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Draft Names, Logical Form and Syntactic Externalism N.A. Pinillos 1. Introduction In A Puzzle About Belief, Saul Kripke tells the story of a person caught in a classic Frege case. Peter is unaware that Paderewski the famous Polish politician, and Paderewski the famous Polish musician, are one and the same person. What is supposed to distinguish this Frege case from many others is that Peter associates a single name, 'Paderewski' with both of his conceptions. But not everyone may agree with this description. Richard Larson and Peter Ludlow, and Robert Fiengo and Robert May have suggested that Peter's idiolect contains two 'Paderewski' names (or syntactic expressions). Just as ordinary English speakers may have two 'bank' words each with its own meaning, Peter has two homophonic names each corresponding to one of his conceptions of Paderewski. I will call this position, which will be subject to further clarification, 'the two-name view'. According to the two-name view, the syntactic facts concerning an agent's language should reflect, in this peculiar way, her own perspective on the world. In this sense then, the two-name view is a symptom of an individualistic conception of the words that make up a person's language. The individualistic conception has been invoked by those authors to shed light on Frege's puzzle and related themes. I will have little to say directly about this application of the thesis. I hope to show that the view, taken on its own, is philosophically rich and worthy of attention. I will argue that accepting orthodoxy in the philosophy of language requires the individualistic conception. The point can be put in the following way. The rejection of the
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two-name view has two consequences. First, it creates a dilemma: either give up the idea that names should be treated in the manner of individual constants, or accept a type of externalism about syntactic facts. The latter is surprising since externalism has been thought to apply to content but certainly not to the vehicles of content.1 Second, it forces us to give up a standard understanding of logical form. Both consequences are out of step with orthodoxy in the philosophy of language. Conservatism then, needs the two-name view. It turns out, however, that the position has serious difficulties. I argue that the two-name view is in conflict with two basic principles which ground linguistic communication and word accquisition. The good news is that giving up orthodoxy won't seem so bad once alternatives are put on the table. I will say what those alternatives are, but I will not defend them here. The paper is organized into three main sections. In section two, I argue against the two-name view. In section three, I make the case that the dilemma mentioned above is real. In the third section, I show how the rejection of the two-name view should lead us to revise orthodox conceptions of logical form. I make the point by formulating a puzzle, which I hope may be of interesting on its own right. 2. Three Arguments Against The Two-Name View I will argue against the two-name view. This is the thesis that Peter has two 'Paderewski' names in his language.2 I will have to make this thesis more precise, but let me start with some possible motivations: (i) The symbols that compose a person's idiolect are themselves mental representations. Since Peter has two mental representations for Paderewski, then he has two names for him. For an elaboration of this line of thought see, for example, Ludlow (1999, chapter 1). (ii) A related idea is that Peter has two
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'Paderewski' entries in his lexicon just as normal English speakers have two 'Bank' entries in their lexicon. See Larson and Ludlow (1993) for an elaboration of this view.3 (iii) Fiengo and May (2006) do not claim that Peter has two Paderewski names. They reserve 'name' for symbols orthographically individuated (so that Peter just has one 'Paderewski' name on this use). Rather, they say that Peter has two 'syntactic expressions', where these are the sorts of things that are properly said to have semantic content. Among other reasons, they justify their thesis by claiming that ordinary speakers believe that co-spelled expressions that do not co-refer should be distinct.4 Since Peter believes that some of his 'Paderewski' occurrences do not corefer, he will, so as to respect his belief, have two distinct 'Paderewski' expressions.5 (iii) A related idea is that Peter might claim that he has two 'Paderewski' names and that we should consider him to be an authority on his idiolect.6 So much for motivation. Let me now sketch an alternative to the two-name view. It is the "one-name" view, nicely summed up by Graeme Forbes (1996):



