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0) L. Wittgenstein, Tractatus Logico—-Philosophicus, trans. into English by
D. F. Pears and B. F. McGuinness, London, 1961, theses 3.23, 3.25, 3.201,
and 3.202.

7) G. E. Moore, Principia Ethica, Cambridge, 1962.

8) B. Russell, "On Denoting, ” Mind, 1905. Reprinted in Bertrand Russell’s
Logic and Knowledge, ed., by R. C. Marsh, New York, 1956. pp.41-56.
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9) F. P. Ramsey, The Foundations of Mathematics, New York, 1950, p.263.
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