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Quine on the Analytid/ Synthetic Distinction

GILLIAN RUSSELL

A synthetic truth is one which is true both because of the way the world is, and
because of what it means. An analytic truth, by contrast, is meant to be true
in virtue of its meaning alone. The usual candidates for analytic truth include
conceptual truths like bachelors are unmarried and squares have four sides, logical
truths like copper is copper and oxidized copper is oxidized, and mathematical
truths such as 5+ 7 =12 and {2} < {2, 3}.

Quine held that there were no analytic truths and moreover that it was
unclear what analytic truth was, a thesis that is sometimes expressed by saying
that there is no such thing as the analytic/synthetic distinction. His views on
analyticity were a departure from a longstanding philosophical orthodoxy and
they made space for a new, more radical kind of empiricism, according to which
nothing can be known a priori, not even mathematics or logic. Nowadays,
thanks largely to Quine, the thesis that thereisno analytic/synthetic distinction
is a mainstream view.’

There isn't just one Quinean argument against analyticity, however, but
many. “Two Dogmas of Empiricism” (Quine 1951) is perhaps his most famous
paper, but its arguments against analyticity are often regarded as puzzlingly
unconvincing (Grice and Strawson 1956: Katz 1967; Boghossian 1996). It is
sometimes said that the real force of Quine's attack on the analytic/synthetic
distinction is to be found in “Truth by Convention” and “Carnap and Logical
Truth” (Quine 1936b; 1954). In the pages that follow I will argue that there
are ways to reconstruct the arguments from “Two Dogmas” that make them
effective against at least some historically significant construals of analyticity.
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and that, taken together with the arguments from (Quine 1936b) and (Quine
1954), they set non-trivial limits on the kind of property analyticity can be.

1. Making Sense of “Two Dogmas of Empiricism”

“Two Dogmas" is one of the best-known articles in philosophy. Godirey-Smith
writes that it is “sometimes regarded as the most important [article] in all of
twentieth-century philosophy” and Creath that it “is perhaps the most famous
paper in twentieth-century philosophy” (Creath, 2004). The central thesis of
the paper is that there is no analytic/synthetic distinction; the claim that there
is one is the first of the alleged dogmas of the title, while Quine says that the
second is “at root identical” to the first, so that really “Two Dogmas” has a single
target: the analytic/synthetic distinction (Quine 1951, 38). There are two mfain
arguments: the circularity argument, and the argument from confirmation
holism.

The Circularity Argument

In the first part of the paper Quine examines a variety of historical attempts
to define analyticity and rejects each as failing to live up to then contem-
porary standards of clarity, rigor, and metaphysical austerity. He also attempts
his own chain of definitions, a chain which ultimately leads to disaster in
purported circularity and his conclusion that there is no such thing as
analyticity.

He proposes, to begin with, that we define analyticity in terms of

synonymy:

Definition 1 (Analytic) A claim is analytic if it may be transformed into a
logical truth by substituting synonyms for synonyms.

But Quine then notes that such a definition presupposes that we have
understood the expression synonym and wonders how we are to define that.
He considers doing it in terms of definitions, of which he says there are
three kinds — lexigraphical definitions, explications, and abbreviations — but
says that the first two presuppose synonymy, rather than explaining it. Of the
third he writes:

Here we have a really transparent case of synonymy created by definition; would
that all species of synonymy were as intelligible. (Quine 1951, 26)
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Nonetheless, Quine proposes that we forget about definitions and instead try to
explain synonymy in terms of necessity:

Definition 2 (Synonym) Two expressions are synonymous if they may be
substituted for each other in a sentence beginning “necessarily . . .” without
change of truth-value.

This strategy, he says, has an “air of hocus pocus” because to suppose that we
have made sense of ‘necessarily’ “is to suppose that we have already made sat-
isfactory sense of ‘analytic’.” (Quine 1951, 29) We should thus give up on our
attempts to define analyticity in terms of synonymy.

Carnap maintained that things like synonymy and analyticity are well
defined only for artificial languages with precise “semantical rules” (Sober
2000), but Quine maintains that the expressions do not make sense in this
domain either. For when we give rules for determining which of the sentences
in our logical language deserves the label analytic, we may either be attempting
to attribute an antecedently understood property — in which case Quine asks
what that property is, and we find ourselves back where we started — or we are
introducing a new property and legislating its extension. In the latter case
Quine suggests that such a predicate “might better be written untendentiously
as ‘'K’ so as not to seem to throw light on the interesting word ‘analytic’.” (Quine
1951, 32) He concludes:

... for all its a priori reasonableness, a boundary between analytic and synthetic
statements simply has not been drawn. That there is such a distinction to be
drawn at all is an unempirical dogma of empiricists, a metaphysical article of
faith. (Quine 1951, 34)

The argument above raises some questions: Why does making sense of neces-
sarily presuppose that we have made sense of analytic? Why does Quine's failure
to define analytic show that it does not make sense? If Quine really doesn't
understand analytic (instead of just feigning incomprehension), why aren’t
his analyses worse than they are and why does he consider himself competent
to criticize the analyses of others? ‘And if legislative definitions are trans-
parent reports of synonymy, why isn’t this sufficient to show that synonymy
makes sense after all, with the result that we can define analyticity? I'll take
these in turn.

Why does making sense of “necessarily” presuppose making sense of analytic?
When dismissing attempts to explain synonymy in terms of necessity, Quine
says that the analysis: :

183




GILLIAN RUSSELL

is not flatly circular, but something like it. it has the form, figuratively speaking,
of a closed curve in space. (Quine 1951, 29) ‘

It is clear from the paper that he thinks such circularity is fatal, and also that
it is linked to the fact that he thinks that to make sense of necessity is already
to have made sense of analyticity. But the contemporary reader is likely to
wonder why Quine thinks his reader will accept that — that necessity presup-
poses analyticity — without further argument.