…while we could say that there are two names in Peter's idiolect, it seems more likely that he uses just one, mistakenly thinking there are two, just as he met only one person, mistakenly thinking there are two…certainly, Peter did not introduce two names into his idiolect via some private and explicit dubbing, but rather, takes himself to have picked up two names in the usual sort of way. What seems right is that in Peter's mind there are two distinct groupings of information, or two dossiers, his uses of
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'Paderewski' sometimes linked to one and sometimes to the other (from footnote 12). The key point here is that just as Peter bears a "divided" cognitive relation to Paderewski, so does he to 'Paderewski'. In my view, words are objects with as much reality as chairs, planets and people, and certainly capable of giving rise to similar confusion. I add that given the in-principle possibility of Frege case confusions arising for most objects, a special argument is needed to say why syntactic expressions are exempt. It is now time to be more precise about the two-name view. Given that 'name' may be used in a variety of ways, what conception does the two-name view invoke? In trying to give an answer to this question, I warn against some forms of conventionalism. The defender of the two-name view could take herself to be stipulating the meaning of a new technical term, call it 'name*' in which it comes out that true, by definition, that Peter has two Paderewski names*. This wouldn't be an attractive move for two reasons. First, you cannot stipulate things into existence. The two-name view entails that there are two Paderewski names, which prima facie entails the existence of two things. Second, their technical conception, name*, must play a certain role in the theory of language. However, there is no guarantee that this role is consistent with the claim that Peter has two Paderewski names.* So one can't simply stipulate that the two-name view is correct. A milder conventionalism stipulates that by 'name*', one is to mean a use of an orthographically individuated name. And it might be independently thought that Peter has two uses of the orthographically individuated name 'Paderewski'.
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The problem here is that it is plausible that name-uses, in the intended sense, are subject to the principles of "Acquisition" and "Identification" described below, and hence subject to my argument against the two-name view. That is, once we think hard about how to individuate uses, we may very well want to reject the claim that Peter has two uses of 'Paderewski'. Since stipulation is not the way to go, I will explore the idea that the twoname view concerns an existing conception. Some options can be ruled out. For instance, names cannot be orthographically individuated. On this view, there wouldn't be two 'Paderewski' names. Relatedly, names can't behave like indexicals (Recanati 1997, Pelczar and Rainsbury 1998) or like predicates (Burge 1974, Elbourne 2005, Geurts 2005, Higginbotham 1988, Larson and Segal 1995). According to these theories, a single expression can pick out different objects depending on the occasion, so there is no need to posit multiple names to do the job. For example, in Tyler Burge's theory, the single expression 'that Aristotle' can pick out different individuals depending on the context. The orthodox conception of names in the philosophy of language treats them like individual constants.7 On this view, a name in a language is neither a predicate nor a context sensitive expression. It is a singular term whose extension relative to a world is at most one object, its referent. I emphasize that the individual constant view is compatible with a number of semantic theses. For example, it is compatible with Fregean and Millian theories of names. Now, on the individual constant view, if two name tokens refer to different objects, then the tokens are tokens of different names. Since Peter thinks that
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some of his 'Paderewski' tokens refer to different people, he will think that the tokens are of distinct names. Since individualist conceptions of names will take Peter's perspective as a guide to name individuation, the individual constant view will seem like a natural choice for the two-name defender. Accordingly, for the rest of the paper I will be using 'name' in this sense.8 Before I get to the argument against the two-name view, I offer an important caveat. I am interested in showing that Peter's idiolect does not contain two Paderewski names. It is important that my claim is not simply about his public language. I think it is fairly uncontroversial to show that. 9 And if we identify a person's idiolect with her public language, then the result immediately follows. For example, Mark Richard (1990 page 181) suggests that "Peter's spoken dialect is ours" and so one ought to reject the twoname view. I do not want to argue this way. I think there is a perfectly good sense in which a person's idiolect is almost always distinct from their public language. In fact, my argument is consistent with the claim that there are no public languages at all. Given these remarks, how then should one understand talk of a person's idiolect? One might try to follow Noam Chomsky (1995) in speaking of an "I-language" which must be understood as being "internal", "individual" and "intensional". I find these notions too theoretical if taken as starting assumptions. Furthermore, one of the major claims of this paper is that it is plausible that words are individuated externally. For my purposes, it will suffice to point out one difference between an idiolect and a public language that is hard to deny. Usually, an idiolect will contain less words than the corresponding public language. This is why it makes sense to say that one learns new words (of English, say). This small fact already shows that there is a difference between a
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person's idiolect and her public language and one that we can recognize pre-theoretically. Hence my claim that Peter does not have two 'Paderewski' names for Paderewski can be understood at this pre-theoretic level without having to make hard decisions at the outset about what an idiolect is supposed to be. My arguments rely on two assumptions about names in an idiolect. I dub these “Acquisition” and “Identification”.



