Question Pool for M.A. Exam in Philosophy of Language, Spring 2008
1.  What is Quine’s thesis of the indeterminacy of translation? Why does Quine think that it is true? Assess the cogency of Quine’s arguments and the philosophical significance of the thesis.

2.  Exactly what should a semantic theory of natural language tell us?  Compare and evaluate at least two contemporary answers to this question.

3. Recently, there has been a resurgence of the idea that a priori analysis –“armchair metaphysics” –is of great philosophical significance.  Pick a partisan of this view, and clearly and critically discuss his view of analysis.  To what extent is the view you discuss refuted by Quine’s work on the a priori and the analytic/synthetic distinction?

4.  What is the connection between theories of truth and theories of meaning?

5. Of late, there has been a startling resurgence of interest in relativist accounts of truth.  Is there a common motivation for the variety of relativisms put forward in the last few years?  Explain and evaluate some representative contemporary relativist accounts of natural language semantics.

6. Can semantic relations be naturalized?  If so, how?  If not, does this justify irrealism about semantics?

7.  What is (are) Frege’s Puzzle (s)?  Present and compare at least three contemporary attempts to solve it (them).

8. Don’t our names (typically) refer to objects?  Don’t our predicates have satisfaction conditions?  Given that the answer in both cases is ‘yes’, doesn’t this mean that something like a correspondence account of truth has to be correct?

9.  Kripke tells us that he is not giving a theory when he makes the remarks that have come to be known as the ‘causal theory of reference’.   What would one need, in order to have a theory of reference, causal or otherwise --or is such a thing impossible?  If not, to what extent do Kripke’s remarks constitute a basis for such a theory?  If so, why?

10.  Must validity be explained in terms of truth?

11.  Why do so many philosophers deny that anything like Frege’s notion of sense has a role to play in natural language semantics?

12.  What are the alternatives to explaining meaning in the way in which Grice does?  What is the right way to proceed here?
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