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F/U
1 A
VT CLOCK
2, TK.1 (Dux: 15") ' MUTE
Pilm: Opening titles '
3' TJ.1
l!II\HU'TI{H
4, 1J,2
"Introduced by Susan Wilscn
Lecturer in Prilosophy"
5. 238 /SUSAN WILSON: When a philosopher asks the
M3 WILSON
gaestion, "What is truth?" wve need to know
what sort of an answer he would cocunt as
satisfactorr, The two philoscphers you're
now going to heay are engaged in a search
for an answer which does at least two
things: first, it must show what all the
statements we call true have in coumon, =0
that we can 2xplain why we apply the sama2
word to meny different kinds of statement;
(TJ NEXT)
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(SHOT 5, on 2)

WILSON contd: and second, it must show what

the relations between different kinds of

true statement are, To disciss the question
"What is truth?™ I have invited Peter
Strawson, Waynflete Professor of Metaphysical
Philosophy at Oxford, and Gareth Evans,

Fellow of University College, Oxford,

6., TJ.3 L
"WIIAT IS TRUTHE?"

T. TJ.4
"A discussion betweell..."

8., 3 A /PROF. STRAWSON:
2-3 favouring STRAWSON

y (I) (2) Ransey is a convenient starting point

S/

Ty.5 for discussing problems associated with
"Prof. Peter Strawson(ideat)

T/0 attempts to define truth, PFProblems are not

£§:£§:£7 about truth but only about beliefs or
agsertions, Something is true if, and only
if, things are as the person who holds the
belief thinks, e.,g. Austin -~ it takes two
to make a trutn,

ZOOM I to MS Strawson (b) Systematic semantics

The problem of the statements or assertions
might be tackled through a mastery of
iinguistic conventions. Imt the oculcome

of such inves*igations cannot be called

truth, Any definition of truth arrived at

{1 NEXT)
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(SHOT 8, on 3)

STRAWSON contd: a la Tarski is relative to

language; €.g. it is a definition of

English rather than txuth.

9, 1 A /EVANS: Concedes language relativity point.
MS EBVANS
/ But this might be avoided by using labels
5/T
TJ.6 for relevant parts of sentences that could
"Gareth Evans"({ident}
T/0 be applicable across languages
e.c. {gives example;.
Ixplain: Name + Predicate is true if,
and only if, the item nemed satisfies the
predicate.
{ further example)
AS DIRECTED: 2-WAY DISCUSSION - PLAK AS FOLLOWS:
1 A MS, MCU, CU EVANS STHAWSON: Of course trutn has generality
2-5g
across statement forms. 4 group of
2 A 2=5s

statement forms and their relations is
3 A MS, MCU, CU STRAWSON
2-5s an important part of understanding the

notion of truth.

(II)'Realist! definition of Ramsey.

AN3: Ramsey's formula may be seen in
its thinnest form and is utterly applicable.
(gives example),

But is not Strawson saying more and

(AS DIRECTED)
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EVANS contd: stressing things in the
world that o reference is not just
casually true. There musi be something

in the world.

STRAWSON: Asks for development of implied

criticism.

(ITI)0biections to the 'realist! version of Ramsey.

EVili3: Tnere are cases where people say
scmething is true when they are not saying
gcmething about the world,

(Morals example)

(Methrmatical example)

These statements are true and cn the
thinnest interpretation of Ramsey fit the
formala. But not clear what condilicas
are necesgary in the world for them to be
true in a realistic interpretation of
Ramsey., We have an intuitive understanding
of statements aserting conditions on the
world but can we give a sensible account
of how moral statements etc. relate to

tle world? e.g. Do they desaibe atoms in
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EVANS ocontd: a particular configuration?

STRAWSON: Not quitess..

But they relate to material bodies ani
their parts standing in certain

relations to each other and certain states
of mind of people in the world. Some
people have re-classified statements in
morals, maths, etc., as rules or
imperatives to avoid calling them

steictly true or false, Strength of

realist view. P.F.3. ncecents.it.

BVilS: Admits the power of the cem.ection
between trutk and the wey the world is,
but argues that perhaps it should be
severed, The realist must give sore
explanation of why we think of
mathematical and moral staterents as

truths as use them as such.

