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Necessary and Contingent Conditionals
in Ancient and Modern Logics

Abstract:

Comparative Logic is the study and comparing of ideas of logicians from various schools, especially those of
Ancient and Modern logicians. An important issue thereof, is the conditional and its kinds, among which
necessary and contingent are the most important. The two have generated various, and often contrary, views. At
the paper, after reporting six controversies, and criticizing the viewpoints given, we have developed new
formulations and an analyses of the kinds of conditional at the first three controversies. At each controversy, we
tried to be more faithful than the other viewpoints to the analysis of Ancient Logic.
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1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1
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0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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