'It's True but I don't Believe it'1
by A.N.Prior.
[Suppose a person says 'I think it's raining though of course it isn't really'; or 'It really is raining;
though of course I don't]2
Suppose a person says 'I think it’s raining --- though of course it isn't really'; or 'It really is
raining, though of course I don't think so' (or 'though of course I think it isn't). It would be
generally agreed that these are odd pairs of statements for anyone to make; but philosophers have
been strangely hard put to it to say just what is wrong with them. They are not, it is clear, simply
self-contradictory; in fact, both members of any of these pairs might be true. For example, I
might sincerely & truly say that I think that it is raining, & insincerely that it really isn't; & it
might nevertheless be really not raining, so that my second statement also would be true, though
unintentionally. [So it is not the laws of ordi]3 Hence, it would seem, it is not by the laws of
ordinary logic that such conjunctions as these are to be condemned; what they contravene must
be some special 'logic of belief'.4
[Prior’s note: Bottom left margin contains a list
“10.36
10.53 for Square
11.13 for Paper.”]
{1}5
[There is]6
Suppose a person says 'I think it's raining - though of course it isn’t really’; or 'It really is raining;
though of course I don't believe it is’; or 'Though I believe it isn't raining, it really is.' It would
be generally agreed that these are odd statements for anyone to make; but philosophers have
been strangely hard put to it to say just what is wrong with them. They are not, it is clear, simply
self-contradictory; in fact, any one of them might actually be true. For I might, e.g., say
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sincerely that I think it is raining, & insincerely that it really isn't, & it might nevertheless be
really not raining, so that in saying that it isn't I would have inadvertently told the truth. {2} So it
is not the laws of ordinary logic - say, of the 1s7 propositional calculus - that statements of this
sort violate, & it might well be thought, & has been sometimes thought, that what they
contravene is some special logic8 {3}
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