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What is existence?: redundancy theories of ‘exist’

oo A
Masato Kato

Ontological problems are almost as old as philosophy itself. But in the 20" century they
seemed to have been finally dissolved by so called analytical philosophers like G. Frege, B.
Russell, and W.V. Quine. They are largely unanimous in the view that to admit ‘exist’ as a first
level predicate would lead to the absurdity of regarding existence as a property on one hand,
and to the paradox generated by negative existential propositions on the other. Their views,
which are named by B. Miller ‘redundancy theories of “exist”, are roughly and critically

sketched in this paper.

F—O—R
fEAE, A Y 1Ef. Sraao M. exist. be

ECBHIC

[rAEa] 13, TEDERIZB T 2500 ORI Z HOomF 7T —~vD 1 2 TH DA, (fFiE

‘Onto-logia’V & 29 MU Z 0 b OIT B L v (17 i) #EFETH 5 (Maclntyre,
1967, pp. 542-3) 0 € DFEME LT MR 20 #4L £ T A A 2 7 HFOFRUITlEH
FORLED o7z LA L, 20 A2 % o THAfEmIE. SITEZICBWTh, FH-31
FFEIBVTH, FELT v Lol SHEFAIIBITLHATIE. 774 208 [FFEmAIR
(ontological question) &IFFAZZHE, T 7hb b [MDAFAET 2 D% ? | (What is there?) &
V) BRI X B RBIRE (L FE-BRSAII BT AR, N TH=DF) [F T vy
2 (fF1EEH) ) (ontisch) ZRHIZBWTEH SN TS [4 ¥ buFy o (FIEHH) ]
(ontologisch) ZME. T7Z4bb [FH () THLHBRYOHFE (F)] (ens inquantum ens)
NOVEBMEY 12 X 2B PRE WY,

AL\
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ST, 2L MROBUE, A T —=r 2 id, AN T4 Y OERICEL =D, 774 2
[FAEamy | L0FAZE TUDFEAES 5 DA ? | (What is there?) &\ BICIZ T, [H &7
77 ? | (What is being?) & W%V T, HEDF%E (X Z47-1Eq) ‘meta-ontology’ & FEA 72
(Inwagen, 2014, p.52-53.) Yo AFIZBVTHONUONAEZT L0 L, [FAEE T2 ? | (What
is existence?) LWV THD, A YT —=7rrDFH [ A5l 1C47:55DTHD, A
Y= Y DOMGIFERIZ T T A P ORGRIZE L, THUIERIZT L -7, Ty VDR
FHIBT A TH Y RIS X I, 51T ‘exist! £V FEXILE (redundant) & B
LU TH Do AIZBWTIE, [fexist! DILRH] % H 0 T2 2 55 % IFlY - #hiic
BET 5,

[fTFEE 3@, 2?2 #HBATAEEBHLL

(FET A2 8] 13, [RH)ZEJ[HLG I e ] LK BRI ETRRZWE ) ICEDbR
%o 728 21X, ‘Maria is laughing.” % ‘Maria feels sad.” £ 59 & &, YU YOHMAIL L > TEN
EEEAFEOP D LNk, L2 L. Maria exists’ (&, ¥V YORAIZ L o TIHERMEIX 2 <\
V)Y EHOS LWL ST, [0 6, T2 ] L) FRNIZTERWES ). T2, [
ATE]TELLI L] EIV) T EREFFRLIZHM->TWEY, [HFETHIE] LidEHw
VLD DT [FAETHI L] 1L, [HEDKZEMIZHLZ L] R [EETWAH T
E] BV ONB VN ZEEREH 2002 b Ldbob e LT, TNDMEERT D0
BT A 2 LEFFEFEICHE LWL S B bis,

&£ 2 AT, Maria exists’ 25K % DI Maria is real TH 5B EEZ D AD 500 LitZev,
I 72X iud (Miller, 2009) . ‘real’ 1&. fE3k (HEERFH) ‘excluder’ LFFINTE72bDTH
bHo THIZEIUL, dsreal 1Z. YUNICHENZRBMEZMD 529, 1) vYH 5 s imaginary,
mythical, fictional etc.” ZHEBrd 2 L9 | MKICTHER FHERRR) R TOAERET 5. L
7230 T, ‘exists’ 28 s real H BT D L) T EIE, ‘exists’ IV VICHEMN ZELEE M D
GABVEN) ZEIZHRD, Ll SOFMCELAIGMHETERVIES ) L) Db,
real’ |2 X o THERR SN A G EMIRFED 72 H121E, ‘not imaginary’s ‘not mythical’. ‘not fictional’
7217 T <. ‘not non-existent’ b UAREZENLNETH D, 72& 21X, &5 HfiAY. Masato
& Akemi |2 2 % 1 NOWHHET I, ZOF 13 Maria’ LB ENL725) L FELIET S,
FOFENBRIEAL L2 &, ZOHWEIIEEITIC ‘At last Maria exists, exactly as I predicted
she would & HE 9 %5 L\, b L ‘exists’ 7% is real’ & A UHERRE 2 &, 2OF I~
VXY OHEN RS 20BN AR L T 5133 T. Zos., SishEkodic [
A PEENL L5, TbH, b LAt last Maria exists’ A% ‘At last Maria is real [not
non-existent ]’ # B9 % 7 5. Z O ‘exists’ X ‘is real [not non-existent ]’ 12 & o THEFE S 5
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~N& [ (non-existence) &\ ) JEMEZ ., £ 5 2 HLIIV o 72 IHERE > TW 72D,
ERID RTINS & v AMEAE LG 5 LIET. i Maria’ & ZIBENAT L S X TE
T WAL LENE GEFESZ) bG2oNTEIVE o TTHDH, Lzot> T, L
FAE LIG® % DU, ‘Maria is non-existent’ |3 &K Td > 72, ‘Maria is non-existent’ 254 &b
%5, ZOME Maria is not non-existent’ b HEEIKRTH 5o £NW 2, ‘exists’ I3 ‘is real’ ™~
CEEMRTOHMEINL Z LIIRETH S,

bH DA, ‘exists’ & is real’ DAFOEBUZHE 2 . ‘What is existence?’ &) VD 7T
HZDYDEEET LI ELWRTHLHH LNav, b LAY, ‘exist’ &\ ) ik% kR
PHHIBR L THIOEBL (72& 21 ‘subsist’) TRETHIENTEHEERL LG, [HHE] &
VOB ERBRT AN TEDEAS ) LA L, b LAD, ‘exist (& ALBEICHIRET 2 2
LIITELWVWEEZ D75, ‘What is existence? &\ ) B2 BN LA 52 &2 57259,

2. ‘exist’ O [TTREH]

DED X9 L EIMA? | 23T 2 2 LI3# LT, ‘What is existence?” &9
ML, UL LIEEDR ‘exist! O FEICDWTOR, § %5 ‘What does “exist” mean? ~ & & &
Wz oNBY, THZOPWT, TLb—F, Fvtl, 774 VELoTERLAIHE, 35
— 13 ‘exist’ @ [JCED] (‘redundancy theory’) &FEA 7S (Miller, 2002, p.10)o LT, 2o [0
il 1IZ0WTRTWZEIZT %,

