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b HIETEFFLLE (BEEFMRE) ARNELRFLRARY
wE,

(ETHHMR) UMABF B TS TRYFEAAS, ARk
Bk, RBRBEFNRE, SHERGETEE,

BEY, — A, a3 (1) RESWEREL LG ETEF
(analytic philosophy of language ) ; (2) BRM Ki&MBEE LN ET
¥ HWBERBFYF A28 2T E AN —FYFiEGH, T, K
R

ATEAS R R BB R BFEEHER? RASHERE: F—,
BEWERW, JLFRLRARAFETAARST R BRERBEERS
8, 142 A HEBARE, RAETERERHOAEN A
%, RYFRAEFEAAE (PAFHESELAAEHANEE) , B
RMEEOEERET S84, £, Taanns, EMMEEER
BEWH, REAEEESF, B2, REWHELZTEMBFIHFEEP
BEYFHAKRY, REAYAR, VHEHRTE (A THRZE) S
LFEALE, EHAHL, Fw, ENGFEL, RREFTEHTREZS
EEWERERE, AAFERRELAELIB, kL.

MFRETERMNSETHFAAREREK, XELER, ¥AK
i, AR EEZMANFEINET IR ELGEN, FRAFZGEL
BARER-ANFHGE R, AEHIAA, SETHRRERAEE, &
RETHR, BN AER, R EAETHETREANEE, WwREAAN
CBEMBRALEREFTETHHERE, PEESTBA, EX. HEALE
Ay, MEX, ABTTRETASE, HHEETEML. RERNK
BARANMERHYGETHMIEEAEHEAREN: WEITA, AEFE
FMBRE, BETHE, WEBETA, WETH, HETHE,

B “AHERS” , PR ETHER—R[#R, ££. TR, £4
BER. T, £, H4£ (the world, reality, object, entity, thing,
being, existence) ] 982 ; Ff4§ “AERE” , Py s B A AT R A
(ARBE %, “BAKNHBA” (FPEEFL) F20) .,

BHERA, T LR OAR (RENTFE L R) FRZS, T4
BmARR, BibEM, FEMAFEEFALREBEFT T, FHELITR
(BREAHKER) c REZIHIR, BRARET - EAZHNEH TS
B, EAREREEAALLAE RBRGGH,

HFETYFHR) AW T, RMNHEER, RAKAEF
HEHIEE B F #ontology & epistemology B AR fo EF 5K
B kT 24 F (RAEY F 64355 MA@ [the linguistic turn] ) , A4+
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The Inaugural Statement on

The Forum on the Pbtlosophy of Language

The China Association for the Philosophy of Language (CAPL)
takes The Forum on the Philosophy of Language as journal of the association.

On the basis of research in Western tradition of philosophy of

language (henceforth PL) and Chinese philosophy, The Forum aims at
developing a multifaceted approach to philosophy of language.

PL, in its broad sense, includes (1) the Anglo-American philosophy
of language in the analytic tradition, i.e. analytic philosophy of language;
(2) the European Continent’s PL in the hermeneutic tradition. Analytic
philosophy is a philosophical movement which, with a distinctive style,
developed in the beginning of the twentieth century and has become the
dominant philosophical tradition in UK, USA and many countries of the
European continent.

What are the reasons for studying PL today? And what exactly
can we learn? The most immediate reason is that PL has provided and
will continue to provide insight into and understanding of language for
linguists. It has also had a pervasive influence on linguistic research in the
West. What philosophy contributes is not so much an ultimate solution
to any puzzle, but clarity and understanding. Analytic philosophy offers
a methodical and scientific way of looking at the development of ideas,
issues and events, as well as a broader perspective and overview of the
research carried out in different traditions. Next, the value of a historical
event tends to be shown in its long-term consequences. Moreover, the
more ancient the event is, the more valuable it is. Third, in the present
age, there appear from time to time some philosophical masterpieces
discussing in linguistic terms theories of how things are. Additionally,
there have been quite a few philosophical classics on PL in the past 50
years. Finally, we shall not confine ourselves to explaining what the PL
has already covered; rather we aim to develop PL in China in ways that
would be appropriate to our linguistic and historical context.

