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35 Naming and Necessity p.48 Let's call something a rigid designator if in every possible world it 

designates the same object, a nonrigid or accidental designator if that is not the case.
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38 Naming and Necessity preface p.21 I also ignore the distinction between ‘de jure’ rigidity, where the 

reference of a designator is stipulated to be a single object, whether we are speaking of the actual world 

or of a counterfactual situation, and mere ‘de facto' rigidity, where a description such that Fx’ 

happens to use a predicate ‘F' that in each possible world is true of one and the same unique object (e.g., 

‘the smallest prime' rigidly designates the number two). Clearly my thesis about names is that they are 

rigid de jure, but in the monograph I am content with the weaker assertion of rigidity.
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39 Naming and Necessity p.49 Those who have argued that to make sense of the notion of rigid 

designator, we must antecedently make sense of 'criteria of transworld identity' have precisely reversed 

the cart and the horse; it is because we can refer (rigidly) to Nixon, and stipulate that we are speaking 

of what might have happened to him (under certain circumstances), that 'transworld identi-fications' are 

unproblematic in such cases.
40 2.141
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59 Naming and Necessity p.96 When the name is 'passed from link to link',the receiver of the name 

must, I think, intend when he learnsit to use it with the same reference as the man from whom he 

heard it.
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 The thesis that names are rigid in simple sentences is, however, equivalent 

(ignoring complications arising from the possible nonexistence of the object)to the thesis that if a 

modal operator governs a simple sentence containing a name, the two readings with large and small 

scopes are equivalent. This is not the same as the doctrine that natural language has a convention that 

only the large scope reading is allowed. In fact, the equivalence makes sense only for a language where 

both readings are admissible

72 Naming and Necessity , preface , p.13 ‘ What  “Aristotle was fond of dogs.” expresses might 

have been the case.’ 
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