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Eliminativis m i s i n par t  th e vie w tha t  ther e ar e n o suc h 
thing s a s belief s an d desires .  Thoug h Steve n Stic h (1996 ) 
has recentl y argue d effectivel y agains t  acceptin g th e 
argument s o f  m a n y eliminists ,  h e maintain s tha t 
eliminativis m m a y b e correct .  Hi s  argumen t  depend s o n 
construin g belief s a s natura l  kinds .  Par t  o f  hi s motivatio n 
i s a  causa l  constructio n o f  belief s a s reason s fo r  whic h w e 
believe ,  ac t  an d feel . 

Understandin g magi c a s involvin g a  tric k tha t  th e audienc e 
i s distracte d fro m noticing ,  I  locat e a  tric k i n Stich' s (an d 
others' )  presentation s o f  eliminativism .  Th e tric k i s readin g 
th e folks '  ontolog y o f  th e min d of f  o f  th e grammatical -
logica l  for m o f  fol k statements .  Th e result s o f  th e tric k ca n 
be seen ,  fo r  example ,  i n recen t  explanation s o f  so-calle d 
prepositiona l  attitudes ;  fo r  example : 

"First ,  w e m a y distinguis h thos e menta l  phenomen a tha t 
involv e sensations :  pains ;  itche s .. .  Second ,  ther e ar e 
menta l  state s tha t  ar e standardl y attribute d t o a  perso n o r 
organis m b y th e us e o f  that-clause s ... "  (Kim ,  1996) . 

Th e secon d clas s o f  menta l  state s compris e th e 
prepositiona l  attitudes ,  th e tex t  tel l  us .  (Se e also,*amon g 
m a ny others ,  Braddon-Mitchel l  an d Jackso n (1996. ) 

Give n h o w badl y w e hav e faile d t o se e thi s trick ,  I  locat e a 
contributin g caus e o f  ou r  distractio n i n Davidson' s (1963 ) 
earl y causa l  accoun t  o f  actio n explanations .  (Stic h als o cite s 
Brand t  an d K i m (1963). )  O n Davidson' s account ,  th e reaso n 
fo r  whic h on e act s consist s i n a  belief-desir e pai r  whic h 
cause s th e act .  Accordingly ,  actio n explanatio n ar e 
statement s o f  belief s an d desire s tha t  provid e th e explanan s 
i n causa l  explanation .  I t  seem s t o follo w immediatel y tha t 
reason s ar e belief-desir e pair s tha t  caus e actions .  W e expec t 
t o read  ontolog y of f  o f  causa l  statement s becaus e the y ar e 
suppose d t o tel l  us  wha t  di d th e causing . 

I n thi s paper ,  I  giv e five  argument s whic h contes t  th e 
causa l  theor y Davidso n give s us .  I n particular ,  the y presen t 
a serie s o f  unsolve d problem s fo r  th e causa l  theorist .  A s 
such ,  the y undercu t  th e centra l  suppor t  fo r  th e ide a tha t 
logica l  for m determine s ontology .  I  hav e discusse d th e first, 
secon d an d thir d problem s i n publishe d wor k (Jacobson , 
1992 ;  Jacobson ,  1993) . 

(1 )  Proble m One :  Pur e Facilitators :  Pur e facilitator s ar e 
Davidsonia n beUef-desir e pair s whic h caus e action s withou t 
bein g goal-determining . 

(2 )  Proble m T w o :  T i m e Sharing :  Davidsonia n belief -
desir e pair s ca n b e i n th e histor y o f  a n action ,  bu t  t o specif y 
th e goal s the y hav e t o b e contemporaneou s wit h th e action . 

(3 )  Proble m Three :  Belie f  Perseverance :  Comin g t o giv e 
u p a  belie f  doe s no t  automaticall y entai l  givin g u p al l  th e 
belief s fo r  whic h i t  i s  th e mai n support ;  thi s raise s a 

questio n abou t  th e causa l  connectednes s o f  a  belie f  t o wha t 
we correctl y cit e a s ou r  reasons . 

(4 )  Proble m Four :  Disanalogie s betwee n causa l 
statement s an d reason-for-whic h statements :  I t  i s  tru e tha t  i f 
th e belie f  tha t  P  cause s actio n A  an d A  cause s th e belie f  tha t 
Q,  the n th e belie f  tha t  P  i s a  caus e o f  th e belie f  tha t  Q . 
However ,  i t  i s  fals e tha t  i f  th e belie f  tha t  P  i s th e reaso n tha t 
I A an d m y A-in g i s th e reaso n w h y I  believ e tha t  Q ,  the n 
tha t  P  i s m y reaso n fo r  believin g tha t  Q .  Reason s ar e mor e 
lik e evaluations .  Epistemi c an d prudentia l  meri t  i s  similarl y 
not  necessaril y  transmitte d alon g chain s o f  causation . 

(5 )  Proble m Five :  Th e Shatterin g o f  th e Concep t  o f 
Belief :  Examinatio n o f  case s o f  patholog y indicate s tha t 
"belie f  an d "desire "  ar e nothin g lik e natura l  kin d concepts . 
Natura l  kin d concept s participat e i n generalization s i n a  wa y 
i n whic h ou r  ordinar y psychologica l  notion s d o not .  Tha t  i s 
t o say ,  ou r  ordinar y notion s d o no t  carr y wit h the m trace s o f 
systemati c explanation s i n whic h the y ar e t o fit. 

My argument s impl y tha t  i n thei r  ordinar y explanation s 
th e fol k ar e no t  usin g th e notion s o f  belief s an d desire s a s 
natura l  kin d notions . 
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