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Background Reading …



The Original Publication Introducing The Grue Paradox

Goodman, N.  (1955) Fact, Fiction, and Forecast (Cambridge, MA:  Harvard University Press).
4th edition 1983, also HUP.



From “Nelson Goodman” in SEP
(https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/goodman)

https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/goodman
https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/goodman


Wikipedia Entry
“New Riddle of Induction” Isn’t Half Bad!

(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/New_riddle_of_induction)

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/New_riddle_of_induction
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/New_riddle_of_induction


Tutorial by Paris on Pure Inductive Logic:

http://fitelson.org/few/paris_notes.pdf

(Paris explains that the mathematicians just assumed the reasoning in the grue 
paradox is invalid, and then continued on their way to erect upon Carnap’s 
work a robust formal edifice (= pure inductive logic).)

http://fitelson.org/few/paris_notes.pdf
http://fitelson.org/few/paris_notes.pdf


See “Inductive Logic” in SEP for an excellent overview, and in particular 
nice coverage of Carnap’s seminal contributions, which PIL extends.
(https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/logic-inductive)

https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/logic-inductive
https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/logic-inductive




Med nok penger,  kan 
logikk løse alle problemer.


