
Re: Relative Cardinality

Source: http://sci.tech−archive.net/Archive/sci.math/2005−07/msg03350.html

From: "Proginoskes" <proginoskes@xxxxxxxxxxxxx>• 
Date: 20 Jul 2005 22:20:22 −0700• 

mueckenh@xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx wrote:
> [...]
> I will not repsond further because my time is short and anything of
> importance has been said.

Not everything, though ... How do you do calculation using this system
of numbers?

−−− Christopher Heckman

.
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