dear students;

1) here is the further info promised about 2 of the essay questions:

 qu.1: The superb Conant piece on Nietzsche and Kierkegaard is in the dossier outside my office, 

etc.

  I have been unable to find the Bernard Williams reference that I was talking about in class, but 

you can get the basic idea very easily by going to one of the following two locations; either (a) 

Williams's recent book, 'Truth and Truthfulness', which attempts to adapt Nietzschean genealogy 

to UNDERGIRD (rather than unmask) a crucial value (in this case, truth); particularly worth 

reading is the opening chapter, on Niet, which gives a very interesting (though in my opinion quite 

mistaken) reading of Niet on truth etc.; or (b) Paul Johnston's intriguing book, 'Wittgenstein and 

moral philosophy' -- start by looking up Williams in the index.

 qu.10 - the _key_ Heidegger reference-source on Niet is in fact called... 'Nietzsche'. How could 

I forget?! B4658 in our library.

 I will give those of you who _want_ it a Heidegger on Niet reading list, in class next week.

2) There are still a couple of Readers and items from Dossiers that seem to be missing. Please do 

bring them back after you've used them, asap! If we all practice the honour system here, it works 

out for us all. Thanks.

3) Here are a few questions to be thinking about, now that we are seguing from Niet to Witt. I 

recommend strongly that you think about these as you do the reading, and i suggest you bring any 

thoughts you come up with, preferably written down, to the next class or to the seminars the 

week after next:

i) Where can you see Witt taking on Kant? How does Witt's critique of Kantianism differ from 

Niet's?

What would Witt say of the notion of 'things-in-themselves'?

What does Witt's standpoint in the TLP imply about the possibility of determining the limits of 

thought, or of Reason?

ii) Can you spot any similarities of 'argument-structure' between Niet and Witt? e.g. Where are 

you left standing at the end of the Genealogy? at the end of TLP?

iii) Is Witt's silence a pregnant silence?

 If so, is it pregnant with things that Niet spoke of?

 If not, is it just temporary? Is it sensible? Do you aspire to it?

4) Those wanting further background to Witt, I recommend most strongly Ray Monk's biography 

of him (and his biog of Russell, vol.1), and Stephen Toulmin's book, 'Witt's Vienna'.

5) I will be giving out the full class reading list next week, now that you are (hopefully!) starting to 

think more about and work directly on your essays.

best,

rr

