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Chris

> You seem to be getting off track here. The "paradox" has to do with the
> fact that S can be *true* in models that are in fact countable, not that

> it's true in some models and false in others.

Didn't | say exactly that? | said in the post you quoted that Moore's
predicament is NOT that some statement is true in one model and false
in another. But nor is it simply that S can be *true* in models that

are in fact countable. It is, as you say, that the thesis of

relativism about cardinality is either unintelligible or false.
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