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/S /B TK/ 

_A 
VT CLOCK 

/RUN TK/ 

2 , TK.1 (Pur ; 15") [ /MUTE/ 
Fi lms Opening t i t l e s 

3- TJ,1 
"TRUTH" 

4* TJ.2 
" I n t roduced "by Susan Wi lson 

Lec tu re r i n Ph i l osophy" 

5. 2 B /SUSAN WILSON s When a ph i losopher asks the 
MS WILSON 

q u e s t i o n , "What i s t r u t h ? " ve need t o know 

what s o r t of an answer he would count as 

s a t i s f a c t o r y . The two ph i losophers y o u ' r e 

now go ing t o hear are engaged i n a search 

f o r an answer which does a t l e a s t two 

t h i n g r : f i r s t , i t must show what a l l the 

statements we c a l l t r u e have i n coaimon, so 

t h a t we can a x p l a i n why we app ly the sama 

word t o many d i f f e r e n t k inds o f s ta tement ; 

(TJ NEXT) 

- 1 -



(SHOT 5, on 2) 

6 . TJ.3 
"WHAT IS TRUTH?" 

7 . TJ»4 

_ 2 - ( A . 3 0 3 / 3 ) 

WILSON c o n t d ; and second, i t mast show what 

the r e l a t i o n s "between d i f f e r e n t k inds of 

brue statement a r e . To d iscuss the q u e s t i o n 

"What i s t r u t h ? " I have i n v i t e d Peter 

Strawson, Waynf le te Pro fessor o f Metaphys ica l 

Phi losophy a t Ox fo rd , and Gareth Evans, 

Fe l low of U n i v e r s i t y Co l lege , O x f o r d , 

"A d i scuss ion b e t w e e n . , , " 

? A 

2-S f a v o u r i n g STRAWSON 
/PROF. STRAWSON: 

S / I 
TJ.5 

T /0 
"Pro f * Pe te r S t rawson( iden t ) 

/2 to j 7 

ZOOM HT t o MS Strawson 

( i ) (a.) l ianqey i s a con /en ien t s t a r t i n g p o i n t 

f o r d i s c u s s i n g problems assoc ia ted w i t h 

at tempts t o d e f i n e t r u t h . Problems are n o t 

about t r u t h but on ly about b e l i e f s o r 

a s s e r t i o n ? . Something i s t r u e i f , and on l y 

i f , t h i n g s are as the person who ho lds t he 

b e l i e f t h i n k s , e . g . A u s t i n - i t takes two 

t o make a t r u t h , 

(b ) Systemat ic semantics 

The problem o f the statements or a s s e r t i o n s 

might be t a c k l e d th rough a mastery o f 

l i n g u i s t i c conven t i ons . But the outcome 

o f such i n v e s t i g a t i o n s cannot be c a l l e d 

t r u t h . Any d e f i n i t i o n o f t r u t h a r r i v e d a t 

(1 NEXT) 

2 -
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(SHOT 6 , on 3) 

STRAWSON contdg a l a T a r s k i i s r e l a t i v e t o 

language; e . g . i t i s a d e f i n i t i o n o f 

Eng l i sh r a t h e r than t r u t h . 

/EVANS * Concedes language r e l a t i v i t y p o i n t . 

But t h i s might be avoided by u s i n g l a b e l s 

f o r r e l e v a n t p a r t s o f sentences t h a t cou ld 

be a p p l i c a b l e across languages; 

e . g . ( g i v e s example) . 

Expla ins Name + P red i ca te i s t r u e i f , 

and on l y if, t he i t em named s a t i s f i e s t he 

p r e d i c a t e , 

( f u r t h e r example) 

2-WAY DISCUSSION - HiAff AS FOLLOWS s 

STRAWSONs Of course t r u t h has g e n e r a l i t y 

across statement fo rms. A group o f 

statement forms and t h e i r r e l a t i o n s i s 

an impor tan t p a r t o f unders tand ing the 

n o t i o n o f t r u t h . 

( I I ) ' R e a l i s t 1 d e f i n i t i o n o f Ramsey:. 

EgANS: Ramsey's f o rmu la may be seen i n 

i t s t h i n n e s t form and i s u t t e r l y a p p l i c a b l e , 

( g i ves example). 

But i s not Strawson say ing more and 

9. 1 A 
MS EVANS 

S / I 
TJ .6 ^ _ _ ^ 

"Gareth E v a n s " ( i d e n t ) 
T/0 

AS DIRECTED; 

1 A MS, MCIT, CU E M I S 
2-Ss 

2 A 2-Ss 

3 A MS, MCU, GTJ STRAVSON 
2-Ss 

(AS DIRECTED) 
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- 4 - (A.303/3) 
(A3 DIRECTED) 

■TONS contd; s t ress ing things i n the 

world that a reference i s not j us t 

casually t r u e . There must be something 

i n the wor ld . 

STRAWSOKs Asks f o r development of impl ied 

c r i t i c i s m . 

