homonymous expression, and so there
is not just one meaning that would explain points of view. Yet we propose
a common scheme of the logical type of the entities denoted by the term
‘point of view’. It is an empirical function: when applied to the viewed ob-
ject in question, it results in a (set of) evaluating proposition(s) about the ob-
ject. If there is an agent applying the criterion, the result is the agent’s atti-
tude to the respective object. The paper is organised into two parts. In Part I
we first adduce and analyse various examples of typical cases of applying
a point of view to prevent paradox. These cases are examined according
to the type of the viewed object: a) the viewed object is an individual and
b) the viewed object is a property or an office. In Part IT we then show that
the method described in Part I can be applied also to the analyses of
agents’ attitudes. We explain how an agent can believe of something that
it is a P and at the same time a non-P: the agent applies different view-
point criteria to the viewed object. The inversion of perspective consisting
in the perspective shifting from the believer on to the reporter in the case
of attitudes de re, and from the reporter to the believer in the case of atti-
tudes de dicto, is also analyzed. We show that there is no smooth logical
traffic back and forth between such attitudes unless some additional as-
sumptions are added, and prove that they are not equivalent. By way of
conclusion, we explicate the notion of conceptual point of view and ana-
lyze cases of viewpoints given by conceptual distinction. We show, final-
ly, that the proposed scheme of the type of point of view can be pre-
served, this time, however, in its extensional version.

KEYWORDS. Point of view, perspective, transparent intensional logic, in-
tension, requisite, attitudes, de dicto/de re supposition, conceptual view-
point, definition.
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