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Dear Professor txagano 

Thank you f o r  yours of January 17th. 

You a r e  qu i t e  r i g h t  : t h e  diagram you mention contains a mistake--or a misprint ,  
I don't  r e c a l l  which. 

I have now modified t h a t  diagram a s  shown i n  t h e  enclosed pages of  Vol. 6 o f  
my Trea t i se  on Basic Philosophy: Epistemology and Methodology I1 (Dordrecht 
and B s t o n :  Reidel, 1983). I hope t h i s  change meets with your approval. 

By a ' p a r t i a l  mapq o r  a ' p a r t i a l  function' one understands a function t h a t  maps 
a subset A '  of  t h e  domain A of a function ' f :  A 4 B . For example, 
t he  t r u t h  valuation function should be regarded as p a r t i a l ,  because no t  a l l  
proposit ions have a (known) t r u t h  value. 

A s  f o r  your c r i t i c i sm of my statement t h a t  income i s  an indicator  of economic 
s t a t u s ,  I a m  not  sure  you a r e  r i gh t .  Status,  whether uconomic, soc ia l ,  o r  po- 
l i t i c a l ,  is an unobservable. Income is course the  direCtor o f  t h e  
b&d of  a company ?gathough the  highest paid i n  t he  fhm, may no t  ac tua l ly  
wield any economic power: he may be just a kgure-head. But t h i s ,  and excep- 
t i o n s  l i k e  it, only shows t h a t  indicators  a r e  ambiguous. 

I agree t h a t  technological l e v e l  is only one f ac to r  contributing t o  t he  GNP. 
There a r e  o thers ,  such as s i z e  of t h e  labor force  and investment. But we 
were ta lk ing  about indicators ,  and it seems t o  me t h a t  GNP i s  an (ambiguous) 
indicator  of technological  l eve l .  Likewise body temperature is not  t h e  so le  
unambiguous indicator  of t h e  s t a t e  of heal th  of a person, but it is  one of 
them. 

Finally,  as  f o r  t he  Dow- Jones index, it is generally recognized t h a t  it is not 
a r e l i a b l e  indicator  of t h e  s t a t e  of the  economy, and t h i s  because its value 
i s  influenced by expectations and other  subject ive phenomena. Thus I believe 
t h a t  t he  present high l eve l  of t h e  Dow-Jones is l a rge ly  a r t i f i c i a l ,  f o r  it 
does not r e f l e c t  t he  ac tua l  unemployment r a t e ,  t h e  low l eve l  o f  inv43tment 
in c i v i l  indus t r ies ,  e t c .  

I n  any case, as you seem t o  recognize yourself ,  t h e  very notion of a s o c i a l  
o r  economic indicator  is s t i l l  qui te  hazy. Much more methodological work 
should be done on t h e  concept. 
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