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Remarks on the “Theory of Sentence Variable” for the

Liar Paradox

Long Chen

Abstract

The Liar Paradox is one of the oldest and most recalcitrant paradoxes. This paper
investigates a new theory, the “theory of sentence variable” proposed by Lan Wen for
the solution of the Liar, in comparison with previous famous solutions, such as Tarski’s
hierarchy-of-language theory and Kripke’s truth-gap theory. By focusing on the perspec-
tive of dealing with different types of the Liar and other related non-semantic paradoxes
(especially the modal Liar and the epistemic Liar), the paper summarizes two characteris-
tics of the new theory. Firstly, it reveals the manifest but not salient role of self-reference
and the truth predicate in the generation of the Liar; secondly, the new theory can accom-
modate a large class of paradoxes with similar structure and provide a uniform solution.
The paper concludes with a tentative comparison between Kripke’s idea of “grounded-
ness” and Wen'’s “existence of a solution for the equation”, and hints at some problems
worth further researching.
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