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1. "Bertrand Russell's Early Philosophy. First Part." 1980. Synthese no. 45.
Contents: Peter Hylton: Russell's Substitutional Theory 1; Rosalind Hursthouse:
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2. "Bertrand Russell's Early Philosophy. Second Part." 1981. Synthese no. 46.
Contents:David Pears:
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Acquaintance 231; J. Alberto Coffa: Russell and Kant 247; Jaakko Hintikka:
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3. "Antinomies and Paradoxes. Studies in Russell's Early Philosophy." 1988. Russell:
the Journal of Bertrand Russell Studies no. 8 (1-2).
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A. J. Ayer (moderator), I. Grattan-Guinness, Nicholas Griffin, Robert Tully, W. V.
O. Quine.
Ian Winchester: Introduction ; Nicholas Griffin: The Tiergarten Programme; Ian
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and the Cambridge Mathematical Tradition; I. Grattan-Guinness: Russell's Logical
Manuscripts [abstract]; Alasdair Urquhart; Russell's Zigzag Path to the Ramified
Theory of Types.

4. "100 Years of 'on Denoting'." 2005. Mind no. 114.
Stephen Neale: Editorial Introduction. A Century Later 809;
Articles.
Bertrand Russell: On Denoting 873; Ray Buchanan and Gary Ostertag: Has the
Problem of Incompleteness Rested on a Mistake? 889; Richard L. Cartwright:
Remarks on Propositional Functions 915; Ólafur Páll Jónsson: The Bike Puzzle
929; David Kaplan: Reading ‘On Denoting’ on its Centenary 933; Saul Kripke:
Russell’s Notion of Scope 1005; Alex Oliver and Timothy Smiley: Plural
Descriptions and Many-valued Functions 1039; Nathan Salmon: On Designating
1069; Stephen Schiffer: Russell’s Theory of Definite Descriptions 1135; Zoltán
Gendler Szabó: The Loss of Uniqueness 1185-1222.

5. Anderson, Anthony C. 1986. "Some Difficulties Concerning Russellian Intensional
Logic." Noûs no. 20:35-43.

6. Anellis, Irving H. 1995. "Peirce Rustled, Russell Pierced: How Charles Pierce and
Bertrand Russell Viewed Each's Other Work in Logic, and an Assessment of
Russell's Accuracy and Role in the Historiography of Logic." Modern Logic no. 5
(3):270-328.

7. ———. 2009. "Russell and His Sources for Non-Classical Logics." Logica
Universalis no. 2:153-218.
Abstract. "My purpose here is purely historical. It is not an attempt to resolve the
question as to whether Russell did or did not countenance nonclassical logics, and if
so, which nonclassical logics, and still less to demonstrate whether he himself
contributed, in any manner, to the development of nonclassical logic. Rather, I want
merely to explore and insofar as possible document, whether, and to what extent, if
any, Russell interacted with the various, either the various candidates or their, ideas
that Dejnožka and others have proposed as potentially influential in Russell’s
intellectual reactions to nonclassical logic or to the philosophical concepts that
might contribute to his reactions to nonclassical logics."

8. Ayer, Alfred Julius. 1971. Russell and Moore: The Analytical Heritage. London:
Macmillan.

9. ———. 1972. Russell. London: Fontana.
10. Beaney, Michael, ed. 2007. The Analytic Turn. Analysis in Early Analytic

Philosophy and Phenomenology. New York: Routledge.
11. ———. 2009. "The Early Life of Russell's Notion of a Propositional Function."

The Baltic International Yearbook of Cognition, Logic and Communication no. 4:1-
25.

12. ———, ed. 2013. The Oxford Handbook of the History of Analytic Philosophy.
New York: Oxford University Press.

13. Bergmann, Gustav. 1947. "Russell on Particulars." Philosophical Review no. 56:59-
72.
Reprinted in: Elmer Daniel Klemke (ed.), Essays on Bertrand Russell.