Acquisition. There are cases similar to the paradigm cases (such as the one given below) in which a person may learn a name from someone else. In those cases (and as a result), the participants come to share the same name.



Here is a paradigm case: A competent person who does not possess the name 'Bill Clinton' asks his friend who the U.S. president was in 1999. His friend says: 'His name is “Bill Clinton”. He was a governor of Arkansas. Bill Clinton attended Georgetown and Yale. His wife Hilary is running for president…' In normal circumstances, giving information like this is enough for the agent to learn the name in question. Furthermore, it is very natural to suppose that as a result, the participants come to share the same name. In fact, if there is ever a case where two agents share the same name, this should be one. Here’s my second assumption: Identification. If an agent utters a sentence managing to successfully communicate with another agent and there is nothing defective about the exchange, then the second agent has correctly identified the words in the sentence.



7



This condition makes use of the notion of “correctly identifying a word”. It is natural to think that if I utter a sentence intending to communicate with you, I have an expectation that you will correctly identify the words I have used. On the other side of things, hearers will attempt to correctly identify the words in the utterances they hear. Although much more could be said about these claims, these truisms exemplify the sense of “correctly identifying a word” that I mean to invoke, and make it sufficiently clear for the purposes of this paper. At the margins, there are cases of successful linguistic communication where words haven't been properly identified. This may happen if something prevented the hearer from identifying the words spoken, yet she was still able to infer what was said from the conversational context and the other words in the speech. These sorts of cases aren’t counter-examples to "Identification" since we readily judge that they are defective to some degree. 2.1 The First Argument--Using only "Acquisition". I assume, in accordance with the two-name view, that Peter has two 'Paderewski' names in his idiolect. But let us backtrack a bit and give a plausible story about how he might have gotten the names.10 Suppose Jones possesses a single name 'Paderewski' and knows Paderewski as both the musician and the politician. One day at a music festival, Peter (who has never heard of Paderewski before) asks Jones: 'Who is that guy playing the piano?' Jones answers 'That is Paderewski'. Sometime later, at a political rally, Peter turns to Jones and asks 'Who is the guy giving the speech'. Jones answers: 'That is Paderewski'. Peter, who
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thinks that politicians aren't musicians thinks that there are two "Paderewski" persons and hence comes to possess two names in accordance with the two-name view. The problem for the two-name view arises because it seems as if each of the two acquisitions described above satisfy "Acquisition". If this is right, then we must also accept that the names acquired are identical to Jones' single 'Paderewski' name. And this in turn means that Peter has acquired one name and not two. That was my first argument against the two-name view. I note that it may be resisted by denying that the second exchange above is a proper instance of "Acquisition". The duplicating factor might render it dissimilar enough to the paradigm cases. I spare the reader a long discussion about what should or should not count as "similar enough" to the paradigm cases. I will settle for noting the prima facie plausibility for my claim, and give two more arguments that aren't subject to this sort of criticism. 2.2 The Second Argument--Using both "Identification" and "Acquisition". I am assuming that Peter has two names. I dub these 'Paderewskim' and 'Paderewskip' respectively for the names Peter associates with the musician and politician properties.11 Suppose that Paderewski is walking in the park. Smith (who has never heard of Paderewski before) and Peter are also in the park. Smith asks Peter about the walking man. Peter, who thinks the walking man is the musician, utters 'That is Paderewskim, he is a living legend in Poland'. Crucially, the information given, does not hint at the idea that the man in the park is a musician rather than a politician. This seems like a noncontroversial case where Jones now comes to possess 'Paderewskim' according to "Acquisition".
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A few weeks later Peter finds himself in the park again with another friend, Gonzalo. Paderewski is walking by but this time Peter recognizes him as the politician. Gonzalo (who like Jones never has heard of Paderewski before) asks Peter about the walking man. Peter responds by uttering 'That is Paderewskip, He is a living legend in Poland.' Peter does not hint at the idea that the walking man is a politician as opposed to a musician. Paralleling what happened with Jones, this seems like a non-controversial case where Gonzalo now comes to possess 'Paderewskip' in accordance with "Acquisition". Reflecting about what Gonzalo and Jones know about Paderewski from the exchange with Peter, it is perfectly plausible that they can come to believe a lot of the same things about the Polish legend and that each of them has but a single name for him. Imagine now that Gonzalo and Jones meet for the first time. They can have the following perfectly felicitous conversation about Paderewski. Jones: Have you heard of Paderewski? ; Gonzalo: Yes, of course, the Polish legend. I saw Paderewski in the park last night. This is trouble for the two-name view. The success of this exchange violates "Identification" since Gonzalo identifies Jones' use of 'Paderewskim' as 'Paderewskip'. I conclude then that the two-name assumption is mistaken.12 2.3 The Third Argument---Using only "Identification" Consider a woman, Jane, who possesses a single name 'Paderewski' but over the span of a decade comes to revise many of her beliefs about its referent. In 1930, Jane believed that Paderewski was a famous musician and no politician. By 1939, Jane comes to think that many of her original beliefs about Paderewski were false (perhaps through a gradual change). Jane comes to think that Paderewski was not after all a famous musician, but is instead a politician. Intuitively, we may suppose that Jane maintained the same
