
Book Reviews 397

Chapter 7, Maddy examines and rejects four possible reasons for explaining Wittgenstein’s
anti-theoretical attitude, and concludes that none of them are conclusive. She claims then
that, apart from a personal antipathy to science, nothing justifies the later Wittgenstein’s
separation between philosophical and scientific researches. We have seen that Wittgenstein
shared the Second Philosopher’s insights into rule-following and logical truth. This means
that, according to Maddy, nothing, if only a peculiar aversion to science, prevented the
later Wittgenstein from espousing SP.

The book, if short, is very rich and opens a very large number of issues I cannot enter
into. I will content myself with one comment on Maddy’s reading of Wittgenstein’s mature
philosophy.

As Maddy notes, there are many interpretations of Wittgenstein’s (early and late) phi-
losophy. In her book, she chooses to follow the ‘mainstream metaphysical reading’ (p. 37),
namely, the reading based on Pears’ (and Stern’s) works. Now, imagine that a philosopher
A you recognize as important explicitly and repeatedly endorses a thesis T; imagine also
that you have difficulty putting T in line with the other elements of A’s thought; all things
being equal, it seems that a minimal use of the charity principle would suggest you favor
interpretations which integrate T in the reconstruction of A’s philosophy. Now, Maddy sees
the later Wittgenstein’s anti-theoretical stance (our T thesis) as something alien to the rest
of Wittgenstein’s philosophical insights. If she’s right (that is, if the ‘mainstream meta-
physical reading’ from which she starts cannot account for Wittgenstein’s ban on science),
then it seems that a minimal use of the charity principle should have led her to question the
‘mainstream metaphysical reading’ rather than to endorse her conclusion. All the more so
that other readings of the Logical Investigations stress the importance of the anti-theoretical
stance in Wittgenstein – Cavell’s interpretation, for instance (which is referred to in The
Logical Must).

The same point can be put in another way. Maddy’s project is to confront SP with
other philosophical views, in order to deepen our understanding of both SP and the other
approaches. This works well in the cases of Kant and early Wittgenstein. Maddy’s discus-
sion helps the reader grasp the conceptual differences, but also the conceptual affinities,
between SP and these alternative frameworks. One might at first believe that Maddy’s
comparative program will work even better in the case of the later Wittgenstein, since,
according to Maddy, the two approaches are here very close. But are they really? I get the
impression that this illusion of proximity comes from the fact that Maddy does not succeed
in locating the conceptual point where Wittgenstein and the Second Philosopher part com-
pany. I remain then quite skeptical about Maddy’s attempt to enlist the later Wittgenstein
under the SP banner.
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According to the editors, Alfred Tarski: Early work in Poland – Geometry and Teaching has
three main goals (p. x). First, to publish translations so that all of Alfred Tarski’s work will
be accessible in English, French or German, and all of his geometric work will be acces-
sible in English. Second, to present these translated works in their scientific and cultural
context. And third, to update Givant’s bibliography of Tarski’s publications (Givant 1986)
and provide an annotated list of major studies of Tarski’s life and work. The editors seem to
motivate the present book by a maxim stated in their preface, which they encourage other
researchers to adopt: ‘If Tarski is one of the top four logicians of all time [next to Aristotle,
Frege and Gödel], he must be one of the top n thinkers, and what he thought about almost
anything should be interesting!’

This trio of goals could easily have led to a disconnected collection of translations of
articles with some background information. However, the book is carried beyond that,
because there seems to be a very specific, further aim that has been leading for the editors:
namely to stress the connection between Tarski’s teaching in secondary school and the
topics of some of his research:

The editors hope that it [the present book] will spur broader investigation into
the relationship of mathematics and its cultural setting during that era [Poland
between the world wars]. That would be particularly welcome for the connec-
tion between mathematical research and mathematics education, as displayed by
Tarski’s research on geometry and his practice both in teaching secondary-school
students and training secondary-school teachers. This hope is a major reason for
including works of such contrasting mathematical sophistication in a single volume
of selected translations. (p. xii)

The resulting book provides – besides the translated works – a detailed overview of the
economical, political, cultural and educational setting of Poland between the wars, and
of Tarski’s research and personal history, in which the connection between his research
and high school mathematics can be seen as a recurring theme. The narrative is inter-
spersed with pictures and boxes which contain information mostly about people, but also
about theorems and historical events. The mathematical content of the translated papers is
explained by the editors as well.

