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ABSTRACT

According to logical contextualism, there is more than one comect logic, each
appropriately evaluating the validity of arguments within its own context of application.
Contextualists maintain that this framework successfully responds to two central
challenges facing many versions of logical pluralism. The first is the collapse argument,
which holds that once the normmativity of logic is acknowledged, pluralism ultimately
collapses into monism. The second is the meaning-variance objection, according to which
pluralism commits us to differences in the meanings of logical constants across systems,
thereby reducing substantive disagreements between logics to merely verbal disputes. In
this paper, while granting the contextualist replies to these two objections, we argue that
logical contextualism is not a serious challenge for logical monism. To establish this claim,
we introduce a distinction between local and global monism. We contend that
contextualism cannot coherently maintain that more than one logic is correct within a
single context, and thus it is incompatible with the denial of local monism. Nor can it
successfully reject global monism by arguing that there is either no uniquely correct logic,
or more than one correct logic, governing the logical consequence relation as such. In
addition, we identify further theoretical difficulties that cast doubt on the viability of
logical contextualism as an adequate version of logical pluralism.
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Extended Abstract

1 .Introduction

The proliferation of non-classical logical systems in the twentieth century gave
rise to a fundamental philosophical question: which logic is correct? Logical
pluralism answers that there is more than one correct logic—distinct systems may
diverge in their assessments of validity, yet each may be correct. Among the
various forms of pluralism, logical contextualism has emerged as a promising
candidate. According to contextualism, the correctness of a logical system
depends on the context in which it is employed; validity is not absolute but
context-relative. Contextualists maintain that this approach enables them to
respond to two major objections facing pluralism: the collapse argument and the
meaning-variance objection.

This paper argues that even if contextualism successfully addresses these two
challenges, it nevertheless fails to qualify as a genuinely viable form of logical
pluralism. By distinguishing between local and global monism, we show that
contextualism neither refutes local monism nor poses a substantive challenge to
global monism.

2 .Logical Contextualism

Traditionally, logic has been regarded as topic-neutral and global: the standards
of valid inference are independent of subject matter or context. In contrast,
logical contextualism maintains that a given argument may be valid in one context
and invalid in another. Consequently, the correctness of a logical system depends
on the context of application. This view has been developed in different forms by
philosophers such as Stewart Shapiro and Colin Caret.

On Caret’s formulation, validity contains a parameter for a deductive standard
determined by context. Each context fixes its own inferential standard, and the
extension of the concept of validity varies accordingly. Contextualism can be
understood either indexically (the content of “valid” shifts across contexts) or
non-indexically (the content remains fixed, but its extension varies). However, as
Shapiro argues, if logical constants retain a stable meaning while extensions vary,
contextualism must treat “validity” itself as indexical.

Contextualism is often associated with domain-specific pluralism or localism,
according to which different domains—mathematics, physics, everyday
reasoning—may require different logics.

3.The Collapse Argument

The collapse argument was originally raised against the influential pluralism of
Beall and Restall. Their pluralism accepts multiple correct logics, each satisfying
three admissibility conditions: necessity, normativity, and formality. Adopting a
generalized Tarskian account of logical consequence, they argue that different
legitimate precisifications of “cases” yield different correct consequence relations.

Critics such as Graham Priest contend that the normativity of logic undermines
pluralism. If a logic is normative—if one must accept its consequences upon
accepting its premises—then in situations of conflict one must defer to the
strongest logic. Since classical logic validates all inferences validated by
intuitionistic or relevant logic, its normativity effectively overrides the others,
collapsing pluralism into monism.

Contextualism proposes a solution: normativity itself is context-relative. The
obligation to accept a conclusion arises only within the context governed by a
particular inferential standard. Once normativity is relativized, the collapse is
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avoided, since no single logic imposes universal normative force across contexts.

4 .The Meaning-Variance Objection

The meaning-variance objection claims that pluralism entails that logical
constants have different meanings in different logical systems. Drawing on ideas
associated with Quine, critics argue that if the meanings of logical constants vary,
disagreements between logics reduce to merely verbal disputes.

Contextualists respond by distinguishing between meaning and extension.
Logical constants retain stable meanings, but their inferential behavior depends
on contextual parameters. On this view, differences between classical and
intuitionistic negation, for example, arise not from semantic ambiguity but from
differing contextual standards. Thus, contextualism attempts to preserve genuine
disagreement while avoiding semantic relativism.

5 .Assessment of Contextualism

5.1 Three Senses of “Correct Logic”

To assess whether contextualism constitutes an acceptable pluralism, the notion
of a “correct logic” must be clarified. We can distinguish three senses of logic:

1 .Pure logic: a formal system (L, E). Correctness here is purely structural (e.g.,
consistency, non-triviality). Pluralism at this level is trivial and philosophically
uninteresting.

2 .Applied logic: a deductive theory intended to model reasoning in a specific
domain. Here, correctness is relative to the domain modeled. Local monism states
that for each domain there is exactly one correct logic; pluralism would require
more than one correct logic within the same domain.

3 .A theory of logical consequence itself: logic as an account of extra-systematic
or absolute validity. Global monism claims that there is exactly one correct theory
of logical consequence.

5.2 Contextualism and Monism

This tripartite distinction reveals that debates between monism and pluralism
often equivocate between different senses of correctness.

Against local monism, contextualism would need to show that more than one
logic is correct within a single context. Yet no existing formulation of
contextualism makes such a claim. By definition, each context determines a
unique inferential standard. Even when assessment-sensitivity is invoked, a shift
in standards entails a shift in context. Thus, contextualism is compatible with local
monism.

Against global monism, contextualism would need to claim either that multiple
theories correctly capture logical consequence itself or that none does. But
contextualism does neither. It denies that there is a single context-independent
standard, yet this does not exclude the possibility of a globally correct theory of
consequence in the absolute sense. Since contextual correctness is context-
indexed, it does not compete with global correctness understood univocally.
Therefore, contextualism neither refutes local monism nor contradicts global
monism. It operates at a different level of analysis, rendering its apparent
pluralism weaker than advertised.

5.3 Further Difficulties
Additional challenges confront contextualism: the problem of mixed domains,
the charge of ad hoc maneuvering, the indeterminacy of context individuation,
and the lack of explanation regarding how contexts determine logical standards.
While none of these objections is decisive on its own, together they underscore
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the theoretical incompleteness of contextualism.

6 .Conclusion

Logical contextualism offers an elegant strategy for avoiding the collapse
argument and the meaning-variance objection. By relativizing normativity and
distinguishing meaning from contextual parameters, it appears to secure a
defensible pluralist position. However, once the notion of “correct logic” is
carefully disambiguated, contextualism fails to provide a substantive alternative
to either local or global monism. In this respect, logical contextualism falls short of
being a serious challenge for logical monism.

References

Antonsen, P. F. (2025). "Logical contextualism". Inquiry, 68(2), 854—873.
https://doi.org/10.1080/0020174X.2022.2075917

Benito-Monsalvo, C., Martinez-Fernandez, J. (2024). "A localist solution to the
problem of mixed inferences by juxtaposition". Synthese, Vol. 204, no. 34.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11229-024-04690-0.

Caret, Colin R., (2017), “the Collapse of Logical Pluralism has been Greatly
Exaggerated”, Erkenntnis, 82 (4): 739-760, DOI 10.1007/s10670-016-9841-7.

Caret, Colin R., (2021), “Why Logical Pluralism?”, Synthese, 198(S20): 4947—-4968.
doi:10.1007/s11229-019-02132-w

Caret, ColinR., (2025), Logical Pluralism, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Keefe, Rosanna, (2018), "Pluralisms: Logic, Truth and Domain-Specificity”, in
Pluralisms in Truth and Logic, Edited by J. Wyatt, N. J. L. L. Pedersen and N. Kellen,
Switzerland: Palgrave Macmillan.