The fact that the linguistic circle in China has shown great interest
in PL is of great significance and has far-reaching consequences. At the
same time, the problem to be urgently addressed is that the scope of
philosophy of language is too wide and broad. We are fully aware that
giving too wide a range to a research subject could clip the wings of
the subject and forestall its development. Some scholars hold that any
thought on language, if expressed on a profound level, could be regarded
as philosophy of language. Our belief, however, is that, even though
one’s thought on language is on a profound level, such a thought still
remains linguistic, if the eventual conclusion of it concerns nothing else
than linguistic forms, meaning and functions and their applications.
Now, let us sum up in a terse and telling way the global discrepancy

iii



The Inaugural Statement on The Famn:f on the Phifosopﬁy ‘f"f,l—?“_ﬂaa?ﬂ .

between the two: the research approach whose entrance is in linguistic
terms but whose exit is in the world or in any thought may be regarded
as philosophy of language; by contrast, the research approach whose
entrance is in linguistic terms and whose exit is also in linguistic terms is
linguistic.

By “exit in the world,” we mean that philosophers eventually could
arrive at arguments concerning the cluster of “the world”' including
reality, objects, entities, and existence. By “exit in any thought,” we mean
that philosophers are eventually “to think on their thoughts.”

In addition to the different theoretical goals (i.e. the different
exits) mentioned above, the differences between PL and linguistics lie,
further, in their conceputal tools, theoretical structures, main methods of
research, as well as academic qualities. Such a demarcation of the two is
not intended to distinguish the high from the low or the complex from
the simple. For the two have both resulted in positive thoughts for human
civilization.

As to the orientation of this journal, we believe that, Western
philosophy has developed the analytic tradition, through “the linguistic
turn,” by relying on specific epistemological and metaphysical grounding.
We, on the other hand, would try to develop a novel kind of philosophy
of language which would rely on Chinese philosophical traditions and
the cultural context of the Chinese language. For this reason, we would
rely heavily on the data available from the Chinese language, in the hope
of developing a new kind of philosophy of language. When pursuing
“importism,” we would also aim to put “exportism” into practice. The
reason for the two -isms is very simple: the offspring of the Chinese
nation should offer wisdom to the nations all over the world.

Everyone in the world talks about the world and tries to influence
it in novel and original ways. We hope that we will turn the process of
exerting unconscious influences on the world into the one of achieving a
conscious and responsible impact on it.

May our nation and society be in more harmonious development
as it keeps forging ahead. The journal of CAPL will aim to go on saying
about the world in its own way.

From the editorial board of the journal
2010-6-30

“The cluster of the world” was proposed by Qian Guanlian in “The Philosophy of Language: Its
Dissemination and Further Development in the Circle of FLS in China” , in Foreign Language Research,
Harbin, China, 2008.2, P.1.

Feng Youlan, The History of Chinese Philosophy, Bejing: Peking University Press, 1996, 2nd edn. p.2,
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o BRASMIK

ABR. AHBRSWEFH

MM ASNEEEEA AR ERA P Ak

B OE: AXHEAMAETRE “&” (#) $FHEAX—AXSAR,
HiGE “ABR—ABB—PER" ZTHEER, HEXET: (1) B2A
AHEARESGBAXAS, AAKSHEELRBERMNRRT AGZHEALLME,
(2) BRASAFEARSH AR, TRALARSHEXS, dHheiki
XA EF, B—EF, FRRFAAHSETHELLFRELBTARRL
ASATHEAEE, BMERBHET Frege £ T “ZAFXEALAZ" A
RiLBBHAAHFNG (B) 32 (3EHR) AR, (3) HR “K” E4TS
HRA AT BEE., 'R AKRAEGERKRMEMR” , £ Being and Time
2, AIRAREBERAFROGBBF X LAY, AREL, RAAHKGFTX
SR, ABRERART O TAEGHIRL” !

