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1. 3LOHIZ

BEMLERFEROBET, HEHED, B—O R 2R T 5512, S HFEIAV
ENb, Bz, MEEIHE (definite descriptions: the king of France), [E# %&) (proper nouns:
Aristotle), B AFR{U%E (singular personal pronouns: I, you, he, she), H E#gRMR %

(singular demonstrative pronouns: this, that), EF®EIZ] (time adverbs: now, today), 3%FFDE|
# (place adverbs: here) 7 &'i%, #RTABIIHVON D FHERIT, BIREHR (referring
expressions) EIFITNTWED, ZROLDIW/RERLHNT, HEHRED, H—OR LR
THDTHA, £LT, 20L& RiREiE, HELE, Beid, £LTEASLH, BITHEK
AFMRAE - IR A - BREBFORE L W BRI, =I5B LTEXAI LN TE
HBTH»H, BE, SHEEFIIBILIROMEL, HELH (HIZFEE (descriptions) &
BOWENHB) LEHAEL (proper names: SEETFH L, EAEKADORDH LT, BHELE
FHT 2O TH D, %A1 (names) *EHALTERTHDE LTHEATL I EH7EL
HHD, BHITEAZIZTTRL, BHRHE (natural kinds) #ETEBELALELINE LTE
AT 252 &bdHb,) LIBELB (indexical expressions: & 5\ i, HIZF (indexicals) : Bl 2
1¥, David Kaplan {2 X 1T, HBERR IV OPIZHETED L L, M2 EF (pure
indexicals) & L C 1, now, here, today 3% iFHh, ¥ 7237”3 (demonstratives) & L T this,
that, he, she BT LN TWV5) DESEFIEHELTVDEDTH S,

ZZ T, [#87R (reference) ] #MEICT A, RO FIELREEL TSR L ETRU
hiE, RROBRTOBEBILIZSH N Z 2 VEVITVALTEL I D, R LTHERIBRESTH
FLEETHTINTELDON, ZREDENETNDIBRIEEN R L HEETHININLLEI D D
D, FLREDEETTISE, TNTNOFEREDL ) 2D u0hid, HRISHRESI
EHEB L) ZMETIIZL, SROFHFLEFERSHLEOMARREZRFT LT LA kw
ThHAHo Ld, 4T THRNTELIBREEIL, HCITLHIHED, B—DOWREERT
DHBICACONBIRERICET 23D TH - T, N —FEORRUNOR R EI/RT 55
WCHWONLITREROHHRT, TN TERELETORREE LD L) ITTREN,
L LAMRBIIREONTESBROBETHSH, fiziE, SHEEFOFEFIZOVWTERIE, 4AH
W LT, 1970FDEIEEAZ YRR LE SN, 1970FLRFICBERE T T T TH
RENTELLVIRRLZDTHL, b, £HILILERLDHD, FKRTIE, HETTHHE
HRBIZREL, ZO&EMANT [{ER] ORMEEZREF L T Z &Il 5, 72720, BARAZPL
WHRETZMZ TV EV)ERT, BFAEOBRR»OHELR ORI REL D, V) DI,
FEELR L DHBBEARCTEALRLONTELEVIBRNEELEH L0156 TH b,

Tk, EBFALE, —HREIVIIDLEOTHALH b, EERAIIE, A&, %, HA &t
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%, BB L, BELDREIVEENE, 2F 0, HAFFEDOARE, BT, H, &, FHIE,

ZOMD b DIAFTF o NIz, BEDHRIZEE L2 GHPEELTHL, 2L T, BHEHDBHIL,

HADEFEORT, BRI ZAWAEEINE, WObBIZL, BIZLTWAEAERIIHLT, 1
PORRERBIZHANE, EPICHMBRTH L LEDLNIDLBROBLFZ A0 LNk,
B 2 1E, “John" &> AR, John EWVIHIFEDBMADAMTH Y, ZOHARFIZL - THARS
B RIE, P& John &V ) FHEDMAT, HRIZEAL T, MOHMENZVWEIIZRZAT
H5), LL, —REMBARICEZ 2EA%IE, Kaplan OFEY 20, BEMLZRD
EDTIE, EBREFRLZLOPD LRV, BmRICE-TE, BETHY), BERL OBV,
HEEDOHEFEE E V) T LIl b, BIZ, HICINE, BEEXIE, BEEDOLILRDLDT, #T
LEZIIENLD, EOIHIILTHB L EMIND L, #DIEEIZEHATEY, 20F
ZERIE, BEREEOMREDBICHDBELRBRIZIDIDTHL L) T LI D, BE,
—REMPAPRICRZ 2EFZORRICET 5HEIE, £2{OSHEEFE, BISHEFELESA
GRMFER 72,

2. BRHER

BHEZ (HDHVE, &) ORRCHETIEROBELENEELYRD L, #HLT5H, Z2o0OK
ELRMNN DA, FNHIE, BHMIHZ TRBICFELTE LW IRTIIZR L, —D2DEHR
HEATL, 1960841, ZDORENE LT, M3 HEEIHE LIRS, FITTHFREHS 24
J72RT, il ERPER SN TEL-OTHL, TNOMEMLT LHEEEIL, FOHEGEVFED
S5XB LT, ECahEE (the description theory), # L CHEHFE (the causal theory) &IFiEh
LHON—RHTH D, T, iChBEGRE, F2OREPHNERIIDDO L6 L, BHEOHIEEDET
&, TTCICHERNFMER > TL IV, HREROAPZITANRLON TN ZDTHA ) », Fh
Ed, RREBOEROEGDOL LIZHEDTHA ) B B2, J.] Katz i&, “The Neoclassi-
cal Theory of Reference” (1979)'” O T, FIENE « K - EOETERICE TIHT, Hilt

a (HRFHRETHEND) ~HRER (1960FERWE,LHET H) ~FHir MR (19804FR
HELDDOHD) LLTwb, 2%, FHELOETHREOE®R,LEH &, HHEHE, KRR
HEIZL - TEEIIEIBAON (HBREVHIFUHER, TTIEDb2IEE2RLTWE),
WREFwRXEE 2D, 1980FErHMBERY VBRI DI 2ERIRELDODOH L E )
ZET, BREOS ) HAERIE, TeICBEIHh, HEERBLEAKOEGZULIOOHE L0
YT oTLE). Lvl, RedHme RREER L, BHNERIVROZ L, 54 BEA
% (BB, ZH) DIREZZABED _ODERNLEZFTHAI LIZIZEDLY 2L, B
WO SN D RELDTH D, £ITC, BEMRIRFTICADENG, WEBOELHHER
LB TARDLZ EI2T B,
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BEAEZDIERICHT A TSI LEROF T, NBER L BREROAERMLEER L LTE
Fohsmid, HREBIZL > THEROREVDGATINEEZATH A, —InibbEROME L
L Ti3, G.Frege—]. R. Searle, RRHEEHOME & LTI, K.S. Donnellan—S. Kripke—H. Put-
nam—M. Devitt THAHELFX L))o ZLT, B, BROME L L THBIIFIEEWITHS R,
ILREOHEEOREDBIHFRBL TVWABEEZL L TETEZLNLDIL, Searle & Kripke T
%%, Searle ® “Proper Names” (1958)'® & Kripke ® “Naming and Necessity” (1972)* (z3\>
T, BOMBEOBEBZEML TW5bDS, Searle & Kripke (ZB# L CHEEBTNE B, FIHED
“The Problem of Proper Names” (1969)® & #%3 ® “A Puzzle about Belief” (1979)"® D&, —
ABF L & 912 Frege & 1. S. Mill & 2 7 % WBHRET L 2255, HIHE DS Frege %, %E& 7D Mill
PERMICESIANRD EBIRICLTVREI L THb, DI &, Searle & Kripke 25H 5 O
MEEFoTC, BEWIIHIZLTWBEE, 2% ) ilhis s RRBEROX LR (Kripke i3,
“Naming and Necessity” ®DH T, Searle % %7 1) FEMlIZBLH 55 —F T, Searle iE, ZDHH)IZ
% 2 T, “Proper Names and Intentionality” (1983)"" ®H1C, 5#iZ Kripke % EAKEIIZHLH L Tw»
%) ®EFUBIZHE D &, Frege & Mill O3 V. EIRANFE D E2T), #5/8 Frege—Searle 3+ Mill—
Kripke L W) BRERTILIIBHDTH A, £ LT, Frege & Mill DFEKR%E 2 DOMHE
1, EhER L NEEROS I HRERDOEBELRTOIDEEX LD THS,

RS, RBERICOWVWTRERSLZEICLE ), RBEROMEICETAIEFHL LT, FlZ,
R. Bertolet ® | & #LiE, Frege, Russell, Strawson, Searle 25%81F b, F 72 Katz'? 12 & hig,
Frege, Church, Lewis, Carnap, Searle 3 F 65 b &) BEIZ, IRBEICL > TER B2, —
A9 Frege MR DOXFE L AL ENDEFEDVRTHETHEIRT—HLTVAEERLL ).
Frege |X, “On Sense and Reference” (JhEE, 1892 @ %R, 1952)" 2BV T, RKDOEKTORE
HHOFLBEBEYRAL VWAL SR TWE, £2 , VEARE, HIZBEROALLT, B
Bk (sense) % b2, QEABDOEKE (sense) &, ZTOZRNH UM (HEERLRL» LKA, (3)
BAELIE, BELADEMETH D, LI ERWLEZNDHS (Kripke™ 12X, Frege B
g, QLQ)*HELETIZIEBELTBS Y, T 7 Michael Dummett (Frege: Philosophy of Lan-
guage: 1973) b, Frege 75E K (sense) ICET AR ABEHZTEL Tl nE LTWBHA,
Frege AT ABAZ DB H2)EB) 2+ ABNL L, HFEOHRTIE, TDLH)2bD
& LT Frege ¥ 82 5D — I THAH L LTV 5H), (2)EQ@UIM L TIIHH L2AS 3, (V%
BETAIEIZLD, FEAKRMIZIL Frege WL % BLS Searle i, “Proper Names” (1958), “The
Problem of Proper Names” (1969), “Proper Names and Intentionality” (1983) ®DHC, Frege fJ
EXHEBELET, RdBEmt B LU TERT %, Searle i - T, (1), 2F) [HHELA

ZIXERR (sense) SHAH D] FMRAEMLMNTHD, ZOMWIIEENLZEZ ¥ BT O
Frege LEHTH Y, BEMLREZ ZHTOMMill (A D Wittgenstein 2 &) THY, K

11|
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REROMEOTFETH->C, [EARITITIBROAT, BidZz W] L42 Mill * HERER
XEEIE, BROFLLT BESNIRENRETHL—FHT, hHROELMIIHRETL R
BEREINREIDOTIILWDTH A,

Xiz, RBEBEHICIOVWTTH A, Millix, A System of Logic (1843) OhT, Ot DEEHH
MEORMBL 2 EANLEX 2 RET 2, 2F 0, BREALIE, BR80T EF (B
DHEVTIZT ET), BEERT B2 T, FhUNOSEOREZEELLZVWLDT
Hb, £V Mill WA TH D, £hid, B (sense) ZHMIZL %\, BHBLHNREOBO
EHENLRIERERETERL, Frege WHE L IZRLZ26DTH L (B (sense) 2475, &
G LS OBBH R IEREIR LR T Frege BU8LAUZ, Mill HHEICIIR SN2 WEIRICET 5
HRELELTS),

RRBERRE, BEEMIZE, Frege ARSI T A#H - RBIE LTETNTEZLDTH S,
FERBICR B &, Bl21E, Katz D “The Neoclassical Theory of Reference” (1979)" Tid, 19604
RIZBME L2 &, H K. Wettstein @ “How to Bridge the Gap Between Meaning and Refer-
ence’ (1984)" T, BENEMASELR L IBI L2 ERNEHOBYMTHL L SN, D.W.
Stampe ? “Toward a Causal Theory of Linguistic Representation” (1977)"™ Ti&, 4i#, zoi&,
B4, i, EAESR, L#Ef BREZ2EORRERVBERITLTVELENTVD LI,
1960 A H06F ), 19804 T TOHK20EM, SHEEFIIBIIL2EGNEHLEDLI RO
Frege BRI 284 - REIVE T Y, —DOKREILENHAE - BE - L ShA-Z &’
S50, LAdSRRTLTWARREROZEOTT, BALICHTAINEERIETNTE
T2 nwH T Eilh b, #oT, HHEMKT, Frege WHRFIZXTAREI 1R E L, Mill B A
RHBICER, SHRIT LW AREEREROMNITA20S, AEGORRERIEEL-EE
ZBTHH)e TDE) HRRHEHROMEEICB VT, TPEEEE L LTEIT S NS DA Donnellan
& Kripke Td %, FfLH9121Z, Donnellan D F 2% Kripke & 0 & AR A3, EFRAINE O 2
55 21X, Kripke DADVERDERTOEREE L L TREMNITONIEADH L, FHiEL D
ML ELT, 1960FEMRICBIE & iz & STV 5 ? 2% Donnellan @ “Necessity and Criteria”

(1962)" T, # ? 1% 2 “Proper Names and Identifying Descriptions” (1970) ", “Speaking of
Nothing” (1974)", “The Contingent A Priori and Rigid Designators” (1977)® & # %, Donnellan
124 LEN T, Kripke @ “Naming and Necessity” (1972) #S¥ b, “A Puzzle about Belief’

(1979) 2%t <o # LT, Kripke L3 LT, FHIHFFE X # D225 &, Kripke & RO
Bzl ) o < Putnam @ “Is Semantics Possible?” (1970) ®, “Explanation and Reference”

