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Th.t1 Canons of qW 1.-44 Method

nomuce nor th tne InA,eterminist view that classical

laws represent macroscopic approximations to microscopic

but random occurreces. Behind the determinist position

is the Galilean assumption that classical laws refer, if

not to visible, then tt least to imaginable primary qual-

ities of rm,.tter n motion; in pher -Yards, imninative

synthesis is alays possible unl, even in the last analysis,

there is not a non-systematic auregate of diverging series

of conditions. Again, behind the indetorLdnist view there

Sems a mitalen diagnosis of th error of determinisml

instead of affirming a Ltek of omplete systet3 in relations

btween late, or between 'mares, it has taken the opposite

course of denying colplete deterninacy in tho'data to be

systomati2el.

0

Ou.: 7'All1e course transpoes the issue from

determinair;	 ii il• .!oterminacy to tho sytomatic . 11:1 the

non-systematic. Because the non-systomatic is verifiable,

it is objective in the sciontifi sense. Ikeause it is 11J-

joctive, statitical laws are not a mere cloak for ignor-

ance. They represent a grasp of what intelligibility there

is to be :,;rasped in appropriate domains of data. On the

other hand, ind.eteminacy in merely an indeterminacy of

cononsions. It arises becuuse deductions so;Tose system-

atic relations and such relations are not ti only relation

It implies no indeterminacy in thins or events or data and

by that 1rr " lication it has the fwor of the canon of par-

niohy.For it seems impossible to distinguish botIteen the
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