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Luis Estrada-González1 and Mateusz Klonowski2

1 National Autonomous University of Mexico, Mexico City, Mexico
loisayaxsegrob@comunidad.unam.mx

2 Nicolaus Copernicus University, Toruń, Poland
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In this article, we would like to discuss the possibility of combining two types of logics, which
are special cases of relating logic [2, 6]. The first one is Boolean connexive logic introduced by
Jarmużek and Malinowski [3] (cf. [4, 5, 8, 10, 12]). The second one is content relationship logic
proposed by Epstein [1] (cf. [6]).

Boolean connexive logic is based on the idea of minimal change of classical logic in such a
way to receive a connexive system. The content relationship logic is an attempt to take into
account the content relationship in the formal analysis of the conditional sentence.

Both logics are examples of Boolean logic with relating implication, but these two appli-
cations of relating logic cannot be combine in the straightforward way without getting trivial
logic. Nonetheless by combining them in cautious way we are able to present an explanation of
connexivity by means of a content relationship (cf. [7, 9, 11]).
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