STRAWSON: Things which aren't wrve in the
primary sense are nevertheless backed
by things that are and which provide the

acceptability of such derivative


accents.it

(45 IDRECTED)

(A4S DIRECTED)
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(Iv)

STRAWSON contd: statements.

F .
‘gives example)

EVARS. This is not enough. Advice may
be acceptable because of the way things
are in the world but we don't call advice

trie.

STRAWSON 3

Derivative truths may be liaked to tl.e

Irealist! Ransey formula.

Lgrees to expand.

€.2. naths.

Truths of naths are intertwined in a
special way with ordinary (realisc)
beliefs about the world.

g.8. counting operations: 7 + 5 = 12,

4 counting operation has empirical vruth
in the world, It can also be a

forrmla to help us dse expericnce. The
acceptability of the formmla is related
to its use in the world., This is the
explanation for nathematical statements.
There nay be another account of noral

atatenents.

EVANS: Criticises the maths example,
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EVANS contd: Doesn't explain why we call
rore complex mathematical discoveries
truths.

e.8. Goedlls inoanpleteness theorem, ete.,

STRIWSON: True., But maths acquires its
own autonony and internal criteria of
acceptability as it gets more remote
fron the world. This doezn't mean we
have to cut the explanatory link with

empirical truth,

EVNAS: Accepts that P.F.S, is serious
about realism. But there are lots of
problems about tre status of derivative
truths, The theory of ¢ruth isn't the
place to resrizet these distinctions.,
Surely P.F.S8.'s account of Trutn is
insurficiently general? I want truth to
be constant and general through any
typology of statement forms - noral,
definitional, aesthetic.

Explain this again. NB

STRAWSON: Attacks G.E, for demanding an

undifferentiated theory of truth. Doesn't
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"aking part were..."

J.8

"Production Patricia Hodgeon"
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"A production for,.."
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STRAWSON contd: this tend to extend the

notion of the world to include a realn of
theoretical mathenatical entifies in a
relation which the truths of maths

faithMully nirror?

EVANS: Objects.
T.is is a tenptation which shows the
power of the plecture, but I'nt not

commiitted to it.

STRAWSON: Grants that 'true! has a wide

range ¢f applications., Starts from the
realist viesr and ~ries to extend euplanation
to other cases. Atiacks G.E. on ground that
he has not attained this range of explanation.
He is relying on a grammatical feature as

the comon lirk.

EViNS: Adnits he cannot rely on grammstical
nood. Suggests directions for resolving
probhiens,

e.g. belief versus action.
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SUSAN WILSON: When the philosopher asks the

gquestion 'What is truth?' we need to know what
would count as a satisfactory answer, The two
philosophers you're now golng to hear are
looking for an answer which will do at least

two things, First, it must show what all true
statements have in common, The reason why you
want to know this 1s because we want to explain
why it is that we apply the same word 'true!

to many different kinds of statement, We want
»to show how all true statements resemhle eaéh-
other, But if we want to give a complete
account of this we also need to show how
different kinds of true statement are related to
each other and this is the second thing that we
demand of a satisfactory account of truth. We
want to show both how {true statements resemble
each other and how they differ. Here now to
discuss such an account of truth are P.S.
Strawson of Magdalen College Oxford and Gareth
Bvans of University College, Oxford, |
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PROF, STAWSON: Well, some 50 years ago, as

you know, of course, Franlt Ramsey said that
there was no serious problem about the general
nature of truth, though, of course, there were
problems about the nature of statement or
asgertion, and the nature of belief, I think
that inspite of all that's happened in the
intervening time, I think Ramsey was right.