Bl X EHZETTHHRAFTXNSALAR, Hhe “AhEfdB” ik
MR R SR, AMER—A—FHHFEHE, REARATHBRLETH
L,

XA AakR; AR dadR; R B AXS

e B FXMERBA

S R R TS

WREFWRSTERBCLE, % B %2 eSKETE (EE%¥P) 8
HbHAL” !, BT AR, BAXAERE: FEETEMN
B, FESEFSLMETEXMAERET: (1) MiBAA (in linguistic
terms) ; (2) Mt GEZEHFEEM) .

EESEFEINTEMESEFNRAET: (1) RNEES (SigEs
MKMIES ) EFR, BEREENEREE, MREHHMERE. (2) £hft4
FEe? MBEHSERRIR D —AREIET G, NREMMF (AT )
#AO, NtFREARER (WL ) RO, FEAO5HO, BEiLEEY
Raa i, (3) BEMNRER, IHMAEEHRA L1,

U SRS E (AME: BHEGRRBE B2 , KW MEREF—, REARKZBEN, 2004
BIR,



2. EX:

FerEL AR A

%I%}a = b (' The Morning Star is the Evening Star ) X##)E—1% (identity )
ZWHAFE, Frege I T EMHA (the mode: of presentation ) HSIANAMHNE
( cognitive content) MBI EARE, JEILFAAR, fbigHBEIFARRIEHR
(Frege, 1952) , FHFHEAARE, MTbBE—PREEZE=4 (LTX) 3
%, BEREEBATEAANABRY (B) £4 ($T6K) AR, X MNMF
AR PR EE RSN 12—, A ‘

—NFAEERFIMEAFIIEE, Bl “FEASREEE” , VEAACEEIRH -

H—AEIH T FFE, REFE, 3 FH, #AF T —ERFHRT,
F—REIMBBR— AR ELILE T, REOZFHEE T EGEF BB ITH.

& I AR _

(£) PE------ , BRIECAERBMHEAN, L, “I” LHAREGEL, #E
WK E PO EEAR R, LLEE, ZHE—H,

de, HRAIRTE, BARA, FEBATAH: “K. B, &, £, &
TR KL AR, BE, B8, KA AMAL AR BR, BT

R LB, ¥KERLELR, MEEHh:. “BEE. 1 . &, A, £
AL AL K. BAE, B, BE. DT DT, ET. XKF, DA R,
REL RH, b RE. RAFE, RE AW, FERAE BT A RE,
FA,BF BAE BF, BARE, FTRINF, THF. ADNTFT

FEMHETEAE, LB LEF24, MEZH: “BR, £, TE. E.
EF. JE. #E. BE. WF, 4. DAL B, D DR,

REPE, MTAE: “BL, AR, DFH, LH, BH, F4017 ,

RE|TFHR, WTAH: “FMN. 2F. XEF. EF. 52",

e RARRIFHF, BETEHFRES, WTkH: “K, K, KE, BKE, F
AL R

R EFRBRESE, AL SPd, i+, WEEH: “FE. r#E, |
. T RE. NME. THE. EE. B,

RE—ELMiEE, —LHEBRT, B—TFTFLETRAPMLE, LALLKE
T=%, R¥#: “Ei, £, £X, BE, £L. IE, DB, R, £
T, EAK. Ei EH. BAL BR. EFEXT S

LE—FEANR T, RAFHGFRARLE, L3580 1" ARERE,

IR T R — &, MeRER, MR ERARFE, F_E—KFR
AEIFEST: “FA B FHRR, A, " BTAN, TTNE, 9BET,

HER—AEEATH “&” (B—ARK) HHREC, EHCYE—AMER
MEKER. XERABR. XTHIC “R” WEXSOHEE (BIELHiE) A

U REEEELIGERS R S5EHFBRANSAE, R,



ABE. ABRSHER

%, 9T ‘R R—MBELENER (HEF FERNWEIRIA" , Alessandra,
2007: 94) , Bi—AE A ABEAPTANRSONREGERT, - ‘F BaXMFRE
M —AEL, X—ISNREET, BERITVRARANE—MEASR ik
HER, FERNEERELMEXNMEARMERET” (B - fiT. KL, 2001:
822) ., ACARRIHEXMBEE ZHEME, REEH, bR “PEEREAHE
EABRRERAC” (ME6, EEHABRPLUEARH: JUEPABRNE
FsfEE, AR ARRSREINE, ROEXMERMERAD

