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ABETRACT

This thesis is @h attempt-to describe and analyze the
philosophy of Willard Vén Orman Quine with regard to two notions
which have become the centér a centinuing controversy in contempo-
rary Amcrican philosophy. It is my thesis that these notions,
analyticity and tronslotiogn, are closely related within Quine's
philOSOphy.' It is a2lso my thesis that although these notions are
relatively unimportant in themselves, théy are/important in rela-
tionship to the impliceations which may be derived from either
accepting or rejecting them, especially as regards the theory of

meaning. f

Quine'!s philosophy is noted for its rejection jof tradi-
tional or intuitive or' uncritical notionsiof analyticity and
translation. In my thesis, I will analyze Quinet's arguments
against the analyticesynthetic distinction and some of the
discussion whi;h that denial provoked. It is part offmy thesis
that Quine's denial is consistent with the positivistic, behavio-

ristic, aond pragmatic starting points of Professcor Quine.



iv

Quinets philosophy is also noted for its indeterminacy
of translation thesis which amounts to a rejection of the
traditional notion of detecrminate transl;tiono In my thesis I
will analyze Guinet's arguments fox +he indeterminacy of radical

translation. It is part of my thesig that this notion of the

i}

indeterminacy of radical translatiion is Consistent with Quine's

epistemology anc central te hi=s theory of meaninge

It is my thesds Lhat CQuine's denial of the analytic-
synthetic distinction snd his indeterminacy of radical transla-
tion thesiz are most significant because of the role they play in
allowing Quine to reject a séience of the mental. This means
that Pmeanings?® as entities and propositional attitudes are no
longer vicble alternatives . in any positivistic theory of meaning
and/or truthe. IL alsc mcans that a satisfactorny phiidsophy of
linguistics can be based upon the observation of human response
to sentential stimulation. It is my thesis that an analysis of
the Quinian arguments-leads to a new and fresh metaphilosophy.
That is to say, the Quinian approéch to philosophy and Quine's
philoscphy\itself [dllow us to reach new insights and outlooks
éoncerning the vé;y Pctivity of philosophy, which make the philo=-
sophical activity a more meaningful® and acceptable alternative.
I;feel that a clear understanding of the philosophy of Guine,

expecially as it concerns itself with the two notions under con=—

sideration in my thesis, will lead to a more realistic perspec—



tive as rcgards thie relationship between language and the world -

(the wobject" and the “"word") as well as to a more profitable

attitude as regards the relatior etween philosophy and the

other disciplines.
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INTRODUCTION

willard Van Orman Quine is a contemporary Americaﬁ Philo-
sopher. The problem of analyticity, which occupies a significant
position in Quine's_OVerall philosophy, is considered by some ;o.
Se "gentral to An assessment of the current state of philosophy.“1
At least one historian of contemporary philosophy feels that
Quine's "philosophical observations are qf a distinctly fresh,
not to say revolutionary, character."2 Perhaps some of the
freshness of Quine's Philbsophy is .due to the fact that he brings
together in his work three related and interconnected hlstorlcal
trends of thought: (i) P051t1V1sm° (1i) Behavorism; and (111)

Pragmatisme.

(1) Quine es Positivist is somewhat outside of the main
group of what may be called ‘orthodox*' or logical positivists
who had the;r beginning in the Viemna Circle and who are much
‘1nf1uenced by the earlier wlttgenstein as well as the mature

Carnap. But despite this unorthodoXy, Quine, as (positivist, is

1Marian Dechert, “qﬁine, Strawson and.nogical Truth,"

Philosophical Studies 24 (1973): 52.

John Passmore, A Hundred Years of PhlloSOPhy, (Mlddlesex-

Penguxn. 1968), p. “030



in the mainstream of a philosophical tradition which can trace
its immediate heritage through the legions of unnamed physical
scientists as well as thé welleknown positivist philosophers
(esgey Bentham and Pierce) of the present and past centuries to
the more distant ancestors of positivism, the Empiricists, note
ably Locke, Berkeley and Hume. More romotely, Quine, as positi-
vist, can lay ¢laim to the influential thought of Bacon, the
medieval nominalists, and < as we shall see = even to Aristotle.
Being a positivist means that Quine‘insista on the primacy of an
empirical, i.6., Sensé expariential, starting point for all wo%k
done in philosophy andfox seience, both of which, according to
Quine, are of a kind, Although he ean claim the nominalists as
historiecal anéestors, and although he has indicated a certain
preference for concrete physical objects on the grounds of cone~
venience in theory bm.ld:.ng,1 he iz a2 realist insofar as he has
no qualms in admitting the existence of abstract objects or .
entities such as classgs, sets or nurz;bers.2 He is a physicalist.3

)

1W.V.O. Quine, Jdiord .and Object, {(Cambridge, Mass.: The

MeIoeTe Press. 1960)’ # 48.

EW.V.O. Quine, "On Mental Entities," in The Way of
paradox, (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1976),

ppe 221 £f.

