Accurate Comprehension and Communication
Perfesser Plum
What’s in this document is very important.  I’ve tried to be clear, but it may not be easy.  Try!
Accurate Comprehension and Communication is THE most important thing to learn-- if you want to be a great teacher.  Former students will say…
 “She made me smart!”
“He taught me more than any other teacher!”
“She communicated so clearly!!”
But, if you are fine spending your life as a mediocre teacher, then don’t tackle this document---even though I worked my fingers to the bone writing it for YOU.
No, do something else.  Make new “friends” on Facebook.
“Please, be my friend.  Heathcliff!  I’m so lonely.  So very lonely.  All I have is this tiny piece of Kleenex to keep me company.”
Pathetic.  
Yet strangely amusing…..
Okay, I can see you’re still here.  
Good.
Here are two rules:

First rule.  To figure out what text or talk says (how it represents reality), translate long, complex, wordy, and confusing sentences into simple declarative statements.  
“What’s a simple declarative statement?”

I’m THRILLED that you asked.  
A simple declarative statement (I said statement, not sentence) has a subject (what the statement is about) and a predicate (the part that tells more about the subject).

Here are examples of simple declarative statements.
It (subject: what the statement is about) is cold (predicate tells more about the subject).

I (subject: what the statement is about) rule the night (predicate tells more about the subject).

In the beginning of G-d’s creating the heavens and the earth (subject: what the statement is about), the earth was without form, and void (predicate: tells more about the subject).

Note: The subject is not G-d.  Read the sentence again……

The statement is about the period of the beginning of G-d’s CREATING the heavens and the earth.  That is the subject. The predicate tells more about that PERIOD.

It would be terrific if human beings thought, spoke, and wrote in simple declarative statements---except for poetry and plays and such, where we’re not shooting for simplicity.  

But, sadly, the stark reality reminds us that Human beings are blabber mouths.  
We stuff our speaking and writing with useless flap and doodle, piffle, and bilge.  The result?  Students mutter, “Oh, my G-d!  What is he talking about?!”

Second rule.  To communicate knowledge (representations of reality) effectively (students get it) and efficiently (they get it easily), speak and write in simple declarative statements. 

Here’s a brilliant way to see it.  Okay, not so brilliant, but pretty clever.  

Signal and Noise

Clear communication of knowledge (instruction) boils down to this: mostly signal, very little noise.
The signal is the information or knowledge (about reality) that is supposed to be communicated by a painting, poem, declaration, sculpture, dance, symphony, lesson in math or reading, description, explanation, or argument by a prosecuting attorney in a trial.  

The noise is everything that 
(1) Hides the signal.  “Blah blah blah yadda yadda the Constitution was blah blah in 17 yadda yadda….”     The Constitution what?!

(2) Distracts you away from the signal.  “This letter [f]  makes the sound…ffff.”  [But Teacher is not pointing directly at the letter, and so students are looking at something else when the teacher says ffff.] 

(3) Gives the signal more than one possible meaning (makes the signal ambiguous) so that you aren’t sure WHAT the information is.  
    Teacher:  “This letter is ay (a).  It says ahhhh.”  
    Kids:         “Now I’m all confused. What’s the name? ay? ahh?  What’s it say? ay? ahh? Geez, 
                     lady, make up your mind.  I’m a little kid!”

(4) Doesn’t signal (signify, point to, mean) anything. 
“Learning is a constitutive but iterative process of inquiry-based discovery that adjusts cognitive structures in relation to the pragmatics of action.” (I. M. A. Doodlehead, 2009.  Journal of Advanced Nonsense.)

Compare paragraph 2 of the Declaration of Independence, on the left, with a passage from a journal article, on the right.

	We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness. — That to secure these rights, Governments are instituted among Men, deriving their just powers from the consent of the governed, — That whenever any Form of Government becomes destructive of these ends, it is the Right of the People to alter or to abolish it, and to institute new Government, laying its foundation on such principles and organizing its powers in such form, as to them shall seem most likely to effect their Safety and Happiness. [Thomas Jefferson. First author.  Paragraph 2. Declaration of Independence.  July, 1776. ]

Jefferson arranged statements in a logical sequence. Each statement communicates a rule about human beings.  The first statement (rule) is very general---about human nature.  The last statement justifies revolution.  It follows logically from the earlier statements.  Is there any question what Jefferson is saying?  NO.


