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Abstract

The Kripke—Wittgenstein sceptical paradox poses a fundamental challenge to
theories of linguistic meaning. If no finite set of past linguistic performances can
uniquely determine their application to indefinitely many future cases, and if neither
an objective semantic fact nor a private mental intention can determine the correct
application of a rule, it becomes unclear what makes one linguistic use correct and
another incorrect. Kripke’s sceptical solution addresses this problem by shifting the
criterion of correctness from the individual speaker to the linguistic community.
Although this move preserves the normativity of linguistic practice, it appears to
leave insufficient room for explaining how meaning guides the individual speaker at
the moment of linguistic use. This study proposes a post-Kripkean reconstruction of
the problem through the concept of the Dynamic Network of Particular Beliefs. The
central claim is that rejecting private rules and private semantic facts does not
require eliminating the mind from linguistic practice. Instead, individual linguistic
guidance can be explained through particular beliefs concerning the utterability of
particular linguistic performances within a shared linguistic world. These particular
beliefs form a dynamically organized network through the mind’s sensitivity to

similarity. Meaning is therefore extended from familiar cases to new cases not
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through the application of a general rule, but through similarity-based extension. At
the same time, the linguistic community continuously confirms, rejects, or modifies
the individual’s extensions through social feedback. The proposed model thus
attempts to preserve Kripke’s insight concerning the social normativity of meaning
while restoring an active role for individual mental guidance. It also reconceives
family resemblance as an explanatory mechanism rather than merely a descriptive
feature of concepts. Meaning consequently emerges neither as a private fact located
within the individual nor as a norm imposed exclusively from outside, but as a
dynamic phenomenon arising from the interaction between individual similarity-

guidance and communal correction.

Keywords: Dynamic Network of Particular Beliefs; Extensionality; Family
Resemblance; Kripke—Wittgenstein Sceptical Paradox; Meaning, Normativity;

Similarity-Based Extension.

Introduction

The problem of rule-following occupies a central position in the later philosophy of
Wittgenstein and in subsequent discussions of linguistic meaning. The sceptical
paradox formulated by Kripke on the basis of Wittgenstein’s remarks concerning
rule-following raises the question of what determines the correct application of a
linguistic rule. A finite history of linguistic performances appears insufficient to
determine how that rule should be applied in indefinitely many new circumstances.
The sceptical challenge becomes particularly serious when the possibility of private
semantic facts or mental rules is rejected. If there is no fact in the speaker’s mind
that uniquely determines the correct application, and if past behaviour cannot by
itself determine all future applications, then the source of linguistic normativity
requires further explanation.

Kripke’s response places the linguistic community at the centre of the account. The
community provides the normative framework within which an individual’s linguistic
performance can be regarded as correct or incorrect. This solution successfully
prevents meaning from becoming a purely private phenomenon. Nevertheless, a
further question remains: how does meaning guide the individual speaker in the
concrete moment of linguistic use? If the individual does not possess a private rule
determining the correct application, the account must nevertheless explain how the

speaker moves from familiar linguistic performances to a new performance.
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The present study addresses this problem by proposing the Dynamic Network of
Particular Beliefs. The proposal does not attempt to return to a private or mentalistic
theory of meaning. Rather, it seeks to reconstruct the role of the individual from
within a social conception of linguistic normativity. The central hypothesis is that
linguistic meaning can be understood as a dynamic network of particular beliefs that
is socially formed, internally organized through similarity, and continuously
modified through communal interaction.

Materials & Methods

This study employs an analytical and conceptual methodology appropriate to
philosophical research. First, the Kripke—Wittgenstein sceptical paradox is
reconstructed with particular attention to the problems of finitude, error,
normativity, and the determination of correct rule-application. The analysis then
examines the relationship between individual linguistic performance and communal
linguistic practice.

Second, the study comparatively considers several major responses to the
problem of meaning and rule-following, including Kripke’s sceptical solution, the
language-centred approach associated with Baker and Hacker, the socially
constrained dispositional approach developed by Boghossian, and the account of
primitive normativity associated with Ginsborg. These approaches are examined
with respect to their ability to explain three requirements simultaneously: immediate
individual guidance, social normativity, and the extension of linguistic meaning to
new cases.

Third, on the basis of this analysis, a conceptual model is developed rather than
an empirical hypothesis tested experimentally. The Dynamic Network of Particular
Beliefs is used as an explanatory framework for describing the interaction among
individual linguistic cognition, similarity recognition, particular beliefs, and
communal feedback. The methodology therefore consists primarily of philosophical
reconstruction, conceptual analysis, comparison of competing approaches, and

theoretical modelling.

Discussion & Result

The proposed theory begins by distinguishing between a private rule and the
individual’s participation in linguistic practice. The rejection of a private rule does
not entail the rejection of the mind’s role in language. What must be rejected is the
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idea that the mind contains an independently determining semantic rule or fact. The
mind can nevertheless remain an active participant in linguistic practice.

According to the proposed model, each concrete linguistic use is associated with
a particular belief concerning whether a particular linguistic performance is utterable
or expressible within the linguistic world of others. Such a belief is not a general
belief about the meaning of a word or the correct application of a universal rule. It
concerns a particular possible linguistic performance. Through repeated participation
in linguistic practice, these particular beliefs become interconnected and form a
dynamic network.

