S

Slagsls 3 S pp & Eagsy e 550 ST olan 525 dals 3 lie o b U dlowe 5l ot
Wlie (pinds S oo 05 4y s Ol ) K8 a3 0T oKl 5 (ST s b e
3l e o3 Fle) alS0s a8 3l e Hlr 4 (S 250 5 oy ealie (g 585 ol
Sy pealis Ol 5,0l L 5 KI5 I Jows 51 (Ser b ol o ol 035 oy (65aly iy
5 ol al s o s (Sl B B 4 S a5 L 555 3,50 55 48 s o LS < s 5 Slesl
65 s §Mady ealie L5 4 (ool Balo Sk 5 lebaly (S5l poalie )0 S elenrl 215052
30 s 4 oS T S 2l 5 oIS 58 (i 5e0) s e 30 g0 o0 58 4 2 L plizals
okt 30 355k £l SIS SISl 55 B 358 (S5m0 b 6555 S 58 (slesl 4 s 0
LS o IVl 5 lmodiSs gine [0 5 clashile S ¢ fon T Pl 1S o ey ) okes el a
J= 03 68 LSaly ploe 51 Ll 0,8 15 1) sl SIS Bl o0 (S50 (S O ads) oaspde oy L oS
Gl plaal 5 cllie oo gun il o o SCos @ el kg 31 el ol L cilodds 3390 o5 JSCno
3l sl plasl 13,008 o Loy 518 53 1) 50 005 (0 s IVl el (6, 5 ()18 53 4 (sl
oo IVl 31 3y o (6 8 D] e sty 55 S oo Il 1y (5SS g0Le oD S s 5 o ylane
3 (3550 3le (5la) o 3B gl (AN p 45 A e SVt LS gsle Kl (el ST yalsplis
S SIS b oSomtns 550 505 4 55130 15 bl s 0 1) JSSIssle » SU pledl 3 328

RS REPTIWESY
s 4y gt Wi 53 )0 00 Oloo 0 50 b Lalids o6 51 iy 023 5 (AT 8)L55 w2 S Ll )
L 5 euaaes B Sbaysbn pler Al .sline (g bate 51 G a clijlsp oo (B me Cudole 5 5L
o Sl P Bl s Bl 1y sl Sl ol Seall wilsS e S 33la e oSN 4 chiliie 5L
okians 553,313 3525 55 3hate Bukas 5 3131 02,5)3L Ole ol (Slabasly o8 oyl & S A 5 Lyl 51 (650
a5y S o a5 5 2Ll b ST B Gy 5 b cpeds SBT3 el cpl Cilies (gladsens (s 3l
Sl s o Seabil sl alls Asl 5 ped (B me Gl Sladanios & 5 Siduiada s Slaysl 645 2,5
PRLRY .;;:ﬂdﬁ S35 3 Cyaacd 3 Sl 0, (54513 51 (o] 3 o 5 b yme JEB) ey e ol
o S 53 ol &y 38 bt | B ol o 5 013 e ) lalils Job S s ol 2 S50
S C}Ua..,al 03 B aS 5l e eols LS By (slaolSus oo AE 5 ST sl b .S e oo plie



QTJy)>¢sﬂ)ut9\ngu&é>)ﬁce,ﬂ.\;;u\};,@jw\ou\@@wm,;ag}
gl o 18 G159 1S s eslyl 5 adble «Shsl o 534S Lamnin LS me (6] S s fas
OLES cmmsST L 55 oy wSslyby i Wlis s oo 0L 0 fe0 428 olagsl 5o s 55 L ojlets
2 ol i ) G5 5 i 3l (30 mbs @;&ig&j\ N cu'p)b».:,aL.ALB Ao 53 45555 45 s e
s ho 5 s bodins 5 A3 oo 505 Ol pagde 55 (5555 (a3 L s (i ST Ol 03 1 o 55
0oy SN Lol S oo o 60k Jsde &y a5 & Jowrss b 1y i 3T 03 gn onds K0 it ST oS s oo (LSS
23,5 or GaBLS s 5 355 on arlse G (A b o SR 3T e 0 o8Bl 5 ol ) Ailteny
LS‘J’ LS)hJ ‘_;Ui!\ S jb)lj)‘ )\ ((L:.ST)) JS\ » JS)AS L: c((ij M} JJACMMi))) c(,.:.a.h Jlis crbu\]w
GG Grand 5 6a0Y 835w pealie abom 31 sls 40l BT L ey 58 A o gty w5 )5 S o
ol (5359 85300 S5 58 o T 53 s S 515 1555 3 el 45 o g0 05 (50 g 2038
M%MJ"ELSJJ‘U}‘J“KJD cﬁ&)w)é ‘J:,a)}iww\w\ J.;w\



