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Introduction

o 1) IEXNFAESE
o 2 ) PR ERNLGN | TAOERIEMA+that 5]

e 3) AEMFEE{ES : How are we to explain what the words are doing in
these ‘that’-clauses? How can we provide a semantics for propositional-
attitude constructions?



Kripke, names, necessiB/, and propositional
attitudes

* 1) Modal and epistemic distinctions

e *The difference between what is necessary and what is contingent is a
modal distinction, and it concerns the nature of things themselves

e *The difference between what is a priori and what is a posteriori (between
what can and what cannot be known independently of experience) is an
epistemic distinction



Kripke, names, necessiB/, and propositional
attitudes

® (1) Ifthere is any such person as Vincent Furnier, Vincent Furnier is Vincent Furnier.

o A Nix (1) BIRLARIEE , BT FLITAE -

“there is any such person as Vincent Furnier, Vincent Furnier is Vincent

e (1a)ltis necessarily true that i
Furnier;

* (1b) It can be known independently of experience that if there is any such person as Vincent Furnier,
Vincent Furnier is Vincent Furnier.

e Kripke: Proper names are rigid designators (Proper names are directly referential...Their function, one
might say, is just to refer.)

o (1a") WAME , KBHRITERIZIE >3

® (2b) It can be known independently of experience that, if there is any such person as Vincent Furnier,
Vincent Furnier is Alice Cooper ( Z83L_E , Vincent Furnier is Alice Cooper )




Kripke, names, necessiB/, and propositional
attitudes

e ?)Frege: names must have Sense as well as reference.

e 3)Kripke: names “refer, but 'have, strictly speaking, no signification”,
following Mill

o 4)AeKripkellEIFRBERANEE ( 2b ) J9RAVHEEZHkIB)RAY



Kripke's Pierre

° 1 )EJWL NAFAISTE | BT AR FELHENEV incent Furnier is Alice Cooper ?
MEBEAIEE | TR E IR, (IPRnRAIme )

e 2 ) Sentence-belief principles :

e (SB1) If someone understands a sentence and thinks it is true [¥JuteranceBISE] |
then she believes what the sentence says;

e (SB2) If someone understands a sentence and does not think it is true, then, provided
she is rational, she does not believe what the sentence says.

e Example:

® (2)If there is any such person as Vincent Furnier, Vincent Furnier is Alice Cooper.



Kripke's Pierrere

e 1) Translation principle:

e (TP) A good translation of a sentence can be used to say what the original sentence says.

e 2)kripke's puzzle:

® Pierre is brought up in China, and is taught about the world in China.
ENLENEES

e | ater on he moves to England, learns English by the direct method, and settles in a very ugly part of London. So he says,
ironically:

e (4) London is pretty.
5

e (5)Pierre believes what (3) says.

)

Pierre believes that London is pretty.

(
(5)
(6)
e (/) Pierre does not believe what (4) says.
(8)

* (8) Pierre does not believe that London is pretty.



Kripke's Pierrere

e 3) Aversion without TP

e Paderewski was a famous romantic pianist who became prime minister of Poland in later lite
across the name in connection with the Treaty of Versailles, Peter is happy to accept this:

e (9) Paderewski is a politician.

o (HEAB AILIE R BERAIBF N PaderewskiZARBLIEZFRMIATE , Peter thinks (9) is false,

o MEIXMFHEHZ , Peter can understand (9) ,

X

ItidE (SB1)8 -

* (10) Peter believes that Paderewski is a politician.

e (AR (SB2)H :

® (11) Peter does not believe that Paderewski is a politician.
geH Pl fEnatural-kind term, EEEE15E

e 5 ) The Paderewski case shows that all we need to create a puzzle case is for someone to think wrongly, but rationally,
that a particular word is ambiguous, while still counting as understanding the word enough for (SB1) and (SB2) to apply.

o 4) kripkeflI AN ELEEESZ L, ERTtEAT

.

When he (Peter) comes



Referential solutions to the puzzle

e 1) Frege introduced the notion of Sense initially in a way which defined it in
terms of informativeness: two expressions which differ in informativeness
count as differing in Sense.

e 7 ) Two sentences ditfer in informativeness if it is possible for someone who
understands both rationally to think that one is true and not think the other
IS true.

e 3 ) That seems to commit him immediately to (SB1) and (SB2). [{EapRAESE
HNEER |, that \EBIRIFHEABEEE , MaEsense, FEIL , FEERE=ELAFE ,
Mg —MEGRE , MBIIM—TES R, ]



Referential solutions to the puzzle

e 4) Could we deny either (SB1) or (SB2), as part of a generally non-Fregean view? [#amMS5< , Fil]
PR USRS ] {EERIMA ¢ Someone who holds a Millian conception of names will naturally deny
(SB2)

e (12)Vincent Furnieris a man.[T]

e (13) Frankie believes that Vincent Furnier is a man.[T]

. Frankie believes that Alice Cooper is a man.[Therefore,T]

3)
4)
5) Alice Cooper is a man.[fact: don't know]

® (16) Frankie does not believe that Alice Cooper is a man.[If we applied (SB2) on the basis of that fact]

ZRRMIllRSHEFRE us 2 ( 14) RE, %BA (16) REentE  MBNRET (SB2)MERER (/EASE

) JE (16) By, BER (16) AR, HB4 ( SB2)BIAMK.