( i l l ) O b j e c t i o n s t o the l rea l i_st t vers ion of Ramsey, 

EVANSt 'Tnere are cases where people say 

something i s t rue when they are not saying 

something about the wor ld . 

(Korals example) 

(Mathematical example) 

These statements sre true and en the 

thinnest i n te rp re ta t i on of Hamsey f i t the 

formula* But not c lear what condit ions 

are necessary i n the world f o r them to be 

true i n a r e a l i s t i c i n te rp re ta t i on of 

Ramsey. We have an i n t u i t i v e understanding 

of statements as^ r t ing condit ions on the 

world but can we give a sensible account 

of how moral statements e tc . re la te to 

the world? e .g . Do they describe a+oms i n 

(AS DIRECTED) 

- 4 -
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EVANS oontds a pa r t i cu la r configurat ion? 

OTAVSON; Hot q u i t e . . , . 

But they re l a te to mater ia l bodies an ! 

t h e i r parts standing i n ce r ta in 

re la t ions to each other and cer ta in states 

of mind of people i n the world. Some 

people have r e - c l a s s i f i e d statements i n 

morals, maths, e tc . as ru les or 

imperatives to avoid c a l l i n g them 

s t r i c t l y true or f a l s e , Stiength of 

r e a l i s t view. P.P.3, accen ts . i t . 

EViiKS s Admits the power of the connection 

bebween t r u t h and the way the world i s , 

but argues that perhaps i t should he 

severed. The r e a l i s t must give some 

explanation of why we th ink of 

mathematical and moral statements as 

t ru ths as use them as such. 

STRAWSOH; Things which aren ' t \,me i n the 

primary sense are nevertheless hacked 

by things that are and which provide the 

acceptab i l i t y of such der ivat ive 

(AS DDffiCTED) 

- 5 -
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STRAWSON contds statements, 

(gives example) 

BVAKS. This i s not enough. Advice nay 

be acceptable because of the way th ings 

are i n the world but we don' t c a l l advicr 

t r u e , 

( IV) S f f i C g i 

Der ivat ive t ru ths may be l inked to the 

1 r e a l i s t ' Ramsey formula. 

Agrees to expand. 

e.g. maths. 

Truths of maths are inter twined i n a 

special way w i t h ordinary ( rea l i se ) 

be l ie fs about the wor ld , 

e .g. counting operat ions; 7 + 5 = 12* 

A counting operation has empir ical t r u t h 

i n the wor ld . I t can also be a 

formula to help us mse experience. The 

acceptab i l i t y of the formula i s re la ted 

to i t s use i n the wor ld . This i s the 

explanation fo r mathematical statements. 

There may be another account of moral 

statements. 

EVMS: C r i t i c i s e s the maths example. 

(AS DIRECTED) 
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(AS DIRECTED) 
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ETOTS contdi Doesn't explain why we c a l l 

n.ore complex mathematical discoveries 

t r u t hs . 

e .g. Goedl !s inoonpleteness theorem, e tc . 

STRAWSONs True. But maths acquires i t s 

own autonomy and in te rna l c r i t e r i a of 

acceptab i l i t y as i t gets more remote 

from the world. This doesn't mean we 

have to cut the explanatory l i n k w i th 

empir ical t r u t h , 

KVNASs Accepts tha t P.F.S. i s serious 

about rea l ism. But there are l o t s of 

problems about the status of der ivat ive 

t r u t hs . The theory of oruth i s n ' + the 

place t o r e f l e c t these d i s t i n c t i o n s . 

Surely P.F.S.1s account of Trutn i s 

i n s u f f i c i e n t l y general? I want t r u t h to 

be constant and general through any 

typology of statement forms - moral, 

d e f i n i t i o n a l , aesthet ic• 

Explain t h i s again. NB 

STRAvJSONs Attacks G.E. fo r demanding an 

und i f fe ren t ia ted theory of t r u t h . Doesn't 

(AS DIRECTED) 

- 7 -



- 8 - ( A . 3 0 3 / 3 ) 
(AS DIRECTED) 

SIERAWSQW contds t h i s tend to extend the 

not ion of the world to include a realm of 

theore t ica l mathematical en t i t i e s i n a 

r e l a t i on which the t ru ths of maths 

f a i t h f u l l y n i r r o r ? 

EVANS: Objects. 

This i s a temptation which shows the 

power of the p i c tu re , "but I r n not 

committed to i t , 

STRAWSONs Grants that ' t r ue 1 has a wide 

range cf app l ica t ions . Starts from the 

r e a l i s t v iev and -.ries to extend explanation 

to other case&. I t backs G.E. on ground that 

he has not at ta ined t h i s range of explanat ion. 

He i s r e l y i n g on a grammatical feature as 

the common l i n k . 

EVANS? Admits he cannot r e l y on grammatical 

mood. Suggests d i rect ions fo r reso lv ing 

problems. 

e .g . b e l i e f versus ac t ion . 

TJ, 

TJ, 

.8 
i 

.? 