Kouri Kissel, T. (2018). “Logical Pluralism from a Pragmatic Perspective”. Australasian
Journal of Philosophy, 96(3), 578—591: https://doi.org/10.1080/00048402.2017.1399151

Kouri Kissel, T. (2021). "Metalinguistic negotiation and logical pluralism", Synthese 198
(Suppl 20), 4801-4812. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11229-019-02264-z

Stei, Erik, (2023), Logical Pluralism and Logical Consequence, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.



ools d.owsé
33 ylw gl

A SL:'— Jﬁl b)l.m::_ YY 0)9

FAF-VEVF 1 Sy Sl gLLs

fowl ibin o F 0N g 512 S92 S ko (3 5 4o LT

35 oM apos

U‘J‘i“d‘}@j ‘d‘j}w)gmgiﬁjkimjﬁ c@n}ﬁ‘@)gél&xl

TN
Slasls g Gols de 53 G aSs 13 555y Sy Ghate K 3y ¢ ilate o) S ol 0l S
b I 53 e U5 e S0 ol 48 A0l oo Ol Saie IS e sl s |y gV e
oo o el as il b JV il (s e ey e ) SO S 6l (6ol (S350
O golas a8 olims s JISCA 0335 AR 05,3 A ST s a0 |y (o SO S (Gl (gl
el a3 5 055558 laplls o o lats ol lins 53 D3l by p e e ol S S
risS on IS8 53 ol ay ol Sy fraly 3y b il 5o oo o) o5 a0 aT Gl 3O
Ot sl pdlate ) S5 () s (Pl 15 el limen (i ol Saine) S oo LS
Ll g a5 ) Saee 4 oS oo IVl G815 o S 5 oado g ol Sy ple SSE L skt
Ly s ) Sl gledos o 5 opda 5 dil dool g dine) G 3 S s hate SOl i 5 ke
cslate daly ddal ) (s 3 late SO 3 e 2 5mms b o late s g5 gleal b ol o6 &5 5 €S 2B
Sy Sl 4S5 I3 350 s 5 (5,50 ool Dl Se ¢yl s 553 L dsled Dl |y L8105 ) S

2l r ol g S g by ilain ol SO S Sl e g S0 el iate

S IS ¢ il b IVl ¢ dlate ) SO 58 ¢ dlate ) Sd ¢ dlate ) Saiey tbaellsdds
.C,M‘)bélﬁ.'w ‘LfiL‘M

VBN 8 1N a6 = V- F/ NN /YA G gl o VE 7V o/ TA ol g = V¥ 87T 18l o oy 6

dl:'- ;J\J“,J\"f' Sl dih..a &_#ll_‘f‘;n;-j lei;.' \53""' ‘5.2._“.:;- \_;E.E..a ‘_;11154%.‘:_; '\.ﬂ (\\c . Y) HE B .:E:.'A L#)\.F«D
A _00 (V) YV

https://doi.org/10.22034/iw.2026.576805.1878

This is an open access article under the terms of the Creative Commons ttribution 4.0
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0

I8 ororey


https://www.javidankherad.ir/
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7003-7015

Fo ] VECE BV Gl ) oyles YV 0y90 3,5 lasgle cols dnbibadgs

Aoddo
3525 Gate Cuw s ol > J3la- (logical pluralism) gilats ol S 28 ol 51900 o0
JY ol &i)l?:p\jlék.uql:swdur%@,lij)\ Silg0 5l A g e S1aS sme pl 4 sl
Sl 4 Lokl b yme 21 S 2S 51 ilites £l 0SB ) i Sy (Sod ool Sline
Y!bﬂoﬂ.&\bﬂyd‘@d\ﬁ@dw

Al oS e Dl 45 5L 4 ay (Camap: 1937) oS ks ) :%;ULS&LKQ;S—\
CL:;:_M\ el gd 5 Cadies slaply s cadises slaghte 5o dial g5 glite 50 Cl:.;;,»\
SR 5l iaole ooyl salae slae sl as |y NV aal Hlael Al 5 o g At 55 4 0 suass
V.C,.w\ CMAJDOMMA

5 5 oo IVl (L) 40 55 4SS oa (da Costa: 1997) L:WLS\%B.;)’\:\;M\SHL;;Q;S—Y
U ol el 330 IVl Lol 53 oS dinen U 51 slite s Sty sl
A e A3l 5 oo Ko 0355 0 Lo g 1o (gl dzal bl S5 4 dtn &S

SGTT) Lilats ol Jolows 15 (Ko )b o s0s 8 5ol ulisl s 1dlisy 5 Juw ol S8 - ¥
e ameet Asl Boloo i5leds dan aS (Case) Il a5 S1less STl S SVl S
9,8 I s 5 SCuyl s by ssl Jsd L (Beall & Restall: 2006) Jbius ) Je sl sl
Loy 5 (65 55 (SIS slate ds i aS dims o LS @) el ol 53 (I (6l aCusgdoes

A.SL;EJJ_&) LAC,&.))J.M)‘ C,.w\u;uu (()L::.c\)) &3) 6@&@)‘5&#)\ Llad Sy

Ol ol 5 a0 gy e LS ot a0 48 olSin () Sdo 50 5 () S 18 ) Saan 31 shate Lol Jlis s .
Wl (it ) S5 5 At S Ae ) See)

(O - 15 ) (AN AA b 5 M) 4 B 0l 58 4 Lajcfi,j L;lﬁc;,‘;(@;:.l sdalive gl .Y
Aules ax>l o (Russell, Black-Turner: 2023) ,

03l T 1 4 51 5Tl 5Ls 5 U slate L5 ()l st ) oiS o s liad] ol o 4y ihate ) S 3S ol s 5 CiplS 555 Y
-(Restall 2002) :uzs o )l 5o 4y 355 o0

.l General Tarski Thesis Ciises GTT . ¢



W g0 5 Jine ol p iz ) oo S T ) "ff"u"‘c")GTTﬁ () Osle s 5l 50
S ey a5 539 93133559 55 (Glaeh (6l lae (Slims cp i ols 4] (Il psete Sl
Vel Sl s e s Gl S

Sl 0 by 5 e Jann s ) S8 30 6,50 5 1dbe iy dlate I SO S -
G 3Ly S g e 0 513 g 00 5L (Je (g o ilate o] S 23S e LT 51 &S
L Grk 0L 5l maieios Sl S505 (550 0L 2 oSl ok 013 51 (ol Joe G Bl 0
3355 by Shs 5l SCplS @ e G 3 aSepl 3,8 oozl s (A s edls Gales
o=l L (Shapiro 2014, p. 46-7) 3> Jdbe o &g 31 Lo Cos w0 | Sy (59 4 S Lo s Soplas
wﬂdMM@uJué\jﬁqhsududkm«SﬁgbﬂQ\jsu.p.sl,.iwj
S Gher il 3 S0USG 5l sline shate (6858 5 Lo Gt a5l ¢ ful 2 51 (5148 game
Al S y3 L 5 oo 3155 90 S

G-late (Blake-Tumer, Russell 2018) J—uly 5 5 3 S Lol bl 2 somaluls ol S 35-0
s LS o AN 53 51 A s N S s S ) 50555 i o
Spdola s (relevance) Ly« il 55 oo Jls Ol se 4y (Blial ol .l
o2 ) SalaS le 5 e el bl fsly 5 5 5y s 51 .asl (demonstrability)
Aal g3 s me ol 5 S (90 550 5 Jary « SIS lagslate 31 SO o 5 4 e dils 0 4
A G yd Lo 8 mo Calisen (Gacban 4 aney ilises sla slats éb)} S

0giCal ) —iain ol Siiees o o S5 Pyl 31 Ko Sy ol i
ol Slaee s 4y e 31 s S gy ¢ ol Saieey bl 50> oliazs-l ((contextualism
a agVanal Hlzel 51 Glate &G oyl s oS e opl 4 6355 0 a8 S Sa o )5 &S ol
(Caret2017, p. 753) el dtadl s late )5 0,8 4y

a2 gl S 2005 (SO S el S5 2 2l Saie )y S sl b e 5K 50 S
Js3 o wlwl — a5’ (collapse argument) « 5l s 5 IVl 4 p g go Sl JISC

Priest 2006, p. )J}&@Jﬁ#@‘ﬁ&bj @ OTJ:UL’JJSMJPU.A W L;J.LAJB.;I.A) &\JgQJJS

el 0T ¥ iy 53 085 gl Jonas )



PR B 23 20 A2 IR WP PO § SYPRORYCRN RVA PSRN S W TSP

sl ol el el (MeaNing-variance) ( plins o) JIKEl & feuly S £(203
a5 ecidizes glapllss 5o ilate Dol olims Sl 5y p s oSS 50,
L;LA(sUé_} Ole J=l (6 el i doe )3 g dal 5 (sl ol lime s (’LG'.’\ S99 G
OV ol (695 A &gl s & L (Griffiths 2013,.§F) 5 o oo atulS 5 3 J2d) Slses 4 late Cilises
i gdzee Loyl 36 s Il cilods 451, (Beall, Restall: 2006) Jbius s 5 L o2 S 25 2 le
S0 slesl syl Ames = b LB 53 ) SO S Ell plars)ge 5 5 S oS
Calmgy 5 Sl Sl Sl Dl GB35 2 b 4 IS 55 ) & 53 B (Seuly 2 s
a3 a3 BSOS laelSys oty Sl |y 0Ty Ll e
e OV 4 gl Saign) gl b 23 b WS ol s ) g 1 s gl ot
L 58Tl 0 2 SO 1 51 g3 BB o5 ol S ale (s Al |y ol See 0 5 00
Crb 01N se sl /5 Sloslinal b ol Sasy loda ¥ ey o ) shate al gl
'c.ﬂl:jxsbx&tmﬁ»&?)d&lﬁjédudm\@%JS@Y)Y'UBQJJQTJ\ O D
52l ST 3l Ciles glae Gle SCSE L 0 350 53 e 3 95 02 Ol g 40 o] Saey
i 3y e il et ol Saied b5l a il Saedsyse 3 Sos VIS S e b