14. ———. 1957. "The Revolt against Logical Atomism (First Part)." Philosophical
Quarterly no. 7:323-339.
Reprinted in: Elmer Daniel Klemke (ed.), Essays on Bertrand Russell.

15. ———. 1958. "The Revolt against Logical Atomism (Second Part)." Philosophical
Quarterly no. 8:1-13.
Reprinted in: Elmer Daniel Klemke (ed.), Essays on Bertrand Russell.

16. Bonino, Guido. 2008. The Arrow and the Point. Russell and Wittgenstein's
Tractatus. Frankfurt: Ontos Verlag.
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17. Bonomi, Andrea. 1977. "Existence, Presupposition and Anaphoric Space." Journal
of Philosophical Logic no. 6:239-267.

18. Bostock, David. 2012. Russell's Logical Atomism. New York: Oxford University
Press.

19. Bourgeois, Warren. 1981. "Beyond Russell and Meinong." Canadian Journal of
Philosophy no. 16:653-666.

20. Butchvarov, Panayot. 1986. "Our Robust Sense of Reality." Grazer Philosophische
Studien no. 25/26:403-421.

21. ———. 1988. "Russell's Views on Reality." Grazer Philosophische Studien no.
32:165-167.
"Russell's account of existence as satisfaction of a propositional function
presupposes a more fundamental notion of existence, which we would employ in
deciding what to allow as arguments satisfying a function, a notion he never
elucidates. Jan Dejnožka has distinguished three ways Russell used the term
"exists," one being the phenomenalist's, in which it refers to correlations of sense-
data. I argue that this phenomenalist notion cannot be the one Russell needs, since
he explicitly held that existence be understood broadly, so that, e.g., the
nonexistence of God would not follow by definition."

22. Candlish, Stewart. 2007. The Russell/Bradley Dispute and Its Significance for
Twentieth-Century Philosophy. New York: Palgrave Macmillan.

23. Cappio, James. 1981. "Russell's Philosophical Development." Synthese no. 46:185-
205.

24. Carey, Rosalind. 2007. Russell and Wittgenstein on the Nature of Judgement. New
York: Continuum.

25. Carey, Rosalind, and Ongley, John. 2009. Historical Dictionary of Bertrand
Russell's Philosophy. Lanham: Scarecrow Press.

26. Cartwright, Richard. 1987. "On the Origins of Russell's Theory of Descriptions." In
Philosophical Essays, 95-133. Cambridge: MIT Press.

27. Casullo, Albert. 1981. "Russell on the Reduction of Particulars." Analysis no.
41:199-205.

28. Chihara, Charles. 1973. Ontology and the Vicious-Circle Principle. Ithaca: Cornell
University Press.

29. Church, Alonzo. 1976. "Comparison of Russell's Resolution of the Semantical
Antinomies with That of Tarski." Journal of Symbolic Logic no. 41:747-760.

30. ———. 1984. "Russell's Theory of Identity of Propositions." Philosophia Naturalis
no. 24:513-522.