(
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Referential solutions to the puzzle

e Nathan SalmonfyZ

* The business of a sentence is to encode information about the world.
e Two singular terms which refer to the same object encode the same Information.

e Therefore, propositional attitudes were regarded just as attitudes to
Information.

e Just as it's possible not to recognize a person you know if she appears in a
disguise, so it's possible not to recognize Information you know, it it's dressed
up in unfamiliar words, in a different sentence.



Referential solutions to the puzzle

* (10) Peter believes that Paderewski is a politician;
* (11) Peter does not believe that Paderewski is a politician.

e (10a) There is some guise such that Peter believes the Information that
Paderewski is a politician under that guise.

* (11a) There is some guise such that Peter does not believe the Information that
Paderewski is a politician under that guise.

e (10a) and (11a) do not contradict each other. This is because there are two
different guises of the same Information expressed by the same sentence,
'Paderewski is a politician’.




Referential solutions to the puzzle

e Modification of (SB1) and (SB2 ) :

e (SB1a) Ilf someone understands a sentence and thinks it is true, then there is a guise under which she believes what the
sentence says,;

e (SB2a) It someone understands a sentence and does not think it is true, then, provided she is rational, there is a guise
under which she does not believe what the sentence says.

o AL, salmonEEIBRHEGA , IR (13) AR, (14) BEAE,

3) Frankie believes that Vincent Furnier is a man.

4) Frankie believes that Alice Cooper is a man.

* (’
* (’
o BEXIT (16) AR , LRI T —EE®K,
* (
* (
* (

) Frankie does not believe that Alice Cooper is a man.

16
14a) There is some guise such that Frankie believes the information that Alice Cooper is a man under that guise;
14a) There is some guise such that Frankie believes the information that Alice Cooper is a man under that guise;



A Fregean response

o KEBD ARTRBESRIAA (14) SR,

® (14) Frankie believes that Alice Cooper is a man.

o FLEFAIXTSalmonBIEIEMETEEE | LapSE FRNEERSSENERIA | BIREEE M. 3 (14) JLAKERAT :

e (14*) There is some guise expressed by the sentence ‘Alice Cooper is a man’ such that Frankie believes the information
that Alice Cooper is a man under that guise. [JAMELE , IRAANEZEXER{NZE |, Frankie EHRFEIA"Alice Cooper is a
man"XMIFEEN. B, (14%) AR, ]

* (16a*) There is some guise expressed by the sentence ‘Alice Cooper is a man’such that Frankie does not believe the
information that Alice Cooper is a man under that guise.

® (16b) It is not the case that there is some guise expressed by the sentence ‘Alice Cooper is a man’ such that Frankie
believes the information that Alice Cooper is a man under that guise.

o FAIIREX (16b ) RIBE,

o XHEREER  BEICHF
X (sense ) Rz,

1L

S 1EAY

Tl

1, REB T EMAZIURY (SB1FD (SB2) ; 2, fh%< (guise ) A15H

S SHVERIEIREA, B
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A Fregean response

o ABAFERIVHIS FReefitR =B E HIERRNG ?
® (6) Pierre believes that London is pretty;
e (8) Pierre does not believe that London is pretty.

(
* (6a) Pierre believes that the city he heard of in his youth is pretty;
(

e (8a) Pierre does not believe that the city in which he now lives is pretty

TEENAE. XIERE ST,

(6a)#1(8a) AFIE, 8wl (6) 1 (8) AFF. RAA—1ETS, —



Davidson’s proposal

e 1) Most of the tradition has treated the whole ‘that’-clause in this kind of
construction as a complex singular term.

o (61) Pierre believes that-London-is-pretty.
e 2)Quine's proposal:

® (6q) Pierre believes-true ‘London is pretty’.



Davidson’s proposal

e 3) Davidson'’s principal focus is on constructions of indirect speech.

e (17) Galileo said that the earth moves.

(
e (17a) The earth moves. Galileo said that.
e (17b) Galileo said that. The earth moves.

e For predicate, this sentence here consists of a two-place predicate, ‘x said y'. The 'y’ position is filled with a
demonstrative, ‘that’.

® 4)paratactic analysis about the word “say”
* (17c) Galileo spoke to an effect which we can capture with this utterance. The earth moves.
o W EMmASE , Hohr (10)

* (10c) Peteris in the kind of state of mind which would lead him, if he were in my present position, to
produce this utterance. Paderewski is a politician.




Davidson’s proposal

o FAINROMIIERER : 1, B MEUNENEUWAIBE S AIENXFRER. 2, 0
IRF SRS ERA,

e DavidsonBUA MM | XAAZREXNFRIER Y., HAXERTEFT .
e (18) Jack and Jill were sitting like this.
o REFAIJBLE— R ERIpicture,



Can Davidson'’s proposal solve Kripke's
puzzle?

R B S N EERNREET RN TR MEYAAAZF B -

® (6) Pierre believes that London is pretty;
e (8) Pierre does not believe that London is pretty.
WAEFRTURHY SRR -

6b) Pierre is in the kind of state of mind which would lead him, if he were in my present position, to produce this utterance. London is
pretty.

St

—~ \

e (8b) Pierre is not in the kind of state of mind which would lead him, it he were in my present position, to produce this utterance. London
IS pretty.

e YNER"my present position"/A~E , M ( 6b ) 1 ( 8b ) AF /&,
o (HEREERINNASEENA{TIY ?

e One issue is whether the ‘that’ which introduces the 'that’-clauses in propositional-attitude constructions is really a demonstrative, and if
it is, what it refers to.

e |fitis a demonstrative, it's far from clear that Davidson is right to think it refers to the utterance of the sentence which follows (rather
than, for example, the sentence itself, or the meaning of the sentence)?



