
Day 3 Quiz: Russell, PoP chs. 5–8 
1. What kinds of things are we acquainted 

with, according to Russell? 
2.What kinds of a priori knowledge do we 

have, according to Russell? 
3.Why is it misleading to think of a priori 

principles as “the laws of thought”?



Chapter Five: 
Knowledge by Acquaintance and Knolwedge by 
Description



•Knowledge by Acquaintance 

•Knowledge by Description 

•Knowledge of Truths



KNOWLEDGE

OF THINGS OF TRUTHS

BY ACQUAINTANCE BY DESCRIPTION
• Direct, unmediated 

awareness of an object. 
• This kind of knowledge 

is the foundation of all 
other kinds 

• Knowledge of this kind 
is infallible.

• Always knowledge of 
the such-and-such. 

• Indirect, mediated by 
knowledge that the 
such-and-such exists. 

• Ultimately grounded in 
knowledge by 
acquaintance.



proper name 
Caesar 
definite description 
the founder of the Roman 
empire 
ambiguous (indefinite) description  

an emperor



1.What kinds of things 
are we acquainted with, 
according to Russell?



•Sense-data 
•Our own (conscious) thoughts and 
experiences 

•Including, crucially, the experience of the 
fact that we are acquainted with things. 

•At least some universals 
•Ourselves?



What is a proposition?



Caesar is emperor. 

<Caesar, EMPEROR>



“Every proposition which we can 
understand must be composed wholly 
of constituents with which we are 
acquainted.”



…when…we make a statement about Julius Caesar, it is plain 
that Julius Caesar himself is not before our minds, since we are 
not acquainted with him. We have in mind some description of 
Julius Caesar: 'the man who was assassinated on the Ides of 
March', 'the founder of the Roman Empire', or, merely 'the 
man whose name was Julius Caesar'. (In this last description, 
Julius Caesar is a noise or shape with which we are acquainted.) 
Thus our statement does not mean quite what it seems to 
mean, but means something involving, instead of Julius Caesar, 
some description of him which is composed wholly of 
particulars and universals with which we are acquainted.



Chapter Five: 
On Induction



What is the  
principle of induction?



(a) When a thing of a certain sort A has been found to 
be associated with a thing of a certain other sort B, 
and has never been found dissociated from a thing of 
the sort B, the greater the number of cases in which A 
and B have been associated, the greater is the 
probability that they will be associated in a fresh case 
in which one of them is known to be present; 

(b) Under the same circumstances, a sufficient number of 
cases of association will make the probability of a 
fresh association nearly a certainty, and will make it 
approach certainty without limit.



Why can’t the principle of 
induction be proven through 
experience?



“…it is the inductive principle alone that can justify 
any inference from what has been examined to 
what has not been examined. All arguments 
which, on the basis of experience, argue as to the 
future or the unexperienced parts of the past or 
present, assume the inductive principle; hence we 
can never use experience to prove the inductive 
principle without begging the question.”



Chapter Seven:  
On Our Knolwedge of 
General Principles

Chapter Eight:  
How A Priori 
Knowledge is Possible



1.What kinds of a priori 
knowledge do we have, 
according to Russell?



How does Russell show 
that our a priori 
knowledge does not 
come from the senses?



How does Russell define 
a priori knowledge?



“…knowledge which is logically 
independent of experience (in the 
sense that experience cannot prove 
it)…”



Why is it misleading to 
think of a priori 
principles as “the laws 
of thought”?


