
Philosophy on a vague level 
Grammar of Tarski's theory of truth would not 

Rationality " have been amiss • £ • 
by Patrick K. Bastable ' ' I f t h i s w a s all that were wrrfpg 
(Jill & Macmillan, £12.95 ' with the book, it might still hftve 
ISBN 0 7171 0710 8 . had some value as a survey. How-
'•jr~ — — r — — : — « e v e r , this is not the case. Key words 
perhaps the first thing to point out o f t e n used without being fix-
about this book is that despite the Plained (eg, "decision procedure,**), 
title, it has nothing to do with depth a n d s o m e words are used in unusual; 
grammar or any other aspect of lin- ways: " tautology " is used as syno-
guistics. The author has tried to nymous with "logical truth" ^»d-
Write a straight logic, textbook cover-
ing every, aspect of logic—tradi-
tional, modern and philosophical. 
In the nineteenth century before the 
revolution in logic started by Frege 
and Russell this might have been 
a practicable proposition ; .but logic 

validity" is given as a third' 
synonym. . 

The book also contains a lajtge* 
number of false or misleading 
claims. Popper's notion of verisimi-
litude is confused with his notion, of 
corroboration? The account of 

cram thto four hundred pages. As ^ews o n l a n g i i a g e u e nute#* 
* result the book is often very rented. . — -
Sketchy (the problem of induction sloppy presentation is typical ;of 
^ets seven pages) and exposition is the third of the .book devoted?'to 
often compressed to the point of, modern symbolic logic. No elni'l 
Inintelligibility. It may seem rather distinction is mad£ between syntax 
jin tolerant t . c r t l h * W fci. S?«S!3SSr ' J ^ t t d taSlS 
omissions, but Qume's views on the o f i n f e r e n c e and m the system; of 

ogic were conspici^s ^ ^naiur^ ^d^ction giyenjthe use of status t y iA 'D their absence" and an tioii sflbiflroofs •S'nbt -ekp: f 1 • 11 4 • neither 

are- important restrictions on the 
quantifier rules mentioned. 

Finally, much of the philosophy 
is conducted., on a very vague level 
which makes arguments difficult to 
follow. Sentences like "To know a 
reality as an object is to conceive it 
precisely in its potentiality to dis-
close itself in rational media" are 

.' not -uncommon. 
Much is made of the^claim in the 

subtitles that logic is the depth 
grammar of rationality. Yet the 
exact import of this metaphor is 
never made at all clear. Nor dpes 
the author ever explain -what-he 

-means by 44 rationality." and seems 
to be unaware that this is conten-
tious. He is not even clear about 
what sort of things may be described 
as rational, attributing rationality at 
various times to the world, forms of 
life, thought and phenomenal devel-
opment; 

There, are some better sections. 
The passages onAristotelean logic 
ara usually 'quite weH done' and 
there are some interesting exercises, 
at the end of the first section. There 
is also a useful thirty-page bibliogra-
phy. 

Graham Priest 