"Taking part 

"Production 

were . . . ' 

Pa t r i c i a 

i i 

Hodgson" 

"A production f o r 0 . . " 
- 8 -



PROGRAIWIB TRANSCRIPT. * - ^ ' U l V U t t A-505-3 

OPEN UNIVERSITY - ARTS 

PROJECT NO: 00525/3027 

'WHAT IS TRUTH?* 

SUSAN WILSON: When t h e ph i l osopher asks the 

ques t i on 1What i s t r u t h ? 1 we need t o know what 

would count as a s a t i s f a c t o r y answer. The two 

ph i l osophers y o u ' r e now go ing t o hear are 

l o o k i n g f o r an answer which w i l l do a t l e a s t 

two t h i n g s . F i r s t , i t must show what a l l t r u e 

statements have i n common. The reason why you 

want t o know t h i s i s because we want t o e x p l a i n 

why i t i s t h a t we app ly the same word ' t r u e ' 

t o many d i f f e r e n t k i nds o f s ta tement . We want 

t o show how a l l t r u e statements resemble each 

o t h e r . But i f we want t o g i ve a complete 

account o f t h i s we a l so need t o show how 

d i f f e r e n t k inds of t r u e statement are r e l a t e d t o 

each o the r and t h i s i s t he second t h i n g t h a t we 

demand o f a s a t i s f a c t o r y account o f t r u t h . We 

want t o show bo th how t r u e statements resemble 

each o the r and how they d i f f e r . Here now t o 

d iscuss such an account o f t r u t h a re P,S. 

Strawson of Magdalen Col lege Oxford and Gareth 

Evans o f U n i v e r s i t y Co l l ege , Ox fo rd , 

- 1 -



- 2 - A.303-3 

PROF. STAWSON: Well, some 50 years ago, as 

you know, of course, Frank Ramsey said that 

there was no serious problem about the general 

nature of t ruth, though, of course, there were 

problems about the nature of statement or 

assertion, and the nature of belief. I think 

that inspite of a l l that's happened in the 

intervening time, I think Ramsey was r ight. 

The question what i t is for a statement to be 

true or a belief to be true, really admits of a 

simple answer and the answer is th is , that er, a 

statement is true i f , and only i f , things are 

as one who makes that statement thereby states 

them to be. And the belief is true i f , and 

only i f , things are as one who holds that belief 

thereby believes them to be. Now this rather 

t r i v i a l sounding formula has two great merits. 

Er, for one thing i t admits of as many specific 

applications as you please. And, again, ■ n 

the other hand, i t makes the point which Austen 

I think, expressed by saying i t takes two to 

make a t ruth. Er, for example, suppose someone 

says or believes that er, Caesar was bald, then 

what he says or what he believes is true i f , 

and only i f , Caesar was indeed bald. And here 

we have this twofold reference, reference on the 

one hand to er, a believing or a saying, on the 

other hand to that in the world which the ■ ■ 

statement is about, or the belief is about. 

- 2 -



- 3 * ^ A.303-3 

STRAWSOH i Twofold refessence t o the thought on ■ 

t h e one hand and t h e wo r l d on the o the r and any 

adequate account o f t r u t h must a l l o w f o r t h a t . 

But now, as I sa id a t t he beg inn i ng , Ramsey-

d i d acknowledge t h a t t he re were p l e n t y o f 

problems i n the v i c i n i t y which we ren ' t so s imp ly 

d e a l t w i t h and one o f these was the problem of 

t h e na tu re o f a s s e r t i o n . And I suppose one 

might regard c u r r e n t i n v e s t i g a t i o n s i n t o 

sys temat ic semantics as an a t t a c k on t h i s e r , 

p rob lem. Tha t ' s t o say, t h i s i s an i n v e s t i g a t i c 

i n t o the na tu re of those l i n g u i s t i c convent ions 

e r , i n v i r t u e o f mastery o f wh ich we ' r e ab le t o 

say and t o understand the t r u e o f f a l s e t h i n g s 

t h a t we do say or unders tand . Now what I 

regard as m i s l e a d i n g , i s t o c a l l t he outcome 

of these i n v e s t i g a t i o n s , a d e f i n i t i o n o f t r u t h 

as i s f ash ionab l y done. E r , f o r example, i f 

somebody e r , comes up w i t h a sys temat ic semantic*: 

f o r E n g l i s h which nobody o f course has i n f a c t 

y e t done, t hen i t would be i n t h i s f a s h i o n t o say 

t h a t h e ' s d e f i n e d t r u t h f o r E n g l i s h , or de f ined 

t r u e i n E n g l i s h , But o f course, t h e r e i s n ' t 

one concept o f t r u t h f o r Eng l i sh another f o r 

French another f o r Swah i l i and so on , t h e r e ' s 

j u s t t r u t h . E r , i f t he semantic t h e o r i s t i s 

s a i d t o have d e f i n e d a n y t h i n g , t h e n . . * * t h a t 

i s t o say t h a t e r , h e ' s de f i ned E n g l i s h , r a t h e r 

than h e ' s de f i ned t r u t h . 

