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The clash concerning rationalism and empiricism concerns the scope to which we are reliant on our sense of know-how, in our determination to acquire information. Rationalists assert that there are important techniques in which our thoughts and know-how are acquired self-reliantly of experience. Empiricists, on the contrary, claim that experience is the final source of all our ideas and knowledge. Therefore, if concepts can be applied based on experience, they are called "posteriori," and if they can be used independently of experience, they are called "priori." So beliefs are referred to us posteriori if they are recognizable regardless of experience. Thus, according to the definition of empiricism, the view that all propositions are posteriori rather than priori.
Synthetic truths are right for what they mean and how the world is, while analytic facts are real in virtue of meaning alone. Therefore, an example of analytic statement is that" Bachelors are unhappy. The information is the predicate (unhappy); thus, it is contained in the subjects. Because of this, analytic statements are empirical since they are made out of the experience. Synthetic claims, on the other hand, are determined by relying on experience and observation. Hence it is rational. Truth cannot solely be determined based on the meaning of words.
A contingent proposition is a statement whose reversal does not suggest an ambiguity in reality. For instance, John married Mary. The negation is predictable; John did not marry Mary. Thus, it's a rational concept. While a necessity claim must imply a contradiction such that the reversal would be impossible. For instance, (π=3.142). This is a fact about the globe, and its negation is inconceivable. Thus, it is an empirical concept.
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