31. Clack, Robert J. 1969. Bertrand Russell's Philosophy of Language. The Hague:
Martinus Nijhoff.

32. Cocchiarella, Nino. 1973. "Whither Russell's Paradox of Predication?" In Logic and
Ontology, edited by Munitz, Milton K., 133-158. New York University Press.
Contributions to a seminar on ontology held under the auspices of the New York
University Institute of Philosophy for the year 1970-1971.
"Russell’s paradox has two forms or versions, one in regard to the class of all
classes that are not members of themselves, the other in regard to “the predicate: to
be a predicate that cannot be predicated of itself.”(1) The first version is formulable
in the ideography of Frege's Grundgesetze der Arithmetik and shows this system to
be inconsistent. The second version, however, is not formulable in this ideography,
as Frege himself pointed out in his reply to Russell. (2) Nevertheless, it is
essentially the second version of his paradox that leads Russell to avoid it (and
others of its ilk) through his theory of types.
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The first version is of course the relevant version with respect to any formulation of
the theory of types in which membership in a class is the fundamental notion, that
is, a formulation utilizing 'ε' as a primitive binary predicate constant.(3) However,
Russell's theory of types (even ignoring its ramification) is essentially concerned
with the notion of predication, and only indirectly through the (philosophically
questionable) interpretation of predication as the membership relation is the first
version of his paradox relevant to this formulation.
Apparently, Russell saw his paradox as generating an aporetic situation in regard to
two fundamental “notions,” namely, the notion of membership (in a class) and the
notion of predication (of an attribute).(4) In regard to the notion of membership, the
application of Russell’s paradox is not here brought into question. However, in
regard to the notion of predication, the applicability of the reasoning grounding
Russell’s paradox will here be very much brought into question. Indeed, I shall
claim that in this case the paradox fails.(5)" (pp. 133-135)
(1) “Letter to Frege,” reprinted in [10], p. 125.
(2) “Letter to Russell,” ibid., p. 128.
(3) Cf. [5], p. 140 for a specific formulation of this kind of type theory.
(4) Gödel (cf. [6], p. 131f.) distinguishes these two forms of Russell’s paradox by
referring to them as the “extensional” and the “intensional” forms, respectively. For
the purposes of the present paper, this distinction is preferable to Ramsey’s different
but better known distinction between “logical” and “semantical” paradoxes.
(5) With this failure of course goes a primary if not sole motivation for the simple
theory of ontological types of third and higher order. The ontological scheme of
second-order logic remains unaffected, having as it does a natural motivation of its
own. Ramification also has its own motivation, and it may be appended to second-
order logic (cf. [2], §58.) even though historically it was first appended to the
simple theory of types.
References
[2] Church, A., Introduction to Mathematical Logic. Princeton, N.J.: Princeton
University Press, 1956.
[5] Fraenkel, A., and Y. Bar-Hillel, Foundations of Set Theory. Amsterdam: North-
Holland Publishing Company, 1958.
[6] Gödel, K., “Russell's Mathematical Logic,” The Philosophy of Bertrand Russell.
P. A. Schilpp (ed.). Chicago: Northwestern University Press, 1944.
[10] Van Heijenoort, J., From Frege to Gödel, Cambridge: Harvard University
Press, 1967.