Yok \FR, END#FR, MIEYNLT, SABFHBR T XL BEREEM
—ABIEAN, “‘R” FIEHRAONRRATERG . EWAEN (Quine, 1960:
173) . H—AABH “&” FE, HEHRONRRBL—K. Xfh “BRPORF
#RiA”  (egocentric particulars) (Russell, 1940: 116) , ‘ENHSNE 5PFER K&
HetEsrBaEEEME, FERTRBEINNIER, “ef&nasgen
AR E, BN MEAREAER O EMA, TR ElTE S NEf AR
(8 - 7. K&, 2001: 286) . BE, RAMNEEB, LEP “R” KD
BT HETBESMEZ S, BA WK,

EREAN ‘R BEPHGE—ANETHER, 768 TXRBIUITEMREIE,

DUENHRS MR T KB “R” WKkl (BIEE, DITHKR “R” A&
%) , ENTEEFR—NIAEDLENINE A, HAZILTEGESEERE
IR, X T — M. ERMERE G, X ‘R X—EBANE (%) AR
IAAR, BEEER, B ‘R EARLKEAY, FREARHS SRS
. i S SZFRRE IS S

PLEiBEIRY, ETESMHER T, AR (ACHRBRIGEFERPHBHE)
EHEHEEZEN “R” TF. EXEEANRE; RIEF, KEMLEH
B; HOCYTELERE LENEWNR; RWBEFER; WBT4EN; ACXLET
EWRESH; BoY VAW, B, BRI THAFRAE; mkESs,

X—IEBRATHEM “B” Hip (REE) HOBE, IRHTANBEE
FREPBEROHTE,

LA, DUE “R” BHRETHELESEERINEN “F— ARt
( preferential first person ) BB IR IHIESRE . MIARIEHABERSE, ABFRIH
T YRR, ERB—VIARRY (—Y1) YFRiiiiets, =BT ASLEA
BRI BRPER FEEEHERA . ARYIER St AmE R,

EFER R 2, BRARMIAERHEES, ‘R 2%, RELYG S
BT, “R ARFRECHHSAEG. BEYLAXHENER. “RILFH
il RP— (g ) BSNER, WEEER ERgERg,
AT B S ERER L. RE ARG A e s T aE”
(B5EE, 2005: BHIE) . XRBE B

BAWE, AL R S, REOHGER ETHAOEE, SR8
“B” TEREFEREEHAETER (KFHESEHSHMA ) OB, BEHL
FriH 3k,



ASOHIGEE A BREEN B SIKGRBERSR, SIEEHRIR “REAY
Wk, Bi—ANELSCAY ARSI R AR XA A RAEE Ll
Sett”  (Heidegger, 1999) GHEARENS. ZAUENABRBEETREE,
RABEH THBRHE ¢ —‘AE?&B‘JAE‘]??EXE@ R, BRAEAERE:

“XHEC#FTE (everyday Being-one’s- -Self ) HIFSAERA TBLLE RRAIEPIIRZ
%Eﬁéﬁ?ﬁ (everydayness ) # ‘ 4’ IREEMITRTG, EIFEA (the “they” ) ”

( Heidegger, 1999: 149-150, HESRHAAEEHM) o MPTHH “HAN" Ak
FEAGHA, TRESEEFHA, BE, RIXEHABRERERIT “3t
HOHEENRE" | X “XMERARAECS. B CEE LA AR K
El%H)” (Heidegger, 1999: 150) o #§ERE “RAT” . “EH” & “AR" #
RuLIE% “#” ', “REC” . ‘¥ Rk ‘AR EHERBRERS
TR B R, STLCh, ABRRERAN “R” BRIR, HiE
FCHYTE SR reflective awareness of the “I” ( Heidegger, 1999: 151) , {3,
“ R XAMARTESAEMRENARAENKEAIRIL” (Heidegger,
1999: 151-152) .

