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Abstract

AHROBWIE, deses BROFLVOMERBEL, TORVERIZETH 21z, XFRT
EFHLWVWOMOBRICEEDL A, REOBRRICEFREN & I,

Tdeses MAERICIE., BRBFETOEINOERNEEND, COFZER., AEZERT AL
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BRI H D, B2 OOPTERERLELSFELN TV AREEROBSICEIKIMHFRIZIREND
REEZRRT D, "deses BROBMAN ZODNICHETEDLVWSERRE, TOIHMEDR
—KN93, =L, Tde

sel BREBBNFE20HLVIMEMLBETDEAERTERFTERN 2L, Tde

ses BRICODVWTHBLERAREINT, EEBRRORRODSNEELERMEN BB H ST,

TARBEROEERHRIRDOEHY THD, BYHIFRELTVREZRBOSHOBRIEL T Tde
sel BREXLEFATAIERTERY, CNEBENBHKRERD, ThlE, EXLVREO
RHEEZBATC VLK DN DOBRERETSICEEZEKRT D, LEL. BRYORREXFID-HOR
WZRRTDEMITE L. ChillE, KEHIC Tde

se; CTHIPHAMBLEMPTAREOBEN VELLD, EBHRE R, "deses UAORBEMEX
FARMZEHEDTICTES TR LR, ChICHITEIRE, BREIMILERIXELTLHETS
ICfET %,

Z5TRVEES, ThRREBEREICHIZIEREBETDLINVAZLTOCIIONIRLELEDE
ENBIMEEOREBIETE, COBENBIME, MUL TRIEATVWIHEROE
ReEBYS%,

The goal of this research was to develop and motivate a new analysis of "de se" interpretation. The
development of the new analysis was successful. However, a challenge remains in the motivation.

"De se" interpretation involves reference to oneself in a special way. This way is not available for
referring to other people. We identified the basic requirement of this reference. It is reference to an
individual by way of a token thought of that very individual. We integrated this core idea into a
novel analysis of belief that we had established in past research. This novel analysis of belief is
well motivated. It overcomes longstanding problems with standard possible-world based analyses.
The fact that our characterization of "de se" interpretation can be integrated into this analysis
provides support for that analysis. However, we failed to show that "de se" interpretation itself
forces adoption of the new analysis of belief. The insights we obtained into "de se" interpretation
are all compatible with the standard analysis of belief interpretation as well.

The significance of these results is the following. We cannot yet use "de se" interpretation to
independently motivate our analysis of belief attribution. This is a negative result. It involved
identifying several arguments that fail to provide the desired motivation. However, we also
identified a potential way of providing the desired motivation. This involves constructing distinct
necessities and/or distinct impossibilities that are inherently "de se". The main challenge is to do so
without entailing non-"de se" necessities and impossibilities. If we can succeed in this task, the
result will merit publication as an independent paper. If not, it will only warrant inclusion of our
positive analysis in the larger project of revising the semantics of attitude attribution. The positive
analysis can be given as an extension of independently established results.
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1. HIREBRFROBE

AHAEDEHIZ, [de se IBRODFTLVDMEBEL., ZORWETRT CETHO<. AARTIIHLLD T DBEICITHEIILIA,
RWDIRRICIFRENE T,

lde se IOMERIZIT FFALGAEZTOERNDERDEEND, COFEFK MAZERTHEZICEFELNGN, KRAKTIEIDE
EORAICETIELNGEHEREL - TNEHLE. BADBBL I EBLTOZEDBEAANDERTHS, COHILELED
TATAT7 % BEOHRTHILLEZEZITEIIHLOATIRE LI, COEZITOVTOHLOATICIT+ S ERINH D K
RO FRELEDNTOSAREHR DB ZICE A FMNAZ LR FEOHBEERIRT 5. [de se IFRDEFEILNC DI
METEDELSERIL, TONHEYR—IT 5. 12120, [de se IBRMBENEZDHLOATELELT HEETRT LI TER
Aofz, Tde se ERICDNTHRIZRATIIT AT EESHRROMEDSTELERELH LM LT,

AARBERDEEREIRDEBYTHS, BANRELTVWSEZIRBDOSITORIMEL Tlde se IFREEHERTH LI TER
Lo CNIEBEMNGHRREL D, TNIE, EFELOVMRROREZBL VKON DEREFE T DLEEKRT D, L. R DIREE
XEFTH-ODBWEIRTT DEHIERE . CNICIE KEMI de se ITHIAMLGRERORAIREEDBENDELLD, T
IRRRREIL. Tde se I DBLEMOTRARERZHOTITESITHE, CRICHYTENL BRIFMILI-/IELTRRAT S
Y%,

ZITHWNEE . TNIEBERREICETIEREBET 2LYVRELTODIIMII LD BEEMLLTEEHDHILITHDIETT,
COBEEMGAIIE, ML THISN TOWSRBEDERELGYSD,

2. AERREEOBE (R

The goal of this research was to develop and motivate a new analysis of “de se” interpretation. The development of the new analysis
was successful. However, a challenge remains in the motivation.

“De se” interpretation involves reference to oneself in a special way. This way is not available for referring to other people. We
identified the basic requirement of this reference. It is reference to an individual by way of a token thought of that very individual. We
integrated this core idea into a novel analysis of belief that we had established in past research. This novel analysis of belief is well
motivated. It overcomes longstanding problems with standard possible—world based analyses. The fact that our characterization of
“de se” interpretation can be integrated into this analysis provides support for that analysis. However, we failed to show that “de se”
interpretation itself forces adoption of the new analysis of belief. The insights we obtained into “de se” interpretation are all
compatible with the standard analysis of belief interpretation as well.

The significance of these results is the following. We cannot yet use “de se” interpretation to independently motivate our analysis of
belief attribution. This is a negative result. It involved identifying several arguments that fail to provide the desired motivation.
However, we also identified a potential way of providing the desired motivation. This involves constructing distinct necessities and/or
distinct impossibilities that are inherently “de se”. The main challenge is to do so without entailing non—"de se” necessities and
impossibilities. If we can succeed in this task, the result will merit publication as an independent paper. If not, it will only warrant
inclusion of our positive analysis in the larger project of revising the semantics of attitude attribution. The positive analysis can be
given as an extension of independently established results.
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