	With the reframing of poverty as a cultural problem and, in turn, antipoverty reformers' redeployment of the language used by cultural groups (e.g., groups formed from ethnic, religious, and gender affiliations) in their struggles for recognition, the goal of restructuring the political economy in the name of social justice has been displaced if not rendered unintelligible-or terroristic-in our advanced capitalist society. Nevertheless, although talk of wealth redistribution has all but disappeared from the U.S. stage, the discourse of distribution is far from dead. As Young (1990) points out, common sense (Gramsci, 1971) notions of social justice in the United States frequently revolve around a distributive frame-work that masks critical institutional analyses of domination and oppression. This dominant distributive paradigm "defines social justice as the morally proper distribution of social benefits and burdens among society's members" (p. 16). These benefits include material resources, such as income, but also nonmaterial social goods, such as rights and self-respect. When employed in social justice discussions, the dis-tributive paradigm frequently fails to examine social structures and institutional contexts, such as the division of labor and the organization of decision-making bodies. It also frames rights, including social respect, as possessions rather than relationships…

 (More than Words? Delving into the Substantive Meaning(s) of "Social Justice" in Education Author(s): Connie E. North Source: Review of Educational Research, Vol. 76, No. 4 (Winter, 2006), pp. 507-535 Published by: American Educational Research Association Stable URL: http://www.jstor.org/stable/4124413 Accessed: 03/08/2010 00:42

The sentences are complex; one thought is imbedded in another.  It’s hard to tell what the author is saying. What are the subjects?  What is the author telling about the subjects?  What is the argument?  Is there a conclusion?  Is there some point we are supposed to get?
Note that when you don’t use the right words, and don’t arrange words into a series of simple declarative statements, you don’t communicate anything. And then everyone will get bored and stop trying to learn.


In order to communicate clearly, do the following.

1.  Communicate so that it’s easy for students to discern the message---the 
     knowledge statements (SIGNAL)---embedded in talk and text (NOISE).  They must filter out    
     the noise (extra words, unclear words) and hear/see the signal.

2.  Communicate so that the message is clear in what it says.  

How to do this?  Easy. 

1.  All clear cognitive knowledge (thinking—talking in your head---and communicating) is in the form of simple declarative statements. Declarative statements state a subject (what the statement is about), and then state a predicate (TELLS something about that subject).  

“The United States (subject: a thing that is particular) is in the northern hemisphere (predicate. Tells about the subject).” FACT knowledge communicated with a simple declarative statement.

“The five classes of fungi (subject) are Basidiomycete, Ascomycetes, Glomeromycetes, Zygomycetes, and Chytridomyetes (predicate: tells a list of things about the subject).”  LIST knowledge communicated with a simple declarative statement.
“Basidiomycetes (subject: a whole class/concept, not a subject that is a particular thing) is a class of fungi (the larger class or genus in which Basidiomycetes is located) that produce spores that are formed outside a pedestal-like structure, the basidium (the difference between Basidiomycetes and other things in the class of fungi (genus and difference are both part of the predicate).”  http://www.basidiomycetes.org  CONCEPT knowledge (in this case, a verbal definition) communicated with a simple declarative statement divided into subject and a predicate that tells two things about the subject---genus, then difference.  More on genus and difference in a minute.
“Cryptococcus neoformans (subject: a whole class/concept, not a subject that is a particular thing) is a Basidiomycetes fungus that is toxic (predicate: tells that the subject is IN a larger class).”  RULE knowledge communicated with a simple declarative statement.
                                                    The class of Basidiomycetes fungus that is toxic
                                                             Cryptococcus neoformans
                                                        
                                                          Toadstools
                                                Ustilago maydis or corn smut


“To sound out a word (subject: an action that has an objective) look at the letter on the far left; 
say the sound of that letter; move your eyes to the next letter to the right and keep saying the sound; now say the next sound; continue until there are no more letters (predicate: tells more about the subject).”  ROUTINE knowledge communicated with a simple declarative statement.

Notice that different forms of knowledge---facts, lists, concepts, rules, and routines---can all be communicated the same way---with simple declarative statements of subject and predicate.

In other words, you can communicate ANYthing with simple declarative statements.

Or, you can sound like a moron.

Sidebar:  More on definitions by stating the subject (the CLASS to be defined), and then the predicate consisting of genus and difference.

In the case of definitions of higher order concepts (justice, fungus, government, slope of line, chemical bond, family), the predicate tells two things: first it tells the genus or larger class in which the subject concept is located; then it tells more about the subject class to show how it is different from other classes in the genus.

So, verbal definitions of higher-order (abstract) concepts should be in the form of simple declarative statements like this.  Subject (class/concept to be defined) is in a larger class (genus part of the predicate) and it has the following features (difference part of the predicate).  For example,
“A kingdom (subject concept—a whole class of things---to be defined) is a state (genus: the larger class in which the class of kingdoms is located) governed by one person for the common good” (the difference between kingdoms and other classes of states, such as aristocracies and dictatorships). [From Aristotle. Politics.]
Substantive corruption (subject concept---a whole class of things---to be defined) is a political process (genus: the larger class in which the class of substantive corruption is located) in which the political establishment agrees among itself to expand its influence and extract resources from the system for its own gain using illegitimate means (the difference between substantive corruption and other things in the class of political processes).     
[Adapted from   http://www.eternityroad.info/index.php/weblog/single/the_coming_crises/  posted Saturday, June 19, 2010] 

 Compare the above with this one, below.  Notice how the difference portion of the predicate helps you to see the difference between substantive corruption and procedural corruption.

