
BIBLIOGRAPHY

Any bibliography on a Platonic dialogue is almost infinitely 
extensible: one can delve backwards and forwards in time, 
the more thoroughly to place the dialogue in its full context. 
The chief restrictions I have imposed on this bibliography are 
to mention very few works of modern philosophy; to limit 
works which deal with other Platonic dialogues or Greek 
philosophers to those which are of central importance to some 
aspect of Theaetetus; and to mention only works written in 
English (though some require knowledge of Greek), and of 
these not the least valuable or most outdated. Even with 
these restrictions, the bibliography still has to be pretty long 
to be useful; I have accordingly starred those items which in 
my opinion are crucial starting-points for further study. I 
have also, for convenience, divided the list into sections, 
according to the natural divisions of the dialogue itself, and 
with a few preliminary sections. .
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