M EER XS EBEER, R “B” TRNERENETESERS "t
£” HFER, “R” REENARMEN. BERALE RS, “MF ‘R %
AP RALEIEY —, IRBAUNETFE R EHE" (Heidegger
1999: 152) ., MBFERR, “R” RMENARFHMENR (the “I” is an Essential
characteristic of Dasein ) . % Being and Time B, ARRFEHALIR B
BEAAZHN, £NEE, RUAARNAALAN, ABREREHRT “XE
SIFERRRIR" |

ABFIER, BRAR, FMARE, BSEARR, HES55KEAERRRE
HEML, RABEEENER. FRBHIMER, BTAER “R” 2k,

XEYEHFAERIEEARRE. BHBOARRET, ABKRZIHFZEIEEZ
£, YHHRHNZBLTHE. P4, XRFEFTEEFR. —UREER
A, “EHwT B AN . —P=AEEES (BT .

X—% (NHFRIFHFTE ) —2 (PHRANZLL) , FEROKRE: ¥
PR AWM THE7 '

—WRAR =420, IEM Frege Frigh, HBEFEFXSINABERKIL
RAXAE (Frege, 1952) . —¥yil Venus, HREIRMIEE, AFIUE The
Morning Star, BgE]HBLRIAHE, ANBRERN The Evening Star, Frege f&HT
XFNBF (ERPEHRZN “ERIE” ) ORAEENORSAXS]: —RXF
MR EIHF R, (the mode of presentation ) FlE], ZRIAFMNE ( cognitive
content ) WAE, BEMABTFE—H=2, WH—Y, ERRIREREY, N
B ST LR ERB IR S DT s s e @’%‘% , RIBENEGE

U XAEEEREAARIERS, FAMT: The question of the “who” answers itself in terms of the “I”
itself, the “subject”, the “Self.”



ABE. ABESHER

MEEOSE, EXN “EE , RIETHNEELEELBERM “+5” o XK
HEAMAER T SHARKHER TR SNAAZE. RUY, —PIRARZEMK
%, BARMEEZ ABUEREHNROYEEROARFRBRMNE SN, BATEY
BRI DL S B g K AT E R . TIYREtERIMER), REER, RIEY
HRERSES L, HABEHTE,

BRI, — PRSI E T X S F PR e A ] BB R
X, SEIEEEEEA, BIEREUERE (Context-sensitivity ) fi (X—BAE1E
BTRIGIE) . /W, D “R” BHELARN, REOYEERAZUTRIR,
BERAEHA, EAEKS SHSERDDITERD ., ARot &, “R” #RF
BHRER AR SR (RS SHmEMSH6) . “ETF” . 8
i1 S 53 - - N ¢ SN/ SN ¥ - M -7 U Y P N G )
BAHFRSAMNERREARHSSHHRREEE, AtEEHEMAREN
. BHM, BESSESSA, HMHE, AESIEE. wWRE, A8
REOXZAEFETFERERER, INERAcENA, WHEIEREAT, X’A
BB LRI ER N Z—.

BEFT AN G SHSHERGESRN TR E SEYE, SYEFcty
ROZLROGER M 5T, BEERSESRENALTHER ., XEME
—Z—/PHRNERZ 2, ’

WE—S—PRRFERISI NZ=, AT AR aidiZ i, Ytk GE
YR AFERRY, XAFRESHEFEN, mEYHRZ 24N BRI
%, BEHFRSWKBIANKERZOEE, X—SHERE (2008) 2
BB HER A HEZ AL, RV 2R PRHKE . FEOHE
BFEE, TR, ATHEBAESHSER, EABKX—-IHE L (EERD
%) ., EPEEHE TIEE MAKRNWERSN, EA—AmE Lk ERA
SRFAMNZARTHERE, XREAHRNIFNZEHTH PR, FESNE
HFHA,

RE—L—PRNTEIRS 20, HIRFREFZ NS SHAER,
PRF—AIHESZFRERHRHERARSANANBRREHES—I RS
ZFPK, “PHE” H P ARILNE" RMNLEE, “DRE . HEY
5 ‘13”7 Z&#EEF, EMNtamekE, FERETENSaNETRES
FREBARMR X SINONE. B, EEUHERKRNE A 2ZE, RETHH
AW R, 55 SBULREEHEBURH ZFEEHEKET .