Editor's Note

This issue of Shenakht opens with three articles in contemporary philosophy of mind, three studies that
each, from a different angle, grapple with the problem of consciousness and its place in the physicalist
picture of the world. The first article, “The Constitutive Nature of Phenomenal Concepts and the Lim-
its of Externalism,” addresses the challenge that social externalism poses to the Phenomenal Concept
Strategy. The author, drawing on Li Zhang’s analysis and Chalmers’ distinction between indexical
phenomenal concepts and pure phenomenal concepts, shows that the constitutive approach is the only
plausible option for explaining the direct reference of phenomenal concepts, and that social external-
ism holds only for relational and standing phenomenal concepts, not for pure phenomenal concepts
whose nature is constituted by experience. The second article, “The Formulation of Physicalism and
Its Challenges,” takes a step back and asks how the physicalist claim must be formulated in order to
withstand classical objections. The author examines three major problems, namely Hempel’s Dilem-
ma, the Problem of Extras, and the Problem of Blockers, and argues that adopting a primitive concept
of physical properties resolves the first problem, while among the strategies successful in addressing
the second, only David Chalmers’ solution proves capable of resolving the Problem of Blockers. The
third article, “From the Vagueness of Material Objects to Emergent Substance Dualism,” places Dean
Zimmerman’s novel argument at the center of discussion: the vagueness of ordinary material objects
and the problem of the many challenge materialism. While offering a more streamlined formulation
of Zimmerman’s argument and demonstrating the inadequacy of materialist replies, the author argues
that any attempt by the materialist to sharpen the material boundaries of the self in order to escape the
problem of vagueness inevitably commits them to a framework that no longer maintains a clear bound-
ary with emergent substance dualism.

Since any discussion of consciousness and mind also raises the question of the knowing agent, the
next two articles address the problem of belief and epistemic agency, each from a distinct perspective.
The fourth article, “Self-Fulfilling Beliefs and Doxastic Voluntarism in Contemporary Epistemology,”
examines attempts to defend doxastic voluntarism at least under specific conditions and for a limited
range of beliefs, namely conditions in which there is a special relationship between the voluntary act
of believing and the truth of the belief’s content. After surveying different versions of this idea in the

works of Velleman, Peels, and Reisner, the author evaluates and reinforces Antill’s critique, concluding



that neither self-fulfilling beliefs nor situations of epistemic suspension can serve as evidence
for doxastic voluntarism. The fifth article, “The Knowing Agent from the Perspective of the
Quran,” approaches the same question from an entirely different angle. Focusing on the fun-
damental question of who the knowing agent is from the perspective of the Noble Quran, the
author analyzes the position of the “heart” (qalb) as the primary candidate for this role. Draw-
ing on Quranic verses and implicitly critiquing rival viewpoints, the study shows that the
“heart,” in Quranic terminology, is the immaterial and comprehensive reality of the human
being, and that other faculties such as hearing, sight, and even the act of reasoning (ta’aqqul)
operate as its instrumental cognitive faculties, a coherent epistemological model in which
cognition, emotion, and volition converge within a single center.

The issue closes with two articles in broader horizons. The sixth article, “The Paradox of Time
in Augustine’s Theology,” shows how two apparently irreconcilable passages, one from the
Book of Wisdom emphasizing instantaneous creation and the other from Genesis highlighting
gradual creation, confront Augustine with a deep internal contradiction in his conception of
time. Employing a descriptive-analytical method, the author shows that Augustine resolves
the problem of instantaneous creation by appealing to the doctrine of rationes seminales, but
that by denying time any external reality, he faces a serious difficulty in explaining gradual
creation and ultimately ends in contradiction. Finally, the seventh article, “Bio-Art and the
Philosophy of Difference,” focusing on Eduardo Kac’s work “Alba,” proposes a theoretical
model for analyzing transgenic art. Integrating Deleuze’s philosophy, including the concepts
of the larval subject and simulacrum, with Simondon’s theory of individuation, the author
demonstrates that the metabolism of the Green Fluorescent Protein (GFP) in Alba embodies
a “larval subject” that, by redefining the organism-environment relationship and preserving
species differences as a simulacrum, challenges anthropocentrism in art and philosophy and
actualizes the shift of art from the realm of representation to the realm of biotechnology.

It is hoped that these seven studies will open a new window onto philosophical reflection.

Asghar Vaezi
Editor-in-Chief, shenakht



