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This paper is an overview of classical and traditional approaches to the problem of truth in modern linguistics with
reliance on teleological conceptual and methodological apparatus. The research is based on the material of present-day
political discourse. The notion of truth is viewed as profoundly problematic in philosophy, logic, psychology and linguistics,
given its conceptual fluidity. The teleological investigation of the notion of truth in discourse gets even more complicated,
because, on top of it all, it involves no less ambivalent notions: ‘right’, ‘wrong’, ‘good’, ‘the final purpose’, pertaining
to the ideal to strive for. Taking into account the vagaries of understanding what is true or false, good or bad, right or
wrong in political discourse, an interdisciplinary methodology was suggested, which, hopefully, may encompass at least
the most saliant aspects of the notion of truth in modern linguistics. In the focus of this teleological account are both
classical and modern linguistically relevant theories of truth. Traditional approaches, like correspondence and coherence
theories of truth, are based on the monist rigid assumption that an utterance can be either true or false, excluding the
third. Modern theories of truth are prone to accept many-valued, pluralistic treatment of true meaning on the principles
of compositional semantics, contextualist views, pragmatic, intuitionistic and non-linguistic factors. The teleological
perspective in truth-related investigations necessitates an interdisciplinary approach to the notion of truth in modern
linguistics by virtue of conceptual ambiguity of the basic teleological categories. Application of teleological methods to the
truth-conditional analysis of sentences with reference to the future and with a postponed truth value may be plausible in
linguistic investigations. The findings of this research suggest that the truth-value analysis of sentences about purpose-
related events with reference to the past, present or future will require the application of different truth theories or their
combination. The results of this research show that the analysis of purposive utterances about the future with postponed
manifestation of truth values may require the methodology of dynamic semantics. According to the tenets of dynamic
semantics, the knowledge and information about linguistically represented events, objects, state of affairs may deepen
over time, and in this way truth values of the propositional content of utterances in political discourse may be verified. The
theoretical overview and the analysis of the notion of truth from the teleological perspective has shown the plausibility of an
interdisciplinary approach to the problem of truth in discourse. The principles of dynamic semantics and default semantics
relying on the tenets of the theory of ‘deep’ interpretation have also proven effective in establishing teleologically-related
truth values.

Key words: moral teleology, truth values, political discourse, correspondence theory, coherence theory, many-valued
truth theory, ‘deep’ understanding.