- 3 -
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EVANS: Wel l , I t h ink on t h e i r behalf I would 

concede t h a t . I t seems to me tha t urn, the 

concept of t r u t h has an app l i ca t ion across 

languages. I t has a wider range of extension 

than any of the terms they de f ine . I wonder 

perhaps, s l i g h t l y pa ren the t i ca l l y , I wonder 

whether one can ' t however get some i l l um ina t i on 

from t h e i r ideas from a Tarskian s ty le treatment, 

by t r y i n g to i d e n t i f y er , grammatical 

categories which are common t o many languages* 

such as name and predicate, er , conjunct ion, 

negation and so on, and t r y and d iv ide t r u t h 

recursedly urn, something along the fo l low ing l ine 

One,might say, you take the basic set of 

sentences which w i l l be l e t us say, names 

coupled w i t h predicates and we say tha t such a 

sentence of t h i s k ind i s tsue i f the i tem named 

by the name s a t i s f i e d the predicate or the 

predicate appl ies to i t . And then, f o r more 

complicated sentences, say a negat ion, a sentence 

which consists of another sentence, w i t h a 

negation s ign , i s t rue j u s t i n case tha t other 

sentence i s not t r u e . And so on, w i t h 

conjunct ion and the other devices of sen ten t ia l 

composition. Er, I mean, i t must be said tha t 

such a general app l i ca t ion of t h i s idea r e l i e s 

upon a p r im i t i ve not ion of naming, as I used i t , 

and of s a t i s f a c t i o n of predicates, but don ' t 

you th ink i t gives us some i l l umina t ion? 
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STRAWSON: Wel l , I t h ink i t ' s an improvement 

on the language r e l a t i v e * e r , no t ion of t r u t h , ; 

but I s t i l l th ink tha t er f the concept of t r u t h 

has a genera l i t y which transcends, goes beyond 

t h i s typology of statement forms j u s t as much 

as i t transcends di f ferences of language. 

However, I t h i n k , i n my t u r n I might make a 

concessive move here, and say tha t tha t t i t l e , 

theory of t r u t h might we l l be allowed to include 

under i t , e r , t h i s sor t of i nves t i ga t i on of 

general statement forms common to a l l languages 

and t h e i r r e l a t i o n s . And I t h i nk t h i s f o r 

two reasons• F i r s t of a l l , i t seems c lear tha t 

e r , i f i t were not f o r language, and the 

va r i e t y of statement forms tha t make up a l l 

languages, i f i t were not f o r language, t r u t h 

r e a l l y wouldn' t amount to very much and indeed 

nor would thought amount to very much* Er, 

and the other reason, which i s a more f r i vo lous 

one perhaps, i s tha t a f t e r a l l we have t h i s 

grand t i t l e , 'Theory of T ru th ' and i t seems 

rather a p i t y t o confine i t t o the ra ther 

insubs tan t ia l er , Ramseyian formula. 

EVANS: Wel l , very w e l l , l e t ' s look a t the 

p o s s i b i l i t y . We both agree we want a general 

account of t r u t h and l e t ' s look as i f t h i s 

Ramsey formula er , t h a t ' s t o say the formula 

he said something t rue Just i n case th ings are 

as he stated them to be, does i n f a c t capture 

t h i s . 
- 5 -
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EVANS contd: Now i t seems to me there i s a t h i n 

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n of t h i s formula, er , which does. 

We understand t h i s idea of th ings being i n the 

world as someone states them to he, as a sort of 

general statement which we understand from many 

pa r t i cu l a r instances of the fo l l ow ing form. He 

said tha t snow i s wh i te , and snow i s wh i te . 

He said t ha t grass i s green, and grass i s green: 

i . e , understand tha t so long as there i s a f i l l i n g 

t ha t we can pu t . He said t ha t p and p, i n 

tha t scheme and t o y i e l d a t r u t h , th ings are 

as he stated them to be, and tha t seems to me 

what I s h a l l c a l l t h i n , the t h i n i n t e r p r e t a t i o n 

i t does seem to me t h a t ' s u t t e r l y general . 

But there i s a more subs tan t ia l er , in te rp re ta t io r . 

which I can c a l l a r e a l i s t i n t e r p r e t a t i o n which 

puts more weight upon the idea of th ings i n the 

world being i n such and such a cond i t ion . And 

i t seems i f we do put the weight upon tha t i t 

might not have the genera l i t y , the formula 

might not have the genera l i t y tha t i t ought t o 

have, 

STRAWSON: Could you say a b i t more what you have 

i n mind? 

- 6 -
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EVANS: Wel l , of course t h i s idea of th ings 

i n the world "being i n such and such a 

condi t ion i s not the most perspicuous of 

not ions ~ I mean i s i t , one might ask, perhaps 

the d i s t r i b u t i o n of elementary p a r t i c l e s and 

t h e i r organisat ion and l oca t i on and so on but 

i n so f a r as one has a g r i p upon the idea, i t 

seems d i f f i c u l t t o f i n d th ings i n the wor ld 

which would make say, mathematical statements 

t r u e , or maybe some l o g i c a l t r u t hs t rue* 

Urn, i t seems tha t these, moral statements too , 

the mathematical statements are d i f f i c u l t 

"because i t doesn't seem tha t they are th ings , 

er , whose re la t i ons and d ispos i t ions make 2 

and 2 plus 4 true.«.urn, 2 plus 2 equals 4 t r u e . 