(1973)® “Meaning and Reference” (1973)% »3&% %, HIZ, LW BE LK THERRYEH
¥ % Devitt ® Designation (1981)® %35, # LT, BHENICHET 2 #ERIH T, 19704 LLFTIZ
BAEZZHLIZERE STV 2055, 19704 LIFEIE, Kripke % Putnam Z2 EIZR 505 & 9 (2,

’
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BT EERH B2, water, gold 2&) b HFOTHLILNTBY, ZOEFHH
X, BETIREIZLEN>TETV 5,

EAREROMEDHE LK TH A0S, REEBOBMEIIBVTYH, LIFLIIRETHSH D,
IEBRTOH LY, EHLE, BLI2EAHETAIEFEL —DOHKRIIHLADLRART, o
T, RREGOEEIZETH L SN TV HTEEEOMICIIZ, NamHENROND, BRI, Ber-
tolet™ |2 X #LiE, Donnellan i¥, & THKEREBETHETEZHL ) PICEMERH - TV 25,
BOLDEZ»HRBEHBTIERL, B2 THEHMFHBE O (the historical explanation theory)
EWEDTHY, Kripke HEH b AFOBEM 2 HROBIZEKHL-L L, TOERT, RRHER
DREEIZH VT H, Donnellan DFESHAF B, Kripke DR EHGZ @R VO Xy, LA
HRA)IME | the causal “picture”), Devitt DIETRD KK (the causal theory of reference : &
THHEREBRTHHATED L L2ET, KROBKT, HRICHTIRRERESZ D) IXF
TEBLLTWA, F7, Wettstein® 1%, KD & H 1285, Frege B ST 5 HiER
BEEF  (the new theorists of reference : & &3 R OBEHN 2I5/RER) OB T, FHROKREHE
M-I o TnB e, RLTSAT, CLABRORNEEGR L AIOKRER (the
causal theory of names) *XHI9 5 Z EHAEET, ZORXBIHEZ I, FiERBERRAHIHREILIZ
RET 2013, BRORRERTIIZ L, BMAERDOERRND 5 VIZEHMFHEZR (a causal or
historical explanation theory of proper names) TH 5 & LT3 (ZHIOKRERHmETITAND
Tl FRICERORREERZLROLI IR ELRNWI LR D). £D LT, Frege MR
R T 5828 %, BRARZET, HROFRREROTICANDS Z L 2#H L, FaROKRE
it, MEORREHER, MFEORBHEBZLE VS MMORERRBICT 2EROBEREH/IOT
HY, TOERNPSLE 2L, Devitt PERORREROMEIN 2 XFHET, THIIRLT,
Kripke &, HREHEVEETHD L IIRBDLD, REEHIC L - TETHHRTEL LT
BoTBLY, #-C, BOEZ R HRORNEEREIFYMOT L 0L, EBRIZZD L) I28#D
JonAZENLIELIED B2, RBYTHEHELL TS, 2L T, Donnellan i3, EXHEH
(the intentional theory) DHULMIRTHRE Dt d, BB EHELEDOIRICE L TIZ)
Tho-T, HEHEBERIIIZDOOVEF - TWAHE LTV,

HH, NREROMEIZETLLENTVLIEFEEOMIZL, EBHEAIHT AR FOELE:
WHBHENWH)ZETHDH, HEEFEHRIZEERM %42 < Donnellan DF 2 1%, BEH%DOERKHHA
B (Hovid, BERES) La3h, #RTELZ, INIVHELRBTLIIEPENTH S
EBHOLHRY % Kripke DE 213, BHZORRHE L S, Kripke DE R % S 5 IIRUR(LS
% Devitt DE 213, KAROERTORTORRERE SN L) BEIT, Ldn{, Wett
stein DE ) LIS, PRLELEIBEEHLORENS HVIZEENHBEBER L V) BEBRADH Y,
ZORBEBEBO LI T, ThEFNRELRIEZRREESELOTHY), ZOERKRT, ZOWNY
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TsEY & PRI LT, RREROBEICETAEL L THR-> T ZEITTH (Pl
&y, AHEmOME L RRBERFOMEOHEZFEHICTHEIZE, BRTHA)),

3. L EEm

FEAEZOLEAREHZEEZ L, HRBEE L DHDH Frege A TH S, Frege DL EROF
Fix, RO LI % B,

VBEA%ZI, BKR (sense) 28D (BIZIHRNDAL LY, HIK (sense) % dHFD),
QEAZDEK (sense) X, ZDHATIZK O CHEERLBRISH S,
(BBEFAIL, EELLDEWETH B,

“On Sense and Reference”tZBWT, (1IZ2WTiE, LTI H <5 T 5,

It is natural, now, to think of there being connected with a sign (name, combination of words,
letter), besides that to which the sign refers, which may be called the reference of the sign, also
what I should like to call the sense of the sign, wherein the mode of presentation is contained. . . .
The reference of ‘evening star’ would be the same as that of ‘morning star,” but not the sense.

It is clear from the context that by ‘sign’ and ‘name’ I have here understood any designation rep-
resenting a proper name, which thus as its reference a definite object (this word taken in the
widest range), but not a concept or a relation, which shall be discussed further in another article.
The designation of a single object can also consist of several words or other signs. For brevity, let
every such designation be called a proper name.?

The reference of a proper name is the object itself which we designate by its name; the idea,
which we have in that case, is wholly subjective; in between lies the sense, which is indeed no
longer subjective like the idea, but is yet not the object itself. The following analogy will perhaps
clarify these relationships. Somebody observes the Moon through a telescope. I compare the Moon
itself to the reference; it is the object of the observation, mediated by the real image projected by
the object glass in the interior of the telescope, and by the retinal image of the observer. The for-
mer I compare to the sense, the latter is like the idea or experience. The optical image in the tele-
scope is indeed one-sided and dependent upon the standpoint of observation; but it is still objec-
tive, inasmuch as it can be used by several observers. At any rate it could be arranged for several
to use it simultaneously.

A proper name (word, sign, sign combination, expression) expresses its sense, stands for or desig-

. . . . . a7
nates its reference. By means of a sign we express its sense and designates its reference.”

Frege DEEN LB S A 7% & 9512, evening star—morning star DB 2 fEH LT, EHKIZIL,
BROMIZ, EBK (sense) A¥HAH L FERS N, BICEEFEILLIL2ADBEOHLFERALT, 18
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REBEWR (sense) DERAIREIND, [€E] LV IR—DHRZRRTHEIZ, [HFOHE]
Y THIOBE] LV Zo0LMAERA SR DD, B (sense) OFE (CODRLELHE
R, DY), ZONERLFRHKN) 3TN, FATE L2V DOT, EABHER (sense)
EROLETHIEIZLY, [HDOBE] OFEWKR (sense) ([H&E, BHOEIIRONLRE]) &

(BITOBHE] OFER (sense) ([HHAITIZ, WOEIIRONDE] R4 EHBETELDT
Y, o TODAFMDHFEERVHLDTH L, £ LT, ERFETALBET 56 LU
LT, BREADIR (ZITE, BRYW (referent) DERTHEDLNLTWVD) PBENFETHS
HBEMIZ, EBR (sense) 253l » XiZ & o TERFEWIMICHE S NERIZ, HOFIZH S
KB (idea) PHEZEOMBEZRIZENEIIILT 5, 2D, BALIIHTLIRE—FK

(sense) —HROBRDATIF, BEFOMEE—EEFAIICRP S N-EE—H OBRIZ
BFUL TR I EII% 5, - T, EERFNHOEHS—HKT, BETHNEICL - TEDLLD
ERRRIC, EHZDER (sense) dMATHMAILL ST, HAEICLI > TEL-TLBHI LW
BN, TR LTERNZLDOTIIRL, Ly AL 2ERENTOBZ LM, FHOZ D
DTH5bo

EZAH, MERERLRY, QEENIBLTIE, AIED Kripke DR DH 5 & 912, HELE
TIREH SN TRV, Frege DFEATHFINZDI L ZEIZRLTVLEERDLNDTH S,
ZIC, MBL2HDIE, EHERBIZEKR (sense) 25 EXBLTE (DAIELLTY), L
DEIR (sense) BEDIZ-E D LEWIRY, (2@ +HH#HHASNLZVRY), ZOFETH
fE)oTLE)ILTHAD, Tid, BIR (sense) DFLAEmERLTV5 & END Frege
DB, EDX)RBDTHA) Do BHIZ, Kripke DIHEZFIALTHEL I LIZT S,
the explicit doctrine that names are abbreviated definite descriptions is due to Russell. Michael
Dummett, in his recent Frege (Duckworth and Harper and Row, 1973, pp. 110—111) denies that
Frege held a description theory of senses. Although as far as I know Frege indeed makes no ex-
plicit statement to that effect, his examples of names conform to the doctrine, as Dummett acknowl-
edges. Especially his ‘Aristotle’ example is revealing. He defines ‘Aristotle’ just as Russell would,;
it seems clear that in the case of a famous historical figure, the ‘name’ is indeed to be given by
answering, in a uniquely specifying way, the ‘who is’ question. . . . In any event, the philosophical
community has generally understood Fregean senses in terms of descriptions, and we deal with it
under this usual understanding.”

Kripke DA 7% 63, DL { DEFEEIZ L - THEIIGIHE SN D Frege D “Aristotle” DB D

T, BB (sense) DEAERIL, LOLIIZBRENTHEDTHS )
In the case of an actual proper names such as ‘Aristotle’ opinions as to the sense may differ. It

might, for instance, be taken to be the following: the pupil of Plato and teacher of Alexander the
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Great. Anybody who does this will attach another sense to the sentence ‘Aristotle was born in Sta-
gira' than will a man who takes as the sense of the name: the teacher of Alexander the Great who
was born in Stagira. So long as the reference remains the same, such variations of sense may be
tolerated, although they are to be avoided in the theoretical structure of a demonstrative science
and ought not to occur in a perfect language.(zg)

AL R & - TERBAMICHKEZ SN ERITHIC T 2EELHDER (sense) F, BEA
LHEFEHRHTAEANCL T, HRICL - TELZ B ESNAD, LEEOHITIE, BERLBIZL 5T
HEHINTWA, Frege DI HFHATNLI LI, ROL IR ETHb,

“Aristotle” &\ ) B A K IIxT LT, @ 5 A2 the pupil of Plato and teacher of Alexander the
Great &£\»9) BEBK (sense) 5 -z, 5D ANSthe teacher of Alexander the Great who was born in
Stagira & W) EBK (sense) #5225 &) BEIZ, Aristotle E WA E—DAWEI_GRT HDIZ,

AIZ X 5 TEM (sense) 2RV, $Iz1L, “Aristotle was the pupil of Plato and teacher of

Alexander the Great”, “Aristotle was the teacher of Alexander the Great who was born in
Stagira” &\ 9 Z &k B, THE, 2% VIERY (Aristotle & W) AY) OUHEICKET HHEE
ZCaRAS, “Aristotle” &\ EH LD EK (sense) #H L, T /- Aristotle &\ ) ADIER (8
R L LTOAY Aristotle) 2 REL, BALVHELBDEMETHL L 2RT, £hid,
%l 2 1E, “Aristotle”=the teacher of Alexander the Great who was born in Stagira % T 551 T,
EHEHIIKDE DL L THELBSHEZ LIl D,

DLEOFEBAZITIX, 0L R 72 L ETRE ARV RIZ, MOBEEE OBIRE FN
T, (2&Q)F L DEBHIZL TV LEDIHA D,

[Searle] the meaning of a name is given by a single associated definite description™

the definite description that a speaker associated with a proper name provided the “sense”, in his
[Frege's] technical meaning of that word, of the proper name for that speaker.””

he [Frege] seems to have thought that semantic content was always in words, specifically definite
descriptions, and that the description gave a definition or sense of the name™

if it were the case that a proper name is a shorthand description, then descriptions should be
available as definitional equivalents for proper names™

Suppose we ask the users of the name ‘Aristotle’ to state what they regard as certain essential and
established facts about him. Their answers would constitute a set of identifying descriptions™
Frege's theory of sense and reference was originally intended as an analysis of language, a
description of how referring expressions work . . . Frege asked the question what is the relation

between a referring expression and its referent? And his answer was that the sense of the

referring expression provides the “mode of presentation” of the referent. Reference is in virtue of



HRFFLTRFERLE #H265 1993

SEDSG.(SS)

Searle DFEFRIZ I L, kKDL HIZ b,
@EABICEET S WO B—0RERLBICL T, EHELZDEKR (sense) 2352561
5o
bEELFVEFEBIHHECRITTEZLEELRIE, HCEITHEDFELFILE > TOBRFHDE
BR (sense) Z#Rt3 5,
CEEBIEET L RO ) BRARER, WOLTEE (&K1, HEiR) TRIND,
(dEAFBICEET S WO ) BESLRE, EHLDEKR (sense) TRHEL, BHALZDOER
PRI H, o T, EHLDEK (sense) =EALDERE LD,
(B BAETBDEME CTH D L LTS, BEildl, EALEEREASNO 0L L
THIRATREE % 5,
(fFEERmit, AR HEHAT LA ZORRIIOVTRENT, BI)FHBOLZVEEL LTA
EDLLDNLHA,
@EHH (FEREKB) OB (sense) &, HRWORREKX RO LN =RHtT S
DTHY, HRIE, B (sense) X ->THHEL 25,
[Kripke] For the “Who is . .. ?” to be applicable one must be careful to elicit from one’s informant
properties that he regards as defining the name and determining the referent, not mere
well—known facts about the referent. (Of course this distinction may well seem fictitious, but it is
central to the original Frege—Russell theory.) 8

Kripke O T,
(WHEERDR & 13, FERPWIZOVTEICHONTWAEETIIRL, MALR*ERL, BRWEk
ETTHIDEALINDLME (property) DI ETH A,
[Kripke] . .. Fregean view holds that to each proper name, a speaker of the language associates
some property (or conjunction of properties) which determines its referent as the unique thing
fulfilling the associated property (or properties). This property (ies) constitutes the ‘sense’ of the
name. Presumably, if *. . . is a proper name, the associated properties are those that the speaker
would supply, if asked, “Who is *. . .'?” If he would answer “ . . is the man who )" the
properties filling the second blank are those that determine the reference of the name for the given
speaker and constitute its ‘sense.” Of course, given the name of a famous historical figure,
individuals may give different, and equally correct, answers to the “Who is . .. ?” question. Some
may identify Aristotle as the philosopher who taught Alexander the Great, others as the Stagirite
philosopher who studied with Plato. For these two speakers, the sense of “Aristotle” will differ: in

particular, speakers of the second kind, but not of the first kind, will regard * Aristotle, if he
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existed, was born in Stagira” as analytic. Frege (and Russell) concluded that, strictly speaking,
different speakers of English (or German!) ordinarily use a name such as ‘Aristotle’ in different
senses (though with the same reference). Differences in properties associated with such names,
strictly speaking, yield different idiolects.””