The question what it is for a statement to be
true or a belief to be true, really admits of =
simple answer and the answer 1s this, that er, a
statement is true if, and only if, things are

as one who makes that statement thereby states
them to be, And the belief is true if, and
only if, things are as one who holds that bhelief
thereby believes them to be, Now this rather
trivial sounding formula has two great merits.
Er, for one thing it admits of as many specific
applications as you please, And, again, n
the other hand, it makes the point which Austen
I think,'expressed by saying it takes two to
make a truth, Fr, for example, suppose someone
says or believes that er; Caesar was bald, then
what he says or what he believes is true if,

and only if, Caesar was indeed bald, And here
we have this twofold reference, reference oﬁ the
one hand to er, a believing or a saying, on the
other hand to thaot in the world which the

statement is about, or the belief is about.
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STRAWSON: Twofold reference to the thought on

the one hand and the world on the other and any
adequate account of truth must allow for that.
But now, as I said at the beginning, Rgmsey

did acknowledge that there'were plenty of
problems in the vicinity which weren't so simply
dealt with and one of these w;s the problem of
the nature of assertion. And I suppose one |
might regard cﬁrrent investigations into
systematic semantics as an attack on this er,
problem. That's to say, this is an investigatic
into the nature of those linguistic conventions
er, in virtue of mastery of which we're able to -
say and to understand the true of false things
that we do say or understand. Now what I
regard as misleading, is to c¢call the outcome

of these investigations, a definition of truth
as is fashiénably done. Er, for example, if
somebody er, comes up with a systematic semantics
for English which nobody of course has in fact
yvet done, then it would be in this fashion to say
that he's defined truth for English, or defined
true in English. But of course, there'isn't
one concept of truth for English another for
French another for Swyahill and so on, there's
Just truth, Er, if the semantic theorist is
said to have defined anything, then.... that 7
is to say that er, he's defined English, rather
than he's defined truth,

-3
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EVANS: Well, I think on their behalf I would
concede that, It seems to me that um, the
concept of truth has an application across
languages, It has a wider range of extension
than any of the terms they define. I wonder
perhaps, sliightly parenthetically, I wonder
whether one can't however get some illumination
from their ideas from a Tarskian style treatment,
by trying to'identify er, grammatical

categories which are common to many 1anguages!
such as name and predicate, er, conjunction, ‘
negation and so on, and try and divide truth
recursedly um, something along the following 1iﬁe
One ,might say, you take the baslc set of
sentences which will be let us say, names
coupled with predicates and we say that such a
sentence of this kind is toue if the item named
by the name satisfied the predicate or the
predicate applies to it, And then, for more
complicated sentences, say a negation, a séntence
which consists of another sentence, with a
negation sign, is true Jjust in case that other
sentence is not true. And so on, with
conjunction and the other devices of senténtial
composition, Er, I.mean,_it must be said'that
such a general application of this idea relies
upon a primitive notion of naming, as I uséd it,
and of satisfaction of predicates, but don'f

you think it gives us some illumination?

-4 -
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STRAWSON: Well, I think it's an inprovement

on the language relative,er, notion of truth, ;
but I still think that er, the concept of truth
has a generality which transcends, goes beyond
this typology of statement forms just as much.
as it transcends differences of language,
However, I think, in my turn I might make a
concessive move here, and say that that title,
theory of truth might well be allowed to include
under it, er, this sort of investigation of
general statement forms common to all languages
and their relations, And I think this for

two reasons, First of all, it seems clear that
er, 1f i1t were not for language, and the
variety'of statement forms that make up all
lanpuages, if it were not for language, truth
really wouldn't amount to very much and indeed
nor would thought amount to very much, Er,
and the other reason, which is a more frivolous
one perhaps, is that after all we have thils
grand title, 'Theory of Truth!'! and it seems
rather a pity to confine it to the rather

insubstantial er, Ramseyian formula,

EVANS: Well, very well, let's look at the
possibility. We both agree we want a general
account of truth and let's look as if this
Ramsey formule er, that's to say the formula
he said something true Jjust in case things are
as he stated them to be, does in fact capture

this,
-5 -
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EVANS contd: Now it seems to me there is.a thin
interpretation of this formula, er, which does,
We understand this idea of things being in the
world as someone states them to be, as a sort of
general statement which we understand from manj
particular instances of the following form, He
said that snow is white, and snow is white,

He said that grass 1s green, and grass is green:
i.e, understand that so long as there iz a filliﬁé
that we can put, He said that p and p, in '
that scheme and to yield a truth, things are

as he stated them to be, and that seems to me
what I shall call thin, the thin 1nterpretationl
it does seem to me that's utterly general,