CratTa npucesideHa aHanidy TeneonoriyHo peneBaHTHUX KPUTEPIiB iCTUHHOCTI BUCIIOBIEHHS Y Cy4aCcHOMY MOBO3HaB-
CTBi Ha MaTepiani aHrMOMOBHOIO MOMITUYHOTO AMCKYPCY. AKTYasbHICTb PO3BIAKM 3yMOBrEeHa NOTpeboto BUSIBMEHHS LiiH-
HICHO-L|iNbOBUX 3aKOHOMIPHOCTEN i YNHHUKIB, KOTPi 3840BONbHSOTL YMOBW iCTUHHOCTI BUCIIOBMEHHS LinenoknagansHoro
Tuny. [locnigkeHHs BYKOHAHE Ha OCHOBI HAYKOBO-METOAOMOrYHMUX 3acaj MopanbHOi Teneonorii y pycni 'KyMynaTusHor'
ceMaHTukm ('dynamic’ semantics) i3 3any4eHHAM npuHUMNIB 'TNnbokoro’ po3ymiHHs (‘deep’ understanding) BUCNOBINEHHS.
OcobnuBy yBary npugineHo po3rnsgy iCTUHHICHO-LiNbOBUX YAHHUKIB, KOTPi 3yMOBMIOKOTb PO3OIKHOCTI MK ICTUHHICHUMM
XapaKkTepuCcTMKaMmn BMUCNOBMEHOrO i cnpunHaToro cmucny. Cepen dinocodis, NCUXOMOriB, NIHMBICTIB NOHATTS iCTUHHOCTI
Habyno penyTauito Hag3BMYaMHO CKMaAHOrO KOHLUENTyanbHOro deHomeHy. TeneomnoriyHe AOCMIMKEHHS NOHATTS iCTUH-
HOCTI Wwe 6inbL ycknagHeHo 3 ornaay Ha Te, WO BOHO 3aryyae He MeHLW aMbiBaneHTHi KoHUenTyanbHi CyTHOCTI: 'bnaro’,
'KiHUeBa MeTa', 'MoparbHa BiANoBIgHICTL', 'MOpanbHa HEBIQNOBIAHICTL'. BpaxoBytoun 3MiCTOBY 'PO3MUTICTL' KOHLENTYyanb-
HOro anaparty AOoChiaXeHHs, Byno 3anponoHOBaHO MKAWCLMMNIHAPHMIA Niaxia 0O po3rnsaay TENeonoriyHo peneBaHTHUX
acnekTiB NOHATTS iICTUHHOCTI. 3anponoHoBaHe AOCHIMKEHHS 30CEPEMKEHE HA aHani3i KNacU4YHMX i HOBITHIX Teopil iCTUH-
HOCTIi, 3aCTOCOBHUX Y Ll@apWHi Cy4acHOro MOBO3HaBCTBa. TpaamuiviHi Nigxoau, Sk OT Teopis BignosigHoOCTi (correspondence
theory), Teopia korepeHTHOCTI (coherence theory), rpyHTYIOTbCA Ha APUCTOTEMIBCLKIA aKCiOMi BUNYYEHHS TPETLOrO, WO
npunyckae nuile Aga BapiaHTW 03HaYeHHS BUCMOBMNEHHS: iCTUHHE abo xmbHe. CyyacHi Teopii cxmnbHi 40 nnopanicTny-
HOIO OCMMCIIEHHSI ICTUHHOCTI, 3any4atoydn mMiXamcumniiHapHy METOAOMOTi0 KOMNO3NLIMHOT CEMaHTUKKN, KOHTEKCTYaniamy,
nparmMaTuku, iHTYITUBICTCBKOT i HEYITKOI MOriku, KOTPi MPOMOHYIOTh Ginbll rHy4Yki Niaxoan Ao Uil HaykoBoi npobnemu.
PesynkraTv BUKOHAHOMO AOCHIMKEHHS BKA3yOTb Ha Te, L0 BUCMOBIIEHHSA NPO ManbyTHI Nogii, ABuLa, METY, KOTPi KnacuyHi
Teopii B3arani He pPO3rMsAAalTb AK Taki, WO No3baBneHi iCTUHHICHMX 03HaK, MOXYTb OyTu 06'€KTOM aHanidy y napagurmi
KyMynaTuBHoI (‘dynamic’) cemaHTuku. BignoBigHo 40 NPUHLUMNIB KYMYNATUBHOI CEMAHTUKN 3HaHHS | BiGOMOCTi Npo mMamn-
OyTHI noaii NOrmMMBMIOTLCS | PO3LUMPIOIOTECSA 3 MAMHOM Yacy i TakMM YMHOM BM3HAYalOTbCH iICTUHHICHI XapakTepucTuku
BUCMOBIEHb NPO MaibyTHE. 3anponoHOBaHMI OMNAA KNACUYHKX i HOBITHIX TEOPI iICTUHHOCTI Y TENEOMNOriyHIN NepcneKTuBi
BKa3ye Ha MOTEHUiNHY AOUINbHICTb i €PEKTUBHICTb MiXKAMCLMNAIHAPHOIO MigXo4y A0 aHanidy NOHATTS iCTUHHOCTI Yy noni-
TUYHOMY AWCKYPCi.

Knro4oBi cnoBa: moparnbHa Teneosoris, nparmatnyHa Teopist iCTUHHOCTI, Teopist BigNOBIAHOCTI, TEOPIS KOrePEHTHOCTI,
Teopis MHOXWHHOI (many-valued) iCTUHHOCTI.
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Problem statement. Proverbial Pontius Pilate,
according to the apocryphal story, demonstrated
the paramount complexity of the notion of truth by
falling silent and giving up the attempt to answer
the question “What is truth?”. The key teleologic-
ally- related notions ‘the final goal’, ‘good,” ‘right’,
‘wrong’, ‘truth’ are monstrously debatable and inher-
ently vague. While writing about truth, A. Tarski tried
“to avoid any ambiguity” [1, p. 375], but it inevitably
crops up by virtue of the nebulous nature of truth
value problems. This account is specifically focused
on teleological linguistically relevant moral and eth-
ical aspects of truth in political discourse. Truth value
aspects of utterances in discourse fall into line with
the conceptual apparatus and the methodology of
moral teleology.

