
28 October 1994 
Dear David,  

The once-frequent  t r a i n  s e r v i c e  t o  L a n c a s t e r  has  d e c l i n e d  t o  such  
a n  e x t e n t  t h a t  I c a n ' t  g e t  t o  e i t h e r  of K i m ' s  t a l k s  on Thursday 1 
December w i t h o u t  c u t t i n g  my 9  am c l a s s !  So I ' l l  be a r r i v i n g  on F r i d a y  
a f t e r  a l l .  

Thank you f o r  your  paper  honouring Donald Wil l iams.  I much enjoyed 
i t .  (May I make a  copy f o r  Mark Johns ton ,  p l e a s e ? )  Two comments. 

F i r s t ,  concern ing  t h e  s t a r  of Quine i n  t h e  ascendan t  (page 1 ) .  I 
d o n ' t  s e e  Quine a s  p a r t  o f  a  c l i m a t e  a l t o g e t h e r  h o s t i l e  t o  s y s t e m a t i c  
metaphys ics .  I n  f a c t ,  I s e e  Quine a s  h imse l f  b e i n g ,  among o t h e r  t h i n g s ,  
a  s y s t e m a t i c  metaphys ic ican  -- w i t h  a  sys tem i n  some r e s p e c t s  a l l i e d ,  i n  
some r e s p e c t s  opposed,  t o  Wi l l i ams ' .  T h i s  goes b e t t e r  f o r  1953 than  f o r  
l a t e r :  I ' m  t h i n k i n g ,  above a l l ,  of t h e  Quine of some of t h e  less-known - 
p a p e r s  i n  From a  L o g i c a l  P o i n t  o f  View, and n o t  o f  t h e  Quine o f  t h e  
D a r t s  of Word and Obiec t  t h a t  a r z u e  f o r  inde te rminacv  of t r a n s l a t i o n  and 
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i n s c r u t a b i l i t y  o f  r e f e r e n c e .  When I t o o k  and f a i l e d  my metaphysics  exam 
a s  a  Harvard g r a d u a t e  s t u d e n t  i n  1963, i t  was mos t ly  Quine I ' d  s t u d i e d  
i n  p r e p a r a t i o n .  C e r t a i n l y  t h a t  was t o o  narrow a  p l a n  of s t u d y .  But I 
d o n ' t  t h i n k  I was s t u d y i n g  t h e  wrong s u b j e c t  a l t o g e t h e r !  

Second, concern ing  t r o p e  t h e o r i e s  and s t a t e s  of a f f a i r s  (page 11): 
Y o u ' l l  remember t h a t  y e a r s  ago I passed  on t o  you Mark J o h n s t o n ' s  good 
q u e s t i o n :  w h a t ' s  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  between a  n o n - t r a n s f e r a b l e  t r o p e  and a  
s t a t e  o f  a f f a i r s ?  Suppose we b e l i e v e  i n  both .  I f  a  i s  F  we have t h e  
n o n - t r a n s f e r r a b l e  F-ness o f  a  and we have t h e  s ta te-of  a f f a i r s  of a ' s  
b e i n g  F. Both e x i s t  c o n t i n g e n t l y ;  b o t h  depend f o r  t h e i r  existence-on 
whe ther  a  is - F; b o t h  a r e  l o c a t e d  j u s t  where and when a  is;  b o t h  a r e  
p a r t i c u l z r s .  So a t  l e a s t  they  have t h a t  much i n  common. You might say :  
t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  i s  t h a t  t h e  t r o p e  is a  c o n s t i t u e n t  of - a ,  whereas a  i s  a  
c o n s t i t u e n t  of t h e  s t a t e  o f  a f f a i r s .  I n  o t h e r  words: t h e  t r o p e  Ts l e s s  
i n c l u s i v e  t h a n  a ,  t h e  s t a t e  of a f f a i r s  i s  more i n c l u s i v e .  But t h e  t r o p e  
i s  a  m e r e o l o g i c a l  c o n s t i t u e n t  of a ,  whereas a  i s  an unmereological  
cons$ i tuen t  o f  t h e  s t a t e  of a f f a i F s .  I t ' s  two d i f f e r e n t  k inds  of 
i n f i l u s i v e n e s s ,  two d i f f e r e n t  k i n d s  of c o n s t i t u e n c y .  So maybe t h e s e  two 
d i f f e r e n t  c o n s t i t u e n c y  r e l a t i o n s  r u n  i n  o p p o s i t e  d i r e c t i o n s  between t h e  
same two t h i n g s .  A t  t h e  t ime,  you found t h e  q u e s t i o n  puzz l ing :  who 
would e v e r  t h i n k  a  t r o p e  was any th ing  l i k e  a  s t a t e  o f  a f f a i r s ?  But now 
i t  seems t h a t  t h e  d o c t r i n e  o f  s u p e r v e n i e n t  f r e e  lunches ,  h a s  brought  you 
around,  o r  much of t h e  way around. 'The s t a t e s  of a f f a i r s  ... may b e  
p l a u s i b l y  a rgued  t o  be  o n t o l o g i c a l l y  n o t h i n g  over  and above t h e  
[ n o n - t r a n s f e r a b l e ]  t r o p e s . '  

Yours, 

c :  Johns ton  
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