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Questions/comments/objections …?
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Micro-homily:

skipping to ~ p. 34!

“What category of English sentences does logic focus on?”

M. Chi:  Self-testers end up being self-made.
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The Formal Language

Exercise:  Is this language Roger-decidable?  Prove it!
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“NYS 3” Revisited
Given the statements
¬¬c
c → a
¬a ∨ b
b → d
¬(d ∨ e)

which one of the following statements must also be true?

¬c
e
h
¬a
all of the above

Show in HyperSlate that each of the 
first four options can be proved 
using the PC entailment oracle.


