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PC ⊢ ✓

→ intro ✓

PC ⊢ ✓

PC ⊢ ✓

D ⊢ ✗

1'. ◇(sofa-bed ∨ guest-bed)
{1'} Assume ✓

2'. ◇sofa-bed ∧ ◇guest-bed
{1'}

2. "Therefore:  You may sleep on the sofa bed, and you may sleep on the guest bed."
{2} Assume ✓

NEW SCHEMA?. ◇(φ ∨ ψ) → (◇φ ∧ ◇ψ)
{NEW SCHEMA?} Assume ✓

10. ◇φ ∧ ◇ψ
{8,NEW SCHEMA?}

11. ◇ψ
{8,NEW SCHEMA?}

12. ◇φ → ◇ψ
{NEW SCHEMA?}

COMMENT. Absurd!
{COMMENT}  Assume ✓

1. "You may either sleep on the sofa bed or the guest bed."
{1} Assume ✓

THM 5. ◇φ → ◇(φ ∨ ψ)
D ⊢ ✓  ∞□

COMMENT. "We can prove:"
{COMMENT}  Assume ✓

8. ◇φ
{8} Assume ✓

3. ◇(φ ∨ ψ)
{8}
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(You should do it.)
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And, Ross’ Paradox in 
HyperSlate® now …





“So, computational logician, 
sorry, back to your drawing 
board to find a logic that does 
work with The Four Steps!”