YT 2HHRAFEAFEE, SEARERRaE (FRRE
R) #ESR (X—BRASETERSE) , TIABKREKBREBNAE, e
BULFEAERE . MABFHFIEHRZE, EMHESHLERROEZELIPED
&, RIFbF2EEtERE. A, GEPOABRR (siPrshisE ) WE
FHRMHERS, BERIK T —HLIHARVE, W4T —Sfinit, X AmEEERIAR
Fitit. i85, BIE. BRHCRATERREZHNEGHA, BIK. Hik.
HIZ. BEHLRAL T BRI BCRRIE 54, el B b4 e



tE FI A K S R R . AR RIS TR TR 5SER,
FRIMEAT FNRES RN, HIMBRFRAT £0, HakE2.

MU BFRIE £ 2SS E R BRI IRE, BARBATAIAF
HINMAEZ AP .

DLERISME, ABEERT “R7 & ‘you” , “f” . “f” B he/she
FEANFRIEE . XFEES TR AW . £ “ABR 5 "B 2
MBS, BA—A AR (X—BEASETER) , B ERHF
EEE" B ABFR— AR, 4=HEARNL, TTRARAETRA,
AR B REE R A RBE R, XA ST ETERMAIL T A B SHEARIRSH
B . SHEANEFRREHMSE0 . XS L MBI R

B2, £MESHNEDED, PPAYR (B2, BEAR) N5
HHIRERERERARE ‘R ARNEFENES, FRET: (1) ABRE
R OBRETEKAAZL; (2) TREETRETH., FRIANER, Ml
AWT BATAR RN . F—2 0, BrRReE 7 sUex b —i (X—RBEA
HBTERE) .

WA YIBFRHIEO E—EEA T LSRR — M REER, HARAEE
H, B (E3hsEit) MBERE. XTREE-FNABRR, ABRYATER
MEEHRE: BRNEVEREEETHERIXSHELRE, S “FEfd
%" MBI ES K,

BJE, DUE "R BHHEE SERAERORETRATER? WG “H
Rl WRA, RERUAAMPRID? FEET ALRBA TR T2 20, =
£, MRAXAMRAARFLEESE, BLARHIGE “ARL0L"7 HRFRRIFZERIL
(XAMTRBEET AR, EMERN ) 7 BELY, XA EER LSS ST
R A IRINE ‘B BEENEBRSRAMBROFARAEEY, 7
AU EER— XU AENAR— M HEMNEEEAME? RHEER: 7
Blo BA: (1) “R” RELHERER, RESEEHROTR; (2) Z—4
A T BT N (REE) KB (3) DUET, ABHRMEFE
B SYParHAan 8, TR T ARIAERE—EIREERY. Ri5X=
K, RLUWE, RE “R” ERNFESRANBRXOR—ITRENTHEE,
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The Calling-oneself-one, the Referred-one and Referents of

Something
Qian Guanlian

Abstract: The paper discusses, first of all, the phenomenon of I-focus-my-
attention-on-myself in terms of the enormous variants of “w6” in Chinese (as “I” in
English), then, sets up a triadic category of the calling-oneself-one (the variants of
“w0”) — the referred-one (the second and third person) — referents of something.
The significance of the triadic category lies in that (1) The category explicitly
displays that man focuses his attention on the existence state of his own and that
the high complication of the calling-oneself-one enables us to recognize the high
complication of man himself; (2) The category explicitly displays discrepancy
between man’s attention on the existence state of his own, man’s attention on that
of others, and man’s attention on things. Such a discrepancy not only indicates