Urn, and i n the case of t h e i r moral statement, 

John ought t o look a f t e r h i s mother, e r , i t 

i s n ' t tha t the re ' s any lack of t h ings , John 

and h i s mother are ce r ta i n l y the re , but i t ' s 

d i f f i c u l t t o see i n v i r t u e of what re la t i onsh ip 

er , i f one takes a r e a l i s t i c idea of t h i s , 

i n v i r t u e of what r e l a t i o n they must stand f o r 

the statement to be t r u e . 

STRAWSON; We l l , two th ings here . Er , f i r s t 

t o ra ise the question about the condi t ion of 

th ings i n the world or fac ts about the wor ld , 

j u s t how extensive i s t h i s , and you mentioned 

the r e l a t i o n of elementary pa r t i c les? 
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STRAWSOM Contd: We l l , I t h i nk we can 

construe i t a l i t t l e , indeed a great deal 

more broadly than t h a t , er , I t h ink i t might 

he allowed to cover er , f ac ts about the 

d i spos i t i on and r e l a t i o n of e r , gross bodies 

of ordinary physica l bodies, f ac t s about t h e i r 

sensible q u a l i t i e s . We had fac ts about 

people's states of mind. We had fac ts about 

soc ia l i n s t i t u t i o n s and the ru les tha t are 

accepted i n them, or tha t cons t i tu te them, 

and the degree t o which people's behaviour 

er , represents compliance w i th these ru les 

and f a i l u r e t o comply w i t h them. We r e a l l y 

have an enormous range of er , types of f a c t 

which f a i r l y c l ea r l y f a l l under the rub r i c 

er , fac ts about the wor ld . Statements or 

descr ip t ions of how th ings are i n the wor ld 

t h i s c r u c i a l phrase. However, I must 

concede tha t urn, though we can make t h i s a 

very extensive range of f a c t s , e r , i t * s not 

so easy t o include i n i t e r , mathematical 

fac ts as we are prone t o c a l l them, or the 

f a c t s , i f t h a t ' s the r i g h t word, expressed by 

moral judgements, but i s n ' t i t worth 

remarking tha t um, philosophers p rec ise ly 

sens i t i ve to the importance i n t h i s connection 

of the no t ion of condi t ion of th ings i n the 

wor ld , or fac ts about the wor ld , have been 

prone t o r ec l ass i f y e r , mathematical formulae 

and moral judgements er , t o r e f r a i n from 

c a l l i n g them statements i n the s t r i c t sense? 
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STRAWSON contdt They fve been i nc l i ned t o 

rec lass i f y them, t o count say moral 

judgements t o ass imi la te them, t o imperatives 

as Professor Hare notably does, and to t r e a t 

urn, mathematical formulae, l o g i c a l t ru ths 

perhaps, w i t h ru les to ass imi la te those two 

r u l e s . 

EVANS: Yes, but er , t h e i r propensity to do 

t h i s i l l u s t r a t e s , i t seems to me, the power 

of t h i s connection - the connection between 

t r u t h and er , th ings i n the world having t o 

be i n such and such a condi t ion* But urn, 

I mean, t h i s does seem t o me an unacceptable 

consequence tha t we deprive these of er , 

appropriate bearers of t r u t h and f a l s i t y . 

Er, and they ' re not statements and er , I mean, 

1 do put i t as a v i r t u e of t h i s very t h i n 

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n of the Ramsey formula, tha t 

each of these f i t . I mean, he said tha t 

2 plus 2 equals 4 , and 2 p lus 2 does indeed 

equal 4 . 

STRAWSOH: Wel l , now, how about t h i s , Er, 

cou ldn ' t one say tha t urn, t r u t h i n the primary 

sense i s as conceived i n the r e a l i s t 

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n . 
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STRAWSOW con td : E r , the one which pu ts e r , 

the weight does pu t on f a c t s about the w o r l d , 

the way t h i n g s are i n the w o r l d . This i s 

t r u t h i n the p r imary sense e r , one who says 
something t r u e i n t h i s sence says 

how t h i n g s are i n the wor ld and what he says 

i s t r u e "because t h i n g s are i n the wo r l d as 

he says they a r e , bu t what we do and 

i n t e l l i g i b l y do, i s t o extend the word t r u e , 

the n o t i o n o f t r u t h , and app ly i t t o o ther 

u t te rances which p l a y a d i f f e r e n t r o l e i n 

our l i v e s f rom t h a t o f s t a t i n g or p u r p o r t i n g 

t o s t a t e how t h i n g s are i n the wor ld and we 

do t h i s because t h e a c c e p t a b i l i t y o f those 

u t te rences depends on the t r u t h o f o the r 

t h i ngs which are t r u e i n a p r imary sense* 

So t h e r e ' s a k i n d o f dependence o f t h i n g s 

which we c a l l t r u e i n t h i s extended sense 

on t r u t h i n the p r imary sense. 

