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Abstract: The Liar Paradox has been generally understood as a serious difficulty for
semantics and particularly for an adequate treatment of the notion of truth. Given the present state of
language studies, this diagnostic is utterly unwarranted. To derive the paradox it is required for truth to
be a property of sentence, but no contemporary theory of language accepts sentences as the bearers of
truth. A preliminary conclusion is that what the liar paradox shows is precisely that making of
sentences the truth bearers leads to contradictions. And this conclusion perfectly fits the contemporary
theories of meaning. Radical Contextualism, Relevance Theory and Inferentialism are pragmatist
proposals that place logical and semantic properties on what is said by utterances in context.
Minimalism or Literalism, on the other end of the spectrum, also distinguishes between what is said
and the meaning of sentences, and makes truth rest on the former. Then, placing the discussions about
truth and the liar paradox in the realm of contemporary theories produces the dissolution of the
paradox in a natural and non ad hoc way.