33. ———. 1975. "Logical Atomism, Nominalism, and Modal Logic." Synthese no.
31:23-62.
Reprinted as Chapter 7 in Logical Studies in Early Analytic Philosophy, pp. 244-
275.
"Logical atomism, through its theory of logical form, provides one of the most
coherent formal ontologies in the history of philosophy. It is a coherence which,
whether we agree with the ontology or not, renders the framework important and
useful as a paradigm by which to compare and better evaluate the coherence of
alternative systems based upon alternative theories of logical form and especially
alternative theories of predication.
As the basis of a formal ontology, logical atomism, aside from the differences
between its realist and nominalist variants, specifies not only a ‘deep structure’
ontological grammar within which all analysis must ultimately be resolved, but
determines as well a logistic for that grammar. Both together constitute the formal
ontology and serve to indicate how logical atomism views the fundamental
structure of reality. Thus, for example, the grammar serves to indicate the formal as
well as the material categories of being acknowledged by the ontology, while the
logistic, by regulating the proper ‘logico-syntactical employment’ ([TR], 3.327) of
the expressions of that grammar serves to indicate not only the logical ‘scaffolding
of the world’ ([TR], 6.124) but supplements the grammar in its presentation of the
ontological structure of reality.
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The distinction between logical scaffolding and ontological structure is fundamental
to atomism and pertains to a distinction between material and formal content that
grammar alone is insufficient to represent. It is a distinction that any proposed
formalization of logical atomism must account for (through the Doctrine of
Showing) in order to be an adequate formal representative of that ontology. It is a
distinction, however, or so it will be argued here, that cannot be made without the
introduction of modal operators for logical necessity and possibility.
The argument for this last claim was already given in chapter 6, but it was there
restricted to the level of logical analysis dealing solely with propositional
connectives."
(...)
"In what follows we shall be concerned with the problematic extension of these
results to the level of analysis involving quantifiers for objects as concrete
particulars along with some means for expressing their self-identity and mutual
difference. On this level, logical atomism’s theory of predication enters our
considerations in a fundamental way. For according to that theory, only elementary
predications represent or ‘picture’ a structure with material content, and that content
is in all cases external to the constituents of the structure. Such a structure is an
atomic situation (Sachlage) and the externality of its content to its constituents
consists in both it and its complement being logically possible. The difficulty here is
that since objects are quantified over, they are part of the world and therefore
contribute to the ontological content of the world (cf. [TR] 5.5561); and in that
regard their self-identity and mutual difference or nonidentity, and thereby their
total number, would prima facie seem to involve material content. Yet, in atomism,
an object’s self-identity or nonidentity with any other object is not an external
condition of that object, (3) and, as a consequence of the dependence of logical
space on reality, it is logically impossible for the totality of objects, no less the
number of that totality, to differ from world to world. In other words, in logical
atomism, if not in other ontologies, identity and difference, as well as objectual
quantification, are formal and not material aspects of reality. Here already we begin
to see the paradigmatic role of logical atomism, for in most other systems identity
and difference, as well as objectual quantification, are also said to be formal in
content, though propositions regarding that content are not also said to be either
logically necessary or logically impossible.
Because our considerations will be restricted to quantifying over objects as concrete
particulars and not, for example, over material properties and relations as well, the
variant of logical atomism we shall discuss here is nominalistic. Several realist
alternatives are sketched in order to highlight the significant theses and/or
difficulties of nominalism, though it should be noted that not all forms of
nominalism need agree with the special ontological theses of nominalist logical
atomism.
Finally, it should also be noted that our concern in this chapter is with an adequate
formal representation of the ontology of logical atomism and not with its theory of
thought, meaning, or philosophy of language. We wish to leave open how these
might or must be developed with respect to the system constructed here, especially
with regard to how they might or must pertain to the question of its logistic
completeness." (pp. 244-247 of the reprint)
(1) The convention adopted here is to use scare-quotes when speaking of what
connectives represent as ‘properties’ or ‘relations’. This is done to mark a special
philosophical use which is convenient in our informal discussion but which strictly
speaking is ontologically misleading. A similar convention applies throughout when
we refer to existence (being-the-case) and nonexistence (being-not-the-case) as
material ‘properties’ of atomic situations.
(3) That is, an object’s self-identity or nonidentity with any other object is invariant
through all the possible worlds of a logical space containing that object. We must
distinguish this ontological invariance from the varying semantical relation of
denotation (Bedeutung) between an object and a (non-Tractarian) name or definite
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description of that object. The former must be accounted for within the formal
ontology, the latter only within its applications.
References
[TR] Wittgenstein, L., Tractatus Logico-Philosophicus, D. F. Pears & B. F.
McGuinness, trans., 2d. ed. (London: Routledge & Kegan Paul, 1971. first ed.
1921).

