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Philosophy of Logic and Language
Descriptions
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Background Readings: 
• Lycan, W., The philosophy of language, chapter 2.
• Ludlow, P., ‘Descriptions’, The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy

Questions: 
(1) Must Russell’s theory of definite descriptions be rejected?
(2) How can Russell’s theory of definite descriptions treat sentences such as ‘The 

door is open’, in which on the face of it uniqueness is not satisfied? 
(3) Does Donnellan’s distinction between referential and attributive uses of definite 

descriptions show that definite descriptions are semantically ambiguous?
(4) Are definite descriptions quantifier expressions, referring expressions, or are they 

ambiguous between the two?
(5) How can we account for plural descriptions (e.g. ‘The women are thinking’)? Can 

we give a uniform account of the use of the definite article in ‘The women are 
thinking’ and ‘The woman is thinking’?  
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