2l polansl ol (5S4 5 s el

e )5 40 )
21540 Sledo 52,85 ).
O 2550 53 IV Azl 48 sl 8 50 90 5] Jitams yins SNkl sl 5 3hais 43 Jgame oSS b
Gl @SS cpl 5 ol (tOpiC-NeULral) s 5050 4 o Glate 103 Gl 4 83,55 o0 plowi
2l ) 3 i 355 o0 S8 ol 3 48 (glars b § 305 4 &imnly 5 Sl (global) ,.515 _&ils
23 A 5 g aseiis Nzl G 48 S o Lol ) S 28 615 51 G ol sie 4 2l Saies ol
a4y ey Glate pUS G gty s 3 5 L el Sos (gt 13 5 e 4kl
.(Simard Smith 2013,p. 70,100) Cawl 31§ 3254 55 2SS4

Ol 503 ST (5ol 53 Ladmy 5 3 pme (Shapiro: 2011) 5 ol Jaw g 1l Jidate o) Sarsey
Griffiths 2013; Hjortland 2013; Simard Smith 2013; Shapiro 2014; Caret 2017; Keefe 2018; Kouri ) J& 42}\.5;:

Calises &\f\ = )JS?‘: -(Kissel 2021; Benito-Monsalvo, Martinez-Fernandez 2024; Antonsen 2025



S Sl 53 bl 358 O g e Bdo (Dol 53 e el G 53 Wl s 2JB
8 L 3545 b SeadIS hate St 45 LS ol 5 oo a8 ey 3 AL (i (B s Dl
b ALK e Oss s o) S iy 503 (Sl 53 5 Sl s aay G s O )
a1 (ke daly) olias 48 amms (el ol S A8 51 5 0l 5 el ol o] Siee)
ol S o2 SaeyaS ol s 4= 55 L .(Shapiro 2011, p. 543-4) L5 o Al s Ces 3 g0 Ains )
(ilaie Jaly) poalie Sl opl 53 485 505 ool 5 oo olils go T3 1018 Aoy 40 s | oo
ol a0y 4 diad g Lo gme a5 Atd catlin (w3 3laio)) came 55 9 (e JY LD
O shane o)l pon olis pl 5 o I late s s SVl el (6l illaep ggds ) 5l 5
Lo gy i g patie n) S

SO S Ue b o SO S e 5l 5 (Keefe: 2018) iS5 (Kouri Kissel: 2021) JuneS' (5555
@ wndy o) SO 28 ulul y.auS sl (domain-specific logical pluralism) als 4 4 s
Splite glazuls o 3 ase S 4 Olodds Bdus (S5 o Lad= dsl 53 ol Gl el B caals
25 50 )l Waatge)y golad 5 45 e Vil oS Glate b Slte 23S 2506 S 35 dial 5
S i e a3 56 s BN pladaly b laane) (F s B oS b3
La il ol 51 6095 (8ol SOl 03 39 SCadIS 22 (gla st - b 51 s lases 1Sl a8l 5
Gl sl 4 jonie DS late b ol 53 48 Sl (glasay 40 yaselus Glate G oLz |
.(Keefe 2018, p. 439) "ol 00

S rose |y O 55 (Benito-Monsalvo, Martinez-Femandez: 2024) 560 3= 55 5Le 5 oIl go= s
(ke 550y (globalism) 18 8155 S5, Lcudis s 50 oS sz ge . Ail> oo (localism)
0 SRS LS e 0o 2 S roge L (5 als L 5050 41 Ld ot S LS e L
Slaaals 3 Las cpl a5 sl 5l il (6o late 4y Calises glaasls 5o adYaal Lo

.(Benito-Monsalvo, Martinez-Femnandez 2024, p. 2) Cils V.:Aly alie o ys G las Calzzes
o 9 awld ng Ja)
S a LLe s .ol (context) axw ) 51 osline (dOmain) awdls a5l (659 o 4S5 ol Ols

)‘)j.lﬁ.\.oLA\ faﬁwﬁoﬁb}dy}‘ cC)L“..,'aL:) c&ﬁ@b&@é@k@yy&_jjﬁ

.Jﬁ@b\:ﬁQT@MA{ dljfw)‘&L@J&li})U&tMﬂUdJ&ﬂ@‘cmg P adsl pas el das ol



P IR 23 20 A2 IR I PO £ SYPRORYCRN RVA PSRN S W TS

ConBe ey g Sl b oy 55 Slal Jaldo bl 5 oo 8 ool SlaniS 5 mimbsn sl 2 ez
2 335 5 \e5 e sgde 95 ol Ols ol Saie 31 oy 5> Il Bl o sle 5 Sy SIS
L 4oy pggdo 33 31 SQ 1 o Sloolind L5 con (gl 0 LIl ciliseo SV 53 solis s S Lo
ey G anals 45 AS e (3L (Kouri Kissel: 2018) 55 JoweS (5555 Lo e 4y . ilasy Sy carals
5 it Jprdns >l glac I 4 o 53 31,31 45 ol (conversational context) o sXxis
& ,S'L (Shapiro: 2014) 5 el 285 45 Il 53 .l oo alals 4y ately I SO S o5 15555 ol
5 e 855 Sy 5 patedn (55 ,el8 S5 wdls 3 1) 4l LS o Caenp o) ey 3l (Caret: 2017)
Sl ey oo 5 4 I3 B plesl (4 ST oSl ) (Slhns 4 4y 31 o oS iy oo o
N s e il 53 i (DAt Ll s @Y LT s s SIS ol e sl
3 emse ol Joll Al 5 o ¢ 3 pme ol (Slag padB rogDe 55 5 dal g5 aals ) el (4o )

AL 55 leniS

2l 51,8 5285 Y
aS el (A Jlaslsyge g3 o) Saiey (ke 4L Alate ol Sanw (Caret:2017) O S ol &
diuny Jaw 5 45 ol (deductive standard) o.ls s 6kl gl glad 5o lls Glaeh o ulad
3 gin s LS Lol 3hain S 6 5090 48 (Gt JasS (Glieh) pygdo (Gl sime pl iy 0 50 o0 S
.(Caret2017,p. 753-4) 5 s kil 45 gl Calises (glaaiin )y 53 juime (SadV diul de games a5 )3
> S e A 5 (indexical) glagles o ggie ) Jliel psgio ally > ol Satn) 5l ) 8
Ao 53 5 5o S 3 e e sgde | lrel 4S5 35 oS S e 0Ly &S Jl-ally
Js3 b slalei= b ol Saine) 5 ol Slalad o8 g sgie | olael b oo il ) laled ol Saa )

" (Caret2017,p. 753-4) =S

e S Neps ol 0l 5 (MacFarlane 2009 ;5 Jls (ol ) sbs gl Saie) 5550 50 ol J B (i ulad 55 )
S L a8 gl £S o ol 4 ol a8 ((indexical contextualism) lale ol Savey =V ihb o 36 sl
:(non-indexical contextualism) lasle & ol Saey =Y g dal g Coglie Jylehl die) 4 iy 5 28 0 Ll O jle
o i (505 A8l 55 gl B Lh T ey 4 iy 358 s 5B Sle S a5 S ) s LS s 0Ly oS el A
idlpsgie Jo gasgdes g0 5! (Shapiro: 2014, p. 10-12) cuids dal > sslie goluas &y lebl Cabises slads)
0 il ygie 31 DogLite 5 05 g die) T 4 sl s (Slaize) o 03 il p sgio oS ool Lins bl (slaled () Swey 4 J56
ey olad 53 il pygie a8 ool lins o il 5o 3550 5 (Slalai b gl Sy Sy Lol gy il K05 sl