3quine, Word and Object, ## 1, 48, Sk




in the sense of admitting only niddle=sized physical objects
which are publically observable through surface irradiations of
sensory nerve cells as the origin of scientific and philosophic
theory and knowledge. Although Quine accepts the existence of‘
abstract entities, he does deny tha "world of the mental® or -
mentalistic theories which would posit’ such non=-physical abatract
entities as minds, thoughts; ideas, coﬁcepts, intentions, pro-
pbsitions, meanings, €lCs 25 beigg somehow separate, distinct
and independent of the physdical world of “collateral»infogmatioha'
Such independent mentalientitics are, according to Quine, the

illusory results of loose and unceritical thinking and speaking.

(ii) Quine as Be_hawiorist2 ig in jine with most of
today's behavioristic psychologists, not the least of whom is
. BeFes Skinner, to name one of the more obviéus fepresentatives
of the school. But here, also. Quine's heritage stretches back
into historxcal tradition and we might cite Hume's theory of

associationism as a prime forerunner of contemporary thought.

1W.V.O. Quine, "prstemology Naturalxzed", in Ontolo-

gical Relativity, (New| York: Columbia University Press, 1969),

ppe 69 ff.

2W.V.O. Quine, "Reply to Harmén",,in Donald Davidson

and Jaakko Hintikka (eds.) Words andﬁObjections. {Dordrecht,

Holland: Reidqi, 1969), pe 296.



As behaviorist} Quine aligns himself with the experimental psy=-
chologists (the physical scientists who study the human "psyche!,
or, to use more appropriately Quinian terminology, the brain)
insofar as he insﬁsts on public observability as the touchstone
and tribunal of scientific (or philesophic) theorye. _Moreovef.

he accepts the mechanism of gonditioning as a primary explanatory
device. Another significant manigfestation of his behaviorism,
is Quine's lack of scrupiss in galling upon the results and/or
methods of experimental psychology and/or the other»experimental
sciences, in his search for gseful information and techniques.
which may be adapted to ©Or adopted by his own philosophical

theory building.1

(iii) Quine as Pragmatist is able to overcome the
epistemologicalfscepticisﬁ.which dogged the early followers of
Hume, as well as the-sensesdataists and the phenomenalistse.
Moreover, his own theory of meaning begins with the Pierce's
pragmatic formulation of thé verification theory of meaning
("Say what différence the truth or falsity of &a|sentence would
make to possible experience, and you have satid all-there is to

] : 2 ] ~
say about meaning of a sentence.!') /‘as a basic premises.

1Quine, ngpistemology Naturalized", ppPe 69 ffe

ZW.V.O. Quine, Philosophy of Logic, (Englewood Clffs,

NoJe: Prentice=Hall, 1970}, Pe 5.



When these three trends come together in Quine's over=
all philosophy, the result is philosophy in the claasical or
traditional sense1 of & system or world view. Quine's systém
of philosophy is complete insofar as it comprises (i) a system‘

of logics (ii) an epistemologyj and {iii) an ontology or meta=-

physics.

(1) Quinefs logistie aystem is semewhat of a reverse in
the trend of loéical development of the pasf century or SO,
especially as that trend has mani fested itself in the group of
philosophers called thgllogical positiviets, Significant in his -
logic, 13 the accéptance of Tarskian prineiples, eapeciélly the
semantic concept of truth, which temds to play down the dif-
ference between "logical'® truth as opposed to "factual" truth;
Thie feature of his logic u1timate1y leads to some differences
between Quine and many of those contemporary thinkers who would
_insist upon an analytic-synthetic distinction as well as deter~
‘minate translation. In his "New Fbundations for Mathematical
Logic“z,.Quine expounds a system which is more faithful to the.

Principia of Russell and Whitehead, although\it passes over the

1Richard Schuldenfrei, "Quine in Perspective”, The

Journal of Philosophy, LXIX, 14 (1972)s pe 5

‘zaw.v.othuine, From a Logical Point of View, (New York:

Hafper Torchbacﬁ; 1963), PPe 80 f££.



theory of types which appears to be & vital element of that
systems This "retura to Russell" seems to be at odds with the
tfend in recent times whenever thinkers ponder the relations
between mathematics and logice Be that as it may, Quinets denial
that mathematics can be reduced to or derived from "logic" pure
and simp1e1 seems to be a generally accepted position nowadayse
Fﬁrtherﬁore, Quine opts for an ideal of extensional logic and
rejects modal or intensionad logics as being theoretically not
wortﬁ the effort.a Finallyy in one importgnt_aspect, his logic
can be seen, in a sense, as’a returnito thé tradition of Aris-
totle: Quine holds that one's. logical dr cancnical notation
‘commits one ontologicallys (The more commen trend has héen\fo

' see logic as purely formal withi no relati&nship to the world of

3

"féct", and Quine rejects that irend gompletelye.