Historical context will shed some light here. The empiricists of Quine's time

were logical positivists and a central tenet of that philosophy was the Linguistic
Doctrine of Necessary Truth. The idea is this: the positivists subscribe to veri-
ficationism about meaning according to which a sentence is meaningful only
if there are data which could verify that it is true, or false. But the true sen-
tences of logic and mathematics — things like It is not the case that John is both
tall and not tall and 5 + 7 = 12 —don’t fit with this verificationist picture very
well. Such claims are usually thought to be necessarily true, so that no datum
could disconfirm them, and their negations are thought to be impossible, so
that no experience could verify them. From an empiricist standpoint, necessity
can seem both metaphysically problematic— what is it, after all? — and epistemi-
cally problematic — how can data about the way things are tell us anything
about how they have to be? The Linguistic Doctrine of Necessary Truth is the
positivist's answer to these problems. It says that the true claims of arithmetic
and logic are analytic, where that is to say that they are true in virtue of their
meanings alone. This is thought to explain both their necessity and our knowl-
edge of it; if a sentence is true in virtue of its meaning, then it doesn’t matter
what the world is like, the sentence will still be true — hence it is necessary. And
if it is true in virtue of what it means, and (as we'll assume for argument’s
sake) speakers are acquainted with the meanings of the expressions they use,
then they are likely to be able to work out that the sentence has got to be true
without experiencing the world. Hence the widespread belief amongst empiri-
cists of the time: what it is to say that a truth is necessary is to say that it is
analytic.

And once we recall this, it becomes clear why Quine thinks an analysis of
analyticity that presupposes an analysis of necessity is inadequate: Quine is
assuming that the reason we are interested in analyticity is because of its ability
to explain necessity. Since this account is not suitable for that, he rejects it.

Why would the failure to define ‘analytic’ show that it does not make sense? A
second puzzle was why the failure to find a definition of analyticity was taken
to cast doubt on its existence. Augustine discovered upon reflection that he was

unable to define time:
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fc;{rn what 1}5 Itime?h Who can easily and briefly explain it?. . . . If no one ask of me
ow; wish to explain to him who asks, I kn . i '
397401 ow not. (Augustine 1991

But Augustine did not conclude from that there was no such thing. Why is
Quine justified in drawing a stronger conclusion in the case of analyticity?

There are a variety of published answers (Grice and Strawson 1956; Harman
.1999b: Boghossian 1996; Harman 1999a). Oneideais that analytic, unlike time
is a technical, philosophical expression, rather than one that is entrenched u;
ordinary language. One might think that when a word has been in use for an
extended period there is a default presumption that it is meaningful, so that sub-
s.tantial work is needed to show that it isn’t. With newer or more technical expres-
sions, however, history and established practice have less weight, and so less is
needed to justify the view that the expression is meaningless.

This has a certain plausibility. Certainly if analytic were brand new — if the
.author of a new paper had just invented it — you would expect them to define
it, and if they did not, there would be reason to suspect that the predicate had
no meaning at all, since there had been nothing to give it any. Moreover, if the
author offered a definition, but we then discovered a flaw in the definition that
made it incoherent or ineffective, then too, we would have grounds to think the
expression problematic.

QIder expressions from natural languages, like time, really are di.ffeféﬁt
Native speakers usually learn them through exposure to many instances of use.
rather than through an explicit definition. It isn't surprising, then, if the'n"
knowledge of the meaning is largely tacit and difficult to make explicit. With
these kinds of expression it is unsurprising that one speaker finds it hard to
c.ome up with a definition, and so this provides no evidence that that the expres-
sion is meaningless.

Nonetheless, analytic is hardly brand new. It has been in use in philosophy
!‘or centuries. Perhaps this history of usage — while not giving it the respectabil-
ity of time — should count for something. Grice and Strawson (1956) suggest a
different response. They point out that even if analytic is a somewhat philo-
sophical expression, Quine has already conceded that it can be defined in terms
of synonymy or equivalently, using the words means the same as, and they argue
that these words are a part of ordinary language - this is not a new technical
expression at all. Given that means the same as.is meaningful, and analytic can
be defined in terms of it (and other uncontroversially meaningful expressions)
analytic must be meaningful as well. '

One response available to a Quinean is to argue that it is a mistake to think
that the sense of means the same which is adequate for defining analyticity is
the same as the one that we find in ordinary language:
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When philosophers say that analytic truths are those truths that are syr}onymous
with or mean the same as truths of logic, they use ‘synonymous’ and mean th.e
same’ as technical expressions. They do not use these expressions in their ord{-
pary sense. One has only to examine a dictionary of synonyms in order to appreci-
ate this point with respect to ‘synonym.’ (Harman 1999b, 124-125)

Certainly philosophers attempt to be more careful with their uses of means' the
same than ordinary speakers have any need to be. And while it is not obm?us
that this means that they are using the expression with a different, technical
meaning — perhaps doctors use the expression arthritis with more care ttfan
ordinary speakers (Burge 1991 [19 79)), but it isn't clear that they are uémg
different senses of the word — ultimately even well-entrenched expresswns;
could turn out to be meaningless and neologisms perfectly mfeaningﬁ.ﬂ.

Perhaps. for the sake of argument, we should concede that analytic is a DCV\-'ISh
technical expression and just come right out and ask: how is the case against

it supposed to work?

Kinds of Meaning

It will be helpful at this point to distinguish three different senses of meaning.
Only one of these is explicitly acknowledged by Quine in the paper, but all three,

I think, play a role in the best explicit reconstruction of the circularity

ar ent. s : . . . r
So first, sometimes we say that an expression is meaningful if it has signifi-

cance for people, where this is usually a consequence of our hz}ving a prz'l'ctice
of using it to do certain things. In this sense even the gree.tn':lg hello” has
meaning, even though there is no object in the word that it is supposed to
“mean.” In this minimal sense it is clear that analytic does have meaning, an'd
had meaning when Quine was writing, since it was in use. We might call this
easily obtained kind of meaning “meaning-lite.” Even Quine, then, can agree
that analytic has meaning-lite.
But meaning-lite isn't always what we have in mind when we talk ab9ut
meaning. Often we have in mind the thing, or set of things, t.hat the express§on
picks out: its referent or extension (in this context no harm will come from usn'ng
these words interchangeably). This second level of meaning is one that Quine
explicitly acknowledges in “Two Dogmas” (though in “Two Dogmas” he prefers
to reserve the word meaning for intensional notions). o
Quine thinks that analytic does not have meaning in this second sense. Itisn't
just that there turned out to be no analytic truths, so that analg';txc takes the
empty set as its extension, rather he thinks that no good mechanism has l?een
established which would link the expression to a suitable extension. Analytic on
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Quine’s view has no extension because its meaning - in a third sense — is
unclear.

