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On the Debates of the Uses of Definite Descriptions
between Donnellan and Kripke

WANG Jian - fang

( Department of Philosophy China University of Political Science and Law Beijing 102249 China)

Abstract: In order to understand debates of the uses of definite descriptions between Donnellan and Kripke

correctly three crucial questions should be considered. The first is whether semantic ambiguity is postulated in

Donnellans and Kripkes analyses of the uses of definite descriptions. The second is whether Kripkes analyses of

the uses of definite descriptions can replace Donnellans referential use and attributive use. The third is whether

referential use of definite descriptions is similar to proper name. Based on analyses of the three questions we can

find that views of the uses of definite descriptions between Donnellan and Kripke are not contradictory.
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