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A crucial problem for the direct reference theory is empty names since the
theory claims that the meaning of a proper name is the object to which it refers and
words that designate nothing have no meaning. However, it seems that empty names
are meaningful and sentences containing those names have truth values. The
controversy concerning the problem of empty name was mentioned by Millian,
Meinongian, Gottlob Frege, and Bertrand Russell. The common assumption of these
views is that the semantic value of a proper name is its reference. But this is
problematic for it cannot make sense of the relation of language, thought and world.

As an alternative, two neo-Fregean views are considered, i.e. Mark Sainsbury
and Gareth Evans. The neo-Fregean denies such an assumption of semantic value and
proposes that the semantic value of a singular term is the truth condition of a sentence
containing such term. However, Evans's view is more convincing. His neo-Fregean
analysis suggests that empty names can be treated as descriptive names the meaning
of which depends on the contribution of truth condition for a sentence containing such
names. He adopts a conception of Fregean sense and the Russellian notion of singular
term in order to account for the semantic value of empty names. Therefore, Evans's
view provides a semantic and epistemic account for knowing the meaning; in
particular, it can account for the relation of language, thought and world even in the

case of empty names.





