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Has Tarski Defined ‘Truth’?

= He has provided a formal construction in an artificial language.
= Does it capture our ordinary notion?

= ‘|t seems to me obvious that the only rational approach to [questions about the
correct notion of truth] would be the following: We should reconcile ourselves with
the fact that we are confronted, not with one concept, but with several different
concepts which are denoted by one word; we should try to make these concepts
as clear as possible (by means of definition, or of an axiomatic procedure, or in
some other way); to avoid further confusions, we should agree to use different
terms for different concepts; and then we may proceed to a quiet and systematic
study of all concepts involved, which will exhibit their main properties and mutual
relations” (3595).

= “We may accept the semantic conception of truth without giving up any
epistemological attitude we may have had; we may remain naive realists, critical
realists or idealists, empiricists or metaphysicians - whatever we were before. The
semantic conception is completely neutral toward all these issues” (362).

m There remain epistemic worries about our access to truth.

m Can we assess a words-worlds connection?
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