34. ———. 1980. "The Development of the Theory of Logical Types and the Notion of
a Logical Subject in Russell's Early Philosophy." Synthese no. 45:71-115.
Reprinted as Chapter 1 in Logical Studies in Early Analytic Philosophy, pp. 19-63.
"The development of the theory of logical types in Russell’s early philosophy
proceeds along a difficult and rather involuted path; and even the final product, the
theory as adumbrated in [Principia Mathematica = PM], remains unclear in its
syntax and problematic in its semantics. Indeed, one might well be left with the
impression that Russell himself, in the end, remained unsure of which parts of the
different views he had held along the way are finally to be adopted.
In what follows, we shall attempt to describe and explain the development of
Russell’s early views, at least to the extent to which they are available in published
form today, from the perspective of the development in those views of the notion of
a logical subject. It is the development of this notion in Russell’s early philosophy,
we believe, that holds the key to many of the problems confronting Russell in the
development of his theory of logical types and that led to the various, and
sometimes conflicting, proposals that he made along the way.
It should be noted, however, that in referring to the development of the theory of
logical types in Russell’s early philosophy we have in mind only the views
developed by Russell up to, but not subsequent to, the 1910—13 publication of the
first edition of [PM]. The subsequent views developed by Russell from 1913—25,
that is, between the first and second editions of [PM], and summarized to some
extent in his introduction (and added appendices) to the second edition, constitute
Russell’s version of logical atomism. Except for some concluding remarks in the
final section of this chapter, we delay our discussion of those views until chapter 5."
(pp. 19-20 of the reprint)

35. ———. 1982. "Meinong Reconstructed Versus Early Russell Reconstructed."
Journal of Philosophical Logic no. 11:183-214.
Reprinted as Chapter 3 in Logical Studies in Early Analytic Philosophy, pp. 119-
151.
"Contemporary philosophy is in a rut, according to Terence Parsons in his recent
book Nonexistent Objects, ([NO]), and it is one that stems from the (post-1905)
work of Bertrand Russell. The main characteristic of this “Russellian rut” ([NO], 1)
is strict adherence to the thesis that being, or being something, amounts to being
something that exists—or equivalently that ‘there is’ is to be equated with ‘there
exists’ ([NO], 6). This view is now so well entrenched, according to Parsons, that it
is a main stay of what he also calls the orthodox tradition.
Now the orthodox view is in a rut, according to Parsons, “because it’s a view in
which most of us are so entrenched that it’s hard to see over the edges” ([NO], 1).
Naturally, if we want “to look over the edge and see how things might be different”
([NO], 8), as any objective seeker of truth would, then “we need to encounter an
actual theory about nonexistent objects” (ibid.). It is the construction and
presentation of such a theory that is Parsons’s concern in Nonexistent Objects.
(...)
"Now we do not object to Parsons’s choice of Meinong’s theory here, nor for that
matter to his elegant reconstruction and presentation of that theory. We do think,
however, that a more balanced recognition of Russell’s overall view is called for
and that perhaps the best way to make the Meinongian notion of a concrete object
understandable to the orthodox tradition is to compare it with the general Russellian
notion of a concrete individual, i.e., the Russellian notion of an individual that can
exist but which might in fact not exist. Indeed, on the basis of the analysis and
comparison we shall give here, it is our position that the Meinongian notion of a
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concrete object, at least as reconstructed by Parsons, is parasitic upon, though in a
beneficent way, the Russellian notion of a concrete individual, existent or
otherwise." (pp. 119-121)
References
[NO] Parsons, Terence, Nonexistent Objects, (New Haven and London: Yale
University Press, 1980.)

