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Priority Monism and Propositions

A+ A

It seems to be a plain fact that complex propositions are not
fundamental. They are grounded in the atomic propositions. Yet, are
all atomic propositions fundamental? One may hesitate to give a
direct answer. In this paper, | argue for two things: (1) There is but
one fundamental proposition. (2) Monism about propositions is better
than pluralism about propositions, i.e. there are more than one
fundamental proposition, with respect to the following two questions:

Bradley's Regress and the problem of analysis.
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Linguistic pragmatism and communication

A+ A

Linguistic pragmatists hold the Underdetermination Thesis,
according to which (in Stephen Neale’s words), what a speaker says
with an unambiguous, declarative sentence X on a given occasion is
underdetermined by X’s syntax, the meaning of the words in X, and
the assignment of references to any referring expression in X. The
semantic properties of an expression e, on this account, are the set of
constraints on e's contribution to what a linguistically competent
speaker can say with e. In other words, they constitute a set of fixed
conditions that something must satisfy in order to be the content of e
on a given occasion of use. One of the issues that people often have
with linguistic pragmatism is how we can explain linguistic
communication given that our knowledge of language alone, in
general, fails to identify what a speaker says.

In this talk, I will first review some recent developments concerning
the debate over linguistic pragmatism. I will then introduce the
inferential view of communication developed by Dan Sperber and
Deirdre Wilson. According to this model, communication is an
inferential process where the audience’s interpretation of an
utterance is to be thought of as a hypothesis about the speaker’s
intended meaning. The role of the linguistic materials in the process
gives no more than a schematic indication of what the speaker
intends to mean. | will propose an account for the linguistic
pragmatists to explain communication based on this model.
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