B2, Kripke DFFRTIX, KDL HIZ% D,

(IRELFIR, ThEROBEAZBIIHMLT, HAMEEHRINITELS,

OEEZOERY BEEBICL->THERSINANR) 3, ZOEFRZICEET S HUH) %
BrxW7-TH—DbDTH5,

KFELFHVEABICEMHITERLMER, BEAOER2REL, ILEFLOERK

(sense) %HLT,

(NEEBICEET S FORC) HELE, [F0REFLE, FEOZ LM ?7] &) ERMIZEZ

T, FHLFESRMEST HIDONDTET, “ . isthe man who " L WIHIBRED_FHOZEH v

OHEMENTZ ETHDH (—HFEHDOEFIIE, EHLAPAD), TOMHIZ, TORHEDFELFIZ

E o TCOEARDIERERD, ZTOEK (sense) ¥

mME—-FHEAICBWTY, B8 LFE, BFEREL, BREAA—-—TH52, E25HER
(sense) THEHT 5,

()EH B IHE O 2B OMEIX, E2LEASHEETEARALT,

DL ko Frege DB, Searle D&M, % L C Kripke DR % EL T, (2)EQB)DEKDIE-E D
LTLBTHDI)o 72721, LEDEHOFT, ERERVRONDLDI, —DI2id, EHEDHHE
PHRBELDTHY, F2—2I121F, BROLEVHIPOLRLODTH L, HI2 I, HELHE &M
Bid, RELYSETCRALADDONFET, BERATET, TOERILERIE, PRHYOE
HErRHBsNE, L2, DEBRNTELZLEEZERIZANLGDS, Frege DEAZDFHRE
(& <IS, (2)&B) Z2HBAT LI L1272,

X% 1 : Frege DERZ DL R

object property
(reference) (sense)
proper name—— (sense) ——definite description

MEIZATH, TAABROERBOBILHL5H5 L) IZ, Fregeil& - TOEAF R LR
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YORRIL, EENZLO (HERIOEMDOA) TidZ%, EPR (sense) %4 L TH/RAHE
b L) RBENEZLO (RRIOEMOALZLT, Allx &L T, ZIIZRANE
B#EH D, FOBITIE, B (sense) DFtdHEGF (REI OHMEHLIZ) PUEE LD,
ZZT, BERBIIHTHIEREER (sense) DEDLYFHIE, EDEIIHoTHEDTHA)
D

HOFEOBEAZERIY, BV T5L, ZOEARICHETS @EORL) HHEELEE
T5, HEFEDEMLG, Fink, NG, #h, TOMOSTITLEERIEELT, AT
D, STITRMEFERT L, B2 [4157) 7, EIHETT2] LE»NRT, AL
JoTRRLBBEXTAHAILEDPOLDIGDLHTHSL) (HLETLHFPNRTLTHEBT,
Frege DB L IR L P2 HTA), £ LT, EBIIEALEXEHLT, 542 2HETRT S
BE, RIS, ZOBRBRICEETLIHE (BFEAICL > THERININEEZZZLRT, FIR
X, [450)7] EWIHELTAZ )T EVIEEZEZHRT, oty (120 7) ICHT LM%
HEBSVWHRZOND) 2EBL, TOMEICHTIHERLR, »5VIEZOBARICHET HiE
Froilh (BARBICL > THERENAIHRIETIHELALEVRIOND) 2EX b, T,
OICHLTE D A, HORPTEZL2EINCLT, Kkobhhil, #EmdE LTELD LW
ITLTHb, FOBEKRT, [ZDRBFHRI, /MDD L] L) BRIIHT HRE
ELTIRZAT LIRS, HWEEMELRZELT, FugitxLEdET5L, SARE
PEREXLZNLD LNEZV, 0D, [F5UT71E, EH5VHSETT2] L) EMIZHLT,
M) 7, HSRO—<FEROEHEM T LEXLHE, BRHRELTDOAF YT LW
IEEHERI -V FEOREEB L VIMBIIHT LD TH B, ERIGEE LK, 3T
(450 7) GEAAE LTERAS A, [HRO—<FEORESHM ] 3EEiLhis LTEAS
TWVWBEW) TR DNPETHD, L0, A7) TEVIEICETLIITIERMERE
ANZZEBETLRT, [457)7] EVWIELLICHELT, STSFILME/EHESh, 8T8
I ARMEERBRASTRE 2 b, BIZIE, 1507, ATy F4—-Lehu=CTHALLZET
Tol, T4 )7, HREFOSZVETT | &,

HOLFEOHET, HIFLFVEALEXEHALC, 5L LERTEHE, RA-LTEEA
HEZDORTYOMGE (2F Y, BREZOLD) X, EMROL, BBV L) BES
HEnb, Bz, BRRLFZOMOBHT, [15)7] LVOIEAFRIZELE > THRINIHE
A, EBRIA VT EVHIETIELRL, FIIYRZOMOETH S L) IR, +0H9
Zho 2IT, HAEL [4%) 7] LvHiEA) LE2DHERY (F) o r TR, 41507
EWVIHE) OEBREBRIIINLEIL, S0tz i, RIS L LT EBIC, H55MH
PUEELD, #h3, BERIIEETLOIHESH SV IIHEELALZHEI LS DELT, L
LMESELHE—DLDLE LTIRTEWIHLL VI T LThHD, 2%, bARIE, BEAI
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FMETIHED D VIIEELLALME S LI LICE ST, HIDTEFDOEELDIERWIZR D 2
BDThhbH, B, AT —vHWEOEEH] *WEIRLED, £ rv2f0foET
3%, AFZ)T7THEAEN)ZEIZEYD, AF)VTEVHEN (15T L) BEELZDE
TR B L) BEIL, -T, EHEHRELEFDIRYWORKDOBEFRIE ) LDOL HIZT HEI
i, FEROMEBEET A LD ICTAAIZIE, WEDHLVIIEELROMADRITRICE S FHRY=
EHZICHETLIHEDL VI ELAZMESELH—DWER), £LT, FROFEKRTOME
BE T OBEOIL L, 1ERIEEELTWAE VI RIROT T, BFAICHETLHES
BVIdHEER R IE, FRICZORTRYICHETAMED 5 VIETLR ISR Y, HEFREIIEY
BronbZeilnsd (A9 7] EVIHIERLBICHETLAHED DV IdHEERB=151)T
EVHEIZET AHE D D\ ITHEERE)

PDED T4 7] Of#HETICLETZOLE, MENICERS,

KEL :[4507] o 4597, HRO—<FEOEHBTT,))
150 7 —— a0 — < HE O
(&) ()

/

[Efn — < El DS |
(&%) (FfE =€ Frak)

(reference) (sense)

|

[ % 1) 7 J——/(sense)

BEHALVIIHEELRAHEX]L IZBWTEHDLMEIL, BOTKEVIDTHE, LWVHDDH,
EEGICEETAHED LV IHEELEIE, ZOEBFRDOEK (sense) TR T LFEMIIZ, 20D
BEHBDOWERERETSH BROEZONFE2EATADBOELLT, FAEARIZL > THRE
NENREEROBLDELT, HRERETHLEIEZDL, TLHRPERETLELE R
5) EVIHBREERF S TVDOTHE, SVHLBRINE, BEZBOER (sense) X, BEA
ZICHETOMED L VIR E LTIRZ O, BREBOTRE, EAERICHEET AHED
HVIIHELRZHMESIE LMD R LR THIDE L TRIAOLNTVEDTHE, £D
L, EEBDEW (sense) 3oL, BEZOFERIZE - THE2IERT LI L
MTERVWI EXERL, IR (sense) DEOEEMH/RTI L% B,

EHRAOER (sense) & LTRIOLNTVAENEED L VIZHEELDRIE, L0 L) LEKRE
YRODTHA) D HLEFRICHELT, SFELFEIEOIOMETERL, BOPDHERL
HEEZDELTYH, TROLETHRILHELZR > TWBRTIIR V. £OHT, #HRTHHR
ELBIETRWICALT, ROVEET, FEMNLIDOLFELFIALRTOLO BFICS 2L, FEL
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FREOEELYERL, TORRWERDLIEDNTELEALRTLO) #RUHL, ZOH
—DHEDH LV IIHEERL R E EDOEALDER (sense) &5, LITH, BHLFILL-T,
BRLEET, KANLRODLARTLONRLRLGEEDHLE, HLITLHABENELFI
EoTDEFHDER (sense) L7%b, TOEKT, B8 LTI, A—0BEAR%Z, &
ZE—D/RYTH-TH, B SHEK (sense) THATLEVIBREIAETNTL 5, B2
& T450)71), FESLVWETT ] L) XEEFETLH, 28ELFE, (15U 7] &
WHBEBLDER (sense) % [HRU—<FEOREMEM] LIRAT (0Fh, (1571, &
RO —<FEROEHEHTT D), 15V 7 (Ho—<HFEOREHM) &, FHES LVETT.]
TERLTEY, $7:558 LFE, ZOEK (sense) ¥ [HAEBHOLVE] &IRZ T (2
Y, (45071’ HREROZVETY,)), [15) 7 (HREFOLZVE) &, EHESL
WETT ] 2BRLTEY, 55 LFIE, FOEKR (sense) ¥ [AXFF 41 —Lt<HO
ZTHBRE] LRAT, (0%, (457 ) 71, ZAFF 4 —kwhu=THALZETT,)),

(4507 (R TF 4 —b<hu=THEALZE) &, EFELLVETY.] 2BKRLTE) L
WO BREIZ, ZAES, /)T EVHIEEBRME LR, B4 5EK (sense) T [A
)7 EVHBEREBEFEAL VAT LIRS,

LAY, BERBICHEYT HHERLEIT, EHEHDOEK (sense) TMT DL LTRZOMN
TWAHETTRL, BEADERETRTOIOELTHIRAON TS, Fhi3, BEHLDOER
(sense) & A% SNAMEEILIRD, BHADOERLLTHTHMZIBbDOTRIFNERL R
WZEEERLTVD, #-C, H2EFLIHELT, FHLFIEZ ) 2HELDEON, K
HET, KEWZLDLEWI T TEL, HLEFTHZOEARDERICEZ ) 5 b DDA,
BEAH%DER (sense) (CRABHBHALI LI D, bLEITHAL LTI, BELOER
(sense) & A% ENAHETRIE, FAHICZOERAROERICLLE, BALLEELFA%D
bDELRY, BELBRTEBLEIBEELTHLLEVIRRIIL D, Bz, FHLEIEAS
o THRRT 2K, 2OEAAICHETIHELETEAZIKEHICT, (417 ) 71, &
RO-—~FEORHERTT.] 2E 252, [HRu—<FEROEHEM] &, AHLHOER
(sense) KT TR, BMAROEEL O LLIRTHEL, [4145) 7] & EHEu—=
TEDOFEHEM | WERLFFEDOLDLLY, RBELXEBLIEIHETHL L) T LIlhb,
ZLTC, BEL=MELROEREL T, EBEAICI > THREERT ALV LR, £
DEDOWEEZLR TSI LWL > TEDORBEEIRIRT A LIZh D, HIzE, (150 7] =
ERO -~ FEORER ] OEBELTIE, (15 ) 7] LWIEELICE-TAY YT L
WO ERIRRTAHE, A7) T7EVWIHIERZFORICET AMER (B0 —<HEOFR R
ELTRABTAZELIZEIS>THRTDHEER S, 2%, BERLBRIZL-T FBRENLHNGHD
PHEZRBTAHZEIL-T) HREEWRTHESERDHI LI 5,
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LA E%% Frege DEIHE BB T 2 BB GmOBIM TH b, EBTNEZ &2, Frege DEAT S
“Aristotle” £ W) BREDAYDORONIZ, 45U T7] 261 L7-RThHD, H<ETHHER
LRI THHMTRELZBBICHEALZY, SETSE2EAFHRO[ZETH—HETHR) 2 Lt
RELZHERESE DL LT ERNT, RITBLILIZT 5,

