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"g nre now in a noeltion to disc&ss the main excuse for thig essay:
that the form of inference ie ceeinr the ssae truth both =8 true and as
{milvine other truth; that the lanmusre gattern of inference 1a nnt
srllortian hut the qodus aonens of the hroothetical arsument. 3chematically
the latter is:

If 418 B, then € 1s Dy but 4 i3 B} therefore, € i8 D,
MTere the First oronosition states an lmnlic-tinny the secnnd ststes a
fact; the third ~iv.8 the conelusion. There are no rulea akout itz use
that sre not more than obviocus. There is no cunon of Inference such es

the dictum de omnl et nulle; it concludes in its ovn rieht, There are

no restrictions on exoresslony everythines 1= form=l, "A ig B may be nne
nropesitien or 16 may ve fwventy; Lt may be sn infinitesimsl of thrurht
tan-niea-al almost too nice to be exoressed; it may be ithe result of

vear:z nf experience and atudyland ap vast, so lnveolved, or even so dis-
jointed that 1t cen barely be vor<ed inte a book. It does net even over.
lock the intripuine art of draring false cconclusions from false srenlses
in the right way; for a more general statement rf the form would be that
infTerence i3 seeine the srme nronesitier both as itselfl zrsnted and sliso
as srantod to impoly another prognsttion. It offers a very sensible explana-
ion of the Tact that in the Dest circles dlalecticlans do pnt deny your
malor »yeise premise: ii-te for tvo hroothneticel oropesitions are required
to prove a hypothetical propositien, and Liandling two éuch aropositions }
vhen vou think they nre categorical is apt to be avkverd. Finasl 'y vhat
has already been ssid about erpwame- the egrievaencez of lansusee a¥s 18

Tairly conclusive evidence that 1t is the voy men do infer, and ousht to

should
give rise tr absolute convictin that it isc the voy that men exvress
sentences
their inferences, For no one can deny that causa%Aekamzzs are the right
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ex¥prezsion of one's reasonsy f
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ﬂh} é_,idmr; consequently, an analvsis of the causgl edawwe into its two compone
senlence
ants of simile declaration and cnnditirnalﬂe&ﬁuae {im>lication) would be

o

an snalgfs of reasoning. . i

Takine tite questirn frem-am-a postericri, we find thet this pattern
almnat
clearz up the difflculty anall inference being informal., It shows in the

in the second nlace
y C firot place that much putative informal inference is quite formal;hlt . o '

rives a resson for the informal being informal. For manifestly it may very
well occur that either the facts have been asserted alsevbere and may be

talen fnor rranted,nn,nn%he other hand’that the imnlication of the Iacts

ia ton obvlous tn be mentirned. Illustrations of the Tormer cannet be
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