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( BRI AE)
On the Dichotomy of the Analytic and the Synthetic

Zhou Wenhua
(School of Philosophy, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072, Hubei China)

Abstract: Both Quine and White reject the dichotomy of the analytic and the synthetic. Quine
denied the analytic-synthetic distinction by his holism. White supposed that the distinction, if it can
ever be made plain, would turn out to be a matter of degree. Putnam used the notion “law-cluster
concept” to explain why some statements can’ t be regarded as synthetic or analytic. In this paper the
author rebut Quine, White and Putnam, emphasize the difference between sentence and proposition.
According to the relation of cultural communities with propositions, all propositions can be classified
into three classes. Every proposition is either analytic or synthetic, in an appropriate cultural
community.
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