Frege DE X HARENIIZIF AN L b, #HE2MNR T, BIEELAEOREHERE ERT
% D Searle T & b, Searle ®FE 2z |3, “Proper Names" (1958), “The Problem of Proper
Names” (1969), “Proper Names and Intentionality” (1983) Df{EHZZMLDF TRENTH
h, ZNODELIIBE L TCEHELTED TV T EITT S, Searle ix, “Proper Names and Inten-
tionality” DT, BxWDE->T, RDLHIITED
At the time I wrote “Proper Names” in 1955 there were three standard views of names in the
philosophical literature: Mill's view that names have no connotation at all but simply a denotation,
Frege's view that the meaning of a name is given by a single associated definite description, and
what might be called the standard logic textbook view that the meaning of a name “N” is simply
“called N”. Now the first and third of these views seem to be obviously inadequate. . . . Frege’s
account, then, is the most promising and it was that account I sought to develop.w

2% ), “Proper Names” ’i’%ﬂ% L7-4BnFE#ERI2E, BAERIIETA=ZDODEENEZ
FiHdHy, Mill DFZF, Frege DERF, £ L THEENZREFEREOEI I VLN TH S
A%, Frege DEXF 2 BIIERIEAMEDOH LD DE L TEITAN, MWOZOEAREY 2L D
ELTHETHE LT D, £ L7 Searle DEXRWEZIL, LELEO=Z/mILOPT—HL TR
b b, HiElL, “Proper Names” & “The Problem of Proper Names” {25 W T3, Frege % &K
BINZIEZIF AN b, Frege DA TV HRER MY Br < 2512, Frege Z#¥ - BIEL T,
Searle 72 V) DEBEFR R T 5 2 LICFERAEANTWHDIIH LT, “Proper Names and In-
tentionality” (28 CTid, VbW HRHREHHE (B2, Donnellan, Kripke, Putnam 7% &) IZ
LB ER IS A MBI Rm LT, AR HEL, RAEROELMEFRTHI L

WERPELINLTHEEW) HETHB, 1, Mill & Frege DHERRET B LT, HS Db

AL & T, HEERLLAEBOMNVIEKROFT, BoLORABEHROIELHEF
M2 T HBEMALBITTL2BELERL, 20FRIOE, HREROBHEL V) ERLELHE
EVH 72BN LT 5,

% ZC, Frege & Searle Dl BamDE PR EMHERETNDL I LIZT B, TANZ, ATED
Frege sLid i DB FON, 2)LBNIEET 525, (FRIFAND (Frege B2 EIK (sense) O
RAFLIRELDH) BT, TLRER]IOGUDEELZITANSD (Frege WZRTEEDH b\ I3HE
FEiLR Db Y FEIZRL BHH) HT, Searle DAL GG IL, Frege DECihBG & AN L&
PEULTUBLERD, ZOERT, ORMESN DL H D25, Kripke DF ) £512%, 72
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—RREICE b TV B X HIZ, Searle DE 2 Hix, Frege M THAHEE R 5,

[“Proper Names”] How, for example, do we learn and teach the use of proper names? This seems
quite simple—we identify the object, and, assuming that our student understands the general con-
ventions governing proper names, we explain that this word is the name of that object. But unless
our student already knows another proper name of the object, we can only identify the object (the
necessary preliminary to teaching the name) by ostension or description; and, in both cases, we
identify the object in virtue of certain of its characteristics. So now it seems as if the rules for a
proper name must somehow be logically tied to particular characteristics of the object in such a
way that the name has a sense as well as a reference; indeed, it seems it could not have a
reference unless it did have a sense, for how, unless the name has a sense, is it to be correlated
with the object?®

a2l DA, seem FEH LTV A, BRI LELOZ LY FRTADOTHS,

RELHELT, EERE, BRETTRC, B (sense) B OFOLENTHD, b L
B (sense) M ijiuE, BABEWRINAGROBRKRIE, LOLIITHBETIIEVWDD,
o THRRZDL DY RELONEM THH L LTWE, 72, BRINDIGROME (Searle
i%, characteristic ZfHH L TV 575, AR T T55, Kripke D property LR UiR% 3 %)
2, MoPDOETHEDbo TnDE LTWwh, R, BEERITIIER (sense) 2¥H2H T & (1)
OB LRI, EAREERYOMRIE, EENRZIERTRZL, HEH LV IIHEERTR &
DEDL Y 2 FHOMBMLITRTHE L (MR DOEMUPHFLEL, ThXLEMEEDLL) 23820
AHZ &I,
[“The Problem of Proper Names”] What I have said is a sort of compromise between Mill and
Frege. Mill was right in thinking that proper names do not entail any particular description, that
they do not have definitions, but Frege was correct in assuming that any singular term must have
a mode of presentation and hence, in a way, a sense. His mistake was in taking the identifying
description which we can substitute for the name as a definition.*”’

Mill & Frege OE O —MEDEH A% Searle Th B & LTW5AED, ZHIIERLDOFICBELTOA
T, EARMIZIE Frege lIOTHEH - T b, L0, EERICER (sense) D& L7z
Frege DERAXIEL VLD E L TRDHTNV 5,

[“Proper Names and Intentionality”] The problem of proper names used to be put in the form, “Do
proper names have sense?”, and in contemporary philosophy there are supposed to be two compet-
ing answers to that question: an affirmative answer given by the “descriptivist” theory, according
to which a name refers by being associated with a description of perhaps a cluster of descriptions,

and a negative answer given by the “causal” theory according to which a name refers because of a
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“causal chain” connecting the utterance of the name to the bearer of the name or at least to the

naming ceremony in which the bearer of the name got the name.*”?

EAEZLORBEIE, TEAEZITIE, BER (sense) SHDHDH.] L) BHMICEHTEDL L
EC, BENLBEYHTOFRERRTHLOICH LT, HEMLRBE 2 HT O R ER
HoT, EEZDIERE, HBELRELDOEETLREINSLL LTV,

DEDZ2D5IB26ML%E512, (VEZFIFTANDL LRI, BE]IOAROEFEEE FH
HBEMEMOSPOETEBELTHDL I EFZITANT VS, Tid, Frege L DHLESIE, &2
HEDTHH) M R)EB)REBETSH—HT, REI 2EERNICIBFTRTAIRTHEH2H, b
BEMERIMR)EQGUIEDLLIDTHAEZ X EZ R L, MEKIDFDED Y HIZ Frege & DA
EXRHDHZ LI, TR THA ),

#M : Searle MEL B

objec t property/characteristic

(refe

rence)

’
’

.

proper name definite description

KEI EHERINORKDOHES X
2 B THB, Searle IE, EBK (sense) ZFHL T,

, HEH D\ VIIFEELE & OBIRTHEK (sense) % ED X
RO L) b e iy,

[“Proper Names”] We can now resolve our paradox: does a proper name have a sense? If this
asks whether or not proper names are used to describe or specify characteristics of objects, the
answer is “no.” But if it asks whether or not proper names are logically connected with
characteristics of the object to which they refer, the answer is “yes, in a loose sort of way.” (This
shows in part the poverty of a rigid sense—reference, denotation-connotation approach to problems
in the theory of meaning.)"

Frege & Searle I2BIiT A &M (sense) DI FDMHEIX, LEEDEBOFT, -2 hLFE
ENTWb, 2F 1, Searle id, Frege WJEMK (sense) & LT3, BEHAMNEK (sense) ¥ #
DERERBNVELTVEDNSLTH D, Frege ik 5T, MEDLVIIHELAVPERLDOE
Bk (sense) 2L, L2 bBEHEBOERLLAHRT, T0h, BALVHELBOEKEL L
ThHh, HAERLEELAVERLFAELZ DL LTKBRITGEEL Z2ZRT, HRO%BE, BEA
i, MRICHETIMEOMERBE LTHEH SRS WROMEeRFEfbl, il ¥v 5412, E
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AHPMEREND) T8l %b, Thid, BAEL-HELBROEME~ERLAFRZLNLE LT
DEF % L HELB DRI ~HEERD & V) WBREAICED, - T, BFELPER
(sense) % FFD L vy Z L id, “proper names are used to describe or specify characteristics of
objects” £\ T & T, EAEBIE, HEX*ZTONROUE LR THIEILL>THRTAHES
2 5o LWED XS 7% Frege HJEIK (sense) #BET A Searle (& 5 TOEKR (sense) (X, EAH
BB EDEFLIE > THIR SN BN RDOMHE L @5 R h %A THREMIE T THE D
Thb, TORZTEEWIIR TN Z LT 5,
[“Proper Names and Intentionality”] Frege had argued that the definite description that a speaker
associated with a proper name provided the “sense”, in his technical meaning of that word, of the
proper name for that speaker. I argued against Frege that the associated definite description
couldn’t provide a sense or definition of the proper name because that would have as consequence
that, for example, it was an analytic necessity that Aristotle was the most famous teacher of
Alexander, if a speaker associated the definite description, “the most famous teacher of Alexander
the Great”, as the sense of the proper name “Aristotle”. I argued that the associated cluster of In-
tentional contents that speakers associate with a proper name is related to the name by some much
weaker relation than definition, and that this approach would preserve the virtues of Frege's
account while avoiding its absurd consequences. . . . [ try to show that proper names don't have

definitions in the usual sense but that reference is secured by an associated Intentional content.*'

Searle IZ& - C, Frege LiZR% ), FHLFFBEELIKEOFITTEZHBELRIE, ZOME
HLDEK (sense) ZREELTCNDEDTYH, ZOBEALDERZRBLELTCNDHDTY
BUDTHb, LA, FHLFEFEEFLIIKEOFITTEL L8 (custer) DEHHAR
(Intentional content) 7%, EHE IV EMIITHTVWETFOEAZICEBRLTVWEDTHY (#
hl & [ERMNE] 20T, BTENEILIZT ), BRIE, ZOERMANBICL-T
RESNDLDTH S, £-T, WHDHDVIIHERLRD, BEHBLDEKR (sense) %Y RIFFIC,
BAEZDIERE RO D L) Frege WEFRTIZAR (, BERMAR WY BT, MED DV I3H
Frolk & LTCHEbaV) 25, BHEADERL LTTIERL, ENIIWLR» LB CHERARICHE
Hbb—FT, BELDIRERODL L VIERTHL, ZOEKRT, MR EHEMTRLAX
I, HFECBITIEERELTED A IIHELEDOMRIE, EHEZDEKR (sense) =EHL
DEFE L THEDDVIIHELBRIHEIFCRELZLDTH L0 (EHRTREIND), HREIZ
BUIAEAEZEBED A VIIHERLLR (A, BRNAS) OBRIE, BEADEHERE LT
HBONH»T, 522 bD0THS (HBETREINDE) LWVIHXFHATESL, T, Frege &
Searle DEEWVIE, &) LTHEITNLDOTHS ) D

[“The Problem of Proper Names"] Frege's instinct was sound in inferring from the fact that we do
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make factually informative identity statements using proper names that they must have a sense,
but he was wrong in supposing that this sense is as straightforward as in a definite description.
His famous ‘Morning Star—Evening Star’ example led him astray here, for though the sense of
these names is fairly straightforward, these expressions are not paradigm proper names, but are
on the boundary line between definite descriptions and proper names.”

Frege Ol “morning star—evening star” {Z, “On Sense and Reference” O G HEER (FeR_7513 T
%<, BIK (sense) 3HAHIExRTHILLT, 2R=—TVBIZHTWE, &b, f “Aristotle”
X, 3R—TJHODFEIIHETL b)) THRHINTBY, BEERZNELYHOLLDEFERZ DL, ZD
Bi2S, Searle IZX B &, MEAMLZEARATIILRS, L LAMERE LEAFHOERBIMNET S
Ble b, DA, Frege i, MELBDOEK (sense) LEHHADERK (sense) *EFL,
2o & D L L7-EK (sense) ZFFOMEERM LA WETREAGZDEKR (sense) ¥ TLE -
72& Searle 13Z 2 5, #9 LHEERLBDEE (sense) (ZULV> Frege BYERE (sense) DEEE X
RIEME ST LT, Searle i&, BHZDEMK (sense) b - EBEBRT, NEMZDDL LT
Zho T, Searle IZ& 5o TOEBKI LIX, MITHAH D
[“The Problem of Proper Names”] We have seen that insofar as proper names can be said to have
a sense, it is an imprecise one. . . . the uniqueness and immense pragmatic convenience of proper
names in our language lies precisely in the fact that they enable us to refer publicly to objects
without being forced to raise issues and come to an agreement as to which descriptive characteris-
tics exactly constitute the identity of the object. They function not as descriptions, but as pegs on
which to hang descriptions. Thus the looseness of the criteria for proper names is a necessary
condition for isolating the referring function from the describing function of language. . . . definite
descriptions refer only in virtue of the fact that the criteria are not loose in the original sense, for
they refer by providing an explicit description of the object (by telling us what the object is). But
proper names refer without providing such a description (without so far raising the issue of what
the object is)."®
(( ) P, “Proper Names” ®F|H)