But there is a more substantial er, interpretatior
which I can call a realist 1nterpretatiqn which .
puts more welght upon the idea of things in the
world being in such and such a condition. And
it seems if we do put the weight upon that it
might not have the generality, the formula

might not have the generality that it bught to

have,

STRAWSON: Could you say a bit more what you have

in mind?%
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EVANS: Well, of course this idea of things

in the world being in such and such a
condition is not the most perapicuous of
notions - I mean is it, one might asgk, perhaps
the distribution of slementary particles and
their organisation and location and so on but
in so far as one has a grlp upon the idea, it
seems difficult to find things in the world
which would make say, mathematical statements
true, or maybe some logical truths true.

Um, it seems that these, moral statements too,
the mathematical statements are difficult
because it doesn't seem that they are things,
er, whose'relations and dispositions make 2
and 2 plus 4 true...um, 2 plus 2 equals 4 true,
Um, and in the case of their moral statement,
John ought to look after his mother, er, it
isn't that there's any lack of things, Joﬁn
and his mother are certainly there, but it's 7
difficult to see in wvirtue of what relationéhip'
er, 1f one takes a realistic idea of this, 7
in virtue of what relation they pust stand for

the gtatement to be true,

STRAWSON: Well, two things here. Er, first
to raise the question about the condition of
things in the world or facts about the world,
Just how extensive is thls, and you mentioned

the relation of elementary particles?

-7
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STRAWSON Contd: Well, I think we can

construe it a little, indeed a great deal
more broadly than that, er, I think it might
be allowed to cover er, facts about the
disposition and relation of er, gross bodies
of ordinary physical bodiesg, facts about their
sensible qualities, We had facts about
people's states of mind. We had factsnabout
social institutions and the rules that are
accepted in them, or that constitute them,
and the degree to which people!s behaviour
er, represents compliance with these rules
and failure to comply with them. We really
have an enormous range of er, types of fact
which fairly clearly fall under the rubric
er, facts about the world. Statements or
descriptions of how things are in the world |
this crucial phrase. However, I must
concede that um, though we cen make this a
very extensive range of facts, er, it*s not
so easy to include Iin it er, mathematical
facts as we are prone to call them, or the
facts, i1f that's the right word, expressed by
moral Judgements, but isn't it worth
remarking that um, philosophers precisely
sensitive to the importance in this connectionr
of the notion of condition of things in the - |
world, or facts about the world, have been
prone to reclassify er, mathemeticel formulae
and moral judgements er, to refrain from
calling them statements in the strict senseg
-8 -
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STRAWSON contd: They've heen inclined to

reclassify them, to count say moral
Judgements to assimilate them, to imperétiveg
as Professor Hare notably does, and to treat
um, mathematical formulae, logical truths
perhapé, with rules to assimilate those two

rules,

EVANS: Yes, but er, thelr propensity to do
this {llustrates, it seems to me, the power
of this connection ~ the connection between
truth and er, things in the world having to
be in such and such a condition. But um,

I mean, this does seem to me an unacceptable
consequence that we deprive these of er;
appropriate bearers of truth and falsity.
Er, and they're not statements and er, I mean,
I do put it as a virtue of this very thin
interpretation of the Ramsey formula, that
each of these fit. I mean, he said that

2 plus 2 equals 4, and 2 plus 2 does indeed
equal 4, |

STRAWSON: Well, now, how about this, Er,
couldn't one sey that um, truth in the primary
sense 18 as conceived in the realist

interpretation,

-9 -
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STRAWSON contd: Er, the one which puts er,

the weight does put on facts about the world,
the way things are in the world, This is
truth in the primary sense er, one who says
something true in this sence says

how things are in the world and what he says
is true because things are in the world as |
he says they are, but what we do and
intelligibly do, is to extend the word true,
the notion of truth, and apply it to other
utterances which play a different role in
our lives from that of stating or purporting
to state how things are in the world and we
do this because the acceptability of those
utterences depends ﬁn the truth of other
things which are true in a primary sense,

So there's a kind of dependence of things

which we call true in this extended sense

on truth in the primary sense.

