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Philosophy 132 Paul Tulipana 
Winter 2023 paul.a.tulipana@ucr.edu 

Materials Science and Engineering 011 HMNSS 3218 
TR 3:30-4:50p Office hours TR 2-3p, o.b.a.   
 
Philosophy of Language 
 

 
 

Speakers of a language understand the expressions of that language—they know what those 
expressions mean. But what is linguistic meaning and how do we know it, when we do? Some of 
our course’s questions: How do we refer to things? Is referring to things all that language does? 
Is what a bit of language refers to settled by something in the mind of the referrer? (If not, by 
what?) How is a sentence related to its meaning? What is a sentence meaning? (Is it just the 
sentence itself? Is it anything at all?) What is the relationship between what a sentence means 
and what a person means in uttering the sentence? How is sentence meaning related to truth?  

Requirements 
Reading and lectures 

Carefully reading the assigned texts is important in this course. The lectures go beyond the 
content of the assigned readings. Regular attendance at lecture is expected, and participation is 
encouraged.  
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If you anticipate logistical difficulties being able to regularly attend lecture, let me know and we 
will try to work something out.  

Students should exercise courtesy to their instructors and fellow classmates by avoiding the use 
of distracting applications during lecture, including email, web browsing, chat programs, etc. 

Short reflections 

Over the course of the quarter, you’ll write three short reflection papers. Each reflection paper 
should be less than a single page long and should present a philosophical comment or a question 
about something in one of the readings. I’ll post a little writing rubric at the beginning of the 
quarter so that you know what kind of thing I’m expecting.  

You should have the first reflection paper turned in no later than the end of week three (1/27), 
the second no later than the end of week six (2/17), and the last by the end of week ten (3/17). 
Each will be worth 5% of your final grade; the three reflections count for 15% of it in total.  

Midterm 
You’ll write a take-home midterm exam sometime around week five. It will account for 30% of 
your final grade. If you do better on this exam than on your final, it will account for 40% of your 
final grade instead.  

Final Exam  
You’ll write a take-home final exam during finals week. It will account for 45% of your final 
grade. If you do better on this exam than on your midterm, it will account for 55% of your final 
grade instead. 

Late Assignments 
Late writing assignments will be penalized one third of one letter grade (i.e., A- becomes B+) 
every 24 hours, starting ten minutes after the deadline. Exceptions to the lateness policy will be 
made in cases we deem exceptional. 

Accessible Education Information 

Students with disabilities requiring academic accommodations should submit their request for 
accommodations to the Student Disability Resource Center (SDRC) as soon as possible, as it 
may take up to two weeks for the SDRC to review the request. You can request a letter of 
accommodation on the R'Ability website.  

For more information, please visit the SRDC website (www.sdrc.ucr.edu), visit the CAE at 1228 
Student Services Building, or contact them by phone at (951) 827-3861. 

Texts  
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There are two required books for the course, both by Saul Kripke. The first is Naming and 
Necessity (1980); the second is Wittgenstein on Rules and Private Language (1982). These books 
are on reserve at Rivera Library, and are widely available for purchase. 

Schedule of Topics1 
1. Introduction to the philosophy of language (No reading) 

2. Predicate logic primer 

• Mayo-Wilson, “A Somewhat Quick Introduction to Predicate Logic” 

3. Sense and reference 

• Frege, “On Sense and Reference” (1892) 

In studying Frege’s argument for his multi-level conception of linguistic meaning, try to 

keep track of (a) the connections Frege relies on between meaning and epistemological 

concepts like “understand”, “believe”, “know”, etc. and (b) his reliance on concepts to do 

with how language “corresponds” to the world—concepts like “truth” and “reference”. 

4. Reference, names, and natural kinds 

• Kripke, from Naming and Necessity 

(1) Try to get very clear about the different roles that Kripke says can descriptions can play in 

descriptive accounts of proper name reference (being equivalent in meaning, fixing 

reference). (2) What are his key arguments that descriptions are not equivalent to proper 

names? (3) What are his key arguments that they do not fix the referents of proper names? 

• Evans, “The Causal Theory of Names” (Part I) 

(1) What does Evans suggest is wrong with Kripke’s communicative chain picture of how the 

reference of a name is fixed? (2) How do the examples of Madagascar and Jack show this 

problem? (3) What revisions to Kripke’s theory does Evans suggest? 

• Putnam, “Meaning and Reference” 

Think about the connection between Putnam’s target (with respect to “kind terms”) and 

Kripke’s (with respect to proper names). 

5. Descriptions, reference, and logical form 

• Bertrand Russell, “On Denoting”  

                                                           
1 Schedule is subject to change 
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 (1) Focus on how Russell, like Frege, is driven by both epistemological and correspondence 

concerns in developing his account of the denotation of “denoting phrases” like definite 

descriptions. (2) You can basically ignore the “Gray’s Elegy” argument. 

• P.F. Strawson, “On Referring” 

Is Strawson fair to Russell here? 

6. Verification conditions and meanings 

• Rudolph Carnap, “Empiricism, Semantics, and Ontology”  

(1) What is a linguistic framework? What is an internal question? What is an external 

question? (2) How should we understand Carnap’s claim that ontological questions (i.e., 

questions about “whether X’s exist”) can be read as internal or external questions? (3) What 

does this mean about the nature and usefulness of ontological inquiry? 

• W.V.O. Quine, “Two Dogmas of Empiricism” 

How exactly does Quine’s attack undercut Carnap’s picture of language in “Empiricism, 

Semantics, and Ontology?” 

7. Against Truth-Conditions: Kripkenstein 

• Kripke, from On Rules and Private Language 

Kripkenstein (Kripke’s tentative reconstruction of the Wittgenstein of the Philosophical 

Investigations) argues that there are no facts about a speaker that can constitute their 

literally meaning any one particular thing with a word. Get clear about what exactly 

Kripkenstein is arguing against, and try to get clear about the offered replacement—a 

theory of meaning that has to do with “assertibility conditions” rather than truth-

conditions. Ask yourself: does Kripkenstein think that there is something that can 

constitute a speaker’s using a word with particular assertibility conditions?  

8. Meaning and communication 

• Grice, “Meaning” 

A “reductive” account of a certain kind of fact says that facts of that kind are really only 

more or less complicated packages of facts of another kind. Grice is trying to reduce facts 

about what speakers mean to other sorts of fact. Which sorts? 

• Davidson, “A Nice Derangement of Epitaphs” 
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Davidson emphasizes the flexibility of meaning and argues that this calls into question 

the explanatory centrality of a notion of “standing meaning” as what’s commonly known 

in a linguistic community, what’s learned by language learners, and what’s relied on in 

figuring out what speakers mean on particular occasions. Grice treats the notion of literal 

meaning as playing those roles. What might he say in response to Davidson’s arguments? 
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