2.1 Frege (1848-1925) & T, W{ DA DFEIIBWT ‘be’ T ‘exist’ DEMZEH.
PREICBWTH, [l 0BE®E b o7 ‘be’ OHEDH L, T2, HFEIZOVWTH L
HEE, be’ & exist’ DBRIZOVTHImLEARTNE RSB ZHUTB LT, B
M RDOBFHE T2 QM T 2 BIRIIRO 2 DO RICER S b, 1 Omald, 7
L—7"17% ‘be’ DA4ODORRLIZAFOKFNTHL, Thbb,

> [ 711 (existence) @ ‘be’] e.g. “There are dragons’ : =x Dx. F7zid ‘Socrates is: Ix (x =s)
>[5 (identification) @ ‘be’] e.g. ‘Cicero is Tully’ : Cicero = Tully

>[5 [AGR] (predication) @ ‘be’] e.g. ‘Socrates is wise’ : Ws

> [#neE [WE] (generic implication [inclusion]) @ ‘be’| e.g. ‘Man is an animal’ :

Vx (Mx = Ax)

CORMBIZE UL, De DEZZDLAFEE (FHED be’ bEHT) KA T 5 R LERE
SRERYICNE L (entail)s NS SR ERIZIEEDN T 572 ZWVIETERLZ > TWE, BV
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iz B L, ENOHOEMRIL [HARNIZL ] (casually ambiguous) TH->T, 7Y AT L
ART 7 A4 FANEZIZL )T [MFRIZELFEN ] (systematically ambiguous) 37 b 5[4
] (analogical) Tid7Z vy (Miller, 2002, pp. 3-5)

ST FETH O 2 OfmElE. FFEILBRFETIE V) ‘Existence is not a predicate.” & \»
IHBELIZE o TEEND, #OVIZOLIMAETRT 205 ? 24— 7128 1T (Kneale
& Moore, 1936, pp. 176-7) 7, ‘Existence is not a predicate.” & SbH LA HEE, DL, ‘existence’
EVHZEDEBINIEL TS [HE] LW BHEICOWTOTIE R L, FEBAIZIE ‘exist
(s) F721% ‘to exist DFDMWDET (e.g. ‘existed’, ‘will exist’) &\ o7z [FE] 12DV T Dy
A FY, F7-. ‘apredicate’ 1Z. EMEIL (grammatical sense) Tld 7 L= (logical
sense) IZBWTHHINTWAE, T74bbH, [ Existence is not a predicate.” 25T % Dk,
‘exist(s)’\ ‘existed’s ‘will exist’ 22 & DL, P EIRICBWVCTHRFETIE 2R\ Lw) e T
HbHo =—)IZLIUE (Kneale & Moore, 1936, pp. 176-7) . [FaERAIERRIC BT S5 ] L,
Mg (attribute) 2%E o L72h3 o T, [WEWERIZBIT 2BFHETIEIZR V] v 2 i,
[BHEEZEDS V] L) T ETHD, 7oL 21E, Socrates is wise. [ZBV T, ‘is wise’ (£3C
HEINC OISO BEETH Y . FRRIRB SN EZREBULZED LTS, F72. Tame tigers
growl.’ X ‘Rajah growls. |28} % ‘growl(s)’ bJEMEX RO L T 5b, LA L. ‘Tame tigers exist.
% ‘Socrates exists.” IZB1F 5 ‘exist(s) I FEMEEZ KL T, W) T ETHb,

ZOZEEHLPIZTH72HIZ, A—T1E, ‘Some tame tigers don’t growl.” & ‘Some tame
tigers don't exist.” & 8 L 0 #7 9 % (Kneale & Moore, 1936, pp. 176-7 ) o ‘Some tame tigers

don’t growl.” X, ‘There are some tame tigers, which don’t growl.” £ [f] U Z & # &R L. ‘Some
tame tigers do growl.’. 374 % ‘There are some tame tigers, which do growl.” & [Fkk, BIf# 7
BERERF-OTWE, ZL T, WL, INH2O00BEEHEDIIFMFFICEE 2D ) 5,
L7 L. ‘Some tame tigers don't exist.” D3, FIHFILR 2 %o H % L Some tame tigers do
exist.” (VX BEED S 4o F1UL F X212, ‘There are some tame tigers. * =3 %, L2
L. &7EX ‘Some tame tigers don’t exist.” I W LT TH L, TdZH. ZTONLIIERDI D
LD ?H LEKRDH D% 5. Z1UL ‘There are some tame tigers, which don’t exist.” & HFE
LT THLN, TOLETIEEETL. b L. ‘Some tame tigers don’t exist.” & \»9) LIZB W
T, ‘exist’ &£\ FEAY, “Some tame tigers do exist.” DHH L LEIRTHWHNLTWS (137
THhb) %5, ‘Some tame tigers don't exist.” (&, o7z DF LY ATH %S,

ZW Z. ‘Some tame tigers growl.” |2 B1F % ‘growl’ ® L . ‘Some tame tigers exist.’ 12
B D ‘exist OHPFEOEZE2E VL, BIEOEE. ‘growl OEIKREZZZTICHERREEL
(‘Some tame tigers don’t growl.”) 5N ADIZR LT, BEDEA. ‘exist DEREZL 2T
IS EYT H EHEEMRZ: S (‘Some tame tigers don't exist.”) LESLNLWwE W) 2 ETHAL,
ZAUE, WIS, BEDHFIEMENNGAF)E (paradox) O—D2Thb, DA TOFE%R
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BT B 7201213, ZH L d ‘exist’ ZMFHE AL TRETIEAZRW, bbb, [FFIEIZBRFETIE R
Wl e ERD, 20 R OGTEFO R BT L kol TOEXHIIKE L E
252720137V —=7ThL (M. 2017, 1)o

7 L—=7IC IR, [HREGRFECI 2] v ik, IEMICIE THERSE L OB T
F7v] R [exists’ 1255 1 FEOMBFETIE W] L FEDONLIRETH L, HIZEIUL, e £
T FEOIRRM R TH Lo HAHHEOMBEL [HE (EEEERT %) 4fF] (singular term) &
fAELCmEZER L, [EE] 2o TilhZiEbd, 728 213, ‘Socrates is wise's T DTN

iR 5E 4s wise' (& [ 55 1 Bk (first-level predicate ) & FEIZAL, [4 1 B#E4 ] (first-level
concept) — Z DAL [HIE B2 &]] (wisdom [being wise]) — %83, BlOF 4 7D

WEEL, BHRUSLO AR LS L CmE el L. COBFPERT 5 [#a] GE1R) 122
WA %EFESD . 728 21X, ‘Wisdom is rare’s = OLDIREE s rare’ 13 [ 45 2 fEkFE ] (second-
level predicate) &I, [45 2 BEWE4 ] (second-level concept) — Z D&EE [A4M (&
TH b &]] (rarity [being rare]) — %33, €L T, 7L —71% [l 2#E 2L
A7z L7z (I, 2017, 11 cf. Miller, 2002, pp.3-9) o

