Foreword

The essays in this collection have various themes. But one of them, in particular, tends to dominate: paradox. Philosophers love paradoxes. They invent them, express themselves in terms of them, analyze what gives rise to them, argue about what to  do about them. This is true of Western philosophy. Paradoxes are to be found in the writings of Eckhart, Wittgenstein, and Heidegger; they have been invented by writers as Ancient as Zeno and Eubulides, and as modern as Russell; the analyses of paradoxes and their solutions are a dominant theme in both medieval and contemporary logic.  It is equally true of Eastern philosophy. Paradoxical utterances can be found in the Rig Veda and the Dao De Jing, and are exploited by Buddhist philosophers from Nāgārjuna through Dōgen. Indeed, a standard trope of Buddhist logic, the caṭuṣkoti, allows explicitly, as one of its four possibilities, that some paradoxical contradictions are true.  There is no similar tradition in Western logic – at least until recently. In the last 30 years, some logicians have been exploring the thought that  some paradoxical statements are actually true contradictions: dialetheias.  And they do this with all the sophistication of the techniques of modern logic: techniques that were available to no previous generation, East or West.  This permits an analysis of paradox and its doings with a depth and rigor never before possible. Of course, this does not mean that it is always the best tool to use for the business, or that it is not sometimes better to use other tools. It is, none the less,  a  singularly powerful tool in the philosopher’s  armory; and it is such a new tool that  we are only just beginning to realize its possibilities.  It is, at any rate, pleasing to see it as one of the tools deployed in the essays in this collection.
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