EVANS: W e l l , I see the programme, I see the 

idea o f , of t h i s ex tens ion but y o u ' l l have 

t o r e f i n e i t , won ' t you , because the re are 

a l a r g e range o f t h i n g s which we ^judge t o be 

acceptable on the bas is o f t r u t h i n the 

p r imary sense which y o u * . I d o n ' t t h i n k even 

you would want t o c a l l t r u e , such t h i n g s as 

g i v i n g adv ice and commands. 
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EVANS con td^ I mean, i n these we a r e , , 

we do eva luate e r , i n the way you suggest , 

STRAVSON; Yes, t h a t ' s q u i t e r i g h t , o f course , 

and so I pu t i t , e r , wrongly or i n s u f f i c i e n t l y 

c l e a r l y * Le t me t r y a g a i n . E r , l e t ' s take 

a mathemat ica l f o rmu la , s imple one l i k e e r , 

7 p l u s 5 equals 12 . Now i t ' s q u i t e c l e a r 

t h a t t h i s d o s n ' t s t a t e how t h i n g s are i n the 

w o r l d , E r , more s p e c i f i c a l l y i t d o s n ' t s t a t e 

e r , what the r e s u l t s are o f c e r t a i n s o r t s o f 

coun t ing o p e r a t i o n s . For example, you might 

e r , count one group o f sheep and another 

group o f sheep separa te l y and then count a l l 

o f the sheep toge the r and i f you do so you 

w i l l c h a r a c t e r i s t i c a l l y come up w i t h a 

c e r t a i n r e s u l t . E r , now i t ' s c e r t a i n l y 

t r u e t h a t 7 p lus 5 equals 12 doesn ' t s t a t e 

what t h i s r e s u l t i s . But the f a c t i s t h a t 

coun t ing opera t ions o f t h i s s o r t , not j u s t 

on sheep hu t on the m i l l i o n s o f types o f 

t h i n g s , do r e g u l a r l y and c h a r a c t e r i s t i c a l l y . 

have a c e r t a i n outcome. This i s a f a c t 

about t he w o r l d . R ight? And because o f 

t h i s f a c t about the wo r l d the mathemat ical 

formulae and formulae o f t h a t s o r t have a 
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STRAWSON c o n t d : c e r t a i n u t i l i t y f o r u s , 

which they w o u l d n ' t have i f these f a c t s 

d i d n ' t ho ld - they enable us perhaps t o 

c a l c u l a t e how many sheep the re are i n a 

c e r t a i n f i e l d . They enable us t o ge t f rom 

e r , one se t o f t r u t h s about the wor ld t o 

another se t o f t r u t h s about the wor ld and i n 

t h i s way they en te r i n t o are entwined e r , 

w i t h o ther elements i n our t o t a l b e l i e f 

system. I mean, a r i t h m e t i c , s imple a r i t h m e t i c 

cannot by i t s e l f e r , t e l l us , t e l l me, how 

much e r , money I have i n my bank account , 

bu t i t can c e r t a i n l y he lp t o work out how 

much money I T ve got i n my bank account . 

EVANS: Simple a r i t h m e t i c may be urn, I can 

see t h a t t h i s account may work f o r i t , bu t 

mathematics can get q u i t e r e f i n e d . E r , we 

have p r o p o s i t i o n s about t h e i r r a t i o n a l numbers, 

about non-denumerable i n f i n i t i v e s , and e r , 

the same pure l o g i c , we have e r , we have 

p r o p o s i t i o n s such as Goed l ! s incompleteness 

theorem. I t ' s ve ry d i f f i c u l t t o see how 

q u i t e these can be regarded as i n t e r t w i n e d 

i n t h a t way. 
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STRAWSOH: 0K» so one has t o admit t h a t 

mathematics develops a s o r t o f autonomy t h a t 

e r , i t develops i t s own c r i t e r i a o f 

a c c e p t a b i l i t y , i t s own procedures o f p roo f 

and so f o r t h . But t h i s doesn ' t show t h a t the 

l i n k s t h a t I want t o emphasise are severed. 

