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Thia well-writien, knpadedpeabiz and balamced article atiempis
o prove that mn intuilionisd endesstanding of number and of
logical comstants “musi be inestricably Timked™ and, funhermare,
thon anawers to these questioes “should undermine an inflazniial
AfFUIREAL foe mrludtianistic over classical mathemalics by raisEng
doubis abeul supporling views on ke nolure of mathematical
cognition and ity geness” [page 133},

In crder 1o carry oui his task, the sether uovells and explores
possible. arguments uwsed by inmuliionssts (represenied by Dusm-
meli’s pasition) in their debales concerning these guestions with
Platonists [Gode! (7)) and actuadists [ Bermays), and arrives ot the
conchusion that, on the rebound, all intaitionist characterizazions
of natural aumbers exhibit, sooner or later, some kind of circelar-
iy

Phitosophically speaking. his arguments show coherence and
compleienessi—just when the reader may be afrasd of losing an
argameant, an Arsdne’s thread 3 always diepped. Furthermore,
the author's penetmiing philesopkical analyin discleses Turiber
philasophical-—gs well as historical—qeestions that mipht be wank
pursuing In the frst place, one feely sirorgly motisaied to apply the
auwthors analysis 10 other contemparary schools of mathematical
hoight (&g, halism and qunsi-empinical realism, among sdbers)l

On the other hand, historically speaking, the snalysis kads him
o womnder why “no one before the 1Tth century appears even
te lsave forenulared thes basee fedtuse (induction) of mathemati-
cal intuition™ (page 140). He mentiont: Brouwer's infuence, bat
does not elahoraie on possible Euses or anging This is mosd
important, siece pame historans bave arpieed thal Broower's dis-
sotksfactions with 1he philosephical foundaiicns of matkematics at
the beginning of the present century—and his reasons for preseat-
iy allernalive Views—were nod mathematical in naiure [wee WP
van Stige, Historia Math. 6 {1975, na, 4, 185404, e p, 108 MR
BlkA1048). Follewing the avthor’s comments an Browser apd his
relation with Poincard, the asthor asserts “1hat it s hard bo under-
stand how Brouwer could bave endorsed Polbcart's suggesiion of
mutwal wnintelligibality®, Let us kKeep in mind that Rossell had ad-
vanced similar views when he defined mathematics 35 “the sulyject
in which =2 never know what we are tafking abeur, aor whether
whal we ase maying is trag™ [B, Russell, Internan. Monthly 4 (19011,
B3-101, see p. B4; reprinted in The world of mariematicn Vol 1T,
1 57h=1 590, Touchstone, Mew York, 1556 perrevr.]. And then we
face o deeper queinon: i possible thot Risseell ako endorsed
Paincasd’s views and, therefare, alto Broosers?

After reading Vhs intelligent paper, the peruser will b2 convinoed
that the philosophy of mathematics. as a branch of mathematics,
i5 alive and well and thai it |5 expressible in direet and simpis
isrTns, Aleardra 8. Garciadiepe | Mezico)
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