AL adls s palas Cilises glaais) )aqbpﬁ,&jﬁs}.&@&pp ww) »sls Jy il pluS



sl )3 (epistemic contextualism) sl ol Sais ) se 53 4ol alis oS olo @

Aol 350 53 el Sislite (LIS L (s-Lidon fM&LL&L;LAJ)\JJLLA Slawey & 539
O S sy 4 by e cwlds bl glas) a cm (Sl i 30 Glaeh 5 (il
) 51 Lal 5 o Ol (S o gas 8350l Jas 5 ilais ol b 5lasl p sgie 4575 oy o
IVl 33las 45 Sl Hlms e 5 Sl [0 (glaaney 5l gl aney o owld 5 )il
O Sl M5 n I S 28 1l olas S gloal Lyl g padedio |y (gliain) o 5o s
oled Ik e a2 JaB 5 g0 shate a s oS L ol 4 il ] S

.(Caret 2017,p. 755) 3 g atudld 1120 (laie

Je Qlgie 4 (21,505 9 (2l 5 e oglds KN
Jds Olgie a0 o) S 38751 Sogline ol Saiey a5 Sl oY 4SS ) S5 i onl slg)
C_B\j).s calises laghie (s Olse 4 ol SO 28 wlal s plo asdde p3 aSplx .ol
Sl il s s p il 3 SusS 31 Sglite (Lidlual o 4 At Cilises _oladoe
N Ll olan janses glate STl 1348 (il (glaie 31 S5 1) Sltal
s e ol 535 4 st 4 0l SO S ol 35 el 55095 Glate 3550 3 2l S aiee)
aS 350 sl Ol g oo Sla=Na b 4 S s A 0L YL s S cl ol Sae) 5l sl )
2583 55 s 5l 5 Gl Lol ol g ] Sainy 255 4 Johe Q5o 4y ) S0 S

L patia 2po e kel G Je (3 g Sline 4 45 T (5515 L 3late 4 LeolS

O &1 1,5 4o Gowly g (oBbgy8 S ¥

s, 5 o 2 S5 ALY

G o0 (33 S s 3 (12 ol U 526 4 (Beall & Restall: 2006) Jiws 5 Joo silate | S 28
Sog—e Jlsel S hate (2ils Lol diby Jbiw, 5 Jo i o) 0 sd oo bl ol SO S
ol 53,8 ot late IVl Llie 4 ) JVdiud S Conle S la St .Sl iVl
GdinyLein Y <(NECESSItY) (13 0555 w0 ) 51 A5 ke JisS, o lee JY izl JISKS s 511,
Cd pede Loyl 8 ol ge a0 0l 5 e |y b a ol (Formality) (s 5555 500 .Y 5 ¢«(Normativity)
S padVazal a5 Las cpl e 128 8 sy ilats pllas 2 (sl (Admissibility Conditions)

sl (Shos opl Sl b gl oo patiiv pas SVl ol 4 el O 5



72 I 23 20 A2 IR I PO § SYPRORYCRN RVA PSRN S W T

w1y ol de Bdes s late JYdiu] K Sladiio & 3o 45 Csbins (s (13 35 5 10
IV aul S SOladie 3o (63, S48 Csl Lol 4 (ghin sl .>)&&cw6)jj;a)jb
S5 @Bl Dl ol 5Ll gl ST e S p bl donS Bobas 5y S Ll 0 pd ) e
Shte 51 Jsdel g jleiaall iady (e Bdo 0 Gead b LISOD) b (ledis Bo 5 54y
48 ol 0T 3 (S el oS3 (935306 ) 503530 > - (Beall, Restall: 2006, p.16) ol 25U 520
¥ .(Beall & Restall: 2006,p.22) La )T (¢l g 5030 b 45 6313 518 5 o ad Vot &y so b 3hate

(1) S5 51l e it IVl o S o 5o o8 i (58,8 i
e (At B3l (i5ledis aS'(CaSES) _slac Il dan 53 (O) 5 tab s |y Ol gde b o a
(GTT) ihate dooly Jodos 55 (SusB osas 85l o 5550 5 () d il Golos 55
b o5 Sogmen sleal dby 5 Jr ol psge Jodosd Oyl Olse 4 GTT 200 L ool
Oole s (gl aS g b g alusgdows 5l Conl ol (Glaehy 335 (slas ti)lu oo CJJG.A
pote (Sl dm g 9 Jsdine oandl cpdir Oy o0 oS ol 31 5 o0 23 GTT > (2l
Al dal g Lol 55 Olael Gl plate (Gl i s 55 ols )l (>

Glaeh Glns (Canss 1l o0 QLAL.ﬂul..p!(aLfy by s e g5 asl el
e (9548 Glate 5 Loy slate (SIS shate ala 1) late slapllas s Sage 510 L)
L:?Ué.} =l OV SG a aS e e olis @33 A3l o ezl (I ) Calises (o s
o 3o8 85500 U3 b aS Wi oo 9L Jliawy 5 o liad 0l s bz Ll |y O e 618 Loy
Beall, ) it Canwyd oy 5 (63 55 « SeudS shats as ¢ ilats M%r}é@&bﬁﬁ@)u

.(Restall, 2006, p. 54-55
bgyd Yl .Y

U_i\ C,...N‘OJ%J;CJEJb.u:)‘j&&\;&;SQ&AS@‘&M&}W&LJJ&JYM‘

Lolse d- Il (Harman 1984; 1986 :Jls (gl ) Conl 0l dd sl S 0 il 51 dhate (it jlowin 31 5 &5 0pl )
oy S adady ool 5 e it Do (6l 3,8 (650 SV ol 5 51 date (gt 5 50Ty 5 550l 53 (L padS

.(Steinberger: 2022)
3 JBl L0336 ) 30 1 (S ol 2 45 S elgilion Jbvy 5 o 00 2 (S0 30 Slime 535 (S Gl pd0 - 5 L -2 1L Y
ol 5 oS 3T 33 5 485 o) o Glate o 3B oS ool 355 5 b 23 i b e 5lwes 51 25 IS 03

.(Beall, Restall 2006: 23).5:;&1:5)).p(l4jﬁv5‘.> el 53 5 0 ok (V) Juad «A) Cilae a5l 4l it



ol A8 a5 b oI S o s aly ol es S Ja ) dl, 5 Jo (2S55S9
Glae 53 Al pae By b (90565 Glate 3 oS IVl a Scpl a5 b (A 3 JY e
Gae 3 aS ol S Bl pine St late 5o IVl S ST el ine 53 SdIS
IVl gl oy o p ke 1 Lo SCudS lats (gt lomin s b Bl pime Jay) 5 (93565
el e bagrlse 50 358 s Comse s 53 Glate (e lmia B dy Wy s S e
YAl 48 ol 0T 5108 g5 (S oo 5lomsl (6 e p 1) el o8 ilate my) 5553 3hate
Gate (i lomin (Bl el SLudlS late 13 5 e (35650 L oy late 53 4S50 s g
b b5 o 2l S (st i lomin s 5500l ool 30 0 o 33 (93565 o)
" (Priest: 2006, p. 203) 3 3 oo oo sikate ol Sdy 3l o5 4
gyt Yl & ol S dinej oy VY

5l 5 00 3 55 o0 3Ll )T 5 Glate aS (glanse s 4 5Lzel 33 S o L aS AS o Lol o) St
bl 2 ooes 4SOl e 8l (Bl b ST 4 aS 0T (19 S Lo 1) late (gkie ot
3l 4 O gl g w5 S L5 allas 9 ol aiey ) ity ke S (Glel o) S
coold 31 bl S glaresy 2 el odvos il (Glaehy 51 ol y3 48 ol ey (glazesy ol
1 bogs o 4l (s IS Ko shate (gutialomin ol Sy oy b @By s 505355 w0 by e
Ol olys b IV 3 4T My Il cpl 3 59500 58 0T 3 late 45 Sl (glas)
P SV RN [ IGIN WS BPSVIN PO USRI b NI FE-C v 3 IOt tLE.’»).s el Al
Slaree o Yzl doe 2 pds as i o g )3 6 5 o S 3hate (gl jlmin 15 095 a5
553 5l as L(Caret 2017, p. 753) Cusl 4 s aioy 3 53 1y 3T szl 5 Do Bas 45 US e
L onl by s glate (Tdie) 4 by 10 4S50, o0 5 aladN il s 50 5 Ghate (gdiaslowia
il S 53 g dialie KuSG b ol s Lad Vol (gia jloin S0 daaa ploe sl

T s a5 sl 55

220h) 25 ARl g5 jme 55 (358 5 s laghaie )5 (IS Sae S slate 53 SVl K oS Ll d 0 48 A4S g )