EVANS: Well, I see the programme, I see the
idea of, of this extension but you'll have
to refine it, won't you, because there are

a large range of things which we Jjudge to be
acceptable on the basis of truth in the
primary sense which you,, I don't think even
you would want to call true, such things as

giving advice and commands,




- 11 bl A0303-3

EVANS contd: I mean, in these we are.,.

we do evaluate er, in the way you suggest.,

STRAWSON: Yes, that's quite right, of course,
and so i put it, er, wrongly or insufficienfly'
clearly. Let me try again. Er, let's take

a mathematical formula, simple one like er,
7 plus 5 equals 12, Now it's quite clear
that this dosn't state how things are in the
world. Er, more specifically it dosn't state
er, what the results are of certain sorts of
counting operations., For example, you might
er, count one group of sheep and snother
group of shéep separately and then count éll
of the sheep together and if you do so you
will.characteristically come up with a
certain result. Er, now it's certainly

true that 7 plus 5 equals 12 doesn't state
what this result is. But the fact is that
counting operations of this sort, not Just
on sheep but on the millions of types of
things, do regularly and characteristically .
have a certain outcome. This is a fact
about the world. Right? And because of
thié fact about the world the mathematical

formulae and formulae of thet sort have a

- 11 -
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STRAWSON contd: certain utility for us,

which they wouldn't have if these facts

didn't hold - they enable us perhaps to

‘calculate how many sheep there are in a

certain field., They enable us to get from

er, one set of truths about the world to
another set of truths about the world and in
this way they enter into are entwined er,

with other elements in our total belief
system, I mean, arithmetic, simple arithmetic
carmot by itself er, tell us, tell me, how
much er, money I have in my bank account,

but it can certainly help to work out how

much money I've got in my bank account,

EVANS: Simple arithmetic may be um, I can
see thet this account may work for it, but
mathematics can get quite refined. Er, we
have propositions about the irrational numbers,
about non-denumerable infinitives, and er,
the same pure logic, we have er, we have
propositions such as Goedl's incompleteness
theorem., 1It's very difficult to see how
quite these can be regarded as intertwined

in that way,

- 12 -
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STRAWSON: OK, so one has to admit that
mathematics develops a sort of autonomy that
er, it develops its own criteria of
acceptability, its own procedures of proof
and so forth, But this doesn't show that the
links that I want to emphasise are severed,
The links are still there, they're Jjust
less direct in cases 1like this. Of course,
there‘é no very straightforward application
of highly sophisticated mathemetics to the
way things are in the world in the way I
illustrated in the case of um, in the case of
a simple athremitical formula, er, but
though the links are less direct the links
are still there,

EVANS: Mm, well, I agrggfgﬁgre are these
differences, I can see the difference
between mm, demareations to be made between
fact stating discourses in some primitive
prior sense and er, the mathematical
discoveries., And not only do 1 see that
these will be distinguished I can see an
order of development., I can see that the
order indeed you see, but it doesn't seem
to me that the account of truth, the theory
of truth is the place to reflect these

differences,

-13 .
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EVANS contd: It seems to me that um, er,

that we want an undifferentiated concept,

You remember you wanted and you charged

Tarski and others. of systematic semanticism?,
you wanted an undifferentiated concept of
truth which applied on the one hand, of
course, languages, and within a langusge
across different statement forms., Well, I
want an undifferentiated notion of truth
which applies across er, different statement

contents,

STRAWSON: I see, But that is what happens
or what can happen er, when somebody's
devoted to your undifferentiated concept of
truth, Er, for example, instead of being
prepared to accept my primary truth and
secondary extensions, er, for example, in
mathematics, er, what typically happens

for somebody wedded to the notion of
undifferentiated truth is that he, as it were,
extends his notion of the world to keep pace
with the undifferentiated notion of truth,.
Thus he tends to invent or imagine a realm
of timeless perfect mutable mathematical

objects, the relations between which are

- -
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truths of mathematics, What you get is in
fact er, plutonism in mathemntics, an extens;on
of the world to run along with mathematicel
truth and indeed you get er, the same sort |

of thing though we haven't talked about

this, in morality,

EVANS: You mean the sort of non-natural

gualities that Maude talks about?