Moral teleology is about desirable virtuous pur-
posefulness of human actions. According to the tenets
of moral teleology, whatever a human being ventures
to do is supposed to be for the sake of the common
GOOD as the final purpose [2]. At the same time,
teleology is posited as the philosophy of science aim-
ing at the “ultimate” explanation of meaning [3; 4].
Presumably, the word “ultimate” gives us the ground
to suppose that it may implicate the so-called ‘deep’
or ‘rich’ interpretation of the meaning of a sentence,
a statement or a proposition, which are the main
‘bearers’ of truth in discourse [5, p. 881]. A propos-
ition is understood as “the meaning of a sentence that
expresses it”, and it can be true or false [6, p. 20].

In discourse analysis ‘rich’ interpretation is sup-
posed to go “beyond the information literally con-
tained in the material” [7, p. 689]. In teleological
terms, ‘deep’ interpretation involves the analysis of
purpose-associated abstract notions of teleological
reflection type as ‘truth’, ‘right’, ‘wrong’, moral
validity, etc.

Sentences about the future as future contingent
statements are the characteristic material of linguis-
tic investigations in the teleological domain focused
on the idea of the final purpose. They are the object
of study in teleological linguosemiotics [8]. Though
future contingent statements are excluded from
Aristotelian logic as lacking a truth value [9, p. 317],
we hold that sentences about the future purpose-re-
lated beliefs, opinions, attitudes with a postponed
truth value may be a relevant object of teleological
truth-conditional analysis.

Theoretical underpinnings of the research. In
teleology, the notion of truth is mostly associated
with non-factual statements referring to the future. In
linguistics, truth condition semantics explores truth
values of sentences. By truth conditions they mean
rules determining the circumstances when a state-

ment, a sentence, “or a proposition expressed by it”
can be regarded as true [10, p. 415]. Universally,
truth is viewed as “a deeply problematic notion”, the
essence of which is determined by a frame of refer-
ence employed by a speaker [11, p. 501]. Accordingly,
there are numerous theories and approaches to deal
with the ambiguous nature of truth. The basic of them
are: correspondence, coherence, consensus, prag-
matic theories of truth.

Aristotle can be regarded as the proponent of the
correspondence theory sealing it with his famous
statement “to say of what is that it is, and of what
is not that it is not, is true”. The correspondence
theory is based on the assumption that truth of sen-
tences, statements or propositions can be established
by comparison with the physical objects and facts of
objective reality [11, p. 501; 5, p. 881].

Aristotle proposed a set of principles (axioms) for
the identification of truth conditions in discourse [ 9,
pp- 316-318]. The whole set of axioms and subprinci-
ples is mostly based on the Principle of Contradiction
and the Principle of the Excluded Third. According to
these principles no proposition can be true and false
at the same time. It should be noted at the outset that
in discourse linguistics sentences are treated as pot-
entially ambiguous entities with several meanings
and interpretations. The Principle of Contradiction
and the Principle of the Excluded Third are applic-
able to sentences when they are used in one of their
meanings.

Alfred Tarski in his semantic theory of truth tried
to avoid using the term ‘proposition’ and analysed
the notion of truth with reference to a sentence. He
holds that, when the term ‘truth’ is applied to con-
crete names, the truth of a sentence consists in its cor-
respondence to reality. When a sentence represents
“states of affairs” (presumably, attitudes, opinions,
judgements), he argues that “a sentence is true if it
designates an existing state of affairs”. Though these
definitions are accepted as conventional, he admits
that they are not “sufficiently precise” [1, p. 376].

According to the coherence theory of truth, a sen-
tence meets truth conditions being a part of a coher-
ent system and an element of coherent web of con-
ceptual and semantic relationships. In the linguistic
domain, coherence is supposed to be maintained with
the system of related propositions “within a shared
universe of discourse” [11, pp. 501, 502. In his
monograph with a telltale title “Superintelligence”
N. Bostrom demonstrates the essence of coherence
and its importance for further development of artifi-
cial intelligence using teleologically-related norma-
tive concepts ‘good’ and ‘right’ as judgements of
moral and ethical kind [12, p. 259]. The system of
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teleologically-related ethical rules, moral norms, uni-
versal socially accepted laws of moral and ethical
propriety is regarded as consistent with the “consen-
sus theory of truth” [11, p. 502].