2 g Ll bl (Al s Jos 5o Jay et 5 (63 54 Ghate Sty i
leals; 6 2 (O AA ol 15 03D s diS amrd 1o 5y 5 IVl sy g0 3 faade o balie (ol .Y
5 «Jl=lk (Alaeinejad, Hajhosseini 2020; Meier 2022) col 45,8 & 500 o555 SIS Jo 3550 53 gl Saia)



A ] VEE BV Gl ) oyles YV 0y90 3,5 lasgle ol dbiladgs

Of 215 iz oy g line a5 SIS ¥
tlize li5 IS 1Y
e 2l sl ay a8 55 o as 21,50 S ade lojsl il pline 2l IS
Oldaws dlate Spsl Gloms o) gol ol wll s .ol 35 20 (MeaNing-variance  thesis)
b OT Y gane aSe) gol ol 5y i oo 408 S S 0T 53 Dlpol 4S5 5 o el e 51 ol
Aol g8 5lael sy g 53 daloes 5 JasaD] a8 Cal Lins -l a5 (a3 oo Cod (Quine: 1986) -yl oS 4
039 s srlaie Slgsl glus Ll |y ccnl od Jlu s slate calises L;Lm(sUé.} 2 il
oz o IVl Iyl 5 e osline Laplas cl 5 gl (gl e e
D g0l g A

R IS ol o s n alime 65 S b 4 e plins 85 850l oy
eloril on silate il glapllas 5 silate gla,Shos (Sline i 2 a4 2l SO 1S ¢ lins
L s pmls S s ot G 5l e 45 Sl ) (1 S S glesl 13 T Antonsen 2025, p. 856)
3550 3 ate S s glaplis ) Ml a8 0y i bl bay olime U5 83500 0o
55 Ahate aelsb 5 J ol 5 sl Glime Ll Sl ) p3 a8 s 5l a4 fCans Ay o500
) s Lap s

Gars 53 5 )5 S slate 5> Caellian o 84eB s 5l oo sl 45 (5 ol s s 4
st s ol (Sline al g m 5 b o Coad il ol B Ll & w550 Al J5iel (3 565
248 Ll dal 5 s 4y ame ol 2SS Sy 05 g0 oie Lo Bas B8l
ol b jime Wls dlate Dl oS Sglite slas dadya idVana) e Cilises L;L:ané_',

lapUas oo OO 5358 g0 anlSy b ol (g0 S 2SS Ll pl s 05l

Kouri Kissel ) cul a2 5L, ;5 (the communication problem) oy i scdS S oo ol sie 4 IS 0l 51 a5 0
Sl Sy 5 il 5o 050 (3ys p IS b 4 et e (suie)lia (s 5 55boles oS ol S5 00k (2021
ol 3Ll 5ol ol By ok IS gl 0535 oo (61 s G 4 33 o) glime 3 SIS 151 B, glins Ui

S s 2 S pl @l ol Sies el L 5 02315 o o s ol 4 Il
Sl S 53 e s 53 G Sy Sl s 45 WSS 9l S @ gl 2850l [y oS Sl a5 L Y
LBl )y bl 53055 sllas et U 51 s 4 o6 530S s s 355 e Ll el il By e
b sei sl o Sace) ol glime U S 0y sal ol o pds 3505 L aS ol g Lis ol S) 5504050 .(Caret 2025: 65)
gt ) Sy 51 o ¢ glime SIS 5 35 pds oS S 6 0k ] ) S S 50 0l 51 55 45 B



555y alate Ugsl (gloms p3 4S54 5 oslonl Lol wulﬂéb)J skt ) cilises
(Griffiths 2013,§¢)

o2 2l 85 S oo ol 55 (Hjortland: 2013) Ll 2~ 5 (Field 2009, p. 346) Al 45 ) sbo yla
50 3 oloe pls S iate Cul g 5y5e 5o 2o Ll BLS1 Glae) psghe 3550 55 Ll 5 e
P Yl b IVl a Ll 4S5 gy dal g5 15550 53 TSN o0 sl (OLzel p ke
L) e IV wl lae cdas C)ﬂ#&{‘}b}jﬁ)}&h&ﬁﬁwﬁ\j €3 4003 pas ylme
oS ol (g el olims S Soysno 3 2 55 ol plb b dal i KUK 5 Ssline (Lamsls
e OGS S sl
Cranigil ol 51 ol S dine; Geanly XY

o il il (glaaie) 53 late OS5 (Slime i ulul paS ol Sais) 5l g0 8
a8 ey S il 3 Sl 03, SN0 s 95T 1 3 55 il g5 s o - a4 5ol LSl
sl glins 48 A8 Lol sl 5 go ) Sty o8 S om0l i 51 s sl JSis o
DS T 53 48 (glats) an a8 WS o for (ol dBlo Ll Connd dino ) 4 sinly GAlato
asleas 53 Sslis SIl ol 55 (Antonsen 2025, p. 864) Codls il g3 Cilises bsluas Ly e
o) o gs aS ol ol 2ol i 5 S0 Ay e Sl gsl (line i 31 S50 pme YAz
4 (63 54 late 5 SLudS late 3 2l sl Jes b goui > sl Jle ) iy g g0 (S
5520 )5 Dl cpl aSy @ ls Salite Glime (3hate 55 -l 51K o ps Dol cplaS e |
ol sl ) Glime my 6l a2 4 pasee s jlilind 5 laaise) 5o Soslis s a4 e
S bt Sl oSG ol 53 S e g sline S8 g3 ayaiaay 53 0l 3 o Jes b gl Lol
S oo Joe iliies gla S8 4 g o S 0T )3 oS (lae ) 4y Sl (s (5 ls ol gline
S sl o5 T8 Lol i ls USG5 Culd (glione G s 0o et sla Shas b o)

¥ .(Antonsen: 2025,p.867) 5 s oo S dins ) Janw 55 48 sl atandls 55 j20lL

@S ee) 6l Glael s 51 Sslie Lo 5 wlidlins & 5 S 5 55 o8 s o 5 ¢l (Antonsen 2025) ¢yl .
ol e Glaal (gl sl 55 el el o8 e S oty o8 oT 5l sl b 5 &S o b me
2l S (603353 0T 53 31l 316 Sl s a0 5,0l s 50552

sl b (A B3 e 50l Pt S e 5 Wl et Saels ol ‘{..Ubjlé.}ﬁ 2SS 51 S glims g ey il a5 1LY
€«



Voo [ YErF PV Gl ) oyleds (VY )90 )5 laugle el Al gn

2l 4oy 23yl ¥
N33 2 53,5055 el ol S ¢ Jd Jrmy IK3N 50 4 el 0o il Sy G55 2 b
Fb dsd g2 b L aS il o e nl (s Rl 3 e S 4 SO S
S Al 5 S ) sB B e s 5 00 5,800, ol LT (ISl 95 ol 4 ol Saiey
3 3050 3 ool QIS S eSeplaam 5 ksl Gl e L AL 2 S s
2310 s (S pd slate) glme 3305 wlal Hs ol dhuéu¢%
Uiro 335 1w yd shia £

oY dlenl ol 535 (gl 503 3925 late s s plad G 31 iy oilate ) SO S bl
Slas aw gl lanl shate sl sl jasin o a4 (Glaie w3l s ) g glne Coul
(35D slealaS Sl Sl g o 31 6l8an K5 1) =S S8 (laed 31 plaze
e 51 sate Lol dims o5 o) o 53 8oy slie plins o )51 o 5
23 2SS o Sy Akl Sl e 55001 0340 Cslite calises - slans 53 (L
a3 oA, 51 B S e SaS Lo 4y SUSB 1l @y g Al s Ll slae ) 51 (& 20550
S s o0 I35 ) plses 4 2] S a5 2l SO A03Le o asgis slaghs
:;\%L,;Www\‘.m;s

=2 Sl L oo o S lgie 4 s e :(Pure Logic) s 3l -
oiws ploa ) late daly dlaily 5 (g5 ) i Q8315 Jols) (5 0 03 G ol ¢ jamms
L3 oS asb 4 e QLS (L F) 30 23 St [y L gkt S) el (5 g0 o bz
s L odar laae o o ilate by oy 5 A8L (6550 0L SO ples uli L

o S asetioly Jase Glate S olSST ASL L s e &M

Jlasl Lals b ) 513,507 50050 @y ks glas jluibinl Sl ) s i(use-sensitive) s S & sy 4 a3, 55 5l
sikate (slas jl skl S ) 5 :(@ssessment-sensitive) bl i) 4 a3 5555 31 asliul b (05 ls (S sl
S U e a SKuls S sme > sl ) Il 1L (Antonsen 2025: 867-70) 3 Jls S asliwl 3 590 b5l Esy 4