And so a third thing that gets called meaning is the mechanism or rule that
establishes the extension of a word. Strings of letters are not born with exten-
sions, they have to be specified somehow. To be clear, I am not assuming that
this rule is always known, far less known explicitly, to competent speakers.
I take what I'm saying to be compatible with semantic externalism. But
extension-determination is not magic, and if an expression has an extension,
that extension was determined somehow, whether that be through explicit
definition, descriptive content, causal chain, or something else.

Does Quine think that analytic is meaningful in this third sense? I think he
would say that its meaning in this sense is defective: the rule for determining
its extension is faulty and so it fails to determine an extension.

An example will illustrate what I mean. Suppose I introduce a new technical
term — strice — in a paper and define it thus: “a strice is a number that divides
a grison with no remainder.” Then I have apparently provided a rule to deter-
mine what does and does not fall in the extension of strice; I've apparently given
strice a meaning in the third sense of the word. But when we look closer we
encounter a problem, for the rule exploits another technical term — grison — and
as a result strice can have a well-defined extension only if grison does. Happily.
I provide a rule/definition for this expression too: a grison is a number that can
be divided by a strice with no remainder.

But this will not do. The extension-determining rule for strice depends upon
that of grison and vice versa, and now it seems clear that successful extension-
determining must meet a certain constraint: it cannot be circular; circular
extension determination is ungrounded — it fails to latch onto the world in the
expected way.

So now I'd like to suggest a specific interpretation of the thesis of the circu-
larity argument. There are three parts to it:

1. Analytic may well have meaning-lite, but

2. therule for determining the extension of analytic is defective in a fatal way
— it is circular — and as a result,

3. analytic does not have an extension.*

My argument that this is Quine's view — despite the fact that he doesn't set it
out so explicitly — is that attributing this view to him allows us to solve some
puzzles about the circularity argument, as well as clarify why the argument has
some force.

If Quine doesn't understand analytic, why isn't his analysis of it worse? Quine
claims not to understand analytic or synonymous but if what he says is true, it
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is hard to see why his attempts at analyzing the expressions aren’t WOrse; it
never occurs to Quine that something might be analytic if and only if it is an
elephant, for example. This much accuracy can perhaps be explained by his
acquaintance with the meaning-lite of analytic: Quine is a philosopher, he
knows how the expression was used historically by Kant, Frege, Carnap,
etc, and this is enough to make it clear that analyticity is supposed to be a
property of truths, and not elephants. (Perhaps some sociopaths do not really

understand the word nostalgia but even they know that it is supposed to be a

feeling, and not a type of rock.)
es of the meaning of analytic and criticisms of

But Quine's confident analys
the analyses of others go beyond what we would expect him to have just from

being immersed in the philosophical world:

There are those who find it soothing to say that the analytic statements of the
second class reduce to those of the first class, the logical truths, by definition;
‘bachelor’ is defined as ‘unmarried man'. But how do we find that ‘bachelor’ is
defined as ‘unmarried man'? Who defined it thus and when? Are we to appeal to
the nearest dictionary . . .2 Clearly this would be to put the cart before the horse.

(Quine 1951, 24)

on, deserving close examination, is that the synonymy of two

A natural suggesti
linguistic forms consists simply in their interchangeability in all contexts without
change of truth-value . .. But it is not quite true that the synonyms ‘bachelor’

and ‘unmarried man’ are interchangeable salva veritate. (Quine 1951, 27)

Quine says that analytic, synonymous, and meaning are meaningless, but he
writes like someone who anderstands them perfectly well and is gradually
working his way toward an explicit account of what it is to be analytic, synony-
mous, meaningful, etc. A natural explanation of what is going on here is that
he (implicitly) takes himself to be acquainted with the rules that are meant to
determine the extensions of these expressions, so that he “knows what they
mean” in the third sense of “mean.” He works toward making those explicit
much as any philosopher might, and his crucial insight is that doing so reveals
that the rules are defective: the circularity that he discovers means that expres-
sions like analytic, meaning, etc., aré ungrounded and have no extension (no
meaning in sense 2). Hence this interpretation makes sense of Quine’s claim
that analytic is not meaningful, as well as the claim that its meaning is defective,
and the manifest fact that in some sense Quine knows perfectly well what the

expressions mean.
This interpretation also, finally, offers a solution to our puzzle from two sec-

tions ago. Why does Quine's failure to define analytic show that it cannot be
defined, even though Augustine’s failur
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cannot be defined? Answer: because Quin i

: : e does not simply take hims

gisem%h aboutt:1 fo;'ul any possible definition of analytic. He tlxl)xzks hee has t?lli nt?glt)li
— the right rule for determining whether or not i

on ! tence is analytic — i

is just that he also thinks at rale 1 o Y bonce

s Just th pe has shown that that rule is circular and hence

If abbreviating definitions are trans,
parent cases of synonymy, why can't s
::zeu::d io anz{.(y;e ?réalyttcity? A final puzzle concerning “Two Dogmas%r;:’;glrlz!:
¢ to make of Quine's admission that synon i
\ b ymy — in the case of abbreviat-
ing definitions — really does make sense after all. The problem is that Vl'at
seems to accept all of: 2 Quine

g S
d “ the[e 18 SuCh a th.ln as monmy- then ﬂle €l [y y
g ﬁ‘n
° abblev l)atnl de lth[lS are tIanSpaIent cases Of 591101'19[119 (SO there 1S Sllch
. there 1S no SatlsfaCtOI y allalySlS Of analytICIty.

