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Implications of Realism for a Philosophy of Logic and Understanding of Truth
The subject of truth is core in philosophical studies as shown by the multitude of theories that define truth and how it is discovered. Many philosophical theories also depend on logical structures and the understanding of truth to further extend other philosophical arguments. The common denominator of the nature of truth across truth theories is that it assumes some objects of reference about which relations can be made. The dominant theory of truth, the correspondence theory, asserts that a belief or a statement is true if it corresponds to the way things are (Wright 217). 
Realism can be thought of as anti-idealism where the world exists independently of the human conceptions of it. This is the first key feature of realism, the second, which connects realism to the philosophy of logic and the understanding of truth, is that human thoughts and claims are made on this independently existing world. The assertion made in the correspondence theory of truth reflects an acceptance of realism since any correspondence theory assumes the realism of objects. This paper will analyze the process of discovery of truth and the nature of truth in the philosophy of realism.
The philosophy of realism indicates that objects possess an ultimately unchangeable form and to understand the object one has to understand its form. The truth about the object exists and will forever be constant. The truth of an assertion about an object can be assessed in the presence of knowledge concerning the form of the object. A statement that conforms to how the object is, is the truth while a statement that does not conform with the knowledge of the object is false. A proposition or statement can therefore be true or false from a realistic standpoint. This property of truth within realism is referred to as bivalence. The principle of bivalence asserts that a proposition or statement can either be true or false. According to Dummett the principle of bivalence is the defining feature of a realistic approach to truth (Dummett 156).
There arises therefore a fundamental question of relationship betweewn logic and human perception in the framework of a philosophy of realism; how can logic be both independent of human perception while at the same time relevant to those perceptions? It is necessary to present the independendence of logical structures while maintaining the relevance of this structures to human perception. This is accomplished as follows. The understanding of logic in realism is that logical structures involving a subject matter are independent of human cognition. It follows therefore that there exists a set of facts regarding an object or subject matter notwithstanding human comprehension of these facts or human awareness of the facts.The implication of the assertion that logical structures exist independent of the holders of these structures is that there exists a difference between what the facts are and what we present them as. 
This assertion while flowing directly from the assertions of logic and truth within realism is problematic in nature. Sellars succintly presented the problem with the nature of logic in realism. Sellars argues that it impossible for the two ideas; that the facts about an object or subject matter exists independently from human perception of it and that  these facts about the object can be accessed by human beings, to exsit concurrently without undermining either of the two ideas (Sellars et al. 86). For these two ideas to hold, it is necessary to undermine either the independence of the facts about the object such that the facts exist once they are acknowledged by humans and can be presented using features understandable to humans or to take a mystic approach to the human understanding and access to these facts concerning the object (Sellars et al. 87). In the absence of human-dependent features to explain the facts concerning an object, human understanding and access to the facts would be mysterious seemingly resulting from unmediated access to the object/subject matter. Assuming that this moment of unmediated access does indeed exists, there would still be no relationship beween the independent facts of the subject matter and human beings if the encounter is not absorbed within human knowledge (Sellars et al., 89). The implication of Sellars argument is therefore that there can be no discovery and understanding of truth if the truth of objects exists independently of human conception.
The nature of truth is entwined within the philosophy of realism; questions of realism are essentially questions of truth. The proof of the philosophy of realism is proof of the truth. Bivalence is one of the approaches to the proof of realism and its implication is that a statement can be true or false unlike in the correspondence theory where a false statement is non-existent. One of the outcomes of the philosophy of realism to the understanding of logic and truth has been that the very foundations of truth on realism can be used to construct a proof for the anti-realism philosophy (Dummett 156). The front-runner of anti-realism Dummett, uses the principle of bivalence and an argument similar to that of Sellars presented above to build the core argument of anti-realism concerning truth, that there can be no guarantee that a statement is true or false.
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