S gl Lo JICa 4{&\;4:\-:4).&-‘1-; ool
5 adate Cilises s yls S8 ol 55 oo 30 0500 5590 3 (Gl 3 oa,S@J@“&:&&alq(Stei 2023) > bl N
S cidites olas sle SAKSE pl oS G g ipl Il Il 5 05 ol |y ol S 28 dins L agrl g 5 Lt T et
Cohnitz, ) 1 ao Ko Jlis (ol 0 SKE x5 503 (93150 sualis (ol il S0l i (gunaius 3ilas Loy ) shate

.(Estrada-Gonzalez 2019: §7; Caret 2021: 4951-3



deductive ) owldd s o gie 0 (63 2,8 shate :(Applied Logic) 63,518 sl - ¥
L) S50 0L bl Lskaie S1 i jaselnsy s L siose S50 )50 3 3,2,18 (51 (theory
Gaie [y O @l plom )l (ol 855 45 Comd (65300 DalS oS L (Sl pilililins 5 (65300 8
'V':‘U;;‘ 3,8

Fse O 355 O 5o 4 shis ((Logical Consequence) il doly gl glay J5-¥
BXIra-) ool Lol Gt ¢ g0 p0 S ) 03 3 00 0 () 2 ol Sl 5 Ba 5 oS
s slate 51 5 skats 5 Sl (Lol die s K 5o 5lael 4) llas sLiel L (systematic validity
5 ol 5,0,LS (stei: 2023, p. 19) 5 95 oo axdlas slate & o Jaws 55 a8 Sl (gladaily o 3 5 (51
dayly e Ol b LadVaal jlael ) 1 skes (canonical application) & ;e Cyda.p\«,,
sl oo Sl

3 55l 3 sl 50 (Cnsp> late)) (Slims (355 B an K5 bl

Gaie SO il (g0 5 (a0 (S S 09 iy (pazes Ghats 390 )3 (L
Mo Lo jlme ol o3 ol atedls S 3 (6550 YlS' olajlme bl paS ol S ps Jloy ames
Mo ST gy cail (non-triviality) « Sstaly i, e<e |, (consistency) (S, 85w L 55 oo
23 5033 S5 Labolns o (28 8 4 el 5 1y 0T e 50,138 <SG 0l 5 gl olaans S )
sl J 5ol dme s

Cine cpl @ s 53S0 sl s (Kap 4 Susl 3 55 g0 slate ) ileses 6[.&(&15.3 45(,.;315@
A an Iy o8 (S Sl e s al SOy Sl ol 5 Gl it S
g 5 A iy s Blod S 25 51 58l el ey ol

£ 050 453 5 g o> Lo 3 olSim a5 S a8l 0 5 L (90,01 3t 2590 55 (0
oS (63 1)L Sline @ late SO 485 505 Gl O B or oled (S (5 w0 L 355 ey 2 3050
extra-) (glay il 5 adly > a8 dy 555 g oge o (S Gladds s dsl B ST sl s
3550 § g0 4y iy Lol (Gline S S ol ps sl ails s e (Systematic
S Glate pLas S s aselie Yl S B 6l 4 el 15 Al Glate (o

3 ety b0 a8 Kos ol 53 5 Sl Ll e sl it ppinge 4 by e



VY [ VEF P Gl o) oyles (P Y )90 0,5 laugle cols dnbildgn

&l sl (Glannslio 5 oo (ol bes] 55 55 late enys sl ol o o ptme Sl
(e sl sl shate ) o T 50 bgs e o8 351 il 5 Jalds Gt s slins
Sl S 00l 520 4 sl Gy et cdil e 9L 430,039, slad Yozl ]
Bl n glate OISl s s oLas e by oaed 0l slad Vol s odd 4 s lse!
ol G 33 rdo

5 g3 ol 5 Lms ol g el (omiogo 2 Sdom o) |y o5 0l 5 oo 48 oIl ol 33 ool S
5 Sl ol il gy o S 28 81Tl 5 5y Sy Glate G ot (glars) 5 atels pa ys oS
3525 Aoty B g0 3y 50 53 s Glate ol G 5l S S S Lol b eiladny |y ol S
Sl lins ] ) €0 Al g3 g GL1S s (6 (o (Sl Sl 53 0 S 23S s
(sl Blowd 43 0055 ) 0 53 (A8 (i s Sl > ot (slap s ol w3
oot 5 4 025 5 593 (2SI i oy doall 355 e D e S

iayly 9o 5 by s S5 s (slims 4y e 3 ¢ ain Aoy (gl gl 5350 53 (7
Aol 3 bl s daled (e el lons ) slate daly il 5y 4 8 S S el et el
plAS s Sl yime e 5 ‘jgﬁa;amg;i]@l).xp\}é&md‘y_uwlflﬂd%uw;?
Lo (l 5 355008 SIS0 Lo polel 53 45 oo 5 55 Gl 31 oallas b Bl o ¢ o SN
sl S 3

oyl s a5 LS o ol ((,S1 3 1S90 ol gre b lae 5l Lo 1l 5550 53 o) S
o= o .J‘)b.}ﬁ-jC;Mjbdlaéﬂ&.wuwb&wéb{ébjbjwlé bs abae dely
Aoty Alaly S e (Sl S & ,B3 S 5 g S Aal s e ol 4 ol S (-
Sy er 2 geien 2 STz 53 S 3 orose s ) &2 2SS el (e daly (2m)
(sibio (2l S ey (Ul 9 2] SO0y VL
3050 3 ;S5 rioge 2 STy 095 a3, slate 5,50 55 S1 o STy 45 i
2 S a3 LTS epl o3l 5shateny 5 dal s (815 ol S g5 580 ilate ol & L5

ol (AL & d-“"v“@@f;?} el o ime 3l gk «.A..‘Agd\dhutyyg} el A= jama 5 skt
Cllas oyl aadsl j3 .ol ) Saie) sla & ) 6}%&3‘»}‘6&}0%{8‘)}}Wy&‘;;)b}45&;“‘@.“

.Jﬁd a)l.:a‘



bl Sods s ol Savey bl qgduanas ol iy o o Ladls) j5 .03 8 ks ps as ol
St s 2
1) 9 (o9 (] Sy (W)
Sl S (Al 5 e 5o 0 Ll o) S (rudid B sla i 5 oS sk oles
3y ol (Slaine s 55 ey Glate G ) o LS ool 45 555 g 2o ol STy
A8 e leal s syl plesl i ol Sais 3l e g0 sla 5 ) r\.xS@ Wl s
32 ge Sl Oles (93Uias pl s 15 5525 s 3 late G 31 o 4y G o JHlu- &S
D555 gxioge | ST 5 ol Sai)
35 riogs 21 Suss a8 Sl [l g ol Swie) ) 608 U5 s JeeYI e LT L
L;L;Mﬁusd&i\@'cwli):é)jbgm .w\dé;»wﬁwlq’cmb’m)w#y?u\im
O3l 6l ol line Lad e 55 () 5o 45 5 TS Sl S | Saiey (ks
el LS ol ol e 1 WVl ) 51 s (slagslats ol sl ¢ il
S e 1 Wil 5 el Al A s SO Lol Ll plxs! calises glaaie )y 43 Coglite glas st
el e ) s ey ol iy 3L e o alie ol s (51 paieton 3L
S AS o ke b alesl plon ol S 45 SIS b nl Ul B S pl Gy U
3l Oae ) ol Sace sledos 55 aS Splss ol b tliS o ol rose ol Sl
Les sl sniose ol Sy o Lol oo 4y slats s plld G 5 oo 55 () S0 S
b mose S Doy wly g (il ;S0 ol Sy 4 JiB S ST als 5 D i
Sy ilate gl Sarey |y ol ol g5 pes Lol ol a8 0y
sl S 40 9 ;51,8 (21 S ey (0
PSS e sl 5 Aol B sl il 5 e ol &l G ST ol S el
Soe 3 gl ol Sty ol Gitne line opl a5 ¢ late Jaly iy del 3 llas JY izl
Gl 4 85 S ) o 1S Lol L 455 50 g ST 0l SO sl 5o 2l M5 s
B mr a8l b Sl L 5o (Laace do (sl pdls 03 ) (ot ol dhaily (sl y Sy
D105 g g Wnaiey dad 55 G ys hats ()l gie 4y 2l

