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                    Abstract
Semantic paradoxes like the liar are notorious challenges to truth theories. A paradox can be phrased with minimal resources and minimal assumptions. It is not surprising, then, that the liar is also a challenge to minimalism about truth. Horwich (1998/1990) deals swiftly with the paradox, after discriminating between other strategies for avoiding it without compromising minimalism. He dismisses the denial of classical logic, the denial that the concept of truth can coherently be applied to propositions, and the denial that the liar sentence expresses a proposition, but he endorses the denial that the liar is an acceptable instance of the equivalence schema (E). This paper has two main parts. It first shows that Horwich’s preferred denial is also problematic. As Simmons (1999), Beall and Armour-Garb (2003), and Asay (2015) argued, the solution is ad hoc, faces a possible loss of expressibility, and is ultimately unstable. Finally, the paper explores a different combination of possibilities for minimalism: treating the truth-predicate as context-dependent, rejecting the notion that the liar expresses a proposition, and reinterpreting negation in some contexts as metalinguistic denial. The paper argues that these are preferable options, but signposts possible dangers ahead.
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                    Notes
	Various forms of deflationist views about truth were defended by Ramsey (1927), Ayer (1935), Strawson (1950), Quine (1970/1986), Field (1986, 1994), among others.


	See Horwich (1998/1990, pp. 2–3).


	For a good discussion on whether classical negation is compatible with a use-theoretic account of meaning, see Kürbis (2015).


	(Horwich 1998/1990, p. 72)


	See Horwich (1999, p. 72).


	See for example Field (2001, 2008).


	
Soames (1999), for instance, took this as a motivation to argue that truth is a partially defined predicate. Another, perhaps less tempting, reaction, is to take the reasoning as showing what it seems to show: that indeed \(\langle \)(1) is not true\(\rangle \) is both true and not true as dialetheists assume. Several of the various options available are thoroughly explored in Field (2008). Many alternatives are not available to Horwich. On numerous occasions, he rejects the option of giving up classical logic or Bivalence because of non-referring terms (Horwich 1998/1990, p. 78), of vagueness (Horwich 1998/1990, p. 79), or of semantic paradoxes like the liar.


	As in, for instance, Tarski (1936), Kripke (1975).


	Horwich (2005, pp. 81–82, 2010, p. 91).


	Not all conceptual impossibilities are “semantically induced”. “Semantically induced” means that they arise, as in the present cases, from semantic notions or concepts, or are caused specifically by semantic indeterminacy or underdetermination.


	I’m grateful to an anonymous reviewer for pointing out the need to elaborate on the reply.


	Thanks to another anonymous reviewer for insisting on the clarification of this point.


	(Horwich 1998/1990, 72).


	(Horwich 2005, 81–82), (Horwich 2010, 91).


	I’ll use “make a statement” and “express a proposition” interchangeably for present purposes.


	Notice however that the reason why (23) is a FA is that the context of its use does not provide the required salient object of the ostensive demonstration. The failure to make a statement is explained by the semantics for ‘this’.


	I argued against using paradoxes as a reason to stipulate, or introduce, the semantic ambiguity of negation in [Author2008; Author2010].


	For a discussion of affixal negation, see for instance Horn (2001, Sect. 5.1).


	
Ripley (2011) points to other problems that arise for the idea that negation and denial are separate independent phenomena.


	In fact, in the first footnote of his paper, Kripke says “I have chosen to take sentences as the primary truth vehicles not because I think that the objection that truth is primarily a property of propositions (or “statements”) is irrelevant to serious work on truth or to the semantic paradoxes...Occasionally we may speak as if every utterance of a sentence in the language makes a statement, although below we suggest that a sentence may fail to make a statement if it is paradoxical or ungrounded”(Kripke 1975, fn 1).


	It is worth noting that Sorensen (2001) denies Lewis’s insight that truths must supervene on what exists, and defends the claim that there are truths with no truthmakers, i.e., that there are truthmaker gaps. I briefly discuss this below at the end.


	Lewis further develops the principle in Lewis (2001).
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