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'Paderewski' name throughout this change. We don't suppose that changing one's beliefs about a person obliterates whatever name one had for that individual. I call her name for Paderewski, 'Paderewskij'. Now return to Peter for a second. I am supposing for the sake of argument that he possesses two names. I dub these 'Paderewskim' and 'Paderewskip' as before. Suppose also that Peter associates the relevant properties with each of these names but in a stable manner from 1930 until 1939. Now at least one of these names must be distinct from Jane's 'Paderewskij' (by the transitivity of identity). Let us suppose that it is 'Paderewskim' (a parallel argument can be given if we suppose it is 'Paderewskip'). Imagine further that a core of the properties Jane associates with 'Paderewskij' in 1930 are just the core that Peter associates with 'Paderewskim'. Now suppose that Jane has written a review of Paderewski's recent piano performance in the local newspaper. The headline reads 'Paderewski plays at Carnegie hall.' When Peter reads this headline, he fully understands it. There is no doubt that Jane has successfully communicated her meaning. However, given our scenario, Peter has misidentified Jane's word 'Paderewskij' as 'Paderewskim' (which he associates with the musician properties) which by hypothesis are numerically distinct. So despite fully grasping the headline, he has misidentified a word contained in it. This is then a violation of the principle "Identification". I conclude that it is false that Peter has two 'Paderewski' names.13 3. Syntactic Externalism According to a version of externalism, the semantic content of a person's words depends on more than just her internal make up. To repeat a famous example from Hilary Putnam (1975), suppose that there is a "twin earth" which is just like earth except that its lakes
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and rivers are filled not with H20 but with XYZ, a superficially indistinguishable substance. An English speaking person on earth (who we may suppose knows nothing about chemistry) refers to H20 and not XYZ with her use of "Water". However, the situation is reversed for this person's doppelganger on twin-earth. The semantic properties of the twins' languages can vary across the planets though internally the twins are as similar as can be. It is in this sense that the semantic content of a person's words do not only depend on that person's internal make up. I now want to argue for a more radical claim: which and how many words an agent has in her idiolect, does not only depend on her internal make up. If this is right, the externalist thesis can be extended beyond the realm of semantics to encompass syntactic facts. In particular, I want to claim that the argument from the previous section together with the adoption of the individual constant treatment of names leads to externalism about syntax. The key feature of the constant view is that, with respect to a language, it can't be that a single name can refer to more than one person. I now show how externalism is achieved. Suppose, as I have been arguing, that Peter does not have two 'Paderewski' names. Now imagine that there is a twin earth that is just like ours except that there are two "Paderewski" people, one a Pianist and a one a Politician. Twin Peter will utter things such as 'Paderewski the musician is not Paderewski the politician'. Now, according to the individual constant view of names, Twin Peter must have employed two 'Paderewski' names. So Peter and Twin-Peter, although internally identical, do not have the same number of words in their idiolects. If the set of words in Peter's idiolect has a different cardinality from the set of words in Twin-Peter's idiolect, then the sets must be distinct. And if the sets are distinct, then by the extensionality of sets, there must be some
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element in one that is not in the other. Hence the agents don't share all the same words. So which words and how many words a person has, does not only depend on their internal features.14 Putnam famously summed up his point with the dictum 'meanings ain't in the head'. We can now add 'and neither are the vehicles of meaning'. I point out that syntactic externalism need not be mysterious. One can make sense of it given the Forbesian one-name picture, where names are possible objects of Frege case confusion. Once we think of them that way, externalism may seem like a natural outcome. The argument does not hold for all semantic accounts of names. For example, on the view in which they are treated like indexicals or as predicates, there is no requirement that twin-Peter have two 'Paderewski' words. On the predicate view, for example, twin Peter has a single predicate 'Paderewski' with an extension that includes the two men. And without this requirement, syntactic externalism doesn't get off the ground. The point can be put as a dilemma. Give up the individual constant view of names or else give up syntactic internalism. Either way we have a rejection of orthodoxy in the philosophy of language. 4. Logical Form In this section, I explore another unorthodox consequence of giving up the two-name position. To make the point, I formulate a puzzle that is especially challenging if one gives up the two-name view. The puzzle will not only help make it crystal clear what is at stake, but it might be of interest on its own right. I add that in this section, I assume that the two-name view is wrong and that as a result, Peter has a single 'Paderewski' name.



