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Abstract
This introduction to the special issue ‘Foundational issues in semantics and prag-

matics’ contains a brief description of the content of the volume.

Keywords Semantics � Pragmatics � Philosophy of Language � Philosophy

of Linguistics

The current special issue of Axiomathes is intended to address variety of

foundational issues in semantics and pragmatics. The idea of the special issue has

its origins at the second Context, Cognition and Communication conference held at

the University of Warsaw in June 2018. After the conference we have decided to

invite the conference participants to submit their papers for the special issue, we

have also announced the open call for papers that attracted a large number of

submissions. The special issue contains the best papers that successfully passed the

review process.

The topic of the special issue was originally intended to be broad enough to cover

numerous themes that are discussed in the fields of philosophy of language,

philosophy of linguistics and philosophical logic. The main idea was to account for

the proliferation of theories and methods of dealing with language by looking back

at some of the common foundational problems of the discipline. We believe that the

content of the volume reflects the initial idea very well. The issue starts with the

paper by Andrei Moldovan in which the authors defend the thesis that tests for

ambiguity do actually work for homonymy (e.g. ‘‘bank’’) and irregular polysemy
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(e.g. ‘‘button’’, ‘‘cold’’) but have limited application in the case of regular polysemy

(e.g. ‘‘bowl’’ as container and as unit of food). The author applies his analysis to the

discussion over the issue of the alleged ambiguity of definite descriptions. In the

next paper of the volume Jose Manuel Viejo sketches an original indexical theory of

belief attributions. Its main idea is to take that-clauses of attitude reports to refer to

contextually salient representation-propositional content pairs (‘interpreted repre-

sentations’). Pelle Leth in Utterance Interpretation and Actual Intentions argues that

in the process of communication the actual communicative intentions of the speaker

are irrelevant as the hearer is interested at most in what the speaker present as her

intention as well as in the interpretation of the utterance that is acceptable for the

speaker. The topic of utterance interpretation is also addressed in Joanna Odrową _z-

Sypniewska’s paper. She argues that during the interpretation process interpreters

construct literal propositional units, which are not truth-evaluable but which play an

important role in the process of utterance interpretation (she discusses the relation of

her view to theories of Simons and Recanati). In the next paper of the issue Justina

Berskyte provides a detailed criticism of the idea of indexical contextualism as a

semantic theory of predicates of personal taste (predicates like ‘‘tasty’’ or ‘‘cute’’),

that is the theory that claims that semantic content of such predicates varies across

contexts in virtue of implicit indexical element they contain. She discusses two

major variants of indexical contextualism and shows that neither is capable of the

adequate description of the behavior of the predicates in question. Richmond Kwesi

discusses in his paper a non-cognitivist account of metaphors according to which

metaphors are not truth-evaluable because of the special phenomenological

character connected with the grasping of metaphorical content. Kwesi criticizes

this view and argues that the perceptual account of metaphor is consistent with

being the subject of the truth-conditional assessment. In Now, Imagine an Actually
Existent Unicorn…On Russellian Worries for Modal Meinongianism Andreas Pieter

de Jong takes up a defense of characterization principle of Modal Meinongianism—

according to which any condition whatsoever is satisfied by some object in some

world—against the criticism of Everett. Joanna Klimczyk in Compositional
Semantics and Normative ‘Ought’ argues that the semantics for normative terms

in general (and ‘ought’ in particular) transcends the resources of lexical semantics

and the principle of compositionality and sketches an alternative semantic account

she calls ‘substantive semantics’. In the next article of the issue Filip Kawczyński

discusses the idea of metametasemntics and defends it against the recent criticism

by Ori Simchen. He argues that metametasemantics not only does not pose any

danger to metasemantics but also that it provides a solid ground for developing a

semantic theory that benefits from both speaker’s and audience’s metasemantics. In

The Content and Logic of Imperatives Nicolas Fillion and Matthew James Lynn

defend the idea of imperative inference and presents a version of this idea that

assumes that if the contents of the imperative premises have directive force, then the

content of the imperative conclusion has directive force. In the last paper of the

volume Robert van Rooij and Katrin Schulz develop a general account of the

appropriateness of conditionals in terms of evidential support.

As it can be seen from the brief description given above the special issue should

be of some interests to philosophers, logicians and linguists who are work on
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ambiguity, the concept of semantic value, context dependence, utterance interpre-

tation, the semantics of fictional discourse and metaphoric utterances, deontic logic,

the semantic and pragmatics of conditionals and imperatives.

The completion of the present volume would not be possible without the patience

of the authors, the work of the reviewers and the help of the editor in chief of

Axiomathes. We would like to express our gratitude to all these people.
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