Classifying ‘conditionals’: the traditional way is wrong.
V.H. DUDMAN
(1) It is a key tenet of ‘the traditional way’ that Doesn’t-will, as it might be that if Oswald doesn’t shoot Kennedy someone else will, is logically indiscernible from Didn’t-did, as it might be that if Oswald didn’t shoot Kennedy someone else did, the former merely formulating about the future what the latter formulates about the past. (2) A tenet no less central to the tradition has that someone will shoot Kennedy logically indiscernible from that someone shot Kennedy, the former merely formulating about the future what the latter does about the past.  (3) Didn’t-did follows from the proposition that someone shot Kennedy.  (4) A conspirator espousing the not untenable view that Oswald will shoot Kennedy in a plot that includes no back-up killer obviously maintains that someone will shoot Kennedy, but need not accept Doesn’t-will.  Q.E.D.
Note:  As originally published, the article contained an error, the editor having inserted an ‘is’ before the ‘logically’ in line 6.  The ‘is’ was removed by the author at the proof stage, but re-inserted by the editor at the typesetting stage.

