MOORE

LOGICAL ANALYSIS AND PHILOSOPHY

Although Moore was neither a mathematician nor a logical theorist he was one of the first people to grasp that Russell's new logical theory was an essential tool for philosophy and offered important new insights.  One example of this concerns the status of propositions, the ‘objects’ of thought.  As we saw above, in his early work Moore had been emphatic that propositions are altogether independent of thought and had even proposed that facts are just true propositions.  But as he came to think more about falsehood in his lectures Some Main Problems of Philosophy of 1910–11, it became clear to him that this position was a mistake, since the truth of a proposition should not affect its ontological status and yet it would be absurd to give false propositions the status of facts.  So he now rejected the view that facts are just true propositions.  On his new view, facts are, as before, constituted by objects and their properties; but what about propositions?  

-- G.E. Moore, a dissertation, Tom Baldwin
EXAMPLE:  REFUTATION OF THE PROOF OF MONISM (IDEALISM)
In this deduction it appears that the monistic thesis of Idealism has here been inferred from Leibniz’ Law.  
1. Leibniz’ Law states that 

xRy entails (z = x → zRy),

where ‘→’ is the truth-functional conditional 

2. Since entailment is a necessary connection, one might infer 

xRy → Necessarily (z = x → zRy)

3. From (2) one can immediately infer 

xRy → Necessarily (x = x → xRy)

4. Since x = x is itself a necessary truth, one can now infer 

xRy → Necessarily (xRy)

which expresses the thesis that all relations are necessary. 

Moore points that the step from (1) to (2) is invalid in that it confuses the necessity of a connection with the necessity of the consequent.  In ordinary language this distinction is not clearly marked, although it is easy to draw it with a suitable formal language.

