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The main reference for Lorenzo Rossi’s part of the course is:

- Gallovich, C. and Rosenblatt, L. (forthcoming), ‘Conceptions of Paradoxicality’, to appear
in Rossi, L. (ed.), The Liar Paradox, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.

The paper will be made available to the students, with the kind permission of the authors, before
the Summer School starts.

The remaining items are optional — of course, we do not require participants to read all of them.
The following list is designed to provide further references for those who intend to zoom into a
specific topic. For those interested in the topics at hand, we recommend to read the items in each
group in the order in which they are presented here.

Selected references by topic
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The proof-theoretic conception of paradoxicality
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The revision-theoretic conception of paradoxicality

- Gupta, A. (1982), ‘Truth and Paradox’, Journal of Philosophical Logic, 11(1), pp. 1-60.
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663-681.
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- Feferman, S. (1984), ‘Toward Useful Type-Free Theories. Part I’, The Journal of Symbolic
Logic, 49(1), pp. 75-111.
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Further resources

SEP Entries

- Truth:
https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/truth/

- The Liar Paradox:
https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/liar-paradox/

- Curry’s Paradox:
https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/curry-paradox/

- Paradoxes and Contemporary Logic:
https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/paradoxes-contemporary-
logic/

- Self-Reference:
https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/self-reference/

- Axiomatic Theories of Truth:
https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/truth-axiomatic/

- The Revision Theory of Truth:
https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/truth-revision/

- Deflationism:
https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/truth-deflationary/

- Tarski’s Definitions of Truth:
https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/tarski-truth/
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Burgess, J. P. and Burgess, A. (2011), Truth, Princeton University Press, Princeton.
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Scharp, K. (2013), Replacing Truth, Oxford University Press, Oxford.
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Anthologies
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