TERBERE OB X T OMED S, EERLLIE, RSP TH LI THEIZERE TSI LI
ENIERT B, EHEBIE, GEPMTHLAEMBEIZETIHRTALELT, MEEXXT S,
ZFZITiE, HBOWHBELELIRE VI BET, EWLREELDRE L TOEK (sense) I LT,
FhELBELLZVERZEVIHENH L, Tid, BHERBITIIER (sense) 2NLER WP L
Wy Lk, FH) TRV, EBK (sense) ¥H 5D &L, BT, FEMLZEK (sense) ThbH,
EINDPEBELOFEH TH D, D), WRIZHTHS LTSI LUEON, WHEE2RFITHIZIZE
DUWEPLE»ZHEIZETIE, o THROMEZELETHLED L, MWRERRTESHZ
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LY, BEAEBE, BT 5LV RIS, TR, RRREHLHTEoMiF& LTH
BEL, TNICL - TR, SRR VBT Z LN TEDLDTH S, LA L, FLabbkae
THLTIHERREPBC &b, RBREHHHTE o0& UTHREET 2 &%, BBRT, ALEH#
REWR (sense) BHDHENPE->TH, TN TRE, BEAVRREINDIHROUED 5\
HERLREMOE LD THEDL > TWVD LD, MAERKRITIZEKR (sense) 23 5 & DL
3o TR WwWEHIZB 2%, #Z T, “Proper Names” & “The Problem of Proper Names” @
FRTCRENS [B] & “Proper Names and Intentionality” D T/REIN S [BEHHAHE] Lwn
I ZODBREHERIZ 5T B, BN, [BEN] BSIIOWTHRNLZ LT 5,

BEA %L, BHELERIZE > TIHRTH I & xR vy (“proper names refer without providing
an explicit description of the object”) 2%, Rk & DM S DE DY TIRT S (“a name refers
by being associated with a description or perhaps a cluster of descriptions”) & L, EH& %D EBKk

(sense) %, WHET, EMZ LD TIEZWVA, BHET, FAEEZLDTHS LT 5 Searle DIF
NEER (sense) (I HIRR AL, HEELHE & BEA AR ORE - REORFNESICHD
THAHD, Frege DI|R K EIXRLY, BoF3D LT ARWVWEIIIRAZE, Lo L, £,
Frege Mt B mAMER TV AR TR (Daded, HH5BERIBZL) dDLEA
| BRENTWVE [HN] a5 RKAEKR X (looseness) ICEABDTHbH, 9 LIEKRS %
M2 THODNVEAELTH S L Searle lZ LTV B, 7275, BAHELDIGRIMED BV IHER
BEMEHDOEDY 2o THY) (HHLEELRIZLZ, ZRUSDLDIZI BHI3FIIL
), BRELDPML PO TEIKR (sense) 2F-Tw5a (BET, EMEL SO, BT, IE
FELZ LD LT) &3 5B T, Frege & Searle V3@ EMRICT 5> TWWAH T i, ETid
WIF WA Ed L, (Bl CEFZRDOEUTHEE, E)BoTnbDTHA ) h
[“Proper Names”] referring uses of “Aristotle” presuppose the existence of an object of whom a
sufficient but so far unspecified number of these statements are true. To use a proper name refer-
ringly is to presuppose the truth of certain uniquely referring descriptive statements, but it is not
ordinarily to assert these statements or even to indicate which exactly are presupposed.w’

[“The Problem of Proper Names”] suppose we have independent means of identifying an object,
what then are the conditions under which I could say of the object, ‘This is Aristotle?’ [ wish to
claim that the condition, the descriptive power of the statement, is that a sufficient but so far
unspecified number of these statements (or descriptions) are true of the object. In short, if none of
the identifying descriptions believed to be true of some object by the users of the name of that
object proved to be true of some independently located object, then that object could not be iden-
tical with the bearer of the name. It is a necessary condition for an object to be Aristotle that it

satisfy at least some of these descriptions. This is another way of saying that the disjunction of
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these descriptions is analytically tied to the name ‘Aristotle’—which is a quasi-affirmative answer
to the question, ‘Do proper names have senses?’ in its stronger formulation.®

BEHLDERIZE > THREIERTHE, FELFIX, ZOMRICEALT, —2Tidn<{, #°
bOMELEEL, BOLOHERLBLER, L ETNOPETHLEEELTWEERT, FF
LORRHIERIL, FRINDIAEPHFLEL, LobEOMRIETL0LER L NLHEER
B, T TRDHEPEERESIN TR WEOBERBSZDHRZIZOVTETH D Z L vl
ELTWD, £9) LIHIRYDH - T, O TEHELDIERYTREE 25D THbD, ZDHIRDL
ML, S0BarBESTNE, HO»IIk 5, Hl2IE, ToTESHLPEZFEINTHARN
BOMELBYEDHRIIOVTETETHILFHELFMELTVTD, 3LENLETHNEY
Thid, TOMBREHERL TN 2N EIIEZ->TLE) (b, #RIE, REIDIED S
T2EBRAB)e EVIDIE, FOEBHIZL > THRENIRENBLEFOEFLHY G Z LN
WD, KE—HITREDDTHILON, —BHLZWHrHLTH2E BlzIE, HET “Aristotle” 1T
Lo TR SN AW E “Aristotle” &\ ) BHETZFHO ANIH—H L%\, €-T, +5TiEkd
BRELEREIN TR WEOEELESEARICEHDL) 28> T LT AHHR (216D
FELBDPHRIZOVWTETH D ETHHHR) &, Pl LdbUBEIIL-TL b, #L T, +5T
EHHENFEHEEI N TR WE (a sufficient but so far unspecified number) 7%, [#i ]

(cluster) %33+ D TH S (“cluser” &9 EF L, “Proper Names” (1958) & “The Problem
of Proper Names” (1969) O Tit, fH XN THE 5§, “Proper Names and Intentionality”

(1983) I2Hbn b, FNLLHEIIZ, Kripke @ “Naming and Necessity” (1972) OH T, Searle %
&7 the notion of a cluster concept Z A L T&/2& 3N TWw5b L, %7 Kripke ® “A Puzzle
about Belief” (1979) D HTC, Searle 7 & 5% Frege—Russell f9% 2 % ‘clustering’ the sense of the
name THEIEL &) L HATE LI TW5), 20 [HN] L)L (a cluster of [—FF
D] . Wittgenstein D family & V> ) BE2 (a family of [—#H D) ICEMT Z) & [ES] &
I #2 (disjunction : OHPHHNT, P LI HELDOPETHALI L) FMzohsb

(“Proper Names” (Z13B M 72375, “The Problem of Proper Names” DFC, [#E] 2EH s
TWw3), 8T, [#Nh] & [EE] OZOOBMENERT LD, MTHAI) D, #OHDH
BOFEENMIITER VD, WRERF, FET S (identify) DIZ+FLEDOHELLET, £
NoDHEELBON, P2 ebDbDLDPHRERFET HROFIIEHDS, LirLEhrsEh
ZOPEFEITIIRE R NEV) T EBDTHD, £9) LIZEBKR S 2FHD [0 ] #ELRE
HLIEDLLDTH b,

Rz, BERHANSE] ThshH, ZDSHEL, “Proper Names and Intentionality” D HC, KEH
RA L DR EROMEIINGmE MR L BRTHEHAINTE), §FTHRNTEILD, H
£ T Frege DELBEFH & DBIMRT Searle D FLRHGH 2HOL NPT HHDLDTHE I L %
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Z25L, ZLEREVCIRL > TL 50, LREOABFLERVHLDOT, —BIITHK) S
1235, FiCihHEE % the Intentionalist or internal theory, K5 % the external causal chain of
communication theory & fLEf T L, WE T AMONALHEIZEFRT L0 ) 2 TXRILZE
T MEDLVIEELBROMRD Y IZ, [EXMAZE] (Intentional content) A &N S, WF
REITH DA, Searle DEEZFIATAHE, RDLH Tk b,
the “descriptive” Intentional content that is associated with the name in the minds of speakers;
some of this Intentionality will normally be expressed or at least be expressible in words.*”
notice that what counts is not the fact that I give a verbal description, but that there is an Inten-
tional content.”’
“identifying description” does not imply in words, it simply means: Intentional content, including
Network and Background, sufficient to identify the object, and that content may or may not be in

52)
words.

DEosEro#ilss e, ERHNE] i3, FLEPEHRICEELT (oL, B
FHICE > THRRENDIHRIZELC), HOFTHEBTIABFTETOI LETHAL, £, &
RTH R, EBERTLLL, FLEVBERWICZEZLNEDI LT, 20X RELFOHED
FIZHLARIR, LTFEETEIN TV LR ITREZL2VEDTIERL, SETRIRLI LD
L, ) ThnwIldbdb, ETAHI, FLFOHEHOPIIERNWABEIHFET S L, £L
TENPHRRENIAREFET AT LENBETHDLI LN, BEL LD, Piw, T TICH
N7zEHis, BERLDRD, ZOL) 2E®REVWTHEAShATWS, 2F ), HEX*SECELL
bOVHEELBRTH AL VIBTVAIR, BEBELHBIOS Lz, HE LHEELRDEY
Pl X ) SELBDOLDOTHY, EEDB LI, EBRICOCHLTE) », HOFTEZ LD
ERNCLT, Robhhig, MERBEELTERZDLEV)ILEERTLLDTHSE I
THEUEY, HLTTHLEOHT, SETEZLLVITVHLTESER2bLALY), Z0OFE
BRT, —HIIZIE, YR THEHL ) EMISHT2BEL IR TRL O TS (EE
W2, BEMEns0TiE%<, RELLT,  LEMEINNUL, £0EZDOERIHHELILDIEA
AWBEV)TLTHD), bLEITHhAETIE, HEDLIVIIHELE=BERNNET L %
HDTH? ) 0 ANEOAKLEIZECEMWTWEZ L2BATALEIL, [ERMANE] &
WOSEERFRHL TSI LI, BOTHEA, LNLVERT (hoVvid, X WEBRZER
T) HEDHDVIHELBR TR DAED L HICBZ 5,

FPFE—IC, (B BMeloBMRTHL, [~HOUED L VITEETLL] OEKIL, WE%E
BT HDIZLELGHED L VIIHEELROK (Hbvid, FRIZEAL T, @FLFSBEVGL
¥) BRETHDD, +5%ET, L2OENSETHNREOREDRDFIZRLRTIERL,
FORDEDPVBROFLLBD, FNOVRENLOPIEHEIZEIRELNEVIZETHE, £



R EEZRORR
) LB 2AENTEELRZL [BEHMNNE] 2HALT, [-HOBERMAE] L LA
PEEPVNEFTR LD, ThiE, BLFOHOPIIHLHEFAICHET S HRIZEHTS) N
BRI TZUT, 2ONEDOTE MEH 5 VI3HERLRDOE, —Do—20fElk, Lhas
ROFILB0OHK R E) BRI T LLENLRDPLTH 5,

B, BABOTEEOBHBTHL, AREREOERT A8z b 50T, £ TRLAERD
HTUBTEEELT, ROL)B5EET 5,

First, the central cases. The most important and extensive use of names for each of us is of peo-
ple, places, etc., with which we are in daily, or at least frequent, personal contact. Baptism apart,
one originally learns these names from other people, but, once learned, the name is associated with
such a rich collection of Intentional contents in the Network that one does not depend on other
people to determine which object one is referring to. Think, for example, of the names of your
close friends and family members, of the town where you live or the streets in your neighborhood.
Here there is no question of any chain of communication. . . .

Second, there are names which have prominent uses, where the uses are not based on acquaint-
ance with the object. The Intentional content associated with these names is for the most part de-
rived from other people, but it is rich enough to qualify as knowledge about the object. Examples
for me would be such names as “Japan” or “Charles de Gaulle”. In such cases, the Intentional con-
tent is rich enough so that it sets very strong constraints on the sort of things that could be refer-
red to by my uses of the names. . ..

Third, there are uses of names where one is almost totally dependent on other people’s prior us-
age to secure reference. It is these cases that I have described as parasitic, for in these cases the
speaker does not have enough Intentional content to qualify as knowledge about the object. . . .
Even in these cases the limited Intentional content places some constraints on the type of object
named

FIHCHL2R LI, SEEEHAAALDOHAL=E21208T 5, £ho i3, BEENEMO
e (BEMIZEIZEMLTVIMRT, BELEOHREZF > TWDEE, MANIKFTLHL
%L, MHBEERDT, RETE5DTHY), o TENLDOEARIIEHEL TBEZENMANE
BEZOND), MANPLDHEDOEGE (BEIHEML TYLIHETIE RV, HAD»LHEFER
IZHEDWT, HRIZDOWTOHBEZR > TWAHE, HREAD, AETEZLEDOTHY, itsT
INOLDOEALICHEL TEXLLNLEHMAER, MAPLOMM#IZE D), FEMLEE

(BEN2EMS 2, MAPLRBLHFES 2L, RIEMAPFERALTWEDEHWT, H50
EHETHEASNTWE202MCT, 20T IEAXRECHERT LT, o TEhODEAH
WCBE L CTE X S NAERIMAR L, WOTHEIT, H5EMPMWAIIL-T HHET) H5HE
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BHTHEINTWAI LR Mo TWAEITTHE) D=DTHAEH, [BRHNE] L) EE
i, FECEVWERTERA SR TS, fiziE, BMICIE, BEL2LOPLEHLINTTHY,
B2, RA2Y, o720 LT, EICERL CTRLIEDER,S, MAD2SELER, ZLT
LA AFDoFI, MORIFERTIEALRYZOIIHEHTLIINITHA, b L [EHHN
#l oftbniZ, THESHHVIIHEERD] A LS, HBALIICCARY, $512LTH,
BHIZ 2o TLE ) EEMEMOBEL, LZEITHALI,
DEDZONEHT, [BEHWAE] &, MEDLVIHEELE] LVECERTHERTE S
BETHILIEERS, £LT, £hII, [#HN] ® [ES] LEMKIZ, Searle DELMBERIE L
LRBTHDLEER D, Dim, HEHDVIIHEERLE] &) FESERIL, EVWEKTHER
TEDLDTHED, EREMTRINECT R WT LI, Searle HE, & IZHRETII,
ME» LV IdHERE] & [ENOAE] OBRTEHRLTWAILTHD Uik, [BENY
WE] 25F 72 ST 720> “Proper Names” & “The Problem of Proper Names” T, 3 o1&
5 MEHLVIIHEERLD] MERASNRTVEY), —2I2iE, —HIIEHRETIELL, miHE
PHEHESNTOVARENHBLALETHY, $/-—oI213, BIHEELD, T TIRBTOERLD LI
EEATVWAETHY, £/-—2I10F, HEOBL L TEARMIIKRETAH4E, &) LTHEE
HEALZINELRL2VATH ), TOBFITLOLNCELT, FAELLOSELHFAT
HIFNI LT, T8N, [EE] TERMAE] 2L s TRENINBOHVEETH D,
NS Searle DFLARBEFHOHLEZKT DT, Frege Dt dBHEmASLEXHNEINEELEZIADHDT
bbb, hkb, —EHLEZICREY, FRTL, LUEFRVRY, [MHED 5\ I3H#ELS ]
¥ERAT A LT B,
SETHERTELIELE XTI %ML, Frege Db & D4R T, Searle DFLAH G DOKF
MAEBBT LI LT 5,

