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Analytic philosophy has often been associated with 

universality, abstraction, and methodological rigor. Philosophizing, 

however, does not take place in a vacuum. Social and material 

contexts shape the questions we ask, the concepts we deploy, and 

the standards by which our answers are evaluated. This issue brings 

together three articles that explore the ways in which analytic 

philosophical inquiry develops in relation to different forms of 

context—linguistic usage, cultural variation, and political practice—

maintaining its characteristic commitments to clarity and precision. 

The papers in this special issue originated from the conference 

“Meaning and Reality in Social Context II,” held at the Institute of 

European and American Studies, Academia Sinica during March 6-

7, 2024. The conference itself, as a shared intellectual and material 
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event, exemplifies how social and institutional contexts shape 

philosophical inquiry. EurAmerica, with its aims to foster dialogue 

across disciplinary perspectives on Western thought and social 

systems, provides a fitting venue for continuing these conversations. 

Though emerging from distinct areas of contemporary analytic 

philosophy, the three articles engage with an interlocking set of 

concerns: the relationship between language and social reality, the 

situatedness of philosophical practice, and the contextual space of 

norms and stakes in which conceptual choice occurs. Among the 

questions they address are the following: How should we think 

about politically contested concepts whose meanings are themselves 

in dispute? What does it mean to do analytic philosophy in and 

about Asia? And can there be political philosophy genuinely 

responsive to the particular conditions of a people? 

In “Conceptual Inflation,” Shen-yi Liao and Nat Hansen 

address debates concerning conceptual change in contemporary 

moral and political discourse. They examine the charge of 

conceptual inflation—the claim that politically significant terms like 

“racism,” “sexism,” and “democracy” have expanded in meaning to 

the point of losing their critical force, obscuring rather than 

illuminating moral reality. Zeroing in on the concept of “racist,” 

Liao and Hansen observe that existing discussions have rarely been 

precise about what exactly conceptual inflation is, what kind of 

evidence would establish it, and why it is normatively problematic. 

They then develop a framework that distinguishes different 

dimensions of conceptual change that allows for the empirical 

assessment of specific hypotheses. This work is notable for its self-

reflexive character: Conceptual analysis is brought to bear on the 

concept of conceptual inflation, demonstrating that clarifying the 

descriptive content of a normative accusation is itself a substantive 

philosophical contribution. 

Nikolaj Jang Lee Linding Pedersen takes up a question that is 

at once meta-philosophical and institutional in “Asian Analytic 

Philosophy: Nature, Significance, Value”: What is Asian analytic 
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philosophy, and what value does it have? Despite the growing 

presence of analytic philosophy across Asia, this question has 

received surprisingly little philosophical attention. Pedersen 

proposes a taxonomy that distinguishes several ways in which the 

label may be understood, including analytic engagement with 

classical Asian traditions, cross-cultural and cross-linguistic inquiry, 

and forms of philosophizing shaped by features of Asian languages. 

Beyond the taxonomy, this article draws attention to questions 

concerning the very idea of analytic philosophy. If philosophical 

concepts and judgments vary across linguistic and cultural settings, 

then the assumption of a single, uniform body of philosophical 

knowledge becomes less transparent. Acknowledging the concern of 

fragmentation, Pedersen argues, however, that variation may serve 

as a resource for philosophical humility and critical reflection on 

familiar assumptions. This is a particularly salient insight in an 

increasingly global context in which analytic philosophy is practiced. 

Chia-Hung Huang’s “A Methodological Account of National 

(Taiwanese) Political Philosophy” considers the possibility of a 

national political philosophy. Taking Taiwan as its test case, the 

article develops a methodological account based on a national 

version of practice-dependence and discusses how normative 

principles are articulated through sustained engagement with a 

nation’s political practices, public culture, and institutional 

structures. This approach seeks to preserve the action-guiding 

character of political philosophy while remaining sensitive to 

considerations of feasibility and the moral significance of national 

communities. Meanwhile, Huang is attentive to the risks of his 

analysis, such as the possibility that national political philosophy 

may collapse into an instrument of national interest. Accordingly, he 

argues for balancing attention to national context with broader 

normative perspectives, including those concerning minority groups 

and global justice. 

Together, the three articles invite reflection on the role of 

context in philosophical study and show that analytic philosophy is 
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enriched when social, cultural, linguistic, and political contexts are 

taken seriously. From conceptual analysis, cross-cultural phi-

losophy, and political theory, they demonstrate that attention to 

context strengthens analytic rigor. Whether in clarifying contested 

concepts, engaging with linguistic and cultural diversity, or 

articulating normative theory through engagement with political 

practice, the contributions exemplify how analytic philosophy can 

be both precise and socially responsive. In doing so, they speak to 

recent developments in the field—including work on social 

meaning, conceptual engineering, and the role of philosophy in 

public discourse—and to the growing cross-disciplinary emphasis on 

the social situatedness of inquiry. 
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