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The Problems of Propositional Attitude Reports

in Russellianism

Pailin Pinsum-ang i
Abstract

Two basic principles of meaning: the principle of compositionality and the
principle of substitution, and the direct-reference idea that the meaning of
an expression is a particular object which is denoted generate the problem
concerning meanings of propositional attitude report. Russellianism has
suggested the notion of Guise and a distinction between the semantic
content of a sentence and its pragmatic implication to explain the meaning
of propositional attitude reports and to solve the problems but their
theory still has shortcomings. This paper presents a way to understand
propositional attitude reports which bases on two notions: the way of

thinking about an object and the object-dependent proposition.
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