7L =73, B O] 12T, FARBMERDBETII R AMEDEETH L L)t
%R T % (Frege, 1884a, SS. 63-64), 72 & 213 (4 BHOHMIMFED ) (“four thoroughbred
horses’) &\ 9 KHIZB W T, (MilifE o) (‘thoroughbred’) % (M) (horse) &9 A
8% DEDF > T2 EEEEKTH, (4EHD) (four) &, FEETIEZR CBEIZOVWTHE-T
Who DF 0. ZoHE FUIMEDE) LW IHB&EIloOnT, 20X ) 2l 4HHNL 2 L
ERLTVD, H41d, B40BEOREETIER S, MIEDRE) LwIiMaoEETH LY,
L=k THEFEEEICET) BY., L7225 > T #E M [HFEIMEDEETSH
D19, ZTOBMEDETIZH BN RDOBELETII RV,

[FAE] R %] 13, THEOK ] o L) IEEOEEEE TG GBE1R) Tldkwv., £
Noid, e GE1R) ofta (DEVE2R) Z0Thsb, 2L 21 [HIROER] 2 [K
R DERE] L vooite G5 1R & ZOR T2 1 HoNS (EE) Lirskweiwv)
BHEEZ Do TVh, TOL) &L TRTED T, [ZOR T/ L oS (fH
) L 1 o8 e] v [—M] (oneness) ZHEE 32 mKE GE2R) o
Ban ) ENb. TOHE2MME [ OB/ T, BRLDS [HEkOERE] 2 [KBR
DEE] L) 8 LERSIIEL T a2, HEL LTOARKGIZEL TRy, 20X
2T 20 E 1, BEoME, 2TV H2HEME2OTH L, FkIZ, TOETIZ]
L EoRS (FE) BT 258 1FE (e 21X TAM] 2 [ 2 [H3E]) 23THE

E, (20T VEL LS (E) »BET 258 1 a0 Ee] Lv)mkk (68

FE) OM&E ) $1 b, ZORE, £OONLE I SO TICELs THED Eoxg (|

) PESHOT, FOONE T BSEIELT @ TodR)) [1HEDEHLZE] 2
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) [F1E] (existence) V) BMEZF->TWD, Dbk )z, [HE] 2 [#] &, F1
BMtezZ&TICBE2HMETHY ., Bta CELIEE) ofta CGE2R) ZoThsb (cf Il
. 2017, pp.39-40),

Pk X5z, 7 —=71d, TFE] MEFRORE TR CMEDRETH 2 LT 2 L
IZE o Ty 728 213 [4HOMMAED FATE/ES 5 ] (‘There are four thoroughbred horses.” /
‘Four thoroughbred horses exist.”) O X9 7%, MEiEr EiEE 75 [ —HAFEmE ] (general
existential propositions) OMMEEH S22 L7z, Tid, EAELRLMEE LIRS 5K % 55
5% [HEMFfEaE ] (singular existential propositions) (22W T, 7L =73 &D X 9 1245
M 2002 HiE, [HFEICHETLZ2E2 Y=L ORI ICB T, [LA - 7 5 fFfET
% ] (‘Leo Sachse exists’) (&, LA - #2741 (fifk) 22V TTIE7% <, ‘Leo Sachse’ &\ 7k
(BH%) 12OV TOMBETH2 EERT 2, 7L—712FF, [~ AULOABA N1y AT
» %] (‘Some men are German.’) (X, [ KA Y APMEET S ] (‘There are German men.’) &
FETHDI 2R Lz LT, [ viZAMTH 5] (‘Sachse is a man.’) & [ 7 kILF
AV NTdh 5] (‘Sachse is a German.”) 5, [—ALLEDOAMAFA Y A TH 5| (‘Some men
are German.”) X [ A Y AAYEAET 5] (‘There are German men.’) ANy TE 5 &
AL [ IZ A TH S| (‘Sachse is aman.’) 725 [ AMIAFAET 5] (‘There is a man.)
ZIEPTE D EFRT S,

CHCH LT, ey Y —d, FTF7L -7 oRREGET LY, $abb, [—ALL
LA A Y ATH A (‘Some men are German.”) &, [ K4 Y A2FAE$ % | (‘“There
are German men.’) LFETIERWVWE L, 2O LT, [ 7 IZABTH 5 | (‘Sachse is a man.’)
Mo [ NHAHAES % ] (‘There is a man.”) ZEE 7201213, [H7 LA FAET % | (‘Sachse
exists.) &V MENLETHL, LT 5,

a2y Y —~OGHIZBNT, 7L =71, [¥7 29 %] (‘Sachse exists.”) (&, L
T -7t () 129w TTIEZ% . ‘Leo Sachse’ &\ FF (FFH %) IZOWTOMETDH
5EFRT LY, 9, Earv—OFRTLUESEN [ LH T % ] (‘Sachse exists.’)
(X, DA [5E Sachse’ IFZBIEL T TII R, MAZIERTH] L) ERIZBWTOAIE
L, LAL, 2oz &id [HEZE$E] (selfevident premiss) Th b, LIZBWTHEH I
HEEMERTII AW Lid, DRICGHEWHHRTH S, LA >T, 7L —=7I2Ehid, ¥a
X —OFEMIE 435 [DLE]] (tberflissig / superfluous) %D TH b, DL HIZ, 7L —
TIE FEZE LS L AL T L& FENFE I BETH LI L2TMET LT TR L,
[FIFLZ ‘exist’ 2545 1 FEREECH S 2 & b EHIET So ‘Sachse exists’ &9 a7 1 (fE4E)
WAOIEMED 5 2 Ty, ‘exists’ 1355 1 BRRFETIE R WO TH S (cf. Miller, 2002, pp. 7-8) -
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2.2 Russell (1872-1970) & Quine (1908-2000) ‘Leo Sachse exists’ (& [L A - #27 +
(R OfFAE] LV JEEIZOWTTIEZR . [ 'Leo Sachse’ &\ 9k (EE%)] 1250w T
DWBETH D L) TL—TFOERIE, T ves T4 8o TSNz, 51238
DML, EEEIRT 5 & SN bEAHE, FHE LTTIRA CGRFEE LTRRT 22T
Holze TvEid, ‘Dragons exist’ O X9 —#ifrfEmE %Y [aEMBE is a dragon’
3L TEG/Z-8E1A] §74bHIx (xis adragon) EERT %, #LC. I vk
‘Socrates exists” @D & ) R HEARAFAEAE S WIS 5 BIAZKIE [RE I NZRR]
(disguised descriptions) T&H 2 &9 T v v )VORMEIZL 2 &, “Socrates exists” 1& The
teacher of Plato exists’ ~EFR S, E 512 [F S 1EAKZTIRT T b ORAITH 5 ]
("Exactly one thing is a teacher of Plato’ ) % [##B%‘ is a teacher of Plato” &, F 12
172785 ] ~&, $4bb Ix(FxAVy (Fy=(x=y))) (Fx:xis a teacher of
Plato)’ ~NEZEMEIN D, THIUERSE. "Socrates’ IZDOWTOMEEVIHINAT S LV, 20D
EHICL T, BFEIEMEIZTRT, —imELFHE AR IN, HOWD YA TOMEICE
7% ‘exists’ OHBUITRTE2MEALINL, ZORER, [FAAELIIMTH? ] ITMETIE
Bl eho HELRL, FIEIMMEGOBETIEIZ (. [ERKOEE] $4bb [£31210H
Rz dnb 2 e \ITBERL 2575 THAH (cf. Miller, 2002, p. 40) o