HE IV : Searle DEL ARG

object a cluster of properties
1
7
’I
’
(reference) K (a cluster of Intentional contents)
Il
//
,I
7
proper name -====----==--=-=----- a cluster of definite descriptions
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BOWSZAZ L, MRID MMEHDVIdHELR] 12 [—HOMED D\ IdHEELS
(AW, [—HOBEHUAAE]D T ANEZAZ LI12L 5T, Frege & Searle Ol im D4
DB TELEN) I ETHDI, £2T, LEOHELXEITLIILIZTE (HEHDHVIIFHE
Eroih] % [—HOWEH L VIFHERLR] o5k [~HOBERMHNE] OoFkE: LTERT
H%51F, MRMDF F THEDZRVD),

Frege Dt E G (K 1) & Searle DFLE (MEN) #HBELT, FXAPMFLE
X, MEHDLVIIEERLAYPEELICEDLS (RERT LHENIZBWT, HGRIOHFELZRD, £
NAEEZA S PO THEBT D) LT5HTIE, —HT5205 HFEED, B—DUEH LW
SREERAPEARLICEDS LT 5 Frege (RERIOHBO [HEH L\ I3HEERLER] 13, Ak
HHEED, B—OWEDHHVIIHEELEE LTH D) LT, —HOUED D ITEELE
PEABIZEDL S ET 5 Searle DRJIZIE, [HHHEFED, H—D] L [—HD] OHENH L L
VI ETHB, FOWED, MEDHEL BALABAHBNEDLEN > TV LIRS, TR
2, ERICE T, TBN] BeER (#EF] & TBERMAE] ofezatdns L) @
BHIPRRE 2-T, FREED) ¥ FEDEFZDEK (sense) LIFRVEEL X, BF
HOBBR S I VTWL T LR b, £, Frege DL iR & OHEDE L LT L DT
HY, Frege X ) —HEICHAZLEESNDLDTH DA, £ LMICHLT, 2 LEKRMICA
TWwZEIZT 5,

EELICEELT (EABIZLs THERENLHBIZEALT), FLFEIEOLOUE* #H
L, ObDOMTEHBEEZ D LWV HIZDWTIE, Frege L Td, Searle IZLTH, kLT
BETHI L3\, BIEIE, Frege I2& 5 T3, HHE D 5 W IIHE TR LA E A % O EK
(sense) 2T L EBFIC, EAADOERLXRMITLELOLLTRZONTED, LrdEnd
BHGOETRYRETHHDE LTIRAONTWALI ETHD, -, EHERKIZEEL THEME
L, Z25MEDLVIIHEERRRD /L ZEOLDH 7L LTH, BEHOERLLZVEIHE
HBHVIIHEERLRIZ, FNOON, HIFEOHED H\VIIHEERLAT, H—DLDTH5HITT
T (BAARICHEETLIUHED 2V IIRELARZ LIV CT, ZhoeTrEEROERLTH
EIETELZY), bLENDPR) THNE, FRZDIDOHFTELZNWILIIR-TLE ) (BB
Vid, A, AR S22 812%5), Bl2E, B T45) 7] OBI%2E L, H5
FLFES 4507 L) ERICEELT, HRo—<HEOEF ], [HREFOSVE],
[ZAF T4 —b=hu=THEAGE] RExE2-L LT, [HREHOZVE] 11, Y
VRO ERABIETHY, (251 —bwhuTHEARE] &, 15 7UANOEIZD
ERALIETHLNS LNARVDT, [45)7I1E, FESLVETT.] LW XEFLELHE
e, (HRo—<HEOREM] L LA, (1) 7 (Ho—-<HEOREMEHM) I3,
FES LVETY | OFRTSIOERS, [15)7] LWOERTAY )T EVIERIERT
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BIEZHBH (0%, WRPEYTS), bLERDADOSDE L TRZAD 26T, BRE
DHDPRY L2 &l hoTLED (2F ), WRIARDIIHKDLE), 72, ZANDFE
LFoON, —A2 [HRo-—~HFEOREHER] L LTRZT, (1407 (ERo—-<FEOE
i) 3, EFESLVWETYT.] OBERTEY, ZAHY [HREHFOLZVE] &£ LTRRT,
M5y 7 GEREFOLZVE) 3, EFHESLVETTYT,] OBEKTEY, ZAB [AXY
T4—LeHUTHELRE] ELTRZAT, (4207 (A7 4 —bvhu=THE%E)
X, FHESL LVETT,] OEKRTEIHELERKT, BRUOFELFLIVERL, DA
i, BRBRTELWVWIEIILRSTLTE ), E2AA, #zbid, 157V 7] EWwWHIEHATE
BUZA ) T EWIHEERBRLTWART, ZILFEFET RS,

KIZ, Frege DES L 12, MAELDOEK (sense) 13, HTTHHLIBENTHE LEICE 5
TOEK (sense) THY, o THALDEERDS, HITHDHIRHEDHE LFILL>TOE
ETHLELIDL, EILDTHAIN, Bz, M—OBEFHICEELT, =ADFELFENZ
NENEOLOWE L EMRL, EOLOMERLREEZL, ThoDhT, RHDBEET, FKEWE
bDLAELL, TOBMARDERIIZYZDSDEFLLSDIIETOT, —AN [451)7
(HRtu—<FEOEEM) &, FES LVETT] OBEKRCTEY, ZAB (147 (&
REBOZVE) &, FES LVETT,] OFKRTEY, ZABN [45)7 (R5 7 14—
EThUTHERE) &, FESLVETYT.] OBKRTSIHE, ZAE, B—o [(157)
Tl EWHIEEEENEFNRLDEK (sense) THAL, L2bENENPA I YT EV)E
YHRTCEDLI LI LA, DLEITHHLETEHE, NEMBI T E, HEDHAHWITHEERL
BOBVHEZ, ZNOHPETHE—D [45) 7] LWIELDEK (sense) 2%, TDEH
%o TLE)e ZOHBE, ZLDANIEST [A45)T7] EWHEATAIIT LV EDH
RENTWARER, WRHATEDLTHA )0, TORHRDOERIILY ) DIEEDH 5\ 15
Eriakid, BMAICERIZZ > TLEY, Z2INECFEPEEINS,

BROLZA, HAFED, H—OWED D VIIHEELANPEELICEHLSL LT LRRZDD
DN, FEEFEAMTERE R > T05, R LOHFENREEZOELNFEBVERIE, &
SICHEETEL S, B OBEBENEMOBAD L)L, FIZIE, [FEARE] L) &5 #H
LTHEAR 2R Sy, [HESR] &) ZATCHEE L TEE C ONED 5 VI ERE
¥EZDTHAH, BE, b, [HEAR] VI ARITHBELAELZHERLTVARTH
BA, FNOHD)EDEND, ZOZAMODERIILZNVZDHDLONEHPNTDH, EIRIN
E, FIEAR %) FHEARE (EAEXIL - TERESNLIERY) 7256 LoTwhbnids
N (b AHIEIPEEZDERWI AL, FOEELICEETLIHEED, B—OMED 5
WIdHEERLE R R SR ITRIER 620w T) EEPRTY, ERIZIEEILONZVTHAS ),
ZIT, FRROFEEWMNELBDO—DOFHELE L TEZLLNDDN, Searle D [HEN] B&T



& RS OR
b5 (RERBHNEIIZ, BWHDHLVIIHEELBRZDbDDONAFZEETHI LI —DDHEKT
HHN),

—3t— DR (—ODHUEDH B \VIIHEERLE & —DDEAEZOBE) REHRICT A & EEKIZ,
ZOMBOREENH B, EVHDL, —i—DFEFRICT AL, MBEZTERDOMFRE LTIRZRT
CLTLEHI L THDE, TNz X—DFE (Xid, BRABTOHRFIRETH 525, KiRLIZ
L0 HLEEORENL - BAMUSTETHLILERTIDOETE) IEBEEWZ A LIZLD,
AEDRRZTVALMEZBBRTHIENTE S, END Searle DAATHBLEFT R L. B
Bk, —HOMEDH L VTSR L —DODEFLOBMRLRIRICT AL TH D, £hig,
RELIC [—HOMED 5 idERE] (—HOBERWAK] OF25, XOFHr LKL T
WaHAH) FANBRZTRENIITAZIETHEL, ANBEZLIET (0Fh, [HL] #er
LML T LED TV L), BAEL—MEH SV IdHELE—NREOMEDL ) FefrEfbL
TL %,

BOIE, BEBDOEKR (sense) ThHb, ——DHERIZTEE, HIHED, BE—DOWED
BVIIHEE R EAEZOEK (sense) FHML, ZOEREL AL LI, BHRIEEZEND,
LA, XH—DOBRIZT AL, 2L 2R UREEZFALTH, TOERIILD I HIOPE
NPEETET, ZOEK (sense) £ D08 XERIZ%Z-TLE ), HlZIE, X
(x'x% %%, ") A HOUEHLVIHETLRETEE (X2 —HOMED BV iHELR
, x' . x" A OME B DV IEHEREEIRL, () WOBRHEEREL D LT DI,
BeADr—27T, H5BREOEKI - FEMVTERTHEL LT E), BALZDEE=X
(x% 3, x") 4E, EEELTERTEC, ERELUELY, .. x"DF0—2%
WHZFIILTH, ENLOIPHEEETELVE, AL %5 ([BHFBOER=x THNZL, T
HTH2), BABDER (sense) =X(x'x*x°,...x") &, x DEPKETH), x DFFH
RETH D (BOIDOx DFGHFAMLTETH, ShRMIZE, REFIVETEL) &, 1
RRTH-TdH, HHLDEKR (sense) =x LIIELD, PR VEKRT, S EHELZ2DLDELRD,
FEDOPDETHDL > TWE LV EKRT, WJRETHELEVINTH S,

Rk, BEZHOERTHL, —3—DERICTEE, HIHED, H—OHUED L WIIHERL
BAEFZOIR (HAWiE, TR Y REL, o> THRDODHLFFED, H—DHE % Ak
BT A LICE s TFDOHRRIEGRT LI ENTEDLI L IR D, ETAHD, XH—DRE
W35 e, AUREYEDTH, 2ROBEIEDL - T %, XPEAELDI/RERETHEL
Th, XE#WHEIERTAZLIITEY, HICXIZL o THEEHRRTIELLZRT, #oT
XEDMOAhDELY) THEZFIRTHE LIERI R 2D, BIZIE, X% 3, .. .x")—@E
HLOETR (EROREFH/TINET D) PAHETHLELTH, () NOx DD,
xDOHFELRETHLE, x~HAELZOIWROLII, x #HEICEATAI LICL > THER %
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BRTDIENTEY, fEoTXE x5, .x") WKLo THEERIERTH LAV, ()
WD x =2 b 2L, FERED L DBARNEIZZLDOT, fR$TAHLUE, () HDxH—
DUEFEL, e d—2UED x OFREVPEKILIN T RITNER L BV, ZOER
T, x~EAELZOWROBELIZRLZY, X&' x*x% .. .x") OBRZERIITERZVA, X
(xx® 2P x) WKk THRTAILIRTEDL, o CRiiltaed e < TH, Rkt
BIEPTEDBEFZ, 72 () ADx—2b%wh, Zhed () NOx&E&TOH
HVKRETHIE, &I HHREE<E-oTLEID, () HOxP—2UEFEL, L
PO—DOULED x DR EVBEFEINTHBERDY, SCikL Db IX, RI-NTVBELEFZ 5,

T TS 2% £ 912, Frege DFCREEGR & Searle DL HEROME L, —ETE2IE, x &

X(x'.x% %3, . .x") OHBIZEDSLDBDTH A, FOMEIZ, KOLHIZBEASIN TV, x=
BEHBDEK (sense), x=BHHZDESR, x—~HELZLDODIBRTHLDIIxL T, X
(x},x%,x%,...x") =EHLOEKE (sense), X(x',x? X2 EEEDI/RTH D, 65T,

x—@ﬁ%?%é@uﬁtf,Xu%#xﬁuxﬂmﬁﬁ%uté(~ﬁﬁ%f,%w%wﬁg
%, W BRNT, POMOHEEFETEOET L), bR, 43 THRTE/T LOME
REHERDLDOTHL, B, [Hh) e (RS & [ERNNE] v40) 28ATSC
W2ED, 20 x % X(xLxE k%, .0.x") 12T BT LI D, Frege MELhE AT 2 5 E
AETDRE, ZREBIETSIET, —HED/0H Searle DIBHATH Y, 0K
(BN A E OB OB S AREE 4> C, BALOER (sense) &IRAIHEE S,
BAHELOBER I LR THONAEWH) I ETHAE, LT, HEAHEIEREINLFHEOEFRIL
RDEH 2B,
[Frege] a speaker uses N to refer to O by x associated with N.

fit 5T, a speaker refers to O because and only because O satisfies x associated with N.