Lalal 13 13 5929 olate Aol ddayly (61 o ys late S 5 iy a8 55100 Lol ol Sy



VE [ VEF PV Gl ) oyleis (P Y )90 0,5 laugle cole dobiladgn

35 4 &l ) a3 (Slashate 3Un5 5 Conncd Lraon ) ot 3 dly S s late G 5505 4 i
03 1) Smcp@bs\ﬁ Kl 55 s eVl e ol Saie C;b).> Al oo il glaaiay
S 53 &g a5 93 (Gl Ul 5 oo 53 0 ol g5 g (Gl e Laaia ) o f gome Ll oy
e

3575 Wainy Ao )3 dly oy Gt 0 i ) (gl a5 o 457 S o Lol g St LT Lol
osb ol Gl (S 5 .Mﬂ#g@wﬁw\@@gw\o&ﬂél@\ﬁ AEPIRY
S 3l 357 4 JB oS (e 5 Sl oS0 S Ell 51 S @Bl ol Saie) oS 50 aiS
2 50355 QLS ilizee glaaia) (oS slats cny (Bl Cilites glaai) g3 Cys Gl
Glaie SO 352 ol Sane) pal plo (AL S s Laaisa’y dod (5l Ul 5 _od Aoy hate G 4
s on (e s S8

RSOy Jp3 o b a1 e o 18l5 03 45 A3 o 0L ey (o) 2 J
Sl 5 (N Xl i y3n (Slime 55 0pl3) 505 55 ol natisy oled 53 IV dal Hliel glins 51,3
i bae) alad sl ) laie S 813 o) Sy alls 53 0 il Gl baaie poles
o b p sl Seie) SV il i al Saine) 2550 53 Ll il g a3 sy ons
S 3 3o s s &y 4o S5 31 e (Sl a8 203 3 50 et & a3 G 51 oy oS B0 e
o 35T sl g a0 LI Lol .ol 03 S = Sl (813 ol S5 Lslias )5 pleds o
2 ilite lagslats a5 WS Lol 5 sad 2l Saia) 45 355 00 paeia line Rl S0 4
Slime 35 Jgd 9o 45 3.9l pd o5T 3N0 s s p3 05 s a tlises (slnaiea
T 1y aen s J- e 35 Al Slapllas ple Bl cdlies glaplls 5o ilats ol
Slala g ol Save) 4 BB date J83155, 50 55 ST cdas po LS 5,0l aS 5 5bolen Lol s
Vot sl Lol Sl ol Cilisee slalate 53 S35 o) (Slins oS wbly BB iy (ol
labes ol Sace) (ilats Lol 5 (OLzel 3550 53 0 35U sl Sslie by glate ol 55 pine
534S il 6u¢w Sl e g ;5 (Slias 455 55 L(Shapiro: 2014, p. 124-5) vﬂﬂlxﬁ B
023U |y o Saiey ol g5 ged 550l 9 5 ol 550 LSS s S s il (glaaie)
Sl Iy olims 4 aS Sty Ay dbate O 5 oo J oYl e 1y ccidls 815 Ll Su>s
Glome s el Glane) 5 S 8 S Sl plaghie dl e 935 AL s baais Ao



i) an by o slaghie s 5 dsly ghate ol 53 Ghte s sl 15 Sy A
2l S8 310 ge Sla o B 05 50 53 ol & am S () oS Sl e 5 LS Lo L e
WLl D3 T3 B o (sl eSSy
ol @ gl 9 2l S dine auds o S1alEST Y.
s Lpd as lSaie o) 5e 53 Lol (Sen 45 GNIKAI ) (5 583 & Toond il 0
5 5 gy 3 Jemaias SVISEN sl a8 s ] ey ) 53 O 358 seo)Lil ag)T 4 Sl
Ly (oless ool 0 sbm sla st (sl Lesaly SG Ol e a0 il 5 oo La)T S5 Ll
Sy sladioly NYLY
23 (Sl 353 4 o gaten At Ll Glave) a STaSCul (pl ol Sace 4 adsl IS S
5! Co5s00 s S e ilats ax Lilas S 51 3 V.AJLSLJLL:N sl 3 o Sledis a8 lad Yzl
IVl 3T 3590 53 1y (JVktl oyt Slodiio 51 G ki) oS- Ghate 05 o ol i
+(Keefe: 2018,p.432:3) 3 g3 o8l 35 9 119 ) S po (Slaals b w3l p> Sloddo 1 A5 L 15 43 0 58 4,
G IS (el sl ey G Bl o 2l Saie) Sl SIS (s oo i e I
Jol 8 iy latge & amies Glate [ aladVaial (o 2 oSl Glate il 5 s 45 ol
e A8l 58 en 5 Sl e el e (lany @3l 50 5 Dlode 51 S a slaaie oS5
Lol ¢ ool a o JSThe L a3 O (1 o3 (3t gt (S 93 53 5 etz O 33 oS>
Slaais) Glate a5 Colls a5 Al 3 g ol s 2] Saie)y oo & JSA s 1 O 50
S Gl Feinns S L Ue gl e ) e 51 8 Glate bl 5 s S0
Dlore Ales S IS S g 5l (5 5 s LT 1 s (5525 40 b (Laaie )
568 Il Tl wll S e (glaas ) s Yzl jlael s S5 58 (6l oot

I e LT 315 T (alethic pluralism) Gus 550 3 gl S 255550 55 a8 Col IS8 aylis JISEL )
Sy 31 S0 Loyl (gl gime oS s aplaiS 13 (S ploniS oo bl s 558 0 3L (Mixed discourse) CS,e pleiS
G et 3 i (o B 3 B 3350 39 1 S 1S ol (o2 5 il (o) S 3 Dol 250 ibiss
S anl e (Sl o (6l ol D0 5 B 8AaLis (6l S ol Sy SIS (350 5 ol Alis 5 Lol o)

.(Pedersen 2012; 2020; Cotnoir 2013)

.(Benito-Monsalvo, Martinez-Fernandez 2024) :«; e asx e alady ) 53 205 sdaline g 5 .Y



VE [ VEE BV Gl ) oyles YV 0y90 )5 lasgle ol dbiladgs

305 35 gy ool U3 53 (56 S (slaaials 3 O ol Asl B 5 Glate (pets

rhde Jool, YYLYF
SV & ey 13 2] SO S 5l 5l a5 ol S o3 )ls ol Sanw) 4 aS 5,50 JK8
35 e ol 6l o3, 351 (ad hoc) @MJM@;JJ&\J?Q;@JJQUJJ\)
Nl 5 slate (Sukin s loein S Ll olims U5 5 2L s 3 JY el ile YIS & )
21 S 4 02 55l O 5w 55l IS g3 ) ikl sl B 5 aiey 4 ket S5 (line
Cdls O 6l 5 53 Hais |, YIS

32l QLREIL SG 5 5 B 51 U o0 o9 i 58 B 55! ) J- e
Lol o) Stine s 4525 8 e el )l o) S 385 ol il 4 a8 YIS b Sloe SO
il Sy LT as Coal olssbam 5 ol e il oS (lakins ol (6350 5 oabaie (63,505,
J> O?o);jwbw,;\)éw;\fuaxqO\)swaﬁ,ys@;@@s@?@x\,s@
Bl ) S5 516 5 Jpd ln i b A arl s plins Lo Ly L3y 5 usle OIS
NSt K03 5 B3d NS s s rnly 53 5 Bl QLI Sy wiose Lslias 3 oS (60

dino; il by VoY
o3y e 48 Sl 0l atilin ol St Ol 5 sn Sl B 3 4 Sl ) S S
U pa S aselon 5 Conl g Cilises (slaainy (oo )y e 33 0358 00 aselin
sl 5,158 BB oy ol o a5 Ghate

Ol3e a8 Sl pline sy 90 55 S5 S5, SO ol sy 45 CuiS (ol 55 o0 IS ol 35 90 5
Bl ol 53 05 o st s aa) 4SSl el pde S5 g ke ) SO S I e
O gl 8 S 55 Sl 5V sy g o 4 Sy €S el o) (V] ] Saiey
ol Ol 55 e w53 48 b ples Alledd ol i) [aSli B 5 () Saie
@ Gy 3 ccilites (Sl Joes )3 5 Ll ;SO S o2 5540 5 any 5 el los - 01 S
03 2 )4 SRS Sl 4 A5 (G0 e & 055 o e Sty arde oS SV
5 ((aal3) mﬁ@j\&f@lmmsﬁjg@ﬁ Sl p‘\! R T SR t15 LR Y g
lo g amy O 2315 SV @ Gl 3 on 5 2 Satn) B 53 o B358 ol (4ie))

gy S CH S



a1 03 5 Si5n FXF
ey O oS (st b iy L3516 555 oS s oo el ol Stin s 45 ol ) S05 il
oo (2N S pl 5 o 3 g g s ainey O el 45585 a0y S oS Glate
.@\Jﬁu}guwjjﬁv_fbdudhu45.\.&:6“34.?%:35)!5:};-);&;5“6&@}

