
























Names, Contents, and Causes 217

the movies that he starred in. There will be no such link between the
name 'Schwartz' and these movies.12

How could AL's cause intentional action? further, how
could it cause distinct intentional action from his Take the
first question. The mere fact that Curtis is the referent of AL's TC-
thought cannot, it seems, by itself account for intentional behavior on
the of At. For if AL wants to shake the of but does not
know what he looks like, Curtis could stand right in front of AL and AL
would not extend his hand. AL must think of the person before him as
Curtis. To do this AL must have in mind some or pnJpl~rt:i.es

that he associates with Curtis (via
Now take the second AL's that Curtis is in the store

is of the same as AL's thought Schwartz is in the store.
If the mere fact a name had a particular broad content (and that fact
alone) were to AL's background intentions to ask Curtis for
an intentional then the that Schwartz
is in the room should cause the same intentional behavior as the th(lU~;ht

that Curtis is in the room. But it does not. merely a thClUj2;ht
whose broad content includes Tony Curtis is not to explain AL's
behavior. Again, AL must Curtis as Curtis.

This to us that names in do not cause intentional
behavior in virtue of their broad contents isolation. That is, we think
that the name in thought Curtis' comes to have a to do. Its
is to track information about and its role must upon
fact that it is a name for Curtis. That is, its causal role must depend in
part on its broad content. its causal role must depend upon the
broad contents of more than the name in order to get AL moving.
Naturally, to get AL moving must have other beliefs and desires about
Curtis. Along with such beliefs and desires as he is a good actor
and his AL must have some idea of how to identify
Curtis. Once we separate causal aspects of psychology from reference

aspects of semantics we can help ourselves to all of the
associated that we need to account for At's behavior. Even
if AL thinks Curtis is a janitor in the men's room, that will explain why
he asks the janitor for his autograph-though it does not fix the referent
for the name in thought. In this case AL would associate 'Curtis' with
'janitor in the men's room'. (Of course, this would not make the janitor
the referent of the name 'Curtis'-not even for bewildered At. But it would
eXi)!ai.n why he approached the janitor.)

To explain the difference in the actual and counterfactual behaviour of
AL, we need only to find a difference in causal role of 'Curtis'

12 Once AL associates a description with a name in thought, that association may
causally operate in the background (tacitly). That is, we are not saying that whenever
AL's thought about Curtis causes some behavior (or other thoughts) that AL con­
sciously attends to the associated descriptions.
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and 'Schwartz' that does not depend upon narrow content. For us, that
amounts to finding different descriptions associated with the two names,
Furthermore, the differences in causal roles of the names is largely due to
the differences in causal roles of the associated descriptions. We avoid
narrow content for the reason that the discrepancy in causal roles of the
associated descriptions will depend solely upon differences in their broad
contents.

AL thinks of Curtis, not only as the father of Jamie Lee but as
the star of his favorite films Houdini, Pink Petticoat, and Some Like it Hot.

he associates the description 'star of ' with the name 'Curtis'.
The causal role of the description 'star of ' will have the causal role it
does, in because of its job of tracking information about these films.
The causal role of 'Curtis' will piggy-back on the causal role of this
associated description. However, the name 'Schwartz' will be associated
with different descriptions. For example, it is associated with 'greying
gentleman in the corner'. This is no of the descriptions AL associates
with 'Curtis'. Also the causal role the description 'greying gentleman
in the corner' will depend on its broad content. The causal role of 'Schwartz'
will depend on the causal role of its associated description (due to its
broad content).

Since there are different descriptions associated with the different
names, the names have different causal roles. When AL intentionally asks
Curtis for his autograph, it is because he thinks of Curtis as the star of
the films, Houdini, etc. However, when AL thinks of Schwartz, he thinks
of him only as the greying gentleman in the corner. The clear difference
in associated descriptions and causal roles easily explains the differences
in AL's actual and counterfactual intentional behaviour-despite the fact
that AL's thoughts that Curtis is in the store and that Schwartz is in the
store have the same broad content.

One might suggest that if it is the broad content of the descriptions that
are associated with names that does all of the explanatory work, why do
we need to appeal to the broad contents of names? The answer in part,
that it is because names have the job of tracking their referents (have the
broad contents that they do) that names, in general, acquire causal roles.
H names never had broad contents, they would not have their distinctive
cognitive functions or roles to playY H we truly want to explain AL's

13 We realize that there is the problem of vacuous names. First, if all names were
vacuous, it is unlikely that names in thought would have acquired any cognitive
function at all. At least some names are not vacuous and their causal roles as a type
of structure (the type name) depends on there being non-vacuous names. Second,
even for vacuous names, they, at least, are thought to have a function of tracking
information about their bearers. One could maintain, of course, that anything they
can cause, they cause due to the broad content of their associated descriptions. It
would be difficult to maintain that what a vacuous name caused was caused due to
its broad content (the null set, or whatever). Finally, for vacuous names, there will
be no intentional behavior with respect to the thing named that cannot be equally
intentional with respect to the associated description. For example, astronomers
looking to discover the planet Vulcan, could just as easily be described as intention-
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intentionally asking Curtis for his autograph, it must be done because AL's
thoughts are about Curtis. If his intention were just to get the autograph
of the star of the films Houdini, Pink Petticoat, and Some Like it Hot, and
someone were to inform AL that that star is in the store, it might lead AL
to the autograph. But it would lead him to intentionally get the
autograph of the star of these films. It would not necessarily lead to his
intentionally the autograph of Curtis. AL may not know Curtis is
that star. Thus, for AL to intentionally behave with resepect to Curtis
requires that AL's be about Curtis (and be about Curtis in the
right a TC-thought). less could AL's intentionally
asking Curtis for his autograph.l4
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