Procedural corruption (subject concept---a whole class of things---to be defined) is a political process (genus: the larger class in which the class of procedural corruption is located) in which the political establishment--- faced with a loss of power---becomes more authoritarian, and discards the fundamental rules of the system in order to maintain the flow of power and resources (the difference between procedural corruption and other things---such as substantive corruption--in the class of political processes).  [Adapted from   http://www.eternityroad.info/index.php/weblog/single/the_coming_crises/  posted Saturday, June 19, 2010] 

2.  As said, all clear cognitive knowledge (thinking—talking in your head---and communicating) is in the form of simple declarative statements.  However, writing and speaking (ways to communicate knowledge that represents reality) may NOT be IN simple, easy to grasp declarative form.  So, you and your students need to rearrange speech and text into simple, easy to grasp declarative statements. Subject then predicate.

 “One thing only she had.” (not a simple declarative statement).  Fix it.  “She had only one thing.” (simple declarative statement)
   
 “Rights from God are given.” (not a simple declarative statement).  Fix it. “Rights are given from God.” (simple declarative statement)
     
 “The singularity.  What a world changing event that will be.” (not a simple declarative statement)  Fix it. “The singularity will be a world changing event.” (simple declarative statement)
    
 “How many middle east states are likely to fall to radical Islam? Six.” (not a simple 
 declarative statement)  “Six middle east states are likely to fall to radical Islam.” (simple 
 declarative statement)

You may think that turning the above sentences into simple declarative statements is no big deal. Well, it’s a REAL big deal!  Here’s the Second Amendment to the U.S. Constitution.

“A well regulated militia, being necessary to the security of a free state, the right of the people to keep and bear arms, shall not be infringed.”

Some people think this amendment is about the militia.  
“A well-regulated militia (subject) is necessary to the security of a free state (predicate).”

No.  NO.  NO!  The subject is NOT the militia.
  
YOU can see that the subject is THE RIGHT OF THE PEOPLE TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS. 
And the predicate is SHALL NOT BE INFRINGED.

The part about the militia being necessary to the security of a free state is the REASON WHY the right to keep and bear arms shall not be infringed.
If citizens do not GET this, then they can easily be fooled by groups who claim that the Second Amendment does not protect the right to keep and bear arms.  “It’s just about the militia.”

Let’s practice!  THIS IS THE MOST IMPORTANT SKILL TO LEARN.
Turn these into simple declarative statements. Find the subject and predicate.  Remove all the blah blah noise, and then state the subject and predicate.  Label the subject and predicate.
 “The attachment of the Roman troops to their standards was inspired by the united influence of religion and of honor.”  [Gibbon.  Decline and fall of the Roman Empire. V 1.]
Translation.  1. The Roman troops were attached to their standard. [The Roman eagle atop a pole.]  2. The attachment was inspired by the united influence of religion and honor.”
“The golden eagle, which glittered in the front of the legion, was the object of their fondest devotion…” [Gibbon.  Decline and fall of the Roman Empire. V 1.]
Translation.  1.  The golden eagle glittered.  2.  The golden eagle glittered in front of the legion.  3.  The golden eagle was the object of their fondest devotion.

“Listening not to me but to the Word (Logos) it is wise to agree that all things are one.” (Heraclitus (c.500 BCE)
Translation.  1.  I am not the one you should listen to.  2.  Listen to the Logos.  3.  All things are one.
“Be it enacted by the General Assembly, that no crime shall be henceforth punished by deprivation of life or limb…”[Memoir, Correspondence, And Miscellanies, From The Papers Of Thomas Jefferson.]
Translation.  1.  The General Assembly is enacting.   2. No crime shall be punished by deprivation of life or limb.  3.  The General Assembly enacts a law that no crime shall be punished by deprivation of life or limb.

“We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal…” [From paragraph 2, Declaration of Independence, July, 1776]
1.  Some truths are self-evident.  2.  We hold some truths to be self-evident.  3.  All men are created equal.  4.  One truth that we hold self-evident is that all men are created equal.


“…government by the whole people, being the government of the most numerous and most powerful class, is an evil of the same nature as unmixed monarchy…” [John Emerich Edward Dalberg. Lord Acton]
Translation.  1.  Government by the whole people is government of the most numerous and powerful class.  2. Government by an unmixed monarchy is an evil.  3.  Government by the whole people is an evil.  4.  Government by the whole people and government by an unmixed monarchy are evils of the same nature.
********************************* 
Okay, so you’ve removed the blab from sentences and restated the sentences as simple declarative statements of subject and predicate.  GREAT!  But it can get tricky because….

3.  Sometimes the subject and predicate are in different sentences. YOU have to find the subject and predicate and boil the several sentences into ONE simple declarative statement.  Look at this.

“What, then, is law? It is the collective organization of the individual right to lawful defense.” [Frederic Bastiat.  The Law. 1850]

What’s the subject?  The law.  The next sentence tells MORE about the law; it tells what the law IS.  


So, the simple declarative statement of subject and predicate---that pulls together the two SENTENