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Eckard Blumschein wrote:

> Robin Chapman wrote:

>> Eckard Blumschein wrote:

>>

>>

>>>| apologize for underestimating you. Well: Cauchy, Dedekind, and
>>>Weierstrass led to the present tenets preferenig just zero as a number.
>>

>>

>> Actually all of them preferred not just zero to be numbers.

>

>

> Yes, unfortunately but understandably.

Unfortunate? Would it be fortunate for zero to be the only number?

Robin Chapman, www.maths.ex.ac.uk/~rjc/rjc.html
"Lacan, Jacques, 79, 91-92; mistakes his penis for a square root, 88-9"
Francis Wheen, _How Mumbo-Jumbo Conquered the World_
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