13



I embellish Kripke's story by supposing that Peter mistakenly believes that the musician is a secret spy whose job is to report on the politician. Peter then utters the following sentence, which should be understood as a sentence in Peter's idiolect: (1)



If Paderewski is in France, then Paderewski is in France.



Peter hardly means to say something trivial. He speculates that if Paderewski the politician is in France, Paderewski the musician-spy must also be there spying on him. The puzzle begins by noting that Peter, who fully understands his own sentence, can't know that it is true by a priori reasoning. No matter how hard Peter thinks about his speech, he can't come to know that it is true without relying on empirical information. For example, to determine the truth of (1), he might appeal to empirical claims such as whether the spy is willing to make the trip abroad. This, however, is at odds with the fact that sentence (1) seems to be of logical from If P then P. And if so, it should be logically true, and hence (in principle) provable by a priori reasoning. I formulate the puzzle in a more precise way. The following four are jointly inconsistent, yet each is independently plausible: (i) If a sentence is a logical truth, then it is a priori.15 (ii) Sentence (1) is not a priori. (iii) Any sentence with logical form if P then P is a logical truth. (iv) Sentence (1) has logical form if P then P. I will not consider here rejecting (i-iii). Though much could be said about these propositions, they are plausible enough to get the puzzle going. Instead, I will focus on
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(iv) because not only does it seems like the weakest of the claims, but it is directly relevant to the topic of this paper. This puzzle is easily solved by accepting the two-name view. In that case, Peter's sentence (1) contains two distinct names and hence its logical form is if P, then Q.16 So (iv) would be rendered false. But if the two-name view is false then one can no longer reason like this. I will look for another way. 4.1 Semantic Structure Following Brendan Jackson (2006), according to the classical conception of logical form, the logical form of a sentence is its semantic structure. As such, one could grant that the syntactic structure of (1) is If P, then P, though its semantic structure and hence its logical form is if P, then Q. It looks like there is room to reject the two-name view and also solve the puzzle. I will consider two ways of carrying out this proposal and show how on each way of doing so, we give up orthodoxy.17 4.1.1 Different Meanings One might be tempted to think that since the two occurrences of 'Paderewski' in (1) correspond to two distinct conceptions of Paderewski (in Peter's mind), the semantic content of the occurrences are distinct. And if so, then the semantic structure of (1) is If P, then Q. There are two problems with this view. The first problem is that it inconsistent with Millianism, the view that the semantic content of a proper name is exhausted by its referent. And there are good reasons to accept Millianism.18 The second problem is that the position doesn't sit well with the following orthodox position in semantics: With respect to a language, syntactic expression types have semantic values relative to contexts.19 If we really want to hold on
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to the view that the occurrences of 'Paderewski' in (1) have different semantic values, and we also accept that the two-name view is wrong so that (1) has two occurrences of the same expression type 'Paderewski', then the orthodox position I just mentioned will require acceptance of the following: (a) (1), as it is meant to be understood, undergoes a shift in context somewhere in between the occurrences of 'Paderewski', (b) Names turn out to be context sensitive expressions, and (c) what varies with respect to context is not the referent but rather the sense or mode of presentation of a name. I do not want to claim that these theses are false. Rather, I just want to make the point that they are clearly out of step with orthodoxy in philosophy of language. 