The inconsistency is so blatént th iti
at critics often eith i i
pletely, as Grice and Strawson do: e choose o lgnore t com-

goi: if l;/ve are to take these words of Quine seriously, then his position as a whole
nco erent . . . perhaps we should not take Quine’s words here too serioust
(Grice and Strawson 1956: 153) e

ggl

.
or else they stru e to come up With a COherellt inter px etation and end llp wlﬂl
Somethlng that seems too dImCult to defend to have been SO[Ileth.lng that Qume

could reasonably have th
e v have thought he could maintain without argument in “Two

IS)ZC 1;1]115l ;k:lzt;:r::sill ;:)out hsytlr-:onymy has to boil down to the following somewhat
: ough there is such a thing as the pro
although it can be instantiated by pai D e oo
y pairs of tokens of the same orth
and although it can be instantiated by pai oo,
y pairs of tokens of distinct orth i
types, provided that they are related to e D
type: ach other by way of an explicit stipula-
::);. .It is, nevertheless, ln. principle impossible to generate instances of this srop-
in some other way, via some other mechanism. . . . (Boghossian 1996)

Viel":’ Sfu;:lga; ﬁﬁf)gSlblllty — one whi.ch has support both from Quine's explicit
Tl on & l. on' els'ewhere (Quine 1954) and Harman's sympathetic pres-
ooy Quine's views on meaning and analyticity in (Harman 1999a;

) — is that the type of analyticity that one would get from the synonym3;
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GILLIAN RUSSELL

Consider, for example, a typical story about how someone comes to be justi-
fied in believing the law of excluded middle, that is, in believing that for all

valuesof @ @Y 7@ is true. It’s almost always presented to us explicitly for the

first time in an introductory logic class. Thereitis presented as part of a power-
ance with this

ful theory — classical truth-functional logic. Prior to acquaint
theory, most people’s explicit theorizing with regard to logicis limited to slogans
from detective stories like “you can't prove @ negative” and some fuzzy ideas
about it being bad to generalize. There is simply no contest between such incho-
ate thoughts and the new theory: classical logic explains the special status of
things like@V " @, @ N e (A @), and also other logical properties, such
as consequence, equivalence, and inconsistency: It offers methods for detecting
the presence of these properties in less intuitive cases, such as Pierce’s law or
modus tollens. Familiarity with it makes it easier to follow proofs in other classes
(contraposition in proofs in physics, when it is appropriate to use reductio in
informal proofs in arithmetic). It can be extended with quantifiers to make it
even stronger. Classical logicisa beacon of theoretical virtue: it unifies different
phenomena, explains new cases, is simple, useful, and general. It's nO wonder
that students to whom it is first presented, who know of no other alternative
beyond some pre-theoretic floundering, accept it and with it the law of excluded '
middle. If you ask them why they accept the law, they are likely to provide a
real argument: Look, whatever @ is, it can only be true, or false, right? If it's
true, then ¢ V 7 @is trué, given the truth-clause (the ugemantics”) for disjunc-
he truth-clause for negation, and again @

tion. If false, then = @ is true given £
v - @is true. We may even think that the justification for the belief is based on

facts about the meanings of the connectives, that it is derived from them.

Consider, however, how such a beliel might come to be revised. A professor
(Professor 2) in another class challenges the assumption that P is either true or
false. Armed with the paradoxes of vagueness, she argues that sentences may
lack a truth value. But crucially, she doesn’t stop there. She provides a new
theory, one in which sentences may have one of three values, true, false, Of
neither, she specifies some designated values, and then demonstrates how to use
truth-tables to determine whether the logical properties of validity, conse-

quence, equivalence, and inconsistency apply.
Our subject mulls this over for a while and eventually comes to believe a
o class is unable to deal with the

new view: the logic that he learned in intr
recalcitrant cases from vagueness. The three-valued logic has many of the

benefits of the old logic — it explains why certain sentences are special, why
certain arguments are good, etc. — and it continues to do so in a general, uni-
fying, aseful way and, uanlike the old logic, it can handle the case where ¢ has
no truth value. The new picture is better, he decides, and he switches t0 it,
and in the process gives up his belief in the law of excluded middle. Working
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in this new, weaker logic turns o
bt ity ut to be difficult sometimes; i
e negationaglf mﬁ:gﬂﬁe _coul'd employ the law of e;ts:iulzi?:; C;?(Siznaﬂy
RS R SD. m. his proofs, but, he recalls, there ar i
T ; sometimes there are weapons that th e
And now finally CD;S:d -
i i f]eszf) h(;w he mllght come to revise his beliefs on i
=gl e’ r : ) tells him about various paradoxes Cﬁ s
L maﬂyxt)cr I:}S;IODS are both true and false. She too o‘ffst:;c al;jrthe
ot St e o be- familiar virtues, but this time the th‘u-c; . e
et e o s;;l}l, ject that he was convinced by similar ar M
g e thn at sentt?nces had to have a truth V'c:Iue gSuments
e ot _at. for consistency's sake, our subject sh 1 give
Dewies vy agrecss:;.lttgtg:esfcannot have more than one uld give up

S b rofessor 3 that the case for ado i i

o oot Wt{l)tr le:isﬂ zo‘:);]t ;15 the cgse for adopting an mmﬁf;lﬁ; Sf;rafl:)on.smt-

e G ;h ta i}veaklsh logic has sensitized him to the ;i'iﬂ i t'he

o s all he accepts the new argument he will s

ot it Contradiclsiora 1f:ls bereen the problem with vaguene canitihe

Y e b ns lead him to think that he might have staﬁ Ezlnd -

e domag;vefup tl:la‘ssical logic. Maybe he gave in toe do.wn

S A ? lroglc is sentences which have a truth VO leaSﬂY?

peiliags TAMGS Sp atra\ of vagueness. Here's one way to respon?i ltw. *

e Homiat e o ‘:;vays': instead of moving on to a logic that i T)the

e bel.e? . he'll go back to classical logic. And th t'ls o

it ief that the law of excluded middle is a loai?:a? ;E:l:

I am less interested in the detai i i

o o SO : 'alls of this case — it doesn’t

o ‘i,e coelﬁjsol;lzhbeh]?ivmg classical logic rather th;illast(g:cfzil?xamp'le.
ot o ery Laesd lofu have talked him out of any of these moveer s
The Suoatin Gk ;E-mflr-es of _l:hjs story about change in belief 'S_lthz'm
Togeloct fhastatiot theu;l in I:hlS principle of logic is holistic inmthoglc':.
R aim in an entire theory. How reasonable it ?t .
ls}trength. unification, usefuln(;!:stl;?cl{z‘flr;all'propernes T s ;Uti;:

.' A l . Dy . '
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physical and semantic features mu; ::lrnlﬁkSS ‘l;re
ack the

