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Contents: Logic of the logical connective ‘because’
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‘But he[Socrates] requires more; he does not want to know any sort of condition, he wants to be told
the aspect by which, or in virtue of which a pious thing is pious. The Socratic question, hence, aims at the
ground of piety.’
(Fabrice Correia and Benjamin Schnieder,”Grounding: an opinionated introduction’, p. 3)
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‘Construed this way, Socrates’ argument makes essential use of principles about grounding. It involves one
substantive grounding claim (relational properties are grounded in relations) and it implicitly draws on

structural properties of grounding, namely asymmetry and transitivity, which are nowadays widely accepted
among philosophers working on grounding.*  (lbid. p. 4)
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3 5] OXEABZAIRETE (Subject-sensitivite invariatism, SST)

Contextualist semanties for “knows.” [ "knows"[i, , .

Tix, vy | v ds frue af the circumstance {w, 1) & x believes y af {w, 1) &
x can rule out all the alternatives to y that are relewant af cb.

SSIsemantics for “knows.” [“knows [, . =
Tix, vy | v is frue af the circumstance {w, 1) & x believes y af {w, 1) &
x can rule out all the alternatives foy that are relewant in x's situation at {w, ) }.
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Semantics for “knows.” [[”knows"]]f{w’ixslﬂ:,

{{x,y) | v is true af the circumstance {w, t,s) & x believes y at {w, 1,s) &at {w, 1),

x can vule out every possibility (w', ') € s such that y is false at {w', ', 5} }
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Relativist postsemantics, A senfence S is frue as used af context ¢y and assessed
from: a context cg iff for all assignments a,

[5 ]] = True
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whete we, s the world of cq, fe, 15 the time of c1, and sc, is the set of possibilities
relewant af cq,
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Circumstance of evaluation. Lef 4 circumstance of evaluation be g friple

{w, t,5), where wis @ world, { a time, and s a set of relevant possibilities,

Content. Where w is a formula, predicate, or singular term, let |u|l denote its

content af context of use ¢ under the assignment a.

Intensions of contents. The infension of |«|’ is the function f from circumstances

of evaluation to extensions such that f({w,1, 5} ) = [o]lfy, 50
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