Logic and Language

Definite Descriptions
Is Russell’s theory of definite descriptions adequate for analysing all definite descriptions in natural
language?
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Past Paper Questions

2000, Q8: How should Russell's theory of descriptions treat sentences like “The door is
open”?

2002, Q15: Does Russell’s theory of definite descriptions give correct necessary and
sufficient conditions for an utterance containing a definite description to express a truth?
2005, Q9: Is Russell’s theory of definite descriptions adequate for analysing all definite
descriptions in natural language?

2006, Q20: Does “the Chancellor of Oxford University” refer to the Chancellor of Oxford
University?

2008, Q3: Consider the sentence: “The British Prime Minister is in India.” Does this sentence
assert or presuppose the existence of the British Prime Minister?

2009, Q1: Does the existence of many tables pose a problem for the analysis of the sentence
“The table is brown”?

2010, Q4: “Since | can refer satisfactorily to an object by using a description that the object
does not satisfy, Russell’s theory of definite descriptions cannot be right.” Discuss.

2011, Q11: Do definite descriptions refer?

2012, Q14b: What is the logical form of sentences like “The King of France is bald”?

2013, Q3: Can advocates of Russell’s theory of definite descriptions adequately explain uses
of “incomplete” descriptions which are satisfied by many objects?