36. ———. 1986. "Frege, Russell and Logicism: A Logical Reconstruction." In Frege
Synthesized: Essays on the Philosophical and Foundational Work of Gottlob Frege,
edited by Haaparanta, Leila and Hintikka, Jaakko, 197-252. Dordrecht: Reidel.
Reprinted as Chapter 2 in Logical Studies in Early Analytic Philosophy, pp. 64-118.
"Logicism by the end of the nineteenth century was a philosophical doctrine whose
time had come, and it is Gottlob Frege to whom we owe its arrival. “Often,” Frege
once wrote, “it is only after immense intellectual effort, which may have continued
over centuries, that humanity at last succeeds in achieving knowledge of a concept
in its pure form, in stripping off the irrelevant accretions which veil it from the eyes
of the mind” (Frege, The Foundations of Arithmetic, [Fd], xix). Prior to Frege
logicism was just such a concept whose pure form was obscured by irrelevant
accretions; and in his life’s work it was Frege who first presented this concept to
humanity in its pure form and developed it as a doctrine of the first rank.
That form, unfortunately, has become obscured once again. For today, as we
approach the end of the twentieth century, logicism, as a philosophical doctrine, is
said to be dead, and even worse, to be impossible. Frege’s logicism, or the specific
presentation he gave of it in Die Grundgesetze der Arithmetik, ([Gg]), fell to
Russell’s paradox, and, we are told, it cannot be resurrected. Russell’s own
subsequent form of logicism presented in [PM], moreover, in effect gives up the
doctrine; for in overcoming his paradox, Russell was unable to reduce classical
mathematics to logic without making at least two assumptions that are not logically
true; namely, his assumption of the axiom of reducibility and his assumption of an
axiom of infinity regarding the existence of infinitely many concrete or nonabstract
individuals.
Contrary to popular opinion, however, logicism is not dead beyond redemption; that
is, if logicism is dead, then it can be easily resurrected. This is not to say that as
philosophical doctrines go logicism is true, but only that it can be logically
reconstructed and defended or advocated in essentially the same philosophical
context in which it was originally formulated. This is true especially of Frege’s
form of logicism, as we shall see, and in fact, by turning to his correspondence with
Russell and his discussion of Russell’s paradox, we are able to formulate not only
one but two alternative reconstructions of his form of logicism, both of which are
consistent (relative to weak Zermelo set theory).
In regard to Russell’s form of logicism, on the other hand, our resurrection will not
apply directly to the form he adopted in [PM] but rather to the form he was
implicitly advocating in his correspondence with Frege shortly after the completion
of [POM]. In this regard, though we shall have occasion to refer to certain features
of his later form of logicism, especially in our concluding section where a
counterpart to the axiom of reducibility comes into the picture, it is Russell’s early
form of logicism that we shall reconstruct and be concerned with here.
Though Frege’s and Russell’s early form of logicism are not the same, incidentally,
they are closely related; and one of our goals will be to reconstruct or resurrect
these forms with their similarity in mind. In particular, it is our contention that both
are to be reconstructed as second order predicate logics in which nominalized
predicates are allowed to occur as abstract singular terms. Their important
differences, as we shall see, will then consist in the sort of object each takes
nominalized predicates to denote and in whether the theory of predication upon
which the laws of logic are to be based is to be extensional or intensional." (pp. 64-
65 of the reprint)
References
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Frege, Gottlob, [Fd] The Foundations of Arithmetic, trans, by J. L. Austin, Harper &
Bros., N.Y. 1960.
Frege, Gottlob, [Gg] Die Grundgesetze der Arithmetik, vols. 1 and 2, Hildesheim,
1962.
Russell, Bertrand, [PM] Principia Mathematica, coauthor, A. N. Whitehead,
Cambridge University Press, 1913.
Russell, Bertrand, [POM] The Principles of Mathematics, 2nd ed., W. W. Norton &
Co., N.Y., 1937.