The book consists of four parts. The first (‘Debut’) is focused on Tarski’s youth and
the chaotic historical climate of his early years, and the role, amongst other things, of the
Polish-Soviet War. It contains a translation of a paper on the axiomatics of well-ordered
sets (1921).

The second part (‘Geometry’) includes five research papers (1924–1932) concerned with
the problem of decomposing two geometric figures of equal measure into equal finite num-
bers of components that are congruent in pairs (p. 43). One of them is the famous paper
on the Banach–Tarski paradox, which was already available in French. Some other papers
are concerned which the decomposition of plane polygons and have appeared in journals
aimed at secondary school students and their teachers. Even if one would dispute the added
value of an English translation of a French article, including the Banach–Tarski paper in
this book serves very well the aim of making a connection between secondary school
geometry and Tarski’s research.

The third part (‘Teaching’) is devoted to Tarski’s work as a secondary school mathemat-
ics teacher and teacher-trainer in Poland during the years 1924–1939 (p. 169) and includes
exercises that appeared in journals meant for teachers and talented high school students
(1931–1932). It also includes translations of two articles (1929 and 1932), and a transla-
tion of some representative excerpts of a geometry book (1935), coauthored by Tarski, for
use in the third year of secondary school. Although it is understandable that the editors
have not included a translation of the whole book, this also means that Alfred Tarski: Early
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work in Poland – Geometry and Teaching has not fulfilled one of its main goals: there is
still work on geometry by Tarski that is not available in English.

The fourth part (‘Supplement’) contains translations of assorted short contributions.
Furthermore it includes a list of posthumous publications and annotated lists of major
published studies on Tarski’s life and work up through 2012.

The book is made very attractive by the many pictures (some even in color!) and will
be useful for researchers interested in some of the specific papers or topics covered, and
especially for those wanting to know more about the connection between Tarski’s research
and teaching. Because of the repetition of relevant information throughout the chapters and
because of the references to the boxes, there is no need to read the book cover to cover.
Unfortunately, the references are incorrect or puzzling in a very few cases. (For example,
the reference on p. 167 to the box on p. 44 containing Banach’s formulation of the Cantor-
Bernstein theorem is incorrect. The box is in fact on p. 70. The information in that box,
however, seems somewhat puzzling in connection with the information on p. 167.) To have
included similar information in several places may have been a good choice by the editors,
but the odd literal repetition of sentences or even whole passages is a bit of a shame. (For
example, we can find the passage cited above (p. xiii) also on p. 223 with only minor
changes in the last sentence, and also on p. 170.) This will be of no concern, however, for
those who intend to use the book as a reference.
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Peter of Spain’s Tractatus, which appeared in a first critical edition by L.M. de Rijk (1972),
is a handbook on logic; it is now estimated that it dates from the second quarter of the
thirteenth century. The identity of the tract’s author has yet to be uncovered. The book was
highly influential in the Middle Ages and beyond. It deals with the usual topics taken from
Aristotle’s logic—i.e. predicables, categories, syllogisms, relations, and fallacies, which
were also included in earlier treatises on logic—, as well as the subject matter connected
with the medieval theory of properties of terms (i.e. supposition, ampliation, restriction and
distribution). It was meant as an introductory guide for what we now label as undergraduate
students, and it was used for almost four centuries to come. That is not to say that it always
met with a favourable audience: the Flemish Master of Arts, John Buridan (fourteenth
century), for example, wrote his own Summulae about a century later, which contains many
criticisms against the kind of logic that was taught by (the heirs of) Peter of Spain.

The study of Peter of Spain’s logic is important, not only for historians of logic, but
also for those who wish to know more about philosophical developments in general during
his times. Several parts of the Tractatus have already appeared earlier in a compilation of
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