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0. INTRODUCTION
0.1. THE PROBLEMS

Imagiﬁe that the following pieces of discourse are uttered and heard without any
particular linguistic or extra-linguistic antecedents:

(1) Joe got married yesterday. The minister spoke very harshly.
(2) Joe got married yesterday. The dog barked very loudly.

The radical difference between (1) and (2) is that, under standard assumptions on
the cultural background, the hearer will know what minister the speaker has in
mind in (1), whereas (s)he will have no idea of what the dog in (2) refers to. Clearly,
the first sentence of these pieces of discourse licenses the use of the minister but
not the dog.

There are at least three problems inherent in the phenomenon illustrated above:

1. The fact that the sentence Joe got married yesterday licenses the definite
description the minister but not the dog does not follow from the truth
conditional properties of the expressions involved. In particular, the truth
of Joe got married yesterday does not entail the existence of a minister
(which the minister presupposes), nor does it exclude the existence of a dog
(which the dog presupposes). Consequently, a formal distinction between
‘entailing a proposition’ and ‘licensing a presupposition’ is to be made.

2. In addition to the fact that the existence of a minister in the context of (1)
becomes a valid inference after uttering both sentences, other entailments,
which do not follow from either the first or the second sentence (or their
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