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NOTES AND COMMENTS 

A Note on Categories 

IN The Concept of Mind Ryle shows that there are no processes corre- 
sponding to the words 'see' and 'hear' in the way that there certainly 
are processes corresponding to the words 'look' and 'listen'. He 
draws attention, among other things, to the fact that certain adverbs 
will not go into the sentence frames 'I see - ' and 'I hear - 
but will go into the sentence frames 'I look' and 'I listen'. Thus 
you can look hard and carefully but not see hard and carefully (or not 
hard and carefully) ; you can listen hard and carefully but not hear 
hard and carefully (or not hard and carefully). In this sort of way 
Ryle puts expressions into different types or categories. For example, 
task words like 'run' ', 

' look' 'listen' are separated off from 
achievement words like 'win', 'see', 'hear'. The test briefly is 
this : 'A' and ' B ' belong to different categories if a sentence frame 
can be found such that if' A' is put into its blank the sentence makes 
sense, and if'B' is put into the blank the sentence makes nonsense. 
It is important to note that the fact that two expressions 'A' and ' B' 
will go into the same blank in a sentence frame does not prove that 
they are of the same category. This is because the systematic ambi- 
guity of crucial expressions in a sentence frame allows the sentence 
frame to adjust itself to diverse fillings. For example, 'Miller' and 
'Australia' (or 'the Australian team') are of indisputably different 
categories, for while 'Miller was caught and bowled by Brown' 
makes sense and 'Australia was caught and bowled by Brown' does 
not. Nevertheless, many sentence frames such as '- scored another 
run', can be found in which both 'Miller' and 'Australia' will go. 
So our category test is one which will show expressions to be of 
different categories but will never conclusively show that they are of 
the same category. 

It is worth while to consider whether this test, if pushed to the 
limit, may not show every expression to be of a different logical 
category from every other. (In which case we should be wise not 
to take it too seriously.) Thus ' the seat of the - is hard' works if 
'chair' or 'bench' is put into the blank, but not if' table' or 'bed' 
is. And if furniture words do not form a category, we may well ask 
what do. Again most logicians regard names of integers as of the 
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same logical type, but it is easy to show that according to Ryle's test 

they are not. For example,'I', '2', '3', . . . and -I', '-2', 
, , ,~~~~ 7 _9, n ildete 

--3', . all go into the blank of , and yield either 

an arithmetical truth or a falsehood. But 'o' will not go into the 
blank. We might say that 'o' is different and put it in a category 
by itself. But then every number is different. Thus' 7' will not go 

x 
into an expression of the form ' ', '8' will not go into 

7-() 

one of the form ' 'and so on. Again '8', 9', ' 10', 8- () 

. . . will not go into the blank of'the current in this wire is log 
(7 - ( )) amps' though the name of any negative number or of any 
positive number less than 7 certainly will go. 

J. J. C. SMART 
Adelaide University 
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