The l i n k s are s t i l l t h e r e , t h e y ' r e j u s t 

l e s s d i r e c t i n cases l i k e t h i s . Of course, 

t h e r e ' s no ve ry s t r a i g h t f o r w a r d a p p l i c a t i o n 

o f h i g h l y s o p h i s t i c a t e d mathematics t o the 

way t h i n g s are i n the w o r l d i n the way I 

i l l u s t r a t e d i n the case of urn, i n the case of 

a s imple a t h r e m i t i c a l f o rmu la , e r , hu t 

though t h e l i n k s are l e s s d i r e c t the l i n k s 

are s t i l l t h e r e , 

aga in 
EVANS; Mm, w e l l , I ag ree / the re are these 

d i f f e r e n c e s , I can see the d i f f e r e n c e 

between mm, demareations t o be made between 

f a c t s t a t i n g d iscourses i n some p r i m i t i v e 

p r i o r sense and e r , the mathemat ical 

d i s c o v e r i e s . And no t on l y do I see t h a t 

these w i l l be d i s t i n g u i s h e d I can see an 

order o f development. I can see t h a t t h e 

order indeed you see, bu t i t d o e s n ' t seem 

t o me t h a t t he account o f t r u t h , t he t heo ry 

o f t r u t h i s the p lace t o r e f l e c t these 

d i f f e r e n c e s . 
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EVANS contds I t seems t o me t h a t urn, e r , 

t h a t we want an u n d i f f e r e n t i a t e d concept . 

You remember you wanted and you charged 

Ta rsk i and o t h e r s - of sys temat ic semant ic ism?, 

you wanted an u n d i f f e r e n t i a t e d concept o f 

t r u t h which app l i ed on the one hand, o f 

course, languages, and w i t h i n a language 

across d i f f e r e n t statement fo rms . W e l l , I 

want an u n d i f f e r e n t i a t e d n o t i o n o f t r u t h 

which app l i es across e r , d i f f e r e n t s tatement 

c o n t e n t s . 

STRAW50N; I see. But t h a t i s what happens 

or what can happen e r , when somebody's 

devoted t o your u n d i f f e r e n t i a t e d concept o f 

t r u t h . E r , f o r example, i ns tead o f be ing 

prepared t o accept my p r imary t r u t h and 

secondary ex tens ions , e r , f o r example, i n 

mathemat ics, e r , what t y p i c a l l y happens 

f o r somebody wedded t o the n o t i o n o f 

u n d i f f e r e n t i a t e d t r u t h i s t h a t he , as i t were, 

extends h i s n o t i o n o f the wor ld t o keep pace 

w i t h the u n d i f f e r e n t i a t e d n o t i o n o f t r u t h . 

Thus he tends t o i nven t o r imagine a realm 

o f t ime less p e r f e c t mutable mathemat ica l 

o b j e c t s , the r e l a t i o n s between which are 
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STRAWSON con td : r e f l e c t e d or m i r r o r e d i n the, 

t r u t h s o f mathemat ics. What you ge t i s i n 

f a c t e r , p lu ton i sm i n mathemat ics, an ex tens ion 

o f the wo r l d to run a long w i t h mathemat ical 

t r u t h and indeed you get e r , the same s o r t 

o f t h i n g though we haven ' t t a l k e d about 

t h i s , i n m o r a l i t y . 

EVANS: You mean the s o r t o f n o n - n a t u r a l 

q u a l i t i e s t h a t Maude t a l k s about? 

STRAWSON: Non-na tu ra l q u a l i t i e s , e x a c t l y 4 

EVANS: Yes. But o f course the u n d i f f e r e n t i a t e 

n o t i o n o f t r u t h leads t o these excesses -

and I agree w i t h you , t h a t t hey are excesses 

- on l y i f i t ' s a r e a l i s t i c one. I t seems 

t o me t h a t T s one o f the g rea t me r i t s o f the 

e r , the t h i n i n t e r p r e t a t i o n t h a t I ' v e g i ven 

o f the Ramsey f o rmu la . That we can have an 

u n d i f f e r e n t i a t e d n o t i o n o f t r u t h which 

doesn ' t have t h i s consequence. We d o n ' t 

need ob jec t s whose s t a t e s and r e l a t i o n s 

are t r u e i n v i r t u e o f . 

STRAWSON; Ah, I see. You wish t o change the 

u n d i f f e r e n t i a t e d e r , v e r s i o n of t r u t h 
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STRAWSON c o n t d : bu t r e j e c t any e x t e n s i o n s . 

o f 

EVANS: Of the w o r l d . 

STRAWSON: the r e a l i s t i c p i c t u r e t h a t goes 

a long w i t h i t . 

EVANS: W e l l , e x a c t l y , y e s . 

STRAWSON; Yes. W e l l , now l e t ' s see. There 

are two t h i n g s i t seems t o me t h a t we can 

agree about . F i r s t o f a l l we can agree about 

t h e coverage o f the express ion ' t r u e * and o f 

t he n o t i o n o f t r u t h . Tha t ' s t o say we can 

agree the word i s used and c o r r e c t l y used 

no t on ly o f the e r , honest t o goodness 

e m p i r i c a l t r u t h s which r e f l e c t the way t h i n g s 

are i n the w o r l d , but a lso has t h i s f u r t h e r 

ex tens ion t o cover mathematics, moral 

judgements, l o g i c and so f o r t h , That we 

can agree o n . And i t seems t o me t h e r e ' s 

something e lse t h a t we ought a t any r a t e t o 

agree on , ma in ly t h a t t h i s e r , ex tens ive 

coverage o f the n o t i o n o f t r u t h i s something 

t h a t c a l l s f o r e x p l a n a t i o n , ^ow i t seems t o 

me t h a t e r , the n o t i o n I sketched, a t l e a s t 
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STRAWSON con td : p rov ides the p a t t e r n of 

