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Logic, Epistemology, and the Unity of Science aims to reconsider the question of the
unity of science in light of recent developments in logic. At present, no single logical,
semantical or methodological framework dominates the philosophy of science. However,
the editors of this series believe that formal techniques like, for example, independence
friendly logic, dialogical logics, multimodal logics, game theoretic semantics and linear
logics, have the potential to cast new light no basic issues in the discussion of the unity
of science.

This series provides a venue where philosophers and logicians can apply specific
technical insights to fundamental philosophical problems. While the series is open to a
wide variety of perspectives, including the study and analysis of argumentation and the
critical discussion of the relationship between logic and the philosophy of science, the
aim is to provide an integrated picture of the scientific enterprise in all its diversity.
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ANTHONY PERESSINI DOMINIC PERESSINI



Ramanujan with the notion of a proof in mathematics for fear of ruining his 
innate capabilities. Add to this that to a large extent the standard account of 
the life of Ramanujan is a romantic invention and we consider our point 
made (see Kanigel [1991] for a more ‘realistic’ biography of Ramanujan.) 





 A similar concern is present in the contribution of Robert Thomas, 
“The Comparison of Mathematics with Narrative”. However, Thomas walks a 



incommensurability – the problem of whether or not it is possible to compare 

guaranteed at all places and at all times? – he does a wonderful job, 





The Confluence of Mathematics and 
Mathematical Activity”. They both share the concern to show that 
mathematics and its philosophy on the one hand, and mathematics education 
and its philosophy on the other hand, have a lot to share. Do note that for 
both of them the idea to understand the proof concept as a social construct 
(we repeat, once again, without implying any form of deep relativism) is 
pivotal. For one thing, instead of the image whereby the ideal notion of 

up to this point (mostly implicitly, sometimes explicitly) indicate: if 



logico-formal proof is transferred to the educational setting, we now have 
the image of a particular concept, viz. “proof”, arising in a particular 
community, usually referred to as “the” mathematicians, and then being 
transferred into a totally different setting, namely, the teaching context. Seen 
thus, there is little need for an exact copy of the proof concept in the 
classroom. Hence, all kinds of questions pop up: What kind of proof is 
required for pupils to get a ‘good’ feeling for mathematics? How do other 
arguments (here Aberdein’s paper is clearly relevant) function in the 
classroom? How do philosophical elements enter into the very same 
classroom? 

not often addressed, if at all, and equally often considered to be a borderline 

the paper by Ad Meskens, “The Importance of a Journal for Mathematics 
Teachers”, are mathematics teachers writing for mathematics teachers. What 

Hersh’s “On the Interdisciplinary Study of Mathematical Practice, with a Real 
Live Case Study”. Formulated thus, this seems at first sight hardly innovative, 



Perspectives on Mathematical Practices (PMP2002), held at Vrije 