195




L61

A[prey swads ) S1XUOD JYPUAIOS
D o b 10§ UTEI90 UIY}M ‘JOASMOH "S30UI3
o T, vqm wouw_““..w%mh ONST[EUIWION B PI[[ed SIUWIIWOS S] umﬂ._.\.w””w\,w s
AR .mnoa_mono.aa. BI)SqE 0] 30U3I3Jaa Aue ploae 03 A1) £9y3 J[qt _MM
s 10 o s o slaqumu ‘suoyejal ‘sasse(o ‘sanadod o
T 3 302dsax yIm snoidsns Jarjel _Eunu.m uf aIe MM..HM%E
! urg

1 ind deure) sy *s3oalqo

1oB1SqRINOgR SUr ey 9
: [qelIofmooun ‘303

-SIp aI9M SISIAI)L . 103}J2 9PIS e se ‘pue soisAd
JO0YSIAA0 0] vmwwwww%q%wm_bﬁumﬁcm Suquosap uaym @.»Sm MMM.WM ﬁ.smz.a
-3 1anisod ay) 1e 1p om3 Wl

219 ‘suonuysp * 13 308} 343 4q papre 21,
usaq bﬁoaﬁm M STHNG [EoREWLIE ‘SyING [edi3o] .m.v .uﬁ ms 05 a1am fpeas
1443 peq 1By saousjuas jeqy eapt oy uguvqm %Ma A
¢ ! I0jJ° m.osﬂo

uoy
1oUNSI uorsodo.d /aouajuas 2yl pup WSIUUOTIUIAUO))

Aoy jegm Joa .
Joomina wy pue ‘s1 pprom 93 Aem Y3 Jo SMMA W Yjoq S0T) sueauw
.. aIe ‘'sauo

onayjuds Areurpio .
TpI0 1] ‘syIND [e130!
uo218 st sse1d pue 2 [eo13o] jeypy Aes isn( jou Lym .
uouIppe U .v_wﬂ mn_m“mu—”ﬁmw”sonm 12y} 10B] 9AOUN{0O0D 51} .Mo 5 uwmﬂ MMMWMM sproq
Jo ’ : I mOUs JaAauaym : eyl o1
313, ust ‘reonuapl- Um Jeq) plIom ag) Jno
QUapI-J[as ST 3UIYIA1049 JRY) PHOM 313 uz.“”Mm qu«mmﬁwNu.MuM_ hpuy
Je ‘st 11

-£1949 JO “7IA ¢ , .
1A “IRUSPISs “ZA ‘ITeT) STOIAGO Te Uo mEMMMMv HMMMWMM- O
AlJRUII) R

“Kes ose wed om
nq t395ew 133lqns
uo Afreagoads) o3 [qus s jo siren wo jou pue (=
(x= xvmw. uov. EMMMMJ o Jo syreR uo Wng s} 10§ mvcowu_u u_mm.nww Mmmms om
JeoNUSpLEs ST 3urqiiaag, ‘[ing [esidof oy 10aamoy MMMM%

12 0] Jo 533 :3uruesw Jo omyna Ul 9
I jey) vapt 9y Aq padwa) jou St oSﬂO..o:..u mWEme_umEoﬂ
19U] LLpwun

240 U paLLIDWILN ST
: eul Jeym jo uo
paLLWUN 24D $10 Nsenb 343 JomSUE ISIY Isnw M *
124o0q JBYM JO SMIILA UI ISPISTUOD oM anHp 03 om.p o
. yinay potbo

“UMOD SYIRT LM O
LM 0) sfem Mau sn 9a18

-Tugep 1w st juod . oaI8 Ajaew Aatp) ‘TN Sed
onz e = g u.vM_u ; Mqu:O PIHom 313 jo soisAyd sy Jnoqe suus Hwoummn op suon
J0 9T11A T o0 30U Mﬁ&s sn[d Sutuesw JO 9NIIIA UT INT) INq .wno uwm_ﬁ o=
sfes ew = o pue Apeo. SM = 9 1ey) Teapo aymb st 31 ased STy Uy “Sur e menanE
‘D Jo Buruesw aypy ..oMmB.M% Sem B = J 9snedaq A[uo ﬁ.—m 00} om“._uu s om
~0Xul Uagy am pnogs oo wma R whoous Mawwsw
2U0 oU ‘anq s1 oWl = . 0 amIA Ul an §131 Jey) Les o

. 1181 ‘SusuILIadxs yBnoyy 1oa 85%6 uBM_ wwmwwa aq HME

! eiedss

NOILIONI
LSIA JILIHINXS/OILXTYNY FHIL NO ININD

o
i
5
-
b
v

< Ta b b AR\

eI I

961

e pue ‘w g suoissaidxa ay} sonponul am JI -so1s&gd Jo 9uo 1nq o1801 Jo
ng e jou st 9oUR}Uas PuOodas Y} 2I1YM 1areapd sdeqaad st jumod sures YL,
ey st jeym pue — onLI) UIU pau

_upwun 24v YW paLLIDWUN 3DUSYURS a1p) opew 198EUM smyd 1)) INq ‘S40[9420q

jo Sujueaw 3} 1sn( jou aq S0 wonuyep 343 Jo [nn ap Jo spunoas 9y} 18
Jno syuted sum g -fuupawt fo amia Wl an.ay N [ed 0} pa1dwa) 199) M os puy
-on1 S ,UoWI palirewun aIe siopyoeq,, ‘U paitpwiun se sures 2y Suruednt
si0[oyopq Jo dan3nA Ul os ‘i e sosso1dxa 20UIUSS 13118 jerp) ‘asmod JO ,'udW
peureUun I8 gow paurewum,, SB Gurueaws dUWIes A1oa 3} sassoadxa 20U}
-uos 2 UaW paurewun, se oumes ) sueatd s1oppyoeq,, asnedaq 1ey} wWep
pue ,usw peuTeqIun 318 siofoyoeq,, Se ¢ons uoyugap oytoads e 19pIsuod LRI

M "OUO[R Suyueaw Jo aNHIA urany 3Ie soousjues Sutuyap el sotuap aumd
‘wo )

