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89 C+. A proposition p is semantically expressed by s only if p is included in the 

information a competent speaker would assert and intend to convey by an assertive utterance of s in 

any context c in which s is used with its literal meaning by conversational participants who understand 

s, provided that (i) s is not used metaphorically, ironically, or sarcastically in c, and (ii) the presumption 

that the speaker intends to commit himself or herself to p is not defeated by a conversational 

implicature to the contrary.

90 SC2. A proposition p is the proposition semantically expressed by a sentence 

s if and only if (i) p satisfies C+, and (ii) for any other proposition q satisfying (i), the fact that p 

satisfies (i), explains why q does as well, and not vice versa.
91 sc1 Snow 

is white 1 Snow is white s 2 That claim 
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Since there seems to be no better candidate, it is 

reasonable to identify the proposition semantically expressed by (1) with

this singular, Russellian proposition.
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108 Typically, the names we use to designate objects that 

no longer exist are descendants of names introduced by past speakers whose acquaintance with the 

objects facilitated their ability to name them.
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Joseph
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Mary says that she is a member of an otherwise all male group of adults, 

and that some member of the group is a barber who all and only those men in the group who don't 

shave themselves.
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151 The cure for this error is to recognize that semantic claims about the 

expressions of a language are not claims about the individual psychologies, or states of mind, of 

language users; rather, they are social claims about the conventions and commonalities found in a 

linguistic community. Hilary Putnam
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P1.

The proposition that if n is F, then something is both F and G = the proposition that if 

the G is F, then something is both F and G.. 

P2.

The proposition that if the G is F, then something is both F and G is a necessary truth. 

C.

The proposition that if n is F, then something is both F and G is a necessary truth.

C´.

The G is such that the proposition that if it is F, then something is both F and G is a 

necessary truth. 
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P1. Bill asserted that if n exists, then n is F.

P2. It is a necessary truth that if n exists, then n is F.

C. Bill asserted a necessary truth. 

P1´ Bill asserted [that: n exists Fn]

P2´ (the x: Gx)[  (x exists  Fx)] 

C´ p [Bill asserted p and p is a necessary truth] 
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Hence, the proposition expressed by Jones believes that the actual F was G, in C, is true when 

evaluated at an arbitrary world w, iff in w, Jones believes of  that the unique thing that "was 

F" in it "was G."

Jones believes that the actual F was G
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164 Beyond Rigidity p.44  P3. If the content of Aristotle, as used in a context C, were identical with 

the content of the actual F, as used in C, then (i) the contents of (propositions expressed by) Aristotle 

was G and The actual F was G in C would be the same; (ii) the propositions expressed by abelieves

that Aristotle was G and  believes that the actual F was G, in C, would be necessarily equivalent; 

and (iii) Cl would be false. C

Aw

Aw

Aristotle was G the actual F was G ( ) Jones 

believes that Aristotle was G Jones believes that the actual F was G

n the x: actually Fx
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