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The Problems in Studying Tarski’s Truth-conditional Semantics

Xia Nian-xi

(school of politics and law, capital normal university, beijing 100089, China

Abstract: Almost all people whose study filed is philosophy know Tarski's truth-conditional semantics.
In every book about the philosophy of language or modern western philosophy, you can find the section
related to Tarski’'s theory. But there are at least two problems in studying the theory. Firstly some

12 1987 pi155
13 Carnap: Introduction to Semantics and Formalization of Logic. 1975,
14

1983 p95-96



viewpoints are not accurate, for example “convention T is the definition of true sentence”,
“truth-conditional theory is truth-coincidence theory”. Secondly no one takes note of the relationship
between Tarski's truth-conditional semantics and Carnap’s intentional semantics. The presence of two
above problems impacts not only the understanding for theory of Tarski’'s truth-conditional semantics but
also the evaluation for the theory. The aim of the paper is to express my own opinion on these problems.

key words. Convention T T bi-conditional form Truth-Coincidence Theory

1965-