There are different versions of the pragmatic
theory of truth. One of the varieties of the prag-
matic theory is the externalist view on truth close to
the dynamic semantics theory, which builds on the
idea of continuous progressive deepening of under-
standing and verification of truth values [11, p. 502].
Dynamic semantics is opposed to ‘static semantics’
in the way that dynamic semantics is interested in the
truth conditions in discourse, while static semantics is
about “matters of linguistic convention” [13, p. 22].

In terms of another version of the notion of truth
in linguistic pragmatics, truth is associated with the
speaker’s intention, which determines the propos-
itional content of an utterance [14 p. 3]. The pragmatic
view on truth sometimes echoes specifically teleo-
logical tenets about aspirations to achieve final goals
such as flourishing, happiness, well-being [5, p. 882].

There is yet another linguistically relevant phe-
nomenon connected with the notion of truth, which
is called a truth bias. It is especially characteristic
of political discourse. A truth bias is understood as
a tendency for people to believe what they are told
[11, p. 502]. Arguably, this willingness and readi-
ness to believe what people read, see or hear is sub-
ject to reconsideration according to the principles of
dynamic semantics and pragmatic theory of continu-
ous verification of truth values.

Considering the notoriously disputable nature of
the notion of truth, its various manifestations and
biased cultural, moral, ethical, political and ideo-
logical attitudes, the theories of truth based on the
monist uncompromising juxtaposition of true and
false invited some alternative approaches. They
are usually designated as functional “many-val-
ued” theories relying on the intuitionistic methods
of establishing truth conditions [15, pp. 531-544].
Taking into account that many-valued theories
of truth discard the classical Law of Excluded
Middle, they may offer a suitable methodology for
purpose-related and linguistically relevant teleo-
logical investigations. A functionalist theory of
truth [16, p. 51] allows a reasonable departure
from the monist approach in investigations con-
cerning truth values in linguistics. The proponents
of the functionalist theory of truth accept a seem-
ingly seditious idea that truth can be “manifested”
in various ways and forms, which makes this
theory plausible when applied to “moral propos-
itions” and sentences about judgements, opinions,
attitudes, beliefs and norms.

The purpose of this study is to provide a survey
of existing theoretical underpinnings for the linguis-
tically relevant analysis of the notion of truth in pol-
itical discourse relying on the methods and principles
of moral teleology. The object is the notion of truth
within the framework of traditional and innovative
linguistically relevant theories, approaches, hypoth-
eses concerning truth conditions for the sentences
about the future purpose-related events. The subject
is the ways and means that secure the fulfilment of
truth conditions of sentences about purpose-related
future events in political discourse.

Presentation of the main material. The prob-
lems of norms, morality, judgements and opin-
ions are in the sphere of interests of moral tele-
ology [17, pp. 329, 361]. Arguably, to sentences
expressing teleological judgements, teleological
reflection and opinions can be applied both clas-
sical theories of truth and unorthodox approaches,
depending on the grammatical setup and temporal
reference of sentences. The truth-value analysis of
a sentence about purpose-related events with ref-
erence to the past, present or future will require
different approaches. For example, let’s take an
original statement with a purpose-related content
referring to the past: Three rounds of talks between
Russia and Ukraine <...> have failed to bring the
two sides any closer to peace [18]. In this case,
according to the existing state of affairs, it is
already obvious that an intended goal has not been
reached. By conventional standards, the corres-
pondence theory of truth can be applied. The truth-
value conditions have been satisfied by virtue of
correspondence of linguistically represented state
of affairs to the facts of reality.

Dealing with the purpose-related non-factual sen-
tences with temporal reference to the present with
implicated potential semantic developments or to
the future, when the outcome is uncertain, requires
alternative approaches, e. g.: The royal train is to be
taken out of service to save money [19]; “I’m here
to get (the war) over with,” the US leader said
on Wednesday [18]; Kyiv wants to be involved in
any ceasefire talks [18]; The likely outcome of
the next election is a Reform government [20];
The White House <...> will “put America’s interests
first following a review of the nation’s military sup-
port and assistance to other countries” [21]. In this
case, traditional methodology alone will not be able
to cover all the aspects of truth conditions. Until the
goal is reached, these sentences can be regarded as
true and false at the same time, and the goal per se
may be associated with moral beliefs that are ques-
tionable, subjective or biased.
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With moral judgements, reflections and attitudes
the correspondence theory will hardly be effective,
but the interdisciplinary methodology of coherence,
pragmatic, functionalist and teleological doctrines,
accepting many-valued and pluralistic treatment
of the notion of truth, may be plausible. The inter-
disciplinary approach in the quest for a true mean-
ing is known as default semantics [22; 24].
Default semantics is based on the ‘merger’ of
methods and principles of compositional semantic
analysis, of contextualist semantic theory, linguistic
pragmatics and non-linguistic knowledge in order to
figure out a true meaning [22; 23; 24].

