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Abstract
We present the letter where Francisco Miró Quesada answers Newton
da Costa’s request to suggest a name for his logic of inconsistent systems.
In this document, translated from Spanish into English for the first time
here, Miró Quesada discusses three proposals for naming these kinds of
logics: “ultraconsistent,” “metaconsistent,” and “paraconsistent.” After
weighing up the pros and cons of each term, he ranks them according to
their negative semantic load.
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Introduction by the annotator
It is well-known that the term “paraconsistent logic” was coined by Francisco
Miró Quesada, and it is often said that it “was employed by the first time in
a lecture delivered by him [12] at the Third Latin-American Symposium on
Mathematical Logic, held at the University of Campinas, Brazil, in 1976” [1,
p. 11]. However, neither this talk was published in the proceedings of this
SLALM [2], nor was it the first document where Miró Quesada used the term.
Instead, Miró Quesada proposed this and two other terms in 1975 in a letter
to Newton da Costa, answering to the latter’s request to suggest a name for
his logic of inconsistent systems. Regarding this episode, da Costa said:
I wrote to Miró Quesada, who saw the new logic with great enthusiasm,
asking him to suggest a name for it. I remember as if was today
that he answered to me making three proposals: it could be called
metaconsistent, ultraconsistent, or paraconsistent. [6, ??]
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Unfortunately, we were not able to obtain da Costa’s letter to Miró Quesada,
but we are presenting here both a scan of the original letter (see Figures 1
and 2) and its translation into English with some annotations. I thank Itala
D’Ottaviano and Evandro Gomes for scanning and letting us print this letter,
and José Carlos Cifuentes for his feedback on my annotations.

The Letter
Lima, September 29, 1975
Dear Newton:
thank you very much for the invitation to Campinas. [Ayda] Arruda has just
written to me and I, of course, have accepted. But as I told you in Lima,
I do not consider myself a logician in any way, but an informed philosopher.
However, just as you made me see, I believe that, I can propose interesting
ideas on the philosophical domain, and that I handle logic well enough to be
able to say some original things from the point of view of the philosophy of
knowledge.1 I have accepted to participate in the conferences on non-classical
logics, because I think I can say some interesting things about the significance
of the logic of inconsistent systems for the philosophy of knowledge. I will
soon write to you in detail to show you what I intend to do.2 As always, your
suggestions will be received with joy.
I am very flattered that you consult me about the name that could be given
to the logic of inconsistent systems.3 This problem would be easy if it were
not for the damned semantic load of words. I think the ideal denomination
is “ultraconsistent logics,” because “ultra” in Latin means beyond. Remember
the Pillars of Hercules, non plus ultra, and the motto of the Colónidas4 , plus
ultra, that is, beyond the Pillars of Hercules. You are a Colónida of logic
because you have gone beyond consistency, you have created a logic that
goes beyond consistency because it can be applied to both consistent and
inconsistent systems (avoiding trivialization in this case). The problem is
that “ultra” is used today as a synonym for an extremely intense increase
in a quality. So “ultraconsistent logic” appears to be a logic that has an
1
This is not exactly an exhibition of false modesty by Miró Quesada, for he contributed
much more to the philosophy of logic and “the knowledge field that” was then “beginning to
be called ‘philosophical logic’” [12, p. 9], than to logic itself (but see [10]).
2
The event referred to is the III SLALM mentioned in our introduction (cf. [8]).
3
Newton da Costa’s logic of inconsistent systems was presented in English in 1974 [5], but
it was already developed extensively in an “habilitation thesis” he wrote in Portuguese in the
year 1963 [4], which is currently being translated into English by Itala d’Ottaviano [7].
4
Miró Quesada possibly refers to the Peruvian literary movement Colónidas, which was
developed between 1915 and 1916. This movement conceived itself as “a sequel to Columbus’
work, a foot in a new world: that of the new literature” [14, p. 7].
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extraordinary consistency, a done and dusted consistency. That is why it
would perhaps be better to say “metaconsistent logic,” because “meta” means
in Greek beyond, after, that is, more or less the same as “ultra” (it also
means other things, but with different cases). Besides, it sounds very nice.
It is true that it is a barbarism or, better, a solecism, but this should be no
problem, since so is “sociology.” The defect of “metaconsistent” is that, in the
mathematical-philosophical circles, “meta” is associated with “metatheory”
and gives the impression that it is a logic relative to metalanguage. But,
outside this semantic load, I would not see any objection.5
There is, however, another possibility: use [the prefix] “para,” which in
Greek means next to.6 “Paraconsistent logics” sounds nice, a bit esoteric, it
gives a more or less precise idea of what it is about (logics that are not like
the classical ones, but are a little next to them because they can be applied
to inconsistent systems) and it has the advantage that there is no deforming
semantic load. I thus propose you to choose between the following three names,
whose precision is directly proportional to its negative semantic load:
1) Ultraconsistent logics
2) Metaconsistent logics
3) Paraconsistent logics
I hope you like any of the three, I would be happy to contribute to baptize
this kind of logics that have such great philosophical importance.
I’m writing you soon to you to tell you about the Morelia Congress of
Philosophy went, where I had an active participation, and a little about my
work. Oh, and, as I think I’ve already anticipated, I want to ask you a question
about the definition of constructible number.
With a big hug,
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The term “paraconsistent” has been the object of criticism on more than one occasion
and other terms have been proposed such as “non-explosive” [3, p. 7], “paratrivial” [9, p. 670],
or even “parainconsistent” [13]. However, as we can see in this letter, Miró Quesada himself
did not regard any of his proposals as optimal and he had somehow already anticipated some
of his critics. For example, in showing his disagreement with the term “paraconsistent,”
Walter Carnielli proposes the term “metaconsistent” [9, p. 670] as an alternative, to which
Miró Quesada had already advanced some objections in the fragment annotated here.
6
In personal communication, Graham Priest told me that “Miró Quesada does not say
that, in Greek, the term ‘para’ can also mean beyond, as in ‘paradox.’ I have always preferred
this as its meaning in ‘paraconsistent.’”
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Figure 1: Scan of Francisco Miró Quesada’s original letter (in Spanish) to
Newton da Costa, September, 29, 1975, recto (SPCLEARQ, FNCAC, 147).
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Figure 2: Scan of Francisco Miró Quesada’s original letter (in Spanish) to
Newton da Costa, September, 29, 1975, verso (SPCLEARQ, FNCAC, 147).
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