10afo1 03 JURM P[MOD LyonAfeue Jo jusuoddo JuaWAGAA IS0 ay) 09A3 MO 398

0} pIeYy S! 31 SIUBOS feoundwa 3y} pue soneWISTIEW (f1oq Ut (04 poToUAKUd

ue 9ARY sgonuysp ‘19A09I0N ‘mpag oQ«ﬁEmﬂw 0} SWIIS guraeswt 0os —

as[e} 2q p[noo uoniugp oy ‘sueow piom W yeyMm UaAI3 'MOU MOY 938 o.::mn
s1 71 :90UBITUAS BUUYIP oW ygSnoxyy pauyep $uyeq pIom Y pRONPORH £[uo am
{fe 3eyV “Buiueaul jo an)MA Tl I0D JO SISEBD yuaredsuen 3q 03 pres 18 suon

- "Suoniuyap noqe Sumel 4q Sutuesw Jo Ny A £qanxnaq Aewl $90UUIS

yetpy eopt oY} pudyepP 0} An) U)jo ajdoad 11 soyou sumd (4961 sumQ) ul
Y[, punotd juod suonuyad

(561 2um0)

Jqinay oo pue deure), pue (Q9€61 sunQ) ,UONUAAUOY £q qinal, sioded
oy are 10155e[2 1901 1oy pue ‘uofe guuesw Jo amxa Ul qnn Jo eapt oW

e powie 21e £oy], "912GMIs? seadde £fyondeue jsuede sjuoumare Fuypadwiod

sou s1y 1eu) YUyl Suewm ‘Toded snowe) SO s aumQ st SewSo(Q OML,, ysnoyy,

Surueo JO 9MIIA UL WHNLL Jsuredy Sueum3Iy ‘T

-Guruesw Jo dMIA u1 anIy puv

Lressaoau Sureq 1801 YM sjquedwod st o180] Jo £Sojowaisida ) W wstoy
‘gt ‘SISTUONEOYHAA jou are oym su Jo asop) 1og Topew 3%} uo s3u09Y}
jo dm FurySrom Y} asnnbaa pue ‘UTUIANRIP 01 omIP 29 SoA[asWoY} fewt
— sonpea Oy om3 JO suo Apoexd saeq padu saousyuas I9YIYM s3ury}

JryuRWIAS AWOS INq ‘souo onuewas 4q pourmLIalep 39 pasput

FGurpnjout — $108)
Aew sjoej 221807 opayuss 10 Jusdunuod st — St 11y} AUO JAASYIIYM — o180]

1001100 Y3 ey} YUy 01 oseas Aue optaoad jou s30p | ‘S3U0 ?u_moﬁoﬁﬁwau

T1dSSOY NVITIID




661

‘Ajxeqrung ‘sem
i uw 5 %ouuw w”MMM M%“zn aw_ss JS)IBW 3, UPIp N ‘Popasll Sem IO IO JUsSm
s e S o oﬂ_m 19yjey "onea UTe}IsO B aARY JUSWNIIR puosas
- vuu.unB.ov P Em_ 1,UpIp )1 PUY ,"UMO §}1 UO [[B UOTOUN) 9Y) JO anfea
S o més 13)9p,, JO) asuas jueliodun ISUioUE UY Jey) Ies
o oy s o e 1t 0 e =
e 1 T p uoyounj ay) jeyy Aes
_m_uuwm Mbm:oﬂmaw_”_oum ul) anq [us s )1 uayy, 'S X O aye) u\us umowwhmmw“w
o e o:iw - “.u a”“.:: [ereu 1ayjoue 4q () Suldjdnnuw 1949MOL] .gw
o 1t 1 oo o 919p 1,Up[nod ‘JuswniIe IsIg YT, ‘¢ SeM pUuodas o
I0] ‘€ X G JO 2.___3 um.ﬁ .“quwﬂwuwmﬁwwwoﬂ o a0 s .o_aEmM“
A S pue J5IJ 93 JO SIN[BA 9
o 8 e e s
et o [dynm am us :
g uM . M_ Monmna uoneofidnmu Areuq aq3 JapISTUOD &m“@omﬂwn%ﬂﬁ
1 71 Suyoeoadde £q m3aq of, "J0u Jo 310s ng 'Jo 1108 .=u>>nm
qons sxeut praom . *S3UO ONOIUAS WOJJ JUSIJJTP OU S20U
i MM omw_ﬁ .EHMM“MMH_ 20U)U3s 3Y) JO YINT 313 0] o_n_wc.w.%ou %.E%MWM
o a2 Treon —Mﬂ Jey) 4Aes 03 padlo] 3q 03 WIS am ‘(JOU 1B oM
ok n.aun_mﬁ o“ Muum %. ueqo jo s[qeded mogawios sI SUrueaW S,90Us53UAS
A o.ﬁ u..a o \.we 21d o1e am ssauy) *(snyy uoysodoid uaﬁ, ayew os
oo o iy oo £ Y} Jn0qe 5308} UlR}I90 asnedaq Jred ul pue (uoyisodoxd
e P 4543 jegm uesw 4£9Y3 asnedsq jred ur A[uo oE.u sAem
2 oo o MM M_Sﬂ JY3[u JUO :pes)sul BWWS[IP Y} JO UIOY IsIh ui
E:Ou.um. 2Tedun TPOTUT! IS $30UIUSS IO SUtUesw Jo anjaia ul o
ey} MOYS OS[e JA0QE SjuSUmMSIe oTf) J1 SE 19AMOY — Emm“% *
ot ey peonsa pus .mawwwnuunom 3q 0} 3utueaW Jo SMyMA UL YN} JO .ﬂuu_:_o
Joomuma w Esw. Jo Esoowmﬁ“ MMHMMHNQMWMME o o a0 w.HEd.wE
i 1 MOYS 0] Uaye]} 9q Ued SJu
-Emmwu uuwo%.ﬂwﬂuouuu Jo suo og ‘wiay) 3uowe jou ase mﬂz% oﬁﬁﬂoﬂﬂ“ﬂ
iy n.u - 1eq]3 38983ns sa0qe sjuswmSIe oY) .wnoacgno.o 1053 :
pew axe gomm suonisodoad uaﬂdmczﬁos-nor Aue ame uuomu_cwoﬁ
N ‘Jaddoo
P H%no , mwwwmuﬂsmu__eﬂmbﬂzwh .wwon“mbounm 'saouauas ysiSuy Aue ._MoMmmme%h
A 1 ) uonisodoud a1y jetp 4es o .
s % ol MMH.M M Mm.“w“mxu 1 uonisodoxd a1 jiana aq &Mw ued wum%om.wwmww_.wwm
oo o umﬁ P Jey) pjiom oY) Jnoqe 10€] € SI I osnedaq Jaed u an) s
poposal snar am 3,uop Aym :2a0qe ueissoy3og pue 1sqog ‘aurn)) A .
o .mﬂEmnwE wa. M wwu_ 9y} 03 uado 518 noA Lem siy) 03 noA Jng yred E um%—
v 3o :.ohma ﬂ_ﬁ M_MM pauTmIajep snfea ging sj1 seqy ying oy um& fes
OIS ol ! NewIs]e 9], ‘YINI S1oYIuLs & WO JuaI9JJIp OU ST
Jring ‘st p[1om 373 Aem a1} Jo asnedaq jaed I pue ‘Streow “:.

