nhilosophy! he found the comoosition of ths book onerous and bafflingf

and once 1{ vae published he refused %n be dravn into contreversy. This

waa unrortunate: hie psychnlosical analysis 18 both penetrating and
sound’, his arsumentation is solld, what ls objectinnalgfe In his super-
structurs of thenry mieht have been removed by deoudsbdie cnrrelationgk
Within the $coge of Yhiy £r3ay
betveen hls and previrus thenry. Heabdy,biere are@twn pointe that
gtanl in the way of acceptance of tie Grammar: 1) the imoressicn that
the intellect restricts 1tself to recognising thase minimal elements of
ratirnality which sre called =elf-evident prineiples and consequently
ig nrt eontinsally welghing tle evidence for and againgst princiiles of
more immedimte interest,and even declding that some are self-evident to
1tmel? if 4s not to the viole race of aen: 2] the imnression that
inference ie a subsumption of particular under general, vhen in fact
jnference consists in seeing the same truth both as true i1tself and as
implying other truth. I have called both lmoressions” because they have
usally upual'y teen a:sumed in a vapue way, because they have rarely
been asserted, because they have not heen proved. On the contrary they
seen Lo be merely & natural consequence nfigbanrptinn in philosophy
which led imilicltly to tie Lddéa thet syllocizm and Tirst orincloles
wvere not only scientific method par excellence bhut siso accounted for
true oplnion,
languare has two quarrelsﬁ with sylleogism. In the rirst nlace
lanpuage has elaborated a magnificent instrument for the exvression
of simple declarations, Vihat we are thinking about is exoressed by the
gubject o the sentence which may be 2 nnun, a substantlive phrsse or a
gubatantlive clause and which way be faurther defined by adjectives,
ad jectival hrases and adjectival clsuses, Yhat we think about the subject
is expreszsed elther by cnpulaagg ared’ cate or by verb with or vgthout ¢
™ oblects direct and indirect; the verb with its moods and tenses may be
further défined by adverbs, adverbial ohraces and siverbial clanses:
the objsct may be qualified aad in the same vay as the sublect. ¥Wor
vhen it 15 adnitted that lanmusege has difficuliy in keeping pace witik
the mind, it would zeem almnst nerversity to restriet languase to g”ﬁrﬁ
o one mearre type of progesltion in formal inference, But there 16 a second

and sore sienificant quarrel; this ls that lanpuage has constructed a

form or vattern of inference, far superior to the pattern that svlloeism
substitutes. I have never found a srammar that belied the ordinary opinton

that &11 subordinate clauses were elther substantive, adverbvlal or

L ¢ ) L ;
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