[Searle] a speaker uses N to refer to O by X (x!,x%.x®,...x") associated with N.
fiE 5 T, a speaker refers to O because and only because O satisfies X (xl,xz,XB,...x“)

associated with N.

NizEFESE, ORMEFHTLINLT )

RIS, HHEICHNTES I EPD D, [Nl BREDBEAIZL ST, —HERIEAZ LSRN
% Searle DFLIREFHIZHB VT H, Frege DIFE LM%, Kripke DIRIHE" 10k B &, [—HOMUE
HHCIIHEETIR] 25, HLAOFEHLFILL - TENMTE2ODELTIRZONTVEEENE, #
DOEROAFIZIN LT, XL x5 . .x") 1d, ETOFLFICEATELARXTH B, 72
72, A DREFEOHENILY, HADOFELFICED, () HOxDEPELD, x ORFHNE
BBHIHRT, TOEKRTIE, BAL4O&FLFIZL-TEILTHLEE XL S, 2F D, X
(x',x® k3, x") i, MR ARE LT, E@TOBELFICLE S TARETH LD, () AOE
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BIZE Y, BADFELFILLSTENTAEEZADTH A,

4. WRHGw

T ZTIk, RN LZRRBRE L A% SN T 5 Kripke & HLIHREF LTV 2 &IXT 5,
Z OB EMIE, &< £TH Kripke DERFGwHLE LT, ABREARBEROMEELHS »
WFBZElHBH, £DBFRT, Kripke DRRBFRH IS THMERHEH ZL12T 5,

Kripke (&, “A Puzzle about Belief” (1979) ® H T, “Naming and Necessity” (1972) %3k ¥
BT, RDEHICED,

In other writings, I developed a view of proper names closer in many ways to the old Millian
paradigm of naming than to the Fregean tradition which probably was dominant until recently.
According to Mill, a proper name is, so to speak, simply a name. It simply refers to its bearer, and
has no other linguistic function. In particular, unlike a definite description, a name does not
describe its bearer as possessing any special identifying properties.”
there are important theoretical reasons for viewing the “Naming and Necessity” approach in a
Millian light. In that work I argued that ordinarily the real determinant of the reference of names
of a former historical figure is a chain of communication, in which the reference of the name is
passed from link to link. Now the legitimacy of such a chain accords much more with Millian
views than with alternatives. For the view supposes that a learner acquires a name from the com-
munity by determining to use it with the same reference as does the community. We regard such a
learner as using “Cicero is bald” to express the same thing the community expresses, regardless of
variations in the properties different learners associate with ‘Cicero,’” as long as he determines that
he will use the name with the referent current in the community. That a name can be transmitted
in this way accords nicely with a Millian picture, according to which only the reference, not more
specific properties associated with the name, is relevant to the semantics of sentences c.ontaining
it. . . . we should not thereby forget that the legitimacy of such a chain suggests that it is just
preservation of reference, as Mill thought, that we regard as necessary for correct language learn-
ing. . . . The spirit of my earlier views, then, suggests that a Millian line should be maintained as
far as is feasible.””

Kripke DS EMN S, EASMill BIZIHIZWE T & HY, BHEIZGARN S, #3lL, Frege &
Frege DL % ik 1s Searle & Xt V. #RIZH H T & #R L, Frege—Searle xfMill—Kripke DX
AHE EA D, TIE, Mill & Kripke 1&, EDRTIHBLTWEDTHA ) »o Mill DERKE
2%, HEERARE IR, EAKIE, WRELDT HHEN LR, /o THRIZET S
MWEICERZ LIC, MEEIERTAEEXDH L7217 T, FIITIEEK (sense) D AT H4H
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REELBVEV) ZETHE, 2T, EEAIR, BebBENITEYT (B HEROZVE
W3 EY), HRERRT LT, HRERUNOSFHFEREZM—D2L LTHALZVLIDTH
5o £ LT, Kripke DERKEZIZ, EAHLAICHETIHEICEERRLIC (LEX, BA
BITBIELT, STILUELEMLALLTH, BAHZICE > THRRT A LT, MOEDY
bRV, HRTREICTZ2OR TV IEALIZEBERE—ETHET, ALHEDE
BRI E > TR—DIERETR, ZOL XL THEPLEFLDENHEZERL, - CH
ALOBRICELTRITHRE, ERONTL BIEEDE (a chain of communication) AEH %
DIREBEIZRESTHEV) T ETHL, 2%, BHADHERERET HDIE, EHAKIIHE
THAMETIEZS, EEORREHTHY, TOEKRT, SRERICLEL LD, FHRORE
Thbho €)LLEZD, MILDEZ L) IL—HTHLEINTWD, #F, WMHEIL, BEHEAIC
METLHE (HHVE, HRSNLHRIET HMHE) BRLZ TS, EIR (sense) D
AAELEE LT, FRBEEERE -2 TH, BELADERISITETHALETHHAT, I
BLTWDS, 2hid, IR EHERNOGROFEEZEEL, LAZTOERN IR ZERT
%o
“Naming and Necessity” DHC, FLabi¥am (& <IZ, Searle DELEE ) % H 7% h FEMICHLH
LD, TMEEOKRES] (a causal chain of communication) & ) #AEDRI-FTREDEE
HEBMHT 5, BRI, BAEROERERD L) 2@l LL, £0—2—2% B4 %
BT RHBoHH LT,
(1) To every name or designating expression “X,” there corresponds a cluster of properties, name-
ly the family of those properties ¢ such that A believes “¥ X.”
(2) One of the properties, or some conjointly, are believed by A to pick out some individual
uniquely.
(3) If most, or a weighted most, of the ¥ ’'s are satisfied by one unique object y, then y is the ref-
erent of “X.”
(4) If the vote yields no unique object, “X” does not refer.
(5) The statement, “If X exists, then X has most of the ¥'s” is known a priori by the speaker.
(6) The statement, “If X exists, then X has most of the % ’s” expresses a necessary truth (in the

idiolect of the speaker).””

EODPOEKBERTHADIEIIT L, BEQEEETHHIE LT, ROBKBZETS,
(i, ERTHALEINTVE),
Consider Richard Feynman, to whom many of us are able to refer. He is a leading contemporary
theoretical physicist. Everyone here (I'm surel) can state the contents of one of Feynman's theories

so as to differentiate him from Gell-Mann.However, the man in the street, not possessing these
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abilities, may still use the name “Feynman.” When asked he will say: well he’s a physicist or some-
thing. He may not think that this picks out anyone uniquely. I still think he uses the name “Feyn-

man” as a name for Feynman.””

AN I L, HREOWEDOH, —2 (HbVviE, EOPHAEDLEST) ohhid, i
DIDHhHIZ-ZNEFLT, 200G ERF;TONE I LIZ% D, L2 L, Feynman OFIH
RT LI, — DA HIE (FEMAFZL 5L, Feynman DEGFOHBEICOVWTH - TWAETH
A5y b, BZiX, Gell-Mann 7*5 Feynman % i3 - %) ¢ XBITEXATHA9), Feynman IZ
DVWTIEEALHOL D, HoTWThH, EAYHFEZRTHD I LT, £HIZL 5T Feyn-
man ZMHDADPSIE - EFVXFLTRGIONL EIZBbRTHA) (KX, WEFEETH
Aol 1, Feynman 7217 T% <, MOANIZLEZAHI ETHHNS), #NTH, “Feynman” &
V) AR FH LC, Feynman LW ) AMEIRRT A LD TEDLDTHAB, 2F D, Feyn-
man [Z2WTC, BAYHEETHLIEMLPHSL LT, ZRIZL> THHDO AL EDS
o ZDVXHTERLSTH, HEADIERIZNEET, Feynman & W) ADZET & LT “Feyn-
man” W) ZETRFERHTADTH L, HIZE 21X, Feynman OFNE, HEOMWEZIZEEREL <,
EAHEZDIRPTRTHSZ LR LT 5,

MEQERETHHIE LT, ROEKBIZZEITE,

In the case of Goédel that's practically the only thing many people have heard about him—that he
discovered the incompleteness of arithmetic. Does it follow that whoever discovered the incom-
pleteness of arithmetic is the referent of “Gédel”? Imagine the following blatantly fictional situa-
tion. {I hope Professor Godel is not present.) Suppose that Godel was not in fact the author of this
theorem. A man named “Schmidt,” whose body was found in Vienna under mysterious circum-
stances many years ago, actually did the work in question. His friend Godel somehow got hold of
the manuscript and it was thereafter attributed to Gédel. On the view in question, then, when our
ordinary man uses the name “Godel,” he really means to refer to Schmidt, because Schmidt is the
unique person satisfying the description, “the man who discovered the incompleteness of arithme-
tic.” . . . since the man who discovered the incompleteness of arithmetic is in fact Schmidt, we,
when we talk about “Goédel,” are in fact always referring to Schmidt. But it seems to me that we
are not. We simply are not.”?

WREAGNIE B L, HEMRIE, EHAIKET L —HOMEOPTOERLIDEIZLA LHE
SHBZLIZED, ZOEBELDERWII L L) T ETHE, Lo L, Godel—Schmidt D
Blix, ) TlEBEVIEERT, B, Godel IKTDVTALDHI-> T3 I ED, AeetE
HERRLAZLAEZTFEEL, ZLIAELSEERLZERL2DON, Fik Godel Tid%i <,
“Schmidt” &) BZRIDAM TH o7z T Ho b LAEBNIHED & $ UL, HAT “Godel” |2
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¥ % FESE FLak “the man who discovered the incompleteness of arithmetic” % {ii &£ & ¥ 5 D i,
Schmidt &\ ) A TH - T, Godel THEWVI LIZRD, 29 ThHbETNIE, A4 HHE
“Godel” I LT, Godel IZDWTEHLTWADIZ, HHARL TWAHDIE, EBRIZ Schmidt
THAEV)Z LIl ->TLE ) 2O LA EBORKRIIANSL L, KDL HITk B,

M#V . Godel—Schmidt Dl

Schmidt ——————— he discovered the incompleteness of arithmetic
'I
’
II
(reference) ’
/I
/
’/
/
“Godel”-=-mmmemeseenmeee “the man who discovered the incompleteness of arithmetic”

MEVIZBWT, ZHT “Godel” DIFRYIE, Ak Godel TH BIX$ 2 DI, %H] “Godel” 12
9 % FEERCIE “the man who discovered the incompleteness of arithmetic” (4% : he discovered
the incompleteness of arithmetic) % {life &8 % DA% Schmidt Td 5%, %I “Godel” DIGRYAH
Schmidt 122 5 TLE ) &) TEDPREINS, £ LzREVE, REVOBEZDOLD (&
BREROFAME, SHERERMOBMLY H42 L) ICHEFH LI EAHERWIIKRT LIS
b, FOMBHE ED X ) IS 22DV TIE, Searle E 2 /% ¢4 &, Godel—Schmidt
DB FIROFUMEEERTEE LTRZ T L2 RWTHS ). 2 THROTEEN % FR
5 &, %&HI “Godel” 12 & 5 T Schmidt ZHRTHEVH) T L% -TLEINLTH 5o
Kripke IZ & - Tid, Godel—Schmidt DFiE, HEDH 5V IIHELLEDNADARLEMEZRT D
DTHY, ENOHICERLRL, BEABOHRRVIETHSZ & (LR “Godel” 12X - T Godel %
FRTAHIE) ZRTIDTHY, f-T, MRVDOEEIID%D 5TV T &R 5,

DEDZHIEEDT, £ DREBIEHET - #HT D2 LI2L 5T, Kripke i3, FLHBRERIC
WOFPBEERBL O, 2 LABREELT, HEHLVIIHELHICEGREZ, 20 E
K (sense) DAAXLELETIZ, BHEADBRYWRETHLEVIHWIEL TN, £L
T, FCREROFIEIX, HICKAMZODOTIER L, BERIIELELIDTHEHELTVE, EW
ADIE, T T3 TENAL)IE, BEHLIVIBELERPEHAZ EMSI»DETEHDb STV A
L4 B0, FLikEE (Frege ICL A, Searle ICLA) OKHIRTH - 725 T, ZOKFIRZD
bDEBETENLTH b,

WA MBI, HREZE-2EDERSTE (RETS) CLOBLEIMLALLEEZL L),
BlzZIE, BLOUKATH-TD, OADLSIZ- D EXFLT, RAETRDZITHAEIZEZ, £D
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L) REUPLETHLEPEFMPNTY, MEIZIEIONZVTHS ), KRAOWE, WY
L B, TOMOILE—D—DBIF TV oTh, EROKAEZRSID0DOLETF4
HFIZZR D220 THE )0 ED—D—2%, MIODANIIDERLIETHAINb, LIHD,
FEALHER S (RERCHF2ETEWVWRY), RALEBHEHNICEALZEDbA LRI T
LEDThhb, ) LIRBEIZRMF VTV 206 T #, Searle 12, Frege & ) —KEICHED T,

(BN MAETEALLES 2, T7/-FFEIZ, Kripke i, Searle & ) BiZ—#H%IEDT,
BHHVEIHERB L DEDLN 2EBELZEER Do 7272, Searle D [FEN] BESICEALT, &
TLHIEMEIL, HAVIZELBICFHFMEINTVAEEEILZWEIICEDbNE, ZHhd, —DI2id,
Frege=Searle & L CTRIF] L7 CTREABAERBIIEZ SN TVENLTHAH, [HN] BMEEAD
AEOFRIZ, BB L7z X(x',x%, %3, . .x") A, ERABRNEEICHT 5 —D0@RE L L
TRRENIZEV)IRIZHHEEZ LN D,

Kz, REOEREHIZONTTH S,

Someone, let’'s say, a baby, is born; his parents call him by a certain name. They talk about him
to their friends. Other people meet him. Through various sorts of talk the name is spread from
link to link as if by a chain. A speaker who is on the far end of this chain, who has heard about,
say Richard Feynman, in the marketplace or elsewhere, may be referring to Richard Feynman
even though he can’t remember from whom he first heard of Feynman or from whom he ever
heard of Feynman. He knows that Feynman is a famous physicist. A certain passage of com-
munication reaching ultimately to the man himself does reach the speaker. He then is referring to
Feynman even though he can’t identify him uniquely. He doesn’t know what a Feynman diagram is,
he doesn’'t know what the Feynman theory of pair production and annihilation is. Not only that:
he’d have trouble distinguishing between Gell-Mann and Feynman . So he doesn’t have to know
these things, but, instead, a chain of communication going back to Feynman himself has been estab-
lished, by virtue of his membership in a community which passed the name on from link to link,
not by a ceremony that he makes in private in his study: “By ‘Feynman’ I shall mean the man who
did such and such and such and such.” . .. On our view, it is not how the speaker thinks he got
the reference, but the actual chain of communication, which is relevant.*’

In general our reference depends not just on what we think ourselves, but on other people in the
community, the history of how the name reached one, and things like that. It is by following such a
history that one gets to the reference. . . .