(ii) Quine's epistemology, from the poiht of view of
this thesis, and I would suggest, from the point of view of the

generally interested student of phllosophy. 15 his most 1nteresting

1Passmore, A Hundred Years of Philosophy, Pe 403,

aquine,'"Truth by Convention', in'Ways of Paradox,

3Quiné, "Reference and Modality", in From a Logical Point

of Viewe pPe 139 £f, See also Quine, Word and Object, Chapter

VIII; "Ontic Decision®, ppe 233 f£f.



and significant contribution to contemporary philosophy. - &

large part of this thesis will be deveted to an explanation and

exﬁlication of Quine'!s epistemologye. Let the following brief

remarks suffice for the time beings

Epistemology, according to Quine, is that branch of
science which inquires into the foundations of knowledgees AS
such, it is.divided into twe €lusters of views or two theories:
(a) the theory of meaniag, ©or the cluster of views concerning
the "“concepts" or conceptualizations whichr"underlie" the various
wnotions" which appear in different theoretical systems., This
side of epistemology, when dealing with, say, physies, would be

concerned with explaining and explicating the notion of *body?

{b) The theory of truth or the theory of dootriné is
the second branch of epistemolog&. It i= concerned with justi-
fying those beliefs which are offered as true by the different
‘theoretical systems. The justification‘takes the form of rules
or axioms by which we can determine whether or not a candidéte

for knowledge (or truth) succeeds or not, and to what extent.

These two sides, the theory of meaning and the théory
of truth, or the conceptual and doctrinal sides of epistemology,
are, as we shall see in the main body of this thesis ¢losely

linked and complementary to one another.
&

Even more revolutionarily is Quine's reasseignment of



C

: . 1
the whole of epistemology a8 a chapter of psychology, Much

'-more will be said about this and Quine's epistemology as a

whole, For the time being let us pass on to the last area of

Quine's overall philosophy.

(iii) Quineie_enéoiogy is, pérhaps, the least radical
of his theories.: -He is; as we haee eeen, a realist éit@ a
phy51callst startiﬁg boints And, Iém euee, there are many who
would find this viet perfectly acceptable, even 1f they dis-
agreed with other areas o0f Quzne's phllosophy or even with his
reagons fot being ansontological reallst and phyelcalist. I

teel strongly that oné reagon for this stete of affairs in that

- from time immemor;al phllOSQpherB have almost to a man taken

great de11ght in offering their own peculiar ontological

' theories. The net reeult of thxs tremendous outpeuring of

" theory is that theré is very little new under the sun, Philo-

sophers and students of ph;losophy shed the most outrageoue

theories of belng as ducks shed water. Ontology (or metaphysxcs,

" to use a word frowned upon by many contemporary th1nkere) has

elways been a source of the wonderful and the wonderable in the

“ world of philosophy; The task of the ontologist, of course, is

not merely to state whatrhe believes one should count as existing

in this world, it is also part of his job to offer a theory, en

1Quine, "Epistemology Naturalized", DPs 69 ff,



explanation, of what he holds to exist, The impossibility of
separating ontology from epistemology, then, is obviouse. But
the fact is that, in the past as well as the present, many
people who have passed as philosophers, have offered all sorts
of ontological theories in the most intuitiVe1 and uncritiecal
ways imaginablei Quine, I hold, has dong much to rectify this

sad state of ontologiocal affairse.

Quine's main claim fo ontological fame is hig famous
versiPn of the "to be! gormulae: To be is to be the value of a
bound variahle.a_ From thisé we can see that it is only natural
that Quine insist that logical notation commits one ontologically
and that the purely formel or logiecal cannot be consistently or

profitably separated from the purely material or factual.

Despite these many claims to fame, most of which are

controversial in their own rights, Quine's most well-known clainm

1Tbe word "intuitive" as used in this paper, if unqual-
ified, méans:"intﬁitive“ in the following Quinian semse: "By
an intuitive account'I | mean one in wWhich terms are uged in habi-
tual ways, without reflecting on how they might be defined or

what presuppositions they night conceal.! Quine, Word and Object,

p. 36, Ne

20uine, "On What There is", in From a Logical Point of

Vie“" Pe 13.
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to fame sceng to be the contemporary philosophiecal furor which has
centered about two offshoots of his overall philosophy. Those
issues are analyticity and translations. First of all Quine
fejects the age~-old distinction between analytic and synthetic.
Secondly, Quine declares that transletion is indeterminates To
understand Quine's position 6n these two matters, it is essen-
tial that one have a graspvof his system of philosophy as a

whole, his world view,

In Chapter I of /this thesis I will present the tradi-
tional views of Analyticity and the historical background for
these views. Then I will present Quine's epistemology and his

case-against the analytic=synthetic dgistinction.

In Chaﬁter 1I i will ﬁresent the traditional views on
determinate translation. Then T will present /Quine's theory
of language and a further elaboration of his epistemology to
show why he rejects such determinate translatiom and the im-
plaction of such a rejections’ And finallj Iy will preseﬁt the

Quinian approachito a positive theory of translation.
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