)5, 774 ik, ‘Pegasus exists’ [ZDOWTIKD L HIZE ) o

NI AL W) A, JEF IR CIFF ISR LA TH 5720, FLRiREADE
)R FRBN G D ST THZOENBNELTH, ZNTL B, KO L) % A L%
— RN 72 TRARIIL D725 9 - 41, ‘is-Pegasus’ X ‘pegasizes’ &\ ) Bii & Z D3R
BEE LTRAT 22 812k T, W@ E (ex hypothesi) 53AT AN RE CHEITA T REZ |
NTYPXTH s & (being Pegasus) L) BIEIZFRA 5 2 ENTE2725 9 B,

Z 9\ bIF T, ‘Pegasus exists’ 1X, ‘Something is-Pegasus’ 3755 ‘Ix (x is-Pegasus)’ .
‘Something pegasizes’ 3 7 H H ‘Ix (x pegasizes )’ ~NE SV 2 5N 5, FFEIZ, ‘Socrates

exists’ . ‘Something is-Socrates’ 3% 4 5 ‘Ix (x = Socrates)’ %, ‘Something socratizes’ 3
b b ‘Ix (x socratizes )’ LA E N L Z L2 % (Quine, 1960, p.179)

‘Socrates exists’ 122V T D T v LIV ORI (‘Exactly one thing is a teacher of Plato’) <.
774 O (‘Something is-Socrates’ X ‘Something socratizes’) ® HAYIX. HEAFIEMmEIC
B FHEOEAHEEIRET A2 L TH D, Fik Socrates’ %, * = Socrates’, ‘is a teacher of
Plato’. ‘socratizes’ & o 72 REEIZZEH§ 5 2 L 12 & o T, ‘Socrates exists’ DFRE (3ri:) -
ONELEIEES T, ZOWEIZH 2N, v 27 772 (lF) 12OV TTLEE-> Twi
WELERRTIETHo7z, TL—7, Tkl 794V HEIZEoTERLEUED L) %
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FUfE. 975 ‘Socrates exists’ I2B1T 5 ‘exists’ IV 7 T 7 A (fR) DJEMEIZOWTHH5E
STBLY, DFEVELRMFETIE R, 2RI, BRFEMEIZ ORI exists’ X is’ D
BIBHELZ oK HFERVERNEERATRTHL LI EZ T2, 37— exist D [T
£:#] (‘redundancy theory’) &IERDTH S (cf. Miller, 2002, ¢. 1 p.10),

3. ‘exist’ O [URH| #XHT 55

I 7 —12& i (cf. Miller, 2009) . FRPESEAEEROEREY, 7V 7Ly F- 24 Y-, b
UARIZ ‘exist DSEFECTH O . HEDIBETH A5 5, [TXTCOFEFEMEILFRFERAE (tautology)
THY ., ITXNTOBREMAEMEILIATTIEN (self-contradictory) Tdh b &9 Z & AVakid
57259 ] LERL (Ayer, 1947, p.43) o WAL ATE & — AT GTE & [XBI§ 2 L2324
v —AFTEmE % S 51242 (universal) B & F5FF (particular) @IS 2 LEED
o ‘exist AAEALMEICBWTHELTYH, ‘exist’ Zlkihe B2 L, —HTHELXEMEL
K TAGHAERE L, M CHEFTEMENSAE LLFIBEEIFHTH I LIk b &) Fik
THbo FEZEEEAZINEEIE, & LFEVBMRSIFFESL TLREETHHZ LI2%
HEVHREILET . ZOZERD, TA T4 v F T Y74 —id, [FFAEL TV 5 LAFE
LTWRWELXHT L —FIEOMEZHET — 72O ICHH B oMM E AT 5 EfVORE
P | (the absurdity of a farmer who daily inspected his flock with the aim of sorting the existing
from the non-existent ones — searching for the stigmata of existence) %#54#% L C\»% (Londey,
1970, p.3)s 722D L5, CIE 74 U7 A& [HWF KT FIIFHEL %2\ ] Blue
buttercups do not exist.” & Fb iz b &, [HFWF VAR FRTEIIIHFENIRIT TS ] ‘As a
variety blue buttercup lacks existence.” & & 2 72DICF VI VAR FOERLZFE L 2N
ERbzvoRr, L) MEZEL 72 (Williams, 1992, p.1).

i, WEGHEGEPSELLZFIFIUTOZETHLH, b L exist’ 25l % & BRZ DR
7€ ‘do not exist’ d 72 FETH Lo & TADY, b L ‘do not exist’ 2B FEZR 5, 72 & 21E Dragons
do not exist’ D & ) e —fEMAEIZBNWT, TN T T UVICEHL L THRFEINLZDIEI T
TYPHFELZWEEDOHRTH D, HFHMIIE 21X, £H 2D ‘do not exist’ 1F, FFIEL VD
DIZOWTLPBESIN LW L2 b, TOFIEIE. ‘Socrates does not exist’ D & 9 7 HFR
REIZOWTHLTIEE L, VI TTADPCL o 2tkb, IOV TESN) 2k b frd
Wb, 72213, (V777 2F3HFHE (F) v Nete.) THo72)o L2L. b L ‘does
not exist’ 25V 7 77 ANZMFEHEIND L6, TOMEPEL LD ) DI, TOMENRYTILE
HREV I TTADPGHEL L BoTHhL LBV EW)HHIEL L, S5, FHOHE
REL LT, b L exist EAORBEHL S, ZIUIBUFT 23 RTOMKIZHTIEFE L L%
% M5, ‘do not exist’ BB TIEF BT HMEKIE—2B W L1425, T4bE, ‘Socrates
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exists’ D X 9 ZHEQOHMIAEEMEIZTRTEE 2 ) (FFEKIE) . ‘Socrates does not exist’ D
£ BEEORMAAEAEIT T X TH L %2 D, ‘do not exist’ 1FV2% 25 b DORBRFETHH Y 2
HBWZ el b, ZL T, b L ‘donot exist’ DSIFETIEH ) 2 2\ 7 5, ‘exist’ b F727BFET
BN 2N LIZRDEH) ZND R, ‘exist DY 1 FERFETH 5 &\ ) HiFEld, ‘exist’ &
BETEH Y ZBVEV) FIEEREST 2D THL W,

T AT ARADERIZE S L, ERLOTEOMIL exist’ %55 2D [ fEilk§E | (predicables)
ELTOARBOLI L THAH (Williams, 1992, p.40)s 74 U T 2R, 9 [Fud Ry
FIAFTET A ] Blue buttercups exist.” (22W T, F R Y72 ‘exist DSBFEEI N TV D E WD)
CEERBETDL, ML EZ 4% EDL1D2DF VR Y7 1EEF ] ‘Some buttercups are blue.’
WX THREENI L5 THDH, Lo L. ‘Some buttercups are blue. i, ¥ ¥ K7 7D
[HFIE] 12OV TT b o TdWna v, ZRAPHEL TWEDE, [HnF Ry 7w Ho
b DN 5 | ‘There are such things as blue buttercups.” &\29 2 & TH Y, [FWF R 7
I 3FEFE L 72> ] ‘Blue buttercups do not exist.” 2GE L TWA DX, [FU Ry 73128 75<
72\ ] ‘No buttercups are blue. &\ 9 Z & THb, L7zd->T, 74 ) 7L A&, 72
i, [BCABM»FET S] (there are black swans ). [AMSZ ORI % SRS 5 155 705k
AMEHE S 4] (there are good arguments for increased public spending ). [ % 15 971250
BB 2 D MFEE S 4] (there are ways of cooking eggs without breaking their shells) &
WOREEPHLELTH, BOAR, AWK OB Z R 2t e H S 31
FRBT A HEICL o THEEIN TV D EMED. [F#] (existence) % [H] (being) TH
Ll b bEZ LI EIIAREHZSS (Williams, 1992, p.40). 72& UL, [FHFF Ko s
IXTEET 5 | ‘Blue buttercups exist. (2 ZBRT L0502 74 ) 7T ARXZL b L, Zo0mElE