A rough statement of a theory might be the following: An initial “baptism” takes place. Here the

object may be named by ostension, or the reference of the name may be fixed by a description.

When the name is “passed from link to link,” the receiver of the name must, I think, intend when
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he learns it to use it with the same reference as the man from whom he heard it. If [ hear the name
“Napoleon” and decide it would be a nice name for my pet aardvark, I do not satisfy this

.. 6
condition.®

Kripke DEENPL 505 & 912, HEORREHIL, KDL IZHHINL, TR,
tn4 (baptism : A2 B L& TOHBE) MWMihbhb, 204RxbAAN-LHFHME, LT
MONzLDHE, ELTELDOALZEDEE, ZLTEHOANLLEM L) BEIS,
PO LD 5728 )L, RPOLRNEZFDZRDILA > TV E, R0 HRNEZFDZRIHZITHE
BTV, 2D LI BADLSANEZIFHESNTO EHEORPEESHOF T, &Hix v 7-H
FOADBZEDLZRNZL > THIHFEDH R IR T HDOL BT LT, ATV ZRANZ
DEI—DAFN L > TEDOR—DORREIRRT 5 L) BEIL, BRIOENS (B DHIFEDLH
B, HLFEDOHEERIBRTAI L) ZHBL, TNHBADLLANEHEAIA TN, £,
WBENTARADPSHEZORB AT LAT THRL, —FRIOLD o —HEOEEDED L
Vb DTHhb, LT, HEZOZHIZL > TEDEDH R LTERT A, #HELLEHV 2
ENTH, ZOAFMTIFEINDGHRIZOVTHIHSL LT, ZOHREMD D DN SHXFIT
ERThH, BHIZSAIE, ZORREESED LEFTIONRLTYH, ZONREIERIIER
LTWwaIEilebd, EVIHIDIE, DEDL) LI EMTebRTVRAIHEDO—BTHIE )
LT, ZOMEOHEEHOFIIVDL I LR, ZOMMEOREEMIZL > TEDAHI
DIFTRIVTRE ENDHETH 5,

FOL) RIGEOREEBIE, FLFONMLEICELY 2HOI LR LI (BEAICHEL
T, HEVIIHRIELT, EELFEMIZEREL, ME2Z21500E, 72Lxdbo728 L TH, @
BROTRIZIEFRY L2 VE), BALZDOETRERETHIDTHLEV) T LI, E-T
BAEZEHRORRERICED, BEMLIBRERTIEIIRD, 7272, RUIOGHDEIIT,
EELRIZX o THALDIRRPREINAZ ENHLELTEY, FOEKRT, lhERH T
WEATEADME, bLTERLTZLLIE, RUOBHOBEITLV) T LIIHDBY Z0
HIZBL T, BEM@mSHEINEEZATHL, Bz L, BRMOBEAZOER (HEWOWmHA)
EENLRBEOER EDPREIZORD > TWATT TR, RUDHEHOEETL, WEMLH
MFExH5ELT, ~BLIEAREHG® TR 5 D28, Devitt @ Designation TH 5o

FREDEEORREHICEHT AHHN OB TE S L1, Kripke DEREEEGRIZIZ, D74l
ELAEODRBOIHILLEERL D, Bk, BRYWOBAROMER (RMOGHR) &ENIUEOER
rHRRBIAE T TS, wbwd [¥7] ORRERIZELPEINTRLEIETHEL, D5,
BHEL—F LFHEORRMBRIE, [57] OREMFEE L TCHBASINLZ LIRS, 20U
FLT, wbwd [33] ORREFBIIELEFECILEZERTIEFE LV S, 62 1L,
“The Causal Theory of Names” (1973) O T, MR L3 LFOKNEMHR* £RT 5 Kripke #



WB FA S OTER
FHE L A0 b, BRWICHESINAHREBELOXFAEEHT 55 LFOMOKREEHRDOAIZ
EREEDLEDL LI L, ©LAMRDIKE - TEY &3 LFEIFREOBROMICZ FHEE LK
RERDFHET A & Evans (3R T 5, Taw, EHOXMBHIOMETIERL, [¥7] & [3
] ORFEEFROMERBEE LTRZ T Z LD, RERDLETHAED, BHEOCHELOHEH%
HHT 52, (23] ORRMEBROBHSLEATNRTHD Z L, I THD, £, &
LFOARLEAENTHEILETHEL Wiw, MONLLE—HTEHET, WELHETFELS & T
LERIHEN), EVIHIDIE, BHEROIERIE, SELFEFLEDLIICEZLNTIELL, $L
FCOEBFZBDOELNTDEREMEDOMDON-BIMKTFT AT, RESNDI I LIZh T
BNOTHbD, £DEHIZ, EBEOREFOHIET, BMAXOEHIZL > THRT L8, 405 L
FREDL I LEHFH > TOLOPPEHINATLE ), FOHICE LT, Evans™id, B4
BLORDOREDORIZ, BELRBREHNFHELL2O0PELFOERTHL L LT L, F-0HEL
MELT, [F32] ORNRBROEELZERL, TOEKREIHHL LI, BFHLFOERR
EAZOEAAIMO &I YT 7 2 b (FlAIE, Wettstein™id, 2352 2 b 250 EK TR
L, Ei0&LLTY, HEN - LML IDETLED D) LDML2DMEbL ) HNEHI L
BoTLABTHA), £=1F, BAROFHOHEH - EFRMTH D, LW HDiL, BEHZDIE
i, BADFELFICL > THRESNAD TR, HEROSHEBEZ I FHEOMOA
7mHE—HTHET, HADOFELFVEELICLBERETR)) 26 ThHA, LIL, #0454
(2B L Tid, Kripke HE, TNEHBIIEHAL TWBLIEE 22V, £ LEERITHLHZ
L, FETHEH, FNrBAT A DA, Putnam TS, Putnam 13, Kripke DHRBEHH % <
AN, BFOE% (Putnam (X, Kripke @ “baptism” D4 0 12, “introducing event” % fHH 4
%) DOEFZITIE, HERBIZE > TEAEZHDIRSRE S NED, FRUBEOREAZHOFERHIL
RO L ARMICHETT T D L35, £LT, Kripke DHRERIZE > TEELR I L
i, EEZOEHAPHENTHAL I ETIEARL, Z0HEAMKIZHLT L L, HEIZBITLEHED
5% (division of linguistic labor) &) FEZ % HEAT2Y, DF 0, HEHOSELHELLT,
FHNRELFE, AEGOWRREYRETLIOIILELIDERM—DL LTH-TBLT, 727/
EFRO—B L LTH) 21T T, ZOEMOMEKEHENRENEAXLOIRRERETHILIIRD,
Pt > TRIAD.LHEIIRRED, EREBOBRERETHEDOERIZEI RN AW LIl D, LD
<, Evans L T%, Putnam (2L T3, [Fa| ORREFRE EEH L TB L) 5T, 3
HBMLTWBLEFERLETHA )N, Evans 3 LFOEBEROEFRK L MM T 5 DI2x LT, Putnam
MNEDEHRY*BEL, SahOTELVIENAN - HHAMTHHRATLIOTH 2,
= 2T, Kripke O#HII3 T 5 Searle DRV LA AT &12F 5,
Often, in fact, one does make what I called parasitic references using a proper name: often the only

identifying description one associates with a name “N” is simply the “object called N in my com-

_45‘_
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munity or by my interlocutors”. In such a case, my use of the name is parasitic on other speakers’
use of the name in the sense that my reference, using a name to which [ can attach only the Inten-
tional content “called N”, is successful only if there are now or have been other people who use or
have used the name “N” and attach a semantic or Intentional content of a completely different sort.
. . . the “causal chain of communication” is simply a characterization of the parasitic cases seen from an

. .
external point of view. )

Searle |2 LT, EHHOFEMIRE L, AIEHEL THE—EIONINED, BilHD
LHITHEN TV D GLATE S IR TV D, REHNEI R L) ZHOBET,
DAL DFECHIZHFALET, ZHizFERTAL2% L, TNTAROERYTiE %5
ETHb, D%, LB N IZBET HHEE T “the object called N in my community or by my
interlocutors” # WL S5 I LIZE Y, AR ‘N BEZOMEEI/RT LI LI b, ZOFE
BFEROBIC & T, Kripke DEHRBGR TS L ENTE, (- CRABEBTHoHBED
DCELTWE, £2°C, BREVLE, HEORREHEE I, ArL0BOTRONTFAY
BIOHEBEIITELNDDTHAHLELTVWAZETHL, FhUE, F—DOFENHFIL, SLbhHEHmD
BE, A\BHORHLEPOHEINLZDIT LT, HERERBOHE, ARA»OLHMEINLIITE
LTWIEEEKRT S,

X x* < x)=EEROFRE VIO REFERA LTS 2, () AL, x23—2bkith
i, FBREATREE 255, xA—D2Th ML, WHELLZLRT, 22TXx—~EHFLDIE
REFENEROB LTI, RRRERBICL > TETHBEI DI LR 5B, 2D X(x) NOMHE
—@ x A%, “the object called N in my community or by my interlocutors” & 72 %, #NIIxF L C,

() ADxB—2b 7L, ERPANEIZZDIET THSHA, TR THIRIEERIZH
BTHEHDS, XE)—EALOERERY, BFE < ICHFRRL, BRPTERTH S LT B0,
Kripke DB CThH b, 22T, BICHLARTHIERTWEEWV) T L2 DL ) IZHIRT
EPN X% DDOHh, BoH%BVON), MEELRL, xIZkbETE, XK —~BEEHDER
ERY, x 25 ITE, XGO)-EHEEOERER S, SVARBZ L, HEVHEIZH D
ZRTTIFEN TV D L) 2 EiE, ABORNKGE (BRRNCEELT, SELFIEOPTER S
HEHDHWVITHERLR) »oiz o, X)—=EEHADIRRE LB, HFE (ZEOHR
HEHTZIT AN B AN X BIEROMLT) oz shiuE, XE)~EERDOIERE LD,
b LU EDEIRASIE LT hug, Searle DFEMEMAHRICLTH, Kripke DHEHFGRHIZL TH, i
X(x' x5, x)EALOIEREV) RARSERTEAI LIIR), MEDSENILZITS
NG LIZRLY, BUSHLI LI E, TN2EMITHIDOLEERDNL DI, Kripke B,
BEACHEELT, FLFEIFSTSELUEDAVIIHERL AL EEL, EXAZLEEOHTH
D, F7zSearle IZL T, (LEOHREHVERIEETCNEILEZFEDOTEY, LLEEAA
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DIREHBAT LD, EHLOPEKEMNTHL0N, MEICE > TEE) KBIITHBE VD HEE
Thb, BiZ, EHEAIZIIFCHREEEIIZC, SHEBEL LTHH01%, BREBEELZTTHL LW
IEBELIDHL, L2L, REMILZThEROLWI LI, BAERICEHETLMED L\ ITH
ERCIRAT—D LA\ ) % Kripke 2EH T A2 &L TH D, Fhid, Frege D x—~EHAELDIERZ
FBRLTLEV, Searle DI BmOBENICIE, LTFLILTEDOOLNDLEEFEARR-TL
¥, - T, Frege DECi M & Searle DFLBREFBOME L IEFEICIRZ TB I EPEEE L
LEDTH5,

5. k&I

FEAHEZDERIELT, BRHOETER, ichPiw (Frege & Searle), WEPF (Kripke) DNE
FFCHRT LT & 7245, B2, Frege MFChBEEE, Searle DRLEEFE, % L T Kripke DR R
mDMEZ R ISERNT, BB LT 5,

FEAHLDOEREMED D VEHEELROBBIZOVWTERIE, kDL 1% b,

[Frege] x—[&H % D¥aR
[Searle] X (x',x%,x%,.. x") ~EHLOER [FEMEROBE] X&) —~EHLNER
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