The true meaning, in teleological terms, is pre-
sumed to incorporate a moral judgement on the
propositional content either from the consequen-
tialist or from the deontologist point of view, e. g.:
The under secretary of defence <...> is said to
have decided to halt the deliveries (of the Patriot
defence systems) to Ukraine [25]. One of the con-
sequentialist views on this message, assessing the
consequences, is formulated as follows: Ukraine
is ‘left helpless’ as Trump puts pause on weapons
supplies [25]. The deontologist approach, which
is focused on the initial intentions and motives
behind the move, triggered the following teleo-
logical judgement: Michael McFaul, a US ambas-
sador <...> posted on X that the decision to block
Patriots was “disgusting and embarrassing” [25].

The situation concerning the problem of truth con-
ditions is getting more complex when it comes to the
key ambivalent teleological concepts representing
universal moral values and norms. With reference to
the teleologically-related highly ambiguous concepts
‘good’, ‘right’, ‘wrong’, ‘the final goal’ the traditional
principles of minimalist and compositional semantics
can hardly be effective enough in establishing the
true meaning of a sentence. The basic teleological
concepts concerning true meanings and what is right
and what is wrong are extremely difficult to deal
with in semantics because their analysis involves the
whole array of logical, psychological, linguistic and
non-linguistic factors.

Human attitudes to the notion of truth and moral
rightness are notoriously subjective and dependent
on the final purpose, e. g.: UK's support for Ukraine
remains ironclad as we continue working towards a
Jjust and lasting peace [26]. Speaking on a potential

peace deal, Trump said on Friday that there “will
be some swapping of territories, to the betterment
of both” [26]. The sentences in the given examples
are about the intended ‘good’ and ‘just’ with reference
to the final goal. Prima facie, these sentences are sim-
ple enough in their standard diplomatic triviality for
establishing their true meaning. However, this sim-
plicity is beguiling, given the semantic complexity of
the concepts ‘good’ and ‘just’. With reference to the
present situation highlighted in the analysed political
discourse, it should be noted that the true meaning
of the idea of ‘good’ and ‘just’ for the opposing par-
ties remains to be debated. Specifically, the ceding
of territories in military conflicts is a horrendously
contentious issue, and can hardly be accepted as just
without a protracted debate.

Presumably, to assess the truth values of the above
sentences, relying solely on the methods of compos-
itional semantics, will be a tall order. To attribute a
true meaning to these sentences lexical, semantic,
pragmatic, contextual and non-linguistic factors
are to be taken into account: who speaks, when and
where, with what purpose, the supposed speaker’s
intended meaning and the addressee’s meaning, and
who benefits. Understandably, the list of semantic-
ally relevant factors in truth values assessment is not
complete, if not infinite, regarding the potential of
heuristic and intuitionistic approaches [8, p. 193].

Conclusions and prospects for further research.
The theoretical overview and the tentative take on
the notion of truth in linguistics from the teleological
perspective have shown the plausibility of an inter-
disciplinary approach to the problem of truth values
in political discourse. The combination of traditional
methods of correspondence, coherence, pragmatic
theories and of modern many-valued, intuitionistic
approaches to linguistically relevant and teleologic-
ally-related investigations of truth is necessitated
by the profoundly fluid nature of the basic notions
involved. The principles of dynamic semantics and
default semantics relying on the tenets of the theory
of ‘deep’ interpretation and the precepts of utilitarian-
ism have also proven effective in establishing teleo-
logically-related truth values in political discourse.
Further linguistically relevant teleological analysis of
the notion of truth in political discourse may focus on
the ideological bias of political statements as a con-
straint in truth-conditional investigations.
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