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terms of “atomism” and “anatomism” is inadequate: it fails to
highlight the important issue of how intentional contents are individ-
uated, and excludes or obscures several possible positions on the
metaphysics of content. One such position, “weak sociabilism” is
important because it addresses concemns of Fodor and LePore’s
molecularist critics about conditions for possession of concepts,
without abandoning atomism about content individuation. Properties
like DEMOCRACY may be “theoretical” in the following sense:
only devices capable of inference can come to be selectively sensitive
to such properties. Thus, such concepts cannot be punctate, although
their contents are individuated, as atomism requires, independently
of their conceptual connections.



Gilbert HARMAN: Meaning Holism Defended . . ... ........ 163

The meaning of a symbol is determined by its use, but the canonical
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