4.2.2. Semantic Relationism There is a way of saying that semantic structure of (1) is If P then Q without saying that the 'Paderewski' occurrences mean different things. What I have in mind corresponds to a theory recently developed by K. Fine (2003, 2007). The basic idea here is that what makes (1) not be of the form If P, then P is that despite the fact that the antecedent and consequent express the same proposition, they are not related in the right way. For them to be related in the right way, it must be that (at least) the two 'Paderewski' occurrences corefer in virtue of meaning. Instead, in (1) the occurrences corefer "accidentally". Crucially, whether two occurrences corefer in virtue of meaning is not something that can be determined from facts about what those occurrences refer to. Coreference in virtue of meaning is a relational fact. On this approach, there is room to say that (1) has logical form If P then Q, even though the antecedent and the consequent share the same intrinsic semantic and syntactic properties. In my estimation, Relationism has plausibility. But the immediate point is that adopting it requires giving up traditional semantics.
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In sum, once the two-name view is rejected, a certain puzzle about logical form becomes difficult to solve. Surveying some alternatives indicates that the solution will require giving up orthodoxy in the philosophy of language. 5. Conclusion I have argued that the two-name view may be mistaken. If I am right, then a certain individualistic picture concerning the character of a person's language must be given up. I have also argued that there are serious consequences to this position. First, we must give up either the individual constant view of names or syntactic internalism. Second, we are faced with a puzzle about logical form, whose solution seems to require giving up some features of traditional semantics. I have tried to alleviate these worries by offering some alternatives. I have offered the Forbesian picture of names as objects capable of giving rise to Frege cases, thus making syntactic externalism a coherent picture. I have offered Relationism as a way of understanding semantic structure and as a way of solving the puzzle. Much more could be said about these alternatives. Bibliography Bromberger, S. and Halle, M. 2000. "The Ontology of Phonology (Revised)" in Noel Burton-Roberts et al., eds. Phonological Knowledge, Conceptual and Empirical Issues. Oxford University Press. Burge, T. 1974. "Demonstrative Constructions, Reference and Truth". The Journal of Philosophy. 71: 205-23 Cappelen, H. 1999. "Intentions in Words". Noûs 33:1 Cappelen, H. and Josh D. 2001 “Believing in Words”, Synthese 127: 279-301 Chomsky, N. The Minimalist Program. MIT Press. Elbourne, P. 2005. Situations and Individuals. MIT Press.
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Peter Ludlow (2003) argues that the logical form of a person's speech can be externally



individuated. The arguments there have little to do with the consideration I bring up here. 2



I emphasize that I am not providing a theory of name individuation or a metaphysical



theory of names. I am merely arguing against a certain thesis. Furthermore, we can reject that Peter has two 'Paderewski' names without first committing ourselves to a particular ontology of names. Thus, I will not be adjudicating between any of the following: Names as abstract objects (outside of space and time), as tokens related via some natural relation (Cappelen, 1999), as a causal-historical object (Kaplan, 1990), or even as useful fictions (Bromberger, 2000). 3



There might be interesting consequences of rejecting the two-name view for theories of



attitude ascriptions that import syntactic objects into the referent of that-clauses (for example, Interpreted Logical Forms or ILFs). Peter Ludlow (2000) claims " In Larson and Ludlow (1993) it was proposed that despite appearances Peter will in fact have two lexical items available, 'PaderewskiI' and 'PaderewskiII', and hence the form of the ILFs
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are different by virtue of this lexical difference. The idea was that in Peter’s personal lexicon, at least, there are two distinct lexical entries for Paderewski, just as there are for the word 'bank'." I will not explore issues related to attitude ascriptions here but see Cappelen and Dever (2001) for a critique. 4



