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Theories of Iru ‘
The last section discussed My qu”.?mg % know, Bue oll
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history of philosophy _hﬂs put forth depictions of truth, and ;
this cs;ay is an exploration of the g(md., rhclrmc, and rh_c beayg ful ;
seems rather straightforward to enter into some analysis of whyy

true might be.

Correspondence Theory ok
Correspondence theory states that a PIOP‘OSIIIGI'I IS true whe, it
accords with the actual state of affairs. In this case the Proposition i
in fidelity with the way things are. This definition Presupposes ,
number of things. First, and foremost, it suggests that ‘orye’ 5,
ascription based upon resemblance, but ir does not offer crieer, for
evaluating how resemblance s to be evaluated. Second, it finesses
what constitutes the actual state of affairs. Ler ys begin with the first
hurdle,
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However, the external and the Inmrna[“perspccuves are diff,
when one chooses (), (b), (c), or (d) on The Officiy] Questioy, am
Answer Test. Those who choose (a) can alway.fi claim to offe, (st if::i
‘in principle’) an externalist perspective that is capable Ofin[ergubf
jective verification." Those W}-l? tfhoosc (b) are bound to 4y, interng.
ist perspective or a naive empiricist perspective that refge £ asgigy
substance to empirical perceptions or (c) rely upon the subjec and
her reliable procedures for picking out just what is true for accepr.
ance and what is false for rejection. The “reliable procedure’ may be
open for public scrutiny; but the data inputs are not. Thus, the
mechanical operation of the process remains intﬁrsllbjectiw;]:,r
inscrutable. In the case of correspondence theory, the truth of the
object is given and only our ability to fashion replicas is in question,
Such is a quick take on correspondence theory, 2
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