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Causes: linguistic artifacts or genuine appeals?
Staheli Meyer & Linda Hayes
University of Nevada
Abstract
Causes are abundant in the principles and concepts of Radical Behaviorism.
Such causal cannons are misinterpretations and impediments to scientific
progress. A cause in behaviorism would require separation between
stimulation and responding and for one to be held as the cause of the other.
This paper questions whether these appeals are genuine or linguistic artifacts.
It is suggested that principles and concepts which admit causes are riddled
with linguistic artifacts and clarification of such descriptions are needed.
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specificallythose that are causal, block
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set
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responding,
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Contamination again can arise from many

event be said to cause another part of the

sources, most noteworthy in this regard is

event? Behaviorism, then, is in much need

descriptions of events that lose contact with

of a coherent reconciliation between the

such events said to describe (Kantor 1953).

principles

Others have also warned of the
problems

with

language.

Wittgenstein

(1953), suggested that, “the meaning of a

and
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and

the

presuppositions of the enterprise. Thus, this
answer poses many problems and such a
reconciliation may be difficult to achieve.
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Difficulty in this path is especially

connotation being that there is not absolute

likely given that the presuppositions of the

meaning that any word holds universally but

enterprise are not coherently and cogently

rather the meaning of a words is in its usage.

delimited. Semantic misgivings are likely to
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continue as an impediment to the science.

semantics is to ensure that words are used in

If it is the latter, that is these principles

consistent ways (Kantor, 1981).

admit causality due to historical ways of

word

is

its

use

in

language”.

In the surveillance of the principles

speaking, what is required are efforts to

and concepts of the field, many issues arise.

clarify descriptions of events and to describe

Linear influences predominate in many of

events in ways that are less riddled with

the

(e.g.

linguist artifacts of our culture and history.

reinforcement,

This answer to the question requires, what is

motivation, generalization). These events are

suggested, as an achievable reconciliation

principles

discriminative

and
stimuli,

concepts

spoken about in ways that are laden with
subtle causalities usages.
Thus the questions remains, do these
subtle appeals suggest a genuine notion of
causality or are they laced with linguistic
artifacts? That depends on the assumption
about the relation between stimulation and
behavior. If it is the former, that is
stimulation causes responding, or vice versa,
the question arises; how can a part of the

between

principles

and

concepts

that

describe behavior-environment interrelations
and

coherent

psychological

presumptions

of

the

enterprise.

Kantor’s

Interbehavioral psychology has done much
of the heavy lifting in this regard, that is
presuppositions have been delineated into a
comprehensive system that can be adapted
and intergraded into current practices. The
suggestion is then to liberate our cannons
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from the cripples of ingenuine causalities
and clarify our causal appeals.
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