OF 2 oS Glate b ey B3I (K558 (1 43,000 oas 33 4538 Ol iy 550 ey
Ol en Maaly BLo 1 ) AL 6Ll S 285,855, 5l e ey G oS- late nia gl
2 Bdoo sl Jool 5o Dslts ccadie laace 5o 0L oSl el B 5o sl sl
oS late s il slaaine) Db ga plos (S 5le slabaly el b it (slaaials
= b e 055 Sl 55 O oS shate 5 atey loe BLS,1 0l e Ledas s o5 Lag]
BIILaS ) Ko 65 05 ood g ol Saie) ade (Uil gl 2515 ke Lol (el (535 00
) I s S (S blie Blowd 4 Mte B3| i S s L il 0 IVl

5 25 4
03 S35deme 5 aay 4 Glate (Shia ot (Sls e (53,505, 3101 b (dlate o) Sare
Slirs Olos S L atzead LS g0 (555l o) S 5l o 40 (B s 551 0T S0 sl
3 sl e aseiin diey Ja g5 a5 sl el o ol 0 aS gl Jas b g5 5 gddate g
Ja 106 aS wl) SO 25 Al lye 4 ol Save) 550b) o5 S e abne pls JSLS
Py LSS S glas ;S5 805 4 s oSl ) S 3 gl £l SN 51 &
ey 0 0 4

B33 DV @ el )5 335 o b4y S il ) S 1S A8 L 0T 0l 5 oo -l
SSE palsl s ol 55 358 O ges Ol ade G (Sl 5 2] Sds sleds sl
S lesl Wil 5 e & o) Sy aS dlosls Lid 815 o) Sdy 5 mioge ol Sd5 ol
5 $IBL mloge ol Sy sleds Jall 53155 5 Ay (Slarny 53 o s Glate G 51 how
O3y pde sleal b ilats daly Blail) (6l Sy Gt S 51 i 2555 ool Ll 5 s 46
2 g g 513 ) S D ale (G ilate

G323 2L ol e ey K3l 4501555595 5 05 0l b 0 5 ela Ml el S



YA [ VEF Y ol ) oylos YV 050 0,5 (langle cade dnbiladgs

I =¥ ¢ oo Jomol, SIS =Y £S (slaadls JSL3I =V 351 5, Le VIS () dizs
G g SIS pla ST ghate pare) 56 S5 ,8s I ¥ 5 tain) Lo ils oo
2 5ol s T gy g axllas il 5 g5 (gl 3 ey od s 4y ol Saie ade
3 5 @ 0l Gy (alSasy Sl 08 BB (& o sy o8 ke dason 0 4 g penne

ol el ga b il (5 s pilate ) SO 2851 53 16



&b

L;B‘Ja- &‘ch)'x’jj fdl:\.w)j J:"’ Jik..a L;:\;CJJS c(h..d.““‘c\/\) ‘J".ajj‘“ ‘WCB ‘J\:.Q} cb\j:’&w
YAG-Y 4 o Y okt OY Jlu ¢ e o8 oIS s ainds (ghates g

é.k.‘.ﬁb))ﬁ o )yu(;.g_b &‘;CJ}.S LSDLEL" s3] ‘(u\\‘"\/\) ‘ﬁf ¢L;.:.W>Cl> ‘.\.;.o:» ‘J\}?&W

Y\\—\‘\Odo A BJLQ-:’ N 6595 465:‘5}.\‘634.’.5
Alaeinejad, H., & Hajhosseini, M. (2020). “The collapse argumentreconsidered”. Logos &
Episteme, 11(4), 413-426.

Antonsen, P. F. (2025). “Logical contextualism”. Inquiry, 68(2), 854-873.
https://doi.org/10.1080/0020174X.2022.2075917
Beall, J. C., & Restall, G. (2006). Logical pluralism. Oxford University Press.

Benito-Monsalvo, C., & Martinez-Fernandez, J. (2024). “A localist solution to the problem of
mixed inferences by  juxtaposition”.  Synthese, 204, Article 34.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11229-024-04690-0

Blake-Turner, Russell, (2018), “Logical pluralism without the normativity,” Synthese, DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/5s11229-018-01939-3.

Carnap, R. (1937). the Logical Syntax of Language, London: Kegan Paul.

Caret, C. R. (2017). “The collapse of logical pluralism has been greatly exaggerated”.
Erkenntnis, 82(4), 739-760. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10670-016-9841-7

Caret, C. R. (2021). “Why logical pluralism?” Synthese, 198(Suppl 20), 4947-4968.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11229-019-02132-w

Caret, C. R. (2025). Logical pluralism. Cambridge University Press.

Cohnitz, D., & Estrada-Gonzalez, L. (2019). An introduction to the philosophy of logic.
Cambridge University Press.

Cotnoir, A. J. (2013). “Validity for strong pluralists”. Philosophy and Phenomenological
Research, 83(3), 563-579.

da Costa, N. C. A.(1997). Logique Classique et Non Classique: Essai sur les Fondements de
la Logique, Paris: Masson.

Field, H. (2009). “Pluralism in logic”. The Review of Symbolic Logic, 2(2), 342-359.

Griffiths, O. (2013). “Problems for logical pluralism”. History and Philosophy of Logic,
34(2),170-182. https://doi.org/10.1080/01445340.2012.749030

Harman, G. (1984). “Logic and reasoning”. Synthese, 60(1), 107-127.
Harman, G. (1986). Change inview: Principles of reasoning. MIT Press.

Hjortland, O. T. (2013). “Logical pluralism, meaning-variance, and verbal disputes”.
Australasian Journal of Philosophy, 91(2), 355-373.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00048402.2011.648945

Keefe, R. (2018). “Pluralisms: Logic, truth and domain-specificity”. InJ. Wyatt, N. J. L. L.
Pedersen, & N. Kellen (Eds.), Pluralisms intruth and logic. Palgrave Macmillan.

Kouri Kissel, T. (2018). “Logical pluralism from a pragmatic perspective”. Australasian
Journal of Philosophy, 96(3), 578-591. https://doi.org/10.1080/00048402.2017.1399151

Kouri Kissel, T. (2021). “Metalinguistic negotiation and logical pluralism”. Synthese,



Ao L YERF PV Gl o) oyleis (P Y )90 0,5 laugle cole dobiladgn

198(Suppl 20), 4801-4812. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11229-019-02264-z
MacFarlane, J. (2009). “Nonindexical contextualism”. Synthese, 166, 231-250.

Meier, T. (2022). “The collapse of logical contextualism”. Inquiry. Advance online
publication. https://doi.org/10.1080/0020174X.2022.2141310

Pedersen,N.J. L. L. (2012). “Recent work on alethic pluralism”. Analysis, 72(3), 588-607.

Pedersen, N. J. L. L. (2020). “On moderate pluralism about truth and logic”. The
Philosophical Forum, 51(2), 143-160.

Priest, G. (2006). Doubttruth to be a liar. Oxford University Press.
Quine, W. V. 0. (1986). Philosophy of logic (2nd ed.). Harvard University Press.

Restall, Greg. (2002). “Carnap’s Tolerance, Meaning, and Logical Pluralism,” The Journal of
Philosophy, Vol. 99, No. 8, pp. 426-443.

Russell, G., & Blake-Turner, C. (2023). “Logical pluralism”. In E. N. Zalta & U. Nodelman
(Eds.), The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy (Fall 2023 ed.).
https://plato.stanford.edu/archives/fall2023/entries/logical -pluralism/

Shapiro, S. (2011). “Varieties of pluralism and relativism forlogic”. In S. D. Hales (Ed.), A
companion to relativism (pp. 526-552). Wiley-Blackwell.

Shapiro, S. (2014). Varieties of logic. Oxford University Press.

Simard Smith, Paul. (2013). Logicin Context: An essay on the contextual foundations of
logical pluralism, PhD Thesis, Canada: University of Waterloo.

Stei, E. (2023). Logical pluralism and logical consequence. Cambridge University Press.

Steinberger, F. (2022). “The normative status of logic”. In E. N. Zalta & U. Nodelman (Eds.), The
Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy (Winter 2022 ed.):

https://plato.stanford.edu/archives/win2022/entries/logic-normative





