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Abstract

This paper aims to briefly consider the relation between grounding
and consequence. In this paper the concept of consequence is char-
acterized in the following way. B is a consequence of A, if and only
if, necessarily, if A then B. Although many grounding theorists agree
that consequence is a necessary condition for grounding, they don’t
agree the inverse for some reasons. I propose that a constrained form
of consequence becomes a sufficient condition for grounding. Finally
I will show two things the proposal suggests and the shortcoming it
has.
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