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Abstract

This thesis consists of three interconnected papers on apriority, modality, and con-
ditionals. In “Playground Conditionals,” I look at three philosophical debates, each
of which turns on the epistemic status of a certain kind of conditional—what I call a
playground conditional. 1 argue that a close consideration of playground conditionals
gives us a better appreciation of what we can do with conditionals and, ultimately,
some guidance concerning what to say about the three philosophical debates.

In “Modal Rationalism, Two Dimensionalism, and our Counteractual Sisters”, I
consider the prospects for modal rationalism in the wake of Kripke’s Naming and
Necessity. Recently there has been a modal rationalist revival, thanks in part to
the development of the “two-dimensional” semantic framework. This framework as-
sociates two intensions (a primary intension and a secondary intension) with every
sentence. The difficulty comes in finding a definition of primary and secondary inten-
sion that would lend the desired support to modal rationalism. After exploring and
rejecting some of the proposed definitions in the literature, I sketch an account that
can, I think, offer some support to a suitably framed modal rationalism.

Finally, in “A Guide to Modal Guidance,” I set about to get clearer on how,
exactly, we come to know modal truths. I start by considering two arguments that are
designed to show that our access to modal knowledge cannot come from conceivability
arguments. I show that these arguments are mistaken. In the process, I attempt
to outline a broader and more realistic modal epistemology than one that focuses
exclusively on conceivability. I then consider and reject a version of modal rationalism
which says that ideal conceivability gives us a priori access to modality. Against
this, I argue that our modal knowledge is predominantly a posteriori, and that our
knowledge of ideal conceivability is always a posteriori. In the end, however, I attempt
to salvage something that preserves the spirit, if not the letter, of modal rationalism.
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