FWF VR FIEWLOFET HOH ? | ‘How many blue buttercups are there?’ & 9 {12
WNTDEZTHD, Tl [[H% &b 12 (12L.1)] T %] ‘There are “some
(one ormore)” ) L BEZTCVWLEDTH A, ZDIENEL, 741 T LAIL, ‘exist’ 1&. ‘abound’
% ‘rare’ X ‘numerous’ N & ) ZFHELFE L L )12, BERHT L720ICHW LN TV 5 LR
5o

XC, [FHF R 38EIChs [P ThD %% 5] ] Blue buttercups abound [are
rare/ are numerous ].” DFFEIL. Z DIRFE ‘abound [are rare/ are numerous I’ 23H WV F AR
FIMOERLRE I LWL W) 2L Thb, TDILELNVHLNITLDIZ, 2O
B WER LA [(HDF R TOEEb BEEIIHL (WP THL/ ZHbH5]] ‘Some
individual buttercup b abounds [is rare/ is numerous].’ # #Fwd 5 Z & OIEZ UL E 2 L
L, 2L T, b L exist’ #2412, ‘some’s ‘abound’s ‘rare’. ‘numerous’ & [[] U9
i s, [FHFud Ry 738 EI2H 5] ‘Blue buttercups abound.” 705 [$H 5 F VR 7
DK b 25 E12H 5 | ‘An individual buttercup b abounds.” # #ii$ 5 2 L EIEE L E W
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X2, [HFWF VR 7FIIGFEET 5 ] ‘Blue buttercups exist.” 205 [ 5 F K7 7Ok b
HEET 5 | ‘An individual buttercup b exists.” Z 9 5 2 &1k, MOERD 2 32w, Dk
D — AIZB\W T, ‘blue buttercups’ i&. F ¥ Ry X OEMKEZIERT 5 (refer to) D TIE% <,
B [HFWs Ry 7 THbHZ L] (being a blue buttercup) ZHRT 5 &R ENERET
%, % LT, ‘Blue buttercups exist.’ 2L > TRELNTWL DX, 72AIZZDEMED, L5
fEMRI1Z BT (‘Blue buttercups are numerous’ D& ). 7213 —#H O MEMAEIZBWT (‘Blue
buttercups exist.” / ‘Some buttercups are blue.” ®¥;4) . [HML [Ef&fL] ST 5 ] (instanti-
ated) £V T EIZTELRV, 9\ ) bIF T, ‘Blue buttercups do not exist.” 25ik > T\ 5%

DEFTZ AN, [BOF R 7 ThE 2 E L) BTV R b DIZBNTHHLI T2
| (the property of being a blue buttercup is not instantiated in anything) &9 Z & 7% ®
Thbo

IS, — R EAEOREREEIC OV TO Y 1) 7 A XORRIE, 7 L — 7 ORRIE
LTCTwb, Zid. Blue buttercups exist.’ / ‘Some buttercups are blue.” D&%z, Ix (x
is a buttercup & xis blue) & L TRT I ETH D, DT, buttercups 23HEHDOW 124k

HOZHI (common name) & LT TId7 <, ‘is a buttercup’ & W) iEE L THEA I N TV S
LW ETHD, Lo L. ‘Blue buttercups do not exist.” (23 % LEEOBEZEROFIEIX. [F
W3R RS ‘blue buttercups’ 2% [ 4 OF ¥ » R 4] (individual blue buttercups) %
BRTLEEE L THAEINTWELEOAREL LA, [FHFWF VKR 77 ] Dlue buttercups’ &
[HFWF Ry THAHIZ L] (being a blue buttercup) & W) BELPERL VO TH 50
5. FTICEFEIE RV,

T4 ) T AR, —BAFEMEICBIT S ‘exist’ 12DV T O FEROFITHEFEMEICDOWT
WEERTHRWEERL TV, bbb, [HWF Uy Ry 73445 5 | Blue buttercups are
numerous’ [IHEERTH 505, [ANA VT v 28135 %25 | Lord Hailsham is numerous.” (7
RE RSBV LTHL, LT, ‘exist! 4 1 ERFEE AR LG EOTEEMITL720. 7
V=7 74 1) 7 4 A&, ‘Lord Hailsham exists’ (&4 V3 v 20 () (2D Tidfi
biko TH 5T, 7272 Lord Hailsham’ &\ ) [HH % GF) X2V TElE-THB Y. [ ZIUTER
9 (fictional) T3 7% < FEAEH (real) AELZIRRT 272OICHWHN TS| &9 % (Williams,
1992, p.34)o L7245 T, ‘Lord Hailsham exists’ & \» 9 HEREAEAREIZ, FEIZDOWTCOFET
Ho TEET LW OVTOMETIIL VD TH L, ZOBFIZ LI, ZOaEIEAL )
Tx A () 1220V TTHL L) BEIZEDVZFIFIEIELHRWES ),

L22L. ¥—F 1%, ‘Lord Hailsham exists.” 7572 A2 ‘Lord Hailsham’ &9 EA % (GE) 12D
WCTTH2LEVIEZFIIK@mL T MonIcInzfhl 32 BEOFEHR L7 (Geach,
1969, pp. 42-64) o ZOHIAS, [T T, ZLTY A+ ¥ Wi\ Joseph is not and
Simeon is not.” (2B 25, BFbOREELLYITDOEETHL (Genesis, 42: 36) o F—
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FIE [YITHINODOEERFETLLE, TRV AFTIZOVWTTELRL, HEEOKRTO
HEZOWTHESTWA L) T EHIEPIFTw5725 9 ] (Geach, 1969, p.58) & FikT %,
L2L, a4 ) 7237 a70E%E% Joseph no longer is and Simeon no longer is.” ® 44 i
JEEERL (Williams, 1981, p. 146) . ZAL5 O#gEAs Joseph is’ & ‘Simeon is’ & [H#&DIAA T |
(embed) W5 EHidA %9, /2% 21, Lord Hailsham no longer exists.” % ‘Lord Hailsham
might never have existed.” & \» o 728, Z D2 Lord Hailsham exists.” & 9 HFREELE iy
REMOIA T L, BTE I Tt is no longer the case that (Lord Hailsham exists).’. % (3 ‘It might
never have been the case that (Lord Hailsham exists). &\ [HldiAA | HERFAEMELE L
THE NS, ZOH4. ‘Lord Hailsham exists.” 1£Z 415 QIO AL MEOGHILIREREFE T
BHbo ZLT, TNOHOMOARGEIT, PSPIZAA VY v 21 (EE) 122V TORHET
HY . POZHENZOWTTIEZR V. LAL, ER5DEEDIANA VT ¥ 21 (fEfK) 1225w T
TdH b L) Z Lid. ‘Lord Hailsham exists.” &\ HEFIEMENSZORICHE T 52 L0 b
LA L 2%, 728 34Ud T 212, ‘Lord Hailsham exists.” (£ RIIZ DOV TTlE % < AIZD
WTOMETH 2D L) LD REGDD L,

