
Meaning rules

are conventions

Conventions

are justified by

their aims

Claims about

language are made

on the basis of

meaning rules

Explication,

explicandum,

explicans

The meaning of

imperatives is

omitted in VTM

Meaning of

observation

sentences

Meaning of

other sentences

Questions

about

meaning=

verification

Knowledge of

truth does not

entail

understanding

Knowledge of

semantic

structure and

semantic

interpretation

is required



What are the

best candidates

for observation

sentences?

No logical

equivalence

between direct

and indirect

sentences

Direct sentences

cannot be

logically deduced

from indirect ones

Indirect sentences

are inductive

generalisations of

direct ones

Frequency

interpretation of

probability to be

preferred



To be verified is

to be inductively

supported by

observation

To be meaninful

is to be possibly

verified

Physical possibility

to be preferred over

logical one

Senses of possible

verification

The role of

logically possible

verification in

refuting physical

theories

The second

principle of VTM

to be discussed

Equivalences

between indirect

sentences:

analytic, physical,

technical

X is physically

possible iff X is

not excluded by

physical laws

Logical and

physical possibility

contrasted

Synonymity is a

stronger

requirement than

logical identity



(Roughly, expressions

are synonymous if they

represent the same

proposition, possibly in

different notations.)

Reduction of

ethical and

religious discourse

Sentences about

unobservables are

based on inductive

inference

Problem: induction

should begin with

observations

Solution: postulate

similarities

between

observables and

unobservables

The postulate

works in classical

physics, but breaks

down in quantum

mechanics

Unobservables

are no less real

than observables



Conventions are

adopted and

rejected on the

basis of

experience

Idealistic

interpretations of

quantum mechanics

are untenable

Quantum

logic


