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This essay is an attempt to discuss the nature 
of geographical names in a philosophical way. 
In concrete terms, how a geographical name is 
related to ostention of here  is examined through 
thought experiments relating to our daily usage 
of the Japanese language, in order to deepen 
our understanding of the philosophical problem 
concerning geographical names.

First, we examine the case of which a geographical 
name as a predicate is directly linked with here  as 
the subject. When we use a geographical name e.g. 

X , like: Here is X. , we do not always indicate 
here  explicitly, but often vaguely denote the 

whole space in which we belong. In this case, we 
use the word here  to indicate a whole space self-
referentially from an internal standpoint to include 
not only here  but also there  and over there , 
in contrast to indicating here  distinguished from 

there  or over there . Such linkage with the 
usage of here  can be thought to be specific for 

geographical names, and not essential for other 
spatial nouns like gravity center , north latitude x, 
east longitude y  or mountain . 

Next, we examine the case in which a geographical 
name is recognized without any explicit relation to 

here . To give an example of this, we can think 
of judging an unknown symbol to be a geographical 
name from its scriptive characteristics and relation 
to other words with spatial implications (travel, from 
~, for ~, etc.). In this case it requires the premise 
that we already have a concept of a geographical 
name . Also, the acquirement of the concept must 
be preceded by experiences of the use of geographical 
names in conjunction with the special linkage to 

here  as mentioned before. Another example of 
recognizing a geographical name without direct 
linkage with here  is judging it from its relationship 
with a map. If we regard a symbol as a geographical 
name for the reason that we can find it on a map, it 
must be that we already know what a map is like, 
that is, we already have a concept of a map . The 
concept, of course, includes the understanding that 
what is drawn in there is not something general, 
but something specific and unique. And, such 
uniqueness is different from the uniqueness that 
can be specified through distinguishing this  or 

here  from that  or there . Rather, it is of the 
same kind as a geographical name s object, which 
we can never indicate without using here  from an 
internal standpoint. Therefore, the linkage between 
a geographical name and the special usage of here  
I mentioned before is also maintained, though 
indirectly, even in the case that a geographical name 
apparently loses linkage with the word here .   

Through these discussions, I demonstrate that a 
geographical name has special characteristics that 
differ from other spatial nouns. This finding can 
contribute to further discussion as a common basis, 
especially in the context of Japanese geography 
where some philosophers and geographers are 
beginning to become aware of the importance of 
geographical philosophy.

 proper names, geographical names, 
here, ostention, usage of language, map
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