See especially chapter 4. Fiengo and May emphasize that the relevant beliefs by



speakers are norms. 5



Fiengo and May's distinction between 'name' and 'syntactic expression' may create some



confusion. I want to show that Peter has one 'Paderewski' name and that this claim contradicts what Fiengo and May say. It will be clear below that my use of 'name' better corresponds to Fiengo and May's use of 'syntactic expression'. 6



Kit Fine suggested this idea (in correspondence). I point out that Kit Fine (2007) does



not say that Peter has two 'Paderewski' names in his idiolect. Yet, he does write that Peter's syntax must be "transparent" in the sense that 'one's take on the expressions of the language should always be presumed to be the same, even if one's take on the their referents is not' (page 109). As I explain below, this sort of view is at odds with the alternative I endorse in which Peter has one 'Paderewski' name in his idiolect, but that he takes his expression in two different ways. 7



See, for example, Kaplan (1989).



8



Mostly for stylistic purposes, I will also often replace the term 'name' with 'symbol',



'syntactic expression' and 'word'. Of course, these expressions must also be interpreted in the intended sense (as individual constants).
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9



Of course I am making the simplifying assumption that Peter does not know some other



person with the same sounding name 'Paderewski'. Similarly, there is nobody else name 'Paderewski' in the public language. 10



The description I give here is similar to one found in Kaplan (1990) and Fine (2007).



Although, they argue for different claims. 11



Of course, these names are pronounced the same way. The subscripts are just there to



help us distinguish the (alleged) names. 12



It might be objected that Smith does correctly identify the name since he can identify it



as the name that Jones is using. If there is such a sense of "correctly identify", it would be rare or even impossible for someone to misidentify a word. The sense I invoke in "Identification" is the natural one where it is not uncommon for people to misidentify words. Think of conversations being held in loud rooms. 13



I can make a stronger case against the two-name view by adding "Acquisition" and



modifying the case just presented. Suppose that Peter's name 'Paderewskip' was gotten from Jane so that it is identical to 'Paderewskij'. Focusing on the newspaper case, Peter now could have correctly identified the words in the headline since he possesses Jane's 'Paderewskij'. However, if he had correctly identified it, then his understanding of the headline would be degraded. Better communication is achieved by misidentifying rather than correctly identifying one's words: A strange result. 14



This argument crucially relies on the distinctness of cardinality. We cannot get the



result through the following argument: If the individual constant view of names is right, then 'George W. Bush' in a twin-American's mouth must refer to twin Bush (not Bush). But then a present day American and his twin will have distinct words, and so syntax



21



externalism is achieved without having to appeal to the complicated Paderewski cases. This reasoning is fallacious since the logical constant view says that the reference of a name is relative to a language. Just because a name refers to Bush relative to English and a name refers to twin-Bush relative to Twin-English, one cannot conclude that the first name is distinct from the second name. 15



A sentence in a person's language is a priori just in case if the person understands that



sentence, they are in a position to know that it is true without appealing to further experience. If (1), in the intended sense, can only be understood in context (even broadly construed to include pragmatic features such as presuppositions and implicatures), then the definition I just gave can be easily modified to be conditional upon grasping the sentence relative to the context in question. 16



Hilary Putnam (1954, footnote 8) claims, in effect, that the logical structure (form) of a



sentence is determined in part by the pattern of the signs contained therein. Putnam's position, which can be construed as a syntactic conception of logical form, is closely associated with the answer to the puzzle being considered now on behalf of the two-name defender. But see below for a semantic conception of logical form. 17



Jackson speaks of the classical conception of logical form as involving translating



natural language sentences into the idealized language. We can then ask: In Peter's idealized language, does (1) (or its surrogate) contain one or two 'Paderewski' names? The answer, of course, will first require saying what the 'idealized language' is supposed to be. I do not know how to determine that. 18



See, for example, Salmon (1986) and Soames (2002).
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See Kaplan (1989).
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