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ABSTRACT

I agree with Scott Soames that the sentence


(1)  I'm Scott Soames,

as uttered by him, has as its semantic content (expresses) the singular proposition consisting of the relation of identity along with Soames himself as both of the two relata:


< x = y, Soames, Soames >.
I also agree that by uttering the sentence he would typically convey something beyond its semantic content, viz., the proposition that he has the name 'Scott Soames':


(2)  < x has the name y, Soames, 'Scott Soames' >.

But I do not agree that by uttering (1) he would typically say or assert (2).


The argument here is about the relation between the semantic content of a sentence and what is said by uttering it:

The Semantic View (Grice):

What is said does not exceed the semantic content of the sentence uttered.  

The Transcendental View (Soames):  

The semantic content of the sentence uttered is typically only part of what is said (or asserted) in an utterance of the sentence; what is said also includes all direct, immediate, relevant consequences mutually recognized by the participants as following from the semantic content of the sentence along with any background knowledge.
After explaining why I don't think Soames's reasons for the Transcendental View are convincing and why I don't think the view is right, I would like to propose a diagnosis that I think sheds light on a wide range of views about the contents of an utterance beyond the truth-conditions of the proposition expressed by the sentence uttered.