74T ARIZIDOZ EIZ[ET %o Lord Hailsham no longer exists.’ % ‘Lord Hailsham might
never have existed.” 7% [FEFED (real) AEIZOWTEIEIIMAZ2iE> CWAME] THH S
L ThbbZENLIE [AHICOVWTOMETIEZR . TNH2YRE S 2B EITERHEED
JEMETIE v (Willlams, 1981, p.28) W) Z LD A, LML, 74 U7 LRk, ~NA
N 2l EE) 122V CRELN TV LD exist ThHDH I LEETET LD THD, L\
DH, TNEeHELZTIUL, R, PEEZHRIAAGILIILLESLIDOLTHL, TILD R,
WEUTOZ o0 FEREZHRAE L 2T NE LS Lh o720 TH S, 5 113, ‘Lord Hailsham no
longer exists.” % ‘Lord Hailsham might never have existed.” lZ. 72 L 2N )V ¥ A DWW
TOGHETHY) ., —RENSOGEDPIIZOVTHBFEL TWADIL, ‘exist TH D LI IZRZ
b, 8V FIRTH A, 213, Lord Hailsham no longer exists.” %* ‘Lord Hailsham might never
have existed.” 25, ~NA IV ¥ AN DOWT ‘exist’ #RFET 5 2 L1k, FIER LICIIAWHETH
bo R, FNPBFEESNDLREAANY ¥ AP DTH L0505, L) TRTH
o

IS 22, ‘exist D 1 BERFHEOHEDHIERE S MAUL, MOFIFELELBZWESL ) Thw
Zn TANT HRIEE L BEOFIERFED & ) IR Z 5 ‘exist’ &, AL OBFEICE X2 2
R%% L7- (Williams, 1981, pp. 28-33) . ‘Lord Hailsham no longer exists.” {ZB8 L C. [F[El%E ]
(reidentification) D7zDIZLEEE 75— OTWREBFESHFLEL LV LICHESER 2L 0H b
DTHbDo Tabb, HO—Td, NV v MMOERRKIE L 2 THRFES LT [
ZEES H7200] WMRERFE T, WO, HRORD 5 NZEHR 2 ThFESI NS [k
EFHFEETL7200] TEERETH S, 29 LT, ‘Lord Hailsham no longer exists.” iX. T HE
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WEDZD L) GRPERETLE2IEOBELEHBINZTNE RO v E, HIEERT S
(Williams, 1981, p. 33.) 1¢';

%7 4 1) 7 5 X1, ‘Lord Hailsham no longer exists.” @4 & F 4k, Lord Hailsham might never
have existed.” IZB LT ‘exist’ 23NA VT v A (fEfE) I2OWTHFEESNTWARWE ) &
ARERET D ThbOEZOGEIIL, [ 22 TAM VY v AMORENEETH - 7-d 58
PHEEL. POZOREEZFTAGLIZDDON 12D Lol ) ZENETH- 20 Lk
W] EHE S NS (Williams, 1981, p.30.) P BHS A, THUE, [HAELRWVAAL IV ¥ L
ARMERL LTI RO WEENMFIET L] LWVH) T EE2EEL TV ARV, Lo T,
‘Lord Hailsham might never have existed.” & \»9) @y iZ, ~A V> ¥ 20 (EE) 12OV TT
37, WMOBEBEIZOWTHLNTWLRNIZBWTOR, BB RRLZDOTH L, TOHH.
‘exist 1Z72 AN 2R L LTOALILTED ., F1IFMRFEL LTTERW, 2wy T L
2% 57259,

BLYVANTAXBIEL WL, ANV v 2 (EFE) IZOWTHR T ZiEo T b
912”24, ‘Lord Hailsham no longer exists.” & ‘Lord Hailsham might never have existed.” &
W) 22008rEIE, CoR—ANA VY X 2 (EfF) 122oWTIMT b > THE 5§, WoOREED
120 [BFHUL] 12DV TEE>TWA T D TH D, T7%HH, Lord Hailsham no longer exists.’
&\ ‘There is no pair of properties of reidentification one of which belongs to someone now, the
other of which did belong to Lord Hailsham during his lifetime’ &9 Z & %31 | ‘Lord Hailsham
might never have existed.’{&. ‘There is an essential property which belonged to Lord Hailsham,
and which might have belonged to no one’ £\ 2 & 255> TWVWADTH b, BT HIZ, 74
)7 AR —BAFAEEIZ DO W T S B EMEICOWT Y, AR — Oz ER L
Twbde T8 LI, BEFEMEITHELEANTEN) ZETHY, E212, FHEOIR
13, ‘exist’ 5B 1 PERFEL AL T EVIIBRBPOLELLE V) TETHL, L2 > T, 1Kid,
‘exist’ 1L55 1 P ilFEE L Cfib s L HFT 50213 7% <, ‘exist ZPLTD &9 el F THW S
NTws EFET 5 (Miller, 2002, p.31) :

» —HRFEEmE (general existential propositions). 72 & 213 ‘Blue buttercups do not exist.’
DA, ‘exist 135 2BMFETH ). 2O L OMRIFER L LT, ToaEIdfEIzo
WTTIE AL ZZABRERHEEIZ OV TIZT &4,

> R 7 AEAE A RE (free-stamding singular existential propositions ). 72 & Z 13 ‘Lord
Hailsham exists’ D354, ‘exist’ D 1 FEHEIEH D 275 %87 5, ‘Lord Hailsham’ i,
FETIER L, ZnEGT bbb AN GE) 2. BRI L725E25THS,

> I & A ALFTE B (embedded singular existential propositions ). 72 & 2 1% ‘Lord

Hailsham no longer exists.’ %> ‘Lord Hailsham might never have existed.” ®¥5# . ‘Lord
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Hailsham’ (ZME/K 2577 2 A%, ‘exist’ 1AL VT ¥ 200 (EE) ([2DWTORFETIEZ L,
Ul AL & DD EDFE 45 | (a filler for one or other non-existential predi-
cate) 129 X\,