The network is not organized exclusively through explicit interpretation or
conscious inference. Rather, the individual possesses a sensitivity to similarity
through which familiar linguistic performances can be connected with new
performances. A new linguistic case is therefore approached by recognizing its
similarity to previously encountered cases. Linguistic extension proceeds through
similarity-based extension rather than through the conscious application of an
abstract general rule.

This interpretation also gives a more substantial explanatory role to
Wittgenstein’s notion of family resemblance. Family resemblance is commonly
understood as a way of describing the overlapping similarities among instances
belonging to a concept. In the present model, however, similarity becomes part of
the mechanism through which linguistic guidance occurs. The speaker does not need
to identify a universal property shared by all cases. Instead, the speaker recognizes a
new case as sufficiently similar to cases already incorporated into the network of
particular beliefs.

This mechanism addresses the problem of finitude. A finite history of linguistic
performances does not need to determine an infinite set of future applications by
means of a general rule. Each new case can be incorporated into the network through
its relation of similarity to previously encountered cases. The extension of meaning
is consequently incremental and dynamic rather than the mechanical projection of a
finite rule onto an infinite number of cases.

The model also offers a reconstruction of the problem of error. Error is not
understood as the violation of a privately represented semantic rule. Nor is it
reduced simply to the failure to predict what the community will say. Rather, error
occurs when an individual’s similarity-based extension diverges from the socially

stabilized network of linguistic performances. The individual may initially regard a
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new use as fitting within the network, while communal interaction may subsequently
reject or correct that extension.

Social feedback therefore plays a constitutive role in the development of
meaning. Approval strengthens existing connections within the individual’s
network, whereas correction modifies or reorganizes them. The community remains
normative in the Kripkean sense, but it is not merely an external authority
confronting an otherwise isolated individual. Social normativity enters into the
formation and continuous revision of the individual’s linguistic network itself.

This account also provides a way of relating normativity and extensionality. The
individual requires some immediate orientation toward a new linguistic case;
otherwise, linguistic action could not occur without an endless process of
interpretation. Similarity provides this preliminary orientation. At the same time, the
individual’s extension is not thereby made privately correct. Communal interaction
confirms, rejects, or modifies it. Thus, immediate individual guidance and social
normativity are not competing explanations but two interconnected dimensions of
the same dynamic process.

The proposal is also intended as a post-Kripkean continuation rather than a
rejection of Kripke’s insight. Kripke correctly identifies the insufficiency of private
semantic facts and emphasizes the social character of linguistic normativity. The
present theory retains this insight but argues that the individual should not
consequently disappear from the explanatory picture. The individual’s linguistic
orientation is itself constituted through participation in socially structured
linguistic practice.

In relation to Baker and Hacker, the present approach accepts the importance of
actual language use and rejects the need to posit a hidden private rule capable of
determining every possible application. However, it attempts to explain the
mechanism through which concrete linguistic performances become dynamically
connected within the individual’s network. In relation to Boghossian, the theory
develops the possibility that linguistic dispositions are socially constrained, while
emphasizing their dynamic organization through particular beliefs. In relation to
Ginsborg, it retains the importance of pre-reflective correctness while interpreting
this orientation through similarity-based sensitivity emerging within a socially
formed network.

The resulting account places the individual and the community in a relation of
continuous interaction. The mind is neither an autonomous source of meaning nor a
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passive recipient of communal norms. It is the dynamic locus in which socially
constituted linguistic experience is organized, extended, and revised. Meaning is
therefore neither exclusively internal nor exclusively external. It emerges through
the living interaction between  individual similarity-guidance  and

communal correction.

Conclusion

The Dynamic Network of Particular Beliefs offers a post-Kripkean reconstruction of
the Kripke—Wittgenstein sceptical paradox. Its central claim is that the rejection of
private rules and private semantic facts does not require the elimination of the
individual mind from linguistic practice. What must be rejected is the conception of
the mind as possessing an independently determining rule or semantic fact.

The proposed model explains individual linguistic guidance through a network
of particular beliefs formed within social linguistic practice. Similarity provides the
immediate mechanism through which familiar performances are extended to new
cases, while communal feedback continuously regulates and reorganizes the
network. In this way, the model addresses both the problem of finitude and the
problem of error without returning to a private theory of meaning.

The theory also transforms family resemblance from a merely descriptive notion
into an explanatory mechanism for linguistic guidance. Meaning is understood as a
dynamic process rather than as a fixed semantic object. The community supplies the
normative horizon within which linguistic performances can be evaluated, while the
individual supplies the immediate field of recognition and extension. Neither pole is
sufficient in isolation.

Consequently, the individual does not need to possess language as an internal
system of rules in order to participate meaningfully in linguistic practice. The mind
can guide linguistic action without privately determining meaning. Meaning
emerges in the ongoing interaction between particular beliefs, similarity, linguistic
performance, and communal correction. In this sense, the proposed framework
preserves the central sceptical insight while offering a renewed account of how

linguistic meaning remains possible as a living practice.
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