STRAWSON: Non-natural qualities, exactly.

EVANS: Yes, But of course the undifferentiat.
notion of truth leads to these excesses -

and I agree with you, that they are excesses

- only if it'’s a realistic one, It seems

to me that's one of the great merits of the
er, the thin interpretation that I've given

of the Ramsey formula, That we can have an
undifferentiated notion of truth which

doesn't have this conseguence, We don't

need objects whose states and relations

are true in virtue of,

STRAWSON: Ah, I see. You wish to change the

undifferentiated er, version of truth

- 15 -
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STRAWSON contd: but reject any extensions .

of

EVANS: Of the world.

STRAWSON: the realistic picture that goes

along with it.

EVANS: Well, exactly, yes.

STRAWSON: Yes, Well, now let's see., There
are two things it seems to me that we can
agree about., First of all we can agree about
the coverage of the expression ‘true' and of
the notion of truth., That's to say we can
agree the word is used and correctly used

not only of the er, honest to goudness
empirical truths which reflect the way things
are in the world, but also has this further
extension to cover mathematics, moral
Judgements, logic and so forth, That we

can agree on, And it seems to me there's
something else that we ought at any rate to
agree on, mainly that this er, extensive
coverage of the notion of truth is something
that calls for explanation, WNow it seems to

me that er, the notion I sketched, at least
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STRAWSON contd: provides the pattern of

an explanstion, That's to say the notion of
primary truth, er, which is a matter of
reflecting the way things are in the world
and then an explanation on the basis of this
of how we come to extend the notion into |
these other fields, Here is not a full
explanation but at least the pattern, the
project of an explanation but er, it doesn't

seem to me that you er, have offered one,

EVANS: No,no, I haven't and I'm not in a
position to do so. Er, that's to say the
demarcation of the class truth bearing
utterances or truth or falsity bearing
utterances, Um, I offer this Just tentatively,
I mean we do, the formula itself you s=id

that p and p does impose a certain grammatical
restriction, doesn't it? I mean, we can't

get, he said that close the door and close '
the door. And so that's going to, going to

do some of the work for us.

STRAWSON: Well, yes, but fhe work that this
grammatical test does, is a work of demarcatic.

and not a work of explanation.
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STRAWSON contd: Incidentally, it doesn't

er, even do the demarcation quite right,
because we er, there are typical - construct;on
like the er, the future indicative in Englisp
for exemple, which would pass your grammati&él
test in thet sentences in this tense and‘moéd
are often used for giving of orders, for

example, Er...
EVANS: What?....

STRAWSON: Well, you've tried this in the
armny orders, company orders, a company will
parade at 10,30 tomorrow morning, This
isn't something up for assessment, er, as

true or false.

EVANS: TIt's not true if they do...

STRAWSON: Well....as on the board there it's
an order, and not a prediction er, so the
grammatical test for one thing er, doesn't
demarcate quite right, That seems to me
trivial er, more important that, is the point,
that at best you get a demarcation of the
class of er, things that are true or false
of the extension

and not an explanation/of the coverage, the

range of that class,

- 18 -



- 19 - A.303-3

EVANS: Well the only deeper er, suggestion
I can make, I can see that, I memn, in a way
one's got, one could put a point by saying
how difficult it would be to identify the
appropriaste grammatical forﬁs in a totally
alien language for example, One would have

to look at....
STRAWSON: Right, Right,

EVANS: No, the only suggestion I can make
is and it's a gesture in the direction of belie
the idea, that's to say that anything

or false
appropriately regerded as true fis a proper
object of belief, and indeed this might be

used to distinguish assertions in a

complicated way from commands.

STRAWSON: Well, I think that's better in
that it's not something purely formal,

purely grammatical. The idea is that the
things which are true or false are proper
objects of belief, My worry, there, is
whether the obscurity doesn't, which surrounds
the notion of the coverage of true or false
doesn't extend also to the notion of the

coverage of belief and I think the current
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STRAWSON contd: tendency to associate the

belief with actién would not yield you an
answer here, But what would lead you to an
answer very probably is something we haven't

time to discuss,

- 20 -