4. ‘exist’ O [TUREH| #HHT 55

ST, ‘exist HEE I PEMFEL AL TIENOEL L E SN LRROFEEREFEIZONWT, £
DFBHEAD GRS 7z (Miller, 2009)s ¥ 72, ‘Socrates exists.” @ & 9 @D 7 77 A
YBRIZOWT O BN R ENTe FIEEAGEIZOWT, T [HE] ZEMtL AT
BT RL, [IEFE] ZEELARTIENOELL MM ENL, FFEELDH LD
FEHEMBEL A 0TI LIZEoTOR, T T4 —OFHCE [FELTHDLEEZFLEL T
BWEPLXBIT 572012 BAORNEZHET L) AGEANLBPN, $72, FFEE
FEMBELE A LTI EICL T, AZRE [FOF A7 3 =2 FE L 2V EfGwT 5
72012, W OPDFWF YR TFOBEREHFHA] LE) T2, IFEVPEIEMELETH S
YWt [‘donot exist 25V 7 T T AZDOWTHTIEF L2D0IE, ZOMmEI L TILELRE
VI TTANFIEL B o ThETHE] LV ZEDPFIHFICAZLDOTHL, ZNWD 2,
IHFTE A RO ERNELEE AT L IEHTOOLNLREL DI, AL AEROEIENEE
LABRTIENEOOND Z EFMTTN TV D, VBN TH L 2 L2 T2 EETI
FEVoIZ, 2, FEVPBEBUETHL L EBET L2002 BLH MERIGHTE 200
T, FFEEPMEEROEENEETH L 2 L 2 BETIUILTHIED FLEEWBEETHLH Z L
ABRECEDEZBVEVIBENLRLDIESL ), TORBEEIE. [EBELIZE SITHRFEICL
STFIRINDHDENSH, ‘exist’ 1FEMEZE FIRT 575 ‘do not exist’ FFIRLZWVWEF) 2 &
FTELV] LWIHIRETHL ), FIEEZBMEEALT O, FFEED B E A ST
NMER BB HDZDOTERVYP? ZOL) % (Ro72) BRIE2DDHIRIZEINTVR D,
ZmbbH, (1) [‘Socrates does not exist’ [IMEAFTERFEEZNIZE L], (2) [HEMFERFHITHE
EWEEZFIRT 5] TH b,

(1) IZBIL T, ‘Socrates does not exist’ 28T, ‘does not exist’ 1£72 L 2212 LAY 20 3R 7
TS0, 256 Lo TENDWEAZRFE T 27 UI % 52 WbIFTid kv, D6
BOFmAIZUL, Tt is not the case that (Socrates exists)” EfFRTHZ L QWEETH L, ZD
Wit V7 I T AIOWTHFESNTWS Z Eid, (‘does not exist’ Tld7: ) 72 AIZ ‘exists’
Thh, MEEAPFRL TN L, [[V 7 I TANFEET S]] FETIE RV Lwnw) 2
EThHDo HEHMFAEMEIZOWTOZOFHTIIED { &, ‘does not exist’ 1ZRFETIE % <,
L7z o CEAFEFHEDBETIE RV 22 THY LN TV XENE, THWIHTGRER W LIRFED

%% (internal or predicate negation) & [#HOTREZ W LD E | (external or proposi-
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tional negation) DXBITH L, MF LS, BE (V7 FTA) IZOWTRIFELNL TS,
A% ‘Socrates does not exist’ 1&. [V 7 7 T APIFFLELF-oTWDH] LFoTHBN ., HET
is not the case that (Socrates exists)’ (&, [V 7 7 T ADVFHEEZFE->TWAEH | ZHEL Wb,
51 BEREERIEE O L) REBIEZERBLRVD, 05 Lo TZED L) RXBI R\wblf
TldEZAve 728 213, ‘ais not moral & VI A EZEL L9 T, [a BAER-MEZF -
Tw5 ] ‘ais immoral’ &\ 2 & ZERT L2000 LWL, [Ta 2EEELZF > T3] &
BTl 7%\ ] ‘It is not the case that (a is moral)’ &\ T L ZEHRL TWED0b Ltk
MHEOEE, THE GRFED) HE] BHWHNTW5 ‘a (is not moral )’ 2%, HEHEDEE, [F+
1 (D) gl SV 5TV Tt is not the case that (a is moral)’s £NWZ . & LA
R EENNEZOXB RS, TN6 2O00MPIIFR LI L2 E®RT L2 L0575
A5 EBRIZIE, BT (o I IAERYTH S ] ‘ais immoral RSN 5725, HBEIX [ald
ANTETER F 72 3B EFEN T S | ‘a is either immoral or amoral’ EfFR SN 205 Th b, £
Wz, WIEE LM ED XA 2 T UL 572\, 2 2. ‘Socrates does not exist’
A%, ‘Socrates (does not exist)’ & RS 415 %>, ‘It is not the case that (Socrates exists)’ & fi#
REnzbrid, BERMELOTHL, FEPFEFHLELSHTVRL0E, HIFHTH- Tk
BTREZVOT, BREOHRPEIRENLRETH L, £IW R, ‘Socrates does not exist’ %
‘does not exist’ ZF LI FEL L TEHA TV RV EW ) Z &1, Tt is not the case that (Socrates
exists)” &\ ) fERA OB RETH ). £ LT, IFFELEENBLELRED LI L% LIHF
a2 EEMIENE L B D 2 E O RRIEIFMKIRE LT ST (Miller, 2009) o

S T X2, ‘Socrates exists’ &, ‘Socrates has [the property] existence’ Tid 7 <. ‘The
property of socratizing is instantiated at least once’ TH 5 L \v9 7 7 4 ¥ OFFMAHLH] S
%o ZOERRIE. FATEAEIC BT 2 [ % Socrates’ D & . £ DA XANERT A HEME (V
77 R) BHIBEL TS E)ICAZLD, TIULRIECTH D, Loy ob, [Fl{L] (instantia-
tion) &AL, [HLE 5 b D] (what is instantiated) (D F YW EM) & [Zofi{bo
ZUFIL] (what it is instantiated @) (D F D EE) L9 2 BEOBIREICB W TOAERE 7
THhHLTHb, §4abb, [xiIyllBW LSS ] (xis instantiated in y) &) FHA,
ZOBBEIEND2o0F vy T (xty) ZHOLEIIZL > THRREINDL b ODEI S
LB INZ 2\, Ledio T, b WO & ZEA L TOEEIEREINZ v, L »
I Db, socratizing &\ JBEDPBULE N D 7201201, ZTOZITILE 2 5 REMWE (V2T
TRA) BLELEPSThHD. TN R, [EH % Socrates’ ZHIBRY 5720 IZRRFE SN2 o (o
socratizes)” &\ ) Ay X D) b ‘Socrates exists’ DI 9 25, FELIC L ) AN HRDOTH S,
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E

1) AREICBF AR5 OMHIROLEBY E92, [ 12 [ ] 3@l lozoi, () 2
EAYSHESGENZTOL0EFERT L2012, () 2 [ ] IZHESHPSELOO T %,
F72, 0 R IR IHICS B,

2) cf. Quine, 1963, pp. 1-19; 1960, pp. 233-276.

3) cf. Heidegger, 1927.

4) NATIH—IE, [ Emm ] & TER ] L 2B L7 B, [HTHHMY 0| 122onT
DEFETH Y, BB [FHEOHNTT) —2RETLMY)0F ] 728 213 [EREY ] = [
BikE | FOWTOERETH L, MEWGwmE L. FHET 2D LEEHNFYOATHL L, BE
EWPEIZEICT AN, TOWEREDL I THELON? | 12OV T HFES 7wy, (cf. Inwagen,
2014, pp. 51-52)

5) 774 N MANHFIET 205 ? | & [TFAERmMHE] LA, 4 27 =7 12 &iud (Inwagen,
2014, p.52) . TOREINA TH =5 R, THERW] L) L) [FEHN] 2R E L <
[EIT (dismiss) &b 7259,

6) 74 )T ARIZLIUE (Williams, 1981, p.1). ‘What is existence? & 9 v i ‘existence’ (2 & -
TEREND WY (Y - EB) ] (property) IZOWTORMTHELHIIZRZLD, FLFd [
] IIHE TRV T, ZOMEZ ) 7200 @Y 2wk, ‘What does “exist” mean?” &9 |
‘exist £V [FEOHELZIM D ] MICHEZFHES .