an e x p l a n a t i o n . Tha t ' s t o say the n o t i o n of 

p r imary t r u t h , e r , which i s a mat te r o f 

r e f l e c t i n g the way t h i n g s are i n the w o r l d 

and then an exp lana t i on on the bas is o f t h i s 

o f how we come t o extend the n o t i o n i n t o 

these o the r f i e l d s . Here i s no t a f u l l 

e x p l a n a t i o n bu t a t l e a s t the p a t t e r n , t h e 

p r o j e c t o f an exp lana t i on bu t e r , i t d o e s n ' t 

seem t o me t h a t you e r , have o f f e r e d one, 

EVANSt No,no, I haven ' t and I 'm not i n a 

p o s i t i o n t o do so . E r , t h a t ' s t o say the 

demarcat ion o f the c lass t r u t h bear ing 

u t te rances or t r u t h or f a l s i t y bear ing 

u t te rances» Urn, I o f f e r t h i s j u s t t e n t a t i v e l y , 

I mean we do, the formula i t s e l f you sa id 

t h a t p and p does impose a c e r t a i n grammat ical 

r e s t r i c t i o n , doesn ' t i t ? I mean, we c a n ' t 

g e t , he sa id t h a t c lose the door and c lose 

the door . And so t h a t ' s go ing t o , go ing t o 

do some o f t he work f o r us* 

STRAWSON; W e l l , yes , but the work t h a t t h i s 

grammat ica l t e s t does, i s a work o f demarcation 

and no t a work o f e x p l a n a t i o n . 
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STRAWSON c o n t d : I n c i d e n t a l l y , i t d o e s n ' t 

e r , even do the demarcat ion q u i t e r i g h t , 

"because we e r , t he re are t y p i c a l ' ' c o n s t r u c t i o n 

l i k e the e r , the f u t u r e i n d i c a t i v e i n Eng l i sh 

f o r example, which would pass your grammat ical 

t e s t i n t h a t sentences i n t h i s tense and mo<?d 

are o f t e n used f o r g i v i n g of o rde rs , f o r 

example. E r . . „ 

EVANS; What? 

STRAWSON; W e l l , you 've t r i e d t h i s i n t h e 

army o rde rs , company o r d e r s , a company w i l l 

parade a t 10.30 tomorrow morn ing. Th is 

i s n ' t something up f o r assessment, e r , as 

t r u e or f a l s e . 

EVANS: I t ' s no t t r u e i f they d o . . . 

STRAWSON: W e l l . . . . a s on the board t he re i t ' s 

an o r d e r , and no t a p r e d i c t i o n e r , so the 

grammat ica l t e s t f o r one t h i n g e r , d o e s n ' t 

demarcate q u i t e r i g h t . That seems t o me 

t r i v i a l e r , more impor tan t t h a t , i s the p o i n t , 

t h a t a t best you get a demarcat ion o f the 

c lass o f e r , t h i n g s t h a t are t r u e or f a l s e 
o f the ex tens ion 

and no t an e x p l a n a t i o n / o f the coverage, the 

range o f t h a t c l a s s . 
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EVANS: Wel l the on ly deeper e r , suggest ion 

I can make, I can see t h a t , I mean, i n a way 

one 's g o t , one cou ld pu t a p o i n t by say ing 

how d i f f i c u l t i t would he t o i d e n t i f y the 

app rop r i a te grammatical forms i n a t o t a l l y 

a l i e n language f o r example. One would have 

t o l ook a t . . . * 

STRAWSON: R i g h t . R igh t * 

EVANS; No, the on ly suggest ion I can make 

i s and i t ' s a gesture i n the d i r e c t i o n o f b e l i e 

the i d e a , t h a t ' s t o say t h a t any th ing 
or f a l s e 

a p p r o p r i a t e l y regarded as t r u e / i s a proper 

ob jec t o f b e l i e f , and indeed t h i s might be 

used to d i s t i n g u i s h asse r t i ons i n a 

compl ica ted way from commands. 

STRAWSONs W e l l , I t h i n k t h a t ' s b e t t e r i n 

t h a t i t ' s no t something p u r e l y f o r m a l , 

p u r e l y g rammat ica l , ^he idea i s t h a t t he 

t h i n g s which are t r u e or f a l s e are proper 

ob jec t s o f b e l i e f . My wor ry , t h e r e , i s 

whether the o b s c u r i t y d o e s n ' t , which surrounds 

the n o t i o n o f the coverage o f t r u e or f a l s e 

doesn ' t extend a lso t o the n o t i o n o f t he 

coverage o f b e l i e f and I t h i n k the c u r r e n t 
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STRAffSON contd: tendency to associate the 

b e l i e f w i t h act ion would not y i e l d you an 

answer here, But what would lead you to an 

answer very probably i s something we haven't 

time to discuss. 
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