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An Analysis of Debates about Contingent Identity .
Dilemma and Its Way Out

YANG Si-ping & ZHANG Jian-jun
(Department of Philosophy/Institute of Modern Logic and Application, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210023, China)

Abstract: Whether there is contingent identity is the focus of a long debate in the fields of contemporary

western philosophy of logic and of language. Most of the arguments are about the identity statements which are

formed with proper names. The result of the refutation of contingent identity to necessary identity is related to a

series of theories of proper names, such as theory of rigid designator. A profound analysis of different views of

both sides may help to clarify the key points and the reasonable grounds of them. Explicating the basic distinc-

tion between entity-entity connection and entity-attribute connection should be helpful to form new constructive i-

deas in defending the points of necessary identity, and thus to provide rational approaches to solve the disputes.

Key words: contingent identity ; necessary identity; rigid designator; persistence criteria
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