37. ———. 1989. "Russell's Theory of Logical Types and the Atomistic Hierarchy of
Sentences." In Rereading Russell: Essays on Bertrand Russell's Metaphysics and
Epistemology, edited by Savage, C.Wade and Anderson, C.Anthony, 41-62.
Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press.
Reprinted as Chapter 5 in Logical Studies in Early Analytic Philosophy, pp. 193-
221.
"Russell’s philosophical views underwent a number of changes throughout his life,
and it is not always well-appreciated that views he held at one time came later to be
rejected; nor, similarly, that views he rejected at one time came later to be accepted.
It is not well-known, for example, that the theory of logical types Russell described
in his later or post-[PM] philosophy is not the same as the theory originally
described in [PM] in 1910-13; nor that some of the more important applications that
Russell made of the theory at the earlier time cannot be validated or even
significantly made in the framework of his later theory. What is somewhat
surprising, however, is that Russell himself seems not to have realized that he was
describing a new theory of logical types in his later philosophy, and that as a result
of the change some of his earlier logical constructions, including especially his
construction of the different kinds of numbers, were no longer available to him.
In the original framework, for example, propositional functions are independently
real properties and relations that can themselves have properties and relations of a
higher order/type, and all talk of classes, and thereby ultimately of numbers, can be
reduced to extensional talk of properties and relations as “single entities,” or what
Russell in [POM] had called “logical subjects.” The Platonic reality of classes and
numbers was replaced in this way by a more fundamental Platonic reality of
propositional functions as properties and relations. In Russell's later philosophy,
however, “a propositional function is nothing but an expression. It does not, by
itself, represent anything. But it can form part of a sentence which does say
something, true or false” (Russell, My Philosophical Development, ([MPD]), 69).
Surprisingly. Russell even insists that this was what he meant by a propositional
function in [PM]. “Whitehead and I thought of a propositional function as an
expression containing an undetermined variable and becoming an ordinary sentence
as soon as a value is assigned to the variable: ‘x is human’, for example, becomes
an ordinary sentence as soon as we substitute a proper name for V. In this view . . .
the propositional function is a method of making a bundle of such sentences”
([MPD], 124). Russell does realize that some sort of change has come about,
however, for he admits, “I no longer think that the laws of logic are laws of things;
on the contrary, I now regard them as purely linguistic” (ibid., 102).
(...)
Now it is not whether [PM] can sustain a nominalistic interpretation that is our
concern in this essay, as we have said, but rather how it is that Russell came to be
committed in his later philosophy to the atomistic hierarchy and the nominalistic
interpretation of propositional functions as expressions generated in a ramified
second order hierarchy of languages based on the atomistic hierarchy. We shall
pursue this question by beginning with a discussion of the difference between
Russell’s 1908 theory of types and that presented in [PM] in 1910. This will be
followed by a brief summary of the ontology that Russell took to be implicit in
[PM], and that he described in various publications between 1910 and 1913. The
central notion in this initial discussion is what Russell in his early philosophy called
the notion of a logical subject, or equivalently that of a “term” or “single entity”. (In
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[PM], this notion was redescribed as the systematically ambiguous notion of an
“object.”) As explained in chapter 1 this notion provides the key to the various
problems that led Russell in his early philosophy to the development of his different
theories of types, including that presented in [PM]. This remains true, moreover,
even when we turn to Russell’s later philosophy, i.e., to his post-[PM] views, only
then it is described as the notion of what can and cannot be named in a logically
perfect language. The ontology of these later views is what Russell called logical
atomism, and it is this ontology that determines what Russell described as the
atomistic hierarchy of sentences. In other words, it is the notion of what can and
cannot be named in the atomistic hierarchy that explains how Russell, however
unwittingly, came to replace his earlier theory of logical types by the theory
underlying the atomistic hierarchy of sentences as the basis of a logically perfect
language." (pp. 193-195 of the reprint)
References
POM] Russell, Bertrand, The Principles of Mathematics, 2d ed. (NY., Norton &
Co., 1938).
[PM] Russell, Bertrand and Alfred Whitehead, Principia Mathematica, vol. 1
(1910), vol. 2 (1912), and vol. 3 (1913) (London: Cambridge Univ. Press,).

38. ———. 2000. "Russell's Paradox of the Totality of Propositions." Nordic Journal of
Philosophical Logic no. 5:25-37.
Abstract: "Russell’s ‘‘new contradiction’’ about ‘‘the totality of propositions’’ has
been connected with a number of modal paradoxes. M. Oksanen has recently shown
how these modal paradoxes are resolved in the set theory NFU. Russell’s paradox
of the totality of propositions was left unexplained, however. We reconstruct
Russell’s argument and explain how it is resolved in two intensional logics that are
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