7) OGO OVT, of. JNEE. 2009 4. 1-19 H,

8) Frege, G. 1884a, S. 64: Der Ausdruck “vier edle Rosse” erweckt den Schein, als ob “vier” den Begriff
“edles Ross” ebenso wie “edel” den Begriff “Ross” niher bestimme. Jedoch ist nur “edel” ein solches
Merkmal; durch das Wort “vier” sagen wir etwas von einem Begriffe aus. 238, 7 L —7 256 O &
OFIFCELT, SEOEE L, FEE (M4 VEk) Tida EETRL,

9) Frege, G. 1884a, S. 65: In dieser Beziehung hat die Existenz Aehnlichkeit mit der Zahl. Es ist ja

Bejahung der Existenz nichts Anderes als Verneinung der Nullzahl. Weil Existenz Eigenschaft des

Begriffes ist, erreicht der ontologische Beweis von der Existenz Gottes sein Ziel nicht. Ebensowenig
wie die Existenz ist aber die Einzigkeit Merkmal des Begriffes “Gott”.

10) Frege, “Dialog mit Pinjer iiber Existenz”, vor (Nachgelassene Schriften und Wissenschaftlicher
Briefwechsel, 1, Felix Meiner: Hamburg, 1969) (7 L —4 [fFEICBT 2 ¥ 2 v Y — L OXf5G] HIl
KR [7V—rEEL2 St Arll. % &R, 2001) 1884b, S. 66, [97.]: “Einige Menschen
sind Deutsche” bedeutet dasselbe wie “Es gibt deutsche Menschen”. Aus dem Satz: “Sachse ist ein
Mensch” folgt ebenso “Es gibt Menschen” wie aus den Sétzen “Sachse ist ein Mensch”, “Sachse ist ein
Deutscher” folgt: “Einige Menschen sind Deutsche” oder “Es gibt deutsche Menschen”.

11) Frege, 1884b, S. 66, [98.] P. “Einige Menschen sind Deutsche” bedeutet nicht dasselbe wie “Es gibt

deutsche Menschen”. Sie diirfen aus dem Satze “Sachse ist ein Mensch” allein nicht schliessen “Es gibt

Menschen”, sondern Sie bediirfen dazu noch des Satzes: “Sache existiert”.
12) Frege, 1884b, S. 67, [99.] F. Hierauf wiirde ich sagen: Wenn “Sache existiert” heissen soll “Das Wort

‘Sachse’ ist nicht ein leerer Schall, sondern bezeichnet etwas”, so ist es richtig, dass die Bedingun

“Sache existiert” erfiillt sein muss. Dies ist aber keine neue Pramisse, sondern die selbstverstindliche

Voraussetzung bei allen unseren Worten. Die Regeln der Logik setzen immer voraus, dass die gebr-

auchten Worte nicht leer sind, dass die Sitze Ausdriicke von Urteilen sind, dass man nicht mit
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blossen Worten spiele. Sobald “Sachse ist ein Mensch” ein wirkliches Urteil ist, muss das Wort “Sachse”
etwas bezeichnen und dann gebrauche ich eine weitere Préamisse nicht, um daraus zu schliessen, “Es

gibt Menschen”. Die Priamisse “Sache existiert” ist tiberfliissig, wenn sie etwas anderes bedeuten soll,

als jene selbstverstindliche Voraussetzung bei allem unserem Denken.

13) Quine, 1963, pp. 7-8: If the notion of Pegasus had been so obscure or so basic a one that no pat
translation into a descriptive phrase had offered itself along familiar lines, we could still have availed
ourselves of the following artificial and trivial-seeming device: we could have appealed to the ex
hypothesi unanalyzable, irreducible attribute of being Pegasus adopting, for its expression, the verb
‘is-Pegasus,’ or ‘pegasizes’

14) 2D X)) %FIEIE, ‘exist’ 24 1 BERFETIE L WEALTIEICI o TEHITOENS & FEXI N,
ZOARBTIEILoT, FIER B AL TRROWBL WYL I &1k b, 29 LT, A
HE SN TG EARGIOM T % FARICES 2 2 & 12% %, ETRAKLIIC, 7L =7 F S22
DILERLHH)ELI. Ty, FHEAFWOTER L EMROBENEE A TIRECL 5T
L= LRI Ex L7z T v IVOREIL, ‘Socrates exists’ D &L 9 A AEMETIIZR <, —
AR L COARMH SN D, HiE. BA% Socrates’ & A% SN/ZHBICT E LV E AR L
72DT, BLOHLKEAE IO L) HHRGEE —RmEOX I 2 W L 720725 9o 75, BAELIC
B35y b VoORBEIEL TWw A4 I2& 5 Tld, ‘Socrates exists’ 14 ‘(Ix) (x = Socrates)’
EGMENIBEN) 7 TA VOR-ENDH L, 774 1iE, 85128 EA T ‘= Socrates” & V9 ik
SRR, BT ST ik EEENE socratizes’ # EFK L7z, 29 LT, ‘Socrates exists’ 13, ‘3
x (x socratizes)’. F721% [socratizing’ &\ @HEIZA 7% &b —RIBMLEN TV ] LHEfES
528 b, bLIZTAUHIEL WS, HHRGETEGEE RS ik (Ix) (x = Socrates)” 25% 72
FRENTWBEI LIl b, TR, ‘exist ZaRFEE A L7GAI4E U 256 EEZ LIS, fA1EM—EDS
FFERETO B PETH RV EALRTHETH L, 774 Y ORFEOF I, FEARMITIE, BT
TEMED—RAEAAMBEEF L L) TENTEDR L) I L TH D, 51T, EHFAEMEL —
WEAFAEAT T 2 ‘exist DBRBMOBER D LE L b ZNETAHD, ‘exist TNHAKRDIUE L &
D, ®BILF (3x) ERE—E (=) KL TREWRRE R L. 2HVIDUIT, 774 Y OHGHIES
DORTEZ MTRHIICHR L Cw2 L) I b5, cf. Miller, 2009.

15) 37—k 4uE (Miller, 1975, pp. 338-54). % D RLf#IL ‘Elephants exist, but mermaids do not.” &
V) — AR I E T RECH B A5, [/ U — AL E Cdh % ‘Elephants exist, but dinosaurs
do not.” IZIEHEHANTTRETH % o

16) $7bbZDmEIt, ‘There is no pair of predicables of reidentification such that one of them can
be truly predicated of Lord Hailsham and the other truly predicated of someone at the present
moment.” LHFEINLZRELDTH D, T2 %B, FAHEDME there is BEENTNEA, £
TEE T TR B 2BRFETDH 5,

17) ‘There is a property which was an essential property of Lord Hailsham, and it might have been the
case that nothing at all ever possessed this property.” & Z T 4 U 7 L AW [AEMEM:] (essential
property) &FERDIE, 72 & Z1E being a daughter of Rosa and Manoah Bottrill T& V) . Z AL ED
TG END Do ZHUZOWTIEIE, [2O LX) ICADOBOERIIAENTH S &) Zlobobd
2hb L] LR TW 2,
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