NOLLOD
NLLSIA DLLIHLNAS/OLLATYNY THL NO ININD

eRiy

TR

p—
HAREES

Zag

aEzEs

Jegm Jo asnedaq jred w1 A
jo smma Wt anx S jel
“puIuS[Ip & se dn 198 3q UBd guyuesw JO 9

861

1o ony 3q Y3 eyl 1addoo st 4addo) Kes ‘utueaw
Surppowos Jo S[duwrexd aaneind 93110AE] mof el
1A Ul gyng jsutede jusum3re 9q ],

91dxa 9 01 3} UISOYD 10 I IN0qe
[ Jerp) pue ‘uigeawt Jo 198
YMI2A0 7Y 3,US] {3, Usem
0 Y4 S1 A0US ST
ddns 03 A[[ea am 3Ty

S JTO JO 9UO AQ Pass

(9661 ueissogSog) ¢s20Uaua
ann ua3q 9aey PnoM 3

jySnoty pey auo oa i uaAd
ue Yons 210j3q NN SEM umepo Siyy 8y} SNOLAqO ABumuia

11 10 3)IYM SeM MOUS 1 Je1p 95BO 91} 3,usem 1 7,us1 71 4
20uauas aY} 1oj SuuEsw B gugendys o 03 Joud ‘1ey} Iso

usy)

:d uonyisodoid awios sossaxdxe 11 Ji o0} aq A[uo

pue *an.n st wonsodoxd jet)) pue
feotdo] e Surpaedal ‘Sjrequls

[[LM 30UBIUAS B Jer} 10 syurod ueissoydog ‘YN

(£$T '000T
owl 0ou Sl pallrewun

13q0g) YoudId WO ST I URH gsydug Uo juspuadap a1
jpousurIadun 31D,

aIe sio[PYyoeRq 18yl 198] SUL “WITR|oXS W) Jedy ued auo

¢sI0[aYgoRq YOUS1F 3Y) IMOqe
Io[ayoeq,, pIom gsnydug o Sutu12a08 SUONITAATOD
are siopyoeRq [ eyl uwonisodoad ay3 180} sqisned

Area1 1 s] ,12ddod st 1addoo,, J0 paLirewaun S8 slopyoeq [[B, Se yons ‘syng
snApeue sanend SWOS £q passaadxa suoyisodoad 3y} JapisUod J04 «(000T 1990S
19661 uelssoysod ‘7661 o[qeX ‘FS61 sump) suons A(qisneydut sT uo[uaAuod
£q anx oq fewW uomisodoxd onsmSurejew-uod e 1eq s1so} 9y} ‘1S913UI 12018
jo st Surueam Jo dnIiA UL o1} 9q URD 90USIUSS B 181 sisoqy o dfigM g
4 IOUAATO0D £q an 5q P{NOd —JUATOD syt J0 *passaadxa 31 suon
-1sodoxd o) — pres 20U3U3S 3 JeyMm Jetp) sisays 3q) pue ‘Gurueow JO SNIIA UL
an) aq p[noo 0UJUSS € 18} s1soT) 9y} :S9SAY) 0M] UIIMI] apiis 03 ‘'UaYY) 'Ased
Aparey sem 3] ,‘SuTuEOW jo smIA Ul oy, Gam a|qeesueydIAUl SE pajesd) uajo
sem , uonjuaauod £q fng,, wossadxa oYy 9OUSH 'SpIOM Jo sasn 3y} Suru10003
SUONULAUOD oNsSMBUY] 3 S8 gons ‘s3urtyp 1910100 a10w Apuaredde QM WA
£myuap! 03 YD 219M pUE [eiouad Ul s3UIUESW JN0qE e} 01 JUe)say 3q OSfe
pmos sisiondua ‘Suoseal dures () Jog "(se0u3juas p1eadiayut) sjusmale)s 10
§30U2)JUSS 0) PIOLNSaT SBM uoissnosIp pue (gioq Jnoqe el 0 paau Afensn nok
JIayIoUE Wolj 3uTg) U0 ysm3unsip 01) suonisodoid woj s30UANUS ysmaunsp

0} TOWWIoD j,usem ‘suopyisodoid Jo ISNIOSTP ST JO 100)50 apis © se sdeq1sd

‘syse 130§ SB ‘1RUM lu
a1 Aq ony) speu St patirewt

(s0z ‘8S61 deuue)) "sepung uo sassajoxd o sajdround
elowt g3y Syl GHM pioooe Ul JoU I8 qorgm ssury Auewm swenb M ss0p
1| AepAI10sd STY U1 OYM Ue! & a¥[f| ‘20UAISU0D ASEAUN UE M Inq 3s[2 Spoqéue
ax| sBuyy a3 e ynoqe Yeads isnl [im 3Y £qeqoxd * * * T} ploae 0} afqssod

TIasSNY NVITHO



GILLIAN RUSSELL

in the sense required for ana-

a sentence may be true in virtue of meaning —
the value true regardless of

Iyticity — if its meaning is sufficient to determine

the worldly facts.
Here's a less abstract way to approach the same idea. The kinds of sentences

Kaplan calls contingent analytic in “Demonstratives” (Kaplan 1989) are such

that they say different things on different occasions of use (they express differ-
ent propositions relative to different contexts of use, that is, when said by dif-

ferent speakers, or in different places, or at different times, etc.):

(1) Iam here.
(2) dthat{the shortest spyl=the shortest spy
(3) Tomorrow is two days after yesterday.

What makes them analytic is that in whatever context they are used they
express a proposition true relative to that context of use. The result is a sentence
whose meaning is sufficient to guarantee its truth — even though it does not
determine the truth of the proposition it expresses. With I am here, for example,

the sentence had to be true, but the proposition that it expresses did not (I could

have been elsewhere) — and of course, the meanings of the English words did

not somehow bully me into sitting in this café.
Similarly, if we are considering whether these sentences are true in virtue of

meaning:

(4) Al bachelors are unmarried.
(5) Snowis white or it is not the case that snow is white.

6) 2+2=4

then what we ought to be considering is not whether the meanings of some

sentences are capable of preventing weddings, coloring snow, or manipulating
eternal abstracta, but rather whether these are sentences whose meaning will
guarantee that they express a true proposition regardless of whether anyone
gets married, snow changes color, or the exciting goings on in the third realm.

3. Conclusion

In this paper I have focused on three main Quinean attacks on the analytic/

synthetic distinction: the circularity argument, the argument from confirma-

tion holism, and a set of related arguments against truth in virtue of meaning.

I've argued that we can make better sense of the circularity argument than is
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someti .
o Teﬁe;fsﬁe:seﬁ l;:ltl ;ilz‘i)tfd;)::agntil;is ;‘(;f]uirels us to formulate Quine's point
 terms ' ] : ng.” I've also argued that something li
gave °s g;:fti::l;t::n 'hohsm picture is act'ual]y rather plausible in logic. ?3::::“;
necessity entails aprisol:']ict; ‘tfefgsl?;;gga[l:hmk ot e I ol or that
logic is neither analytic nor necessary.® Fina:l%;.l Itnhzl::g{t:ogla;hi sﬁ;(:lthe 'CIa'im thac
:;‘Z?ltls di:lc’):xc;ntl;ng tt:;uth ir? virtue of meaning compelling, I'fle arg?lzdmt;:lfz}?u-
should m.)t :1- ! erS-ﬁe main l.esson we should take from them is that it is sefxsZ
examp;les ¢ pro ;;(oall :nns(.lv;vlsnch are true in virtue of meaning, and I've used
examples fror p 9) to argue that this special status is compatibl
" eing unable to affect the truth values of the iti ;
i propositions they

Notes

1 The2 i i
as “le;):ii Pglpapers survey of philosophers’ views reported 65% of respondents
as fleant 2g7%wardas " : ;lr'] :(;cepﬁ.l;g" the existence of the analytic/synthetic dist?:c
. owar i i 1
fon. and? s or accepting its non-existence. 8% were recorded
2 Itakeitthat STR showed that ‘si
; t ‘simultaneous’ (in th
; lslussell s paradox showed that the naive ‘e’ mf'as m:rt:isr?g::ssense) wesempty and
; Itee t_”o;‘1 example Russell (2008, 143-162) for more. .
abllrenge élll)e; tempting hel_fe.to point out that Quine appears to have found an
able del i 0(;1 of analync!ty. We could offer the following dilemma: either tl?iccde o
pition os 200! ;l;nd zlilna.]ym:.lty makes sense, or it isn't any good, at;d the argusm:ﬁ;
from ¢ tnﬁrm0 : 2;10 :il:]sm is unsot{nd. But again I think the right i.nterpretati:n
e e at:hcmma]k he edas sug.ge‘sb.ng that this is an accurate definition in that it
gives the ?r f:termmmg the extension of analytic, but observing th:
e is problematic, since there are no sentences which nfirm E
never mind come what may. et co edatal
5 i i ‘
(uQ]:tix:;el 9::1161?1)1 alio contains the important Regress Argument against the vi
o hatih f : ve ogical constants get their meanings through implicit deﬁnitilew
e g t<Lpos Sonal truth by convention was encouraged by the intellectual at os.
phere In sp:e% g:iﬁ; l;::)mmuniz at the time, where Einstein's working hyp:tll::l;
was unifor “
Soter oo rm was often described as “true by convention”
7 And also quite clear that the “
e “determines” vocabulary i
y is unhel
. gl:lzp::esi]jsia Russtlzlll (2008) for a proposal about how to cleanp:tuﬂi vague forour
which, as it happens, I think can be icity, b
9 tory can b o e (2008, used to define analyticity, but that longer
Russell (2012) complicates this picture somewhat.
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Quine, Analyticity, and Trénscendence

ERNIE LEPORE

1. Introduction

]: l:I‘wohDo%mas o!‘ Empiricism” [TD]: Quine characterizes and rejects three
pp qac es to r‘nakmg sense of analyticity. One approach attempts to reduce
putatxv.e analytic statements to logical truths by synonym substitution; thu:
supposing "L.mmarried men” is synonymous with “bachelors,” “All bac'helors; .
are unma:rned men” reduces to “All bachelors are bachelors.” A second
approach is to identify analytic statements with “semantic rules,” .or “meanin
postula-tes." A third approach relies on the verificationist theor'y of meanin .
According to that theory, “every meaningful statement is held to be translatablgt;
int(? a statement (true or false) about immediate experience” [TD, 38] or, 1
radically, .“each.statement. taken in isolation from its fellows, can ad.m'itezls'
confirmation or infirmation” [TD, 41]. Analytic statements are, then, those that
fu'e confirmed come what experiences may. If either version of the verification-
xs.t approach were correct, then there would be objective facts about the ext
:sxc')?s ot;i tfl:ms from i:ltuitive semantics, for example, “‘. ..’ is synonymous w?il:]l;
' '"and “‘.. . is analytic,” a inguisti
ooand” - fsana c};trl1 dent<':ross all languages. In short, such metalinguistic
In this essay, I focus my discussion’ primarily on the third, verificationist
approach — th(?ugh what I shall have to say will bear on the s;.cond approacl;
?S:Nell.d [ilhpartlcular. I explain .the models of language contained in verification-
o an ! e weaker conﬁrma.tlonism. and why most positivists abandoned the
' m¥e.r or the latter. I explain the connection between confirmationism and
intuitive semantics and why considerations of holism alone are incapable of

A Companion to W.V.O. Quine, First Editio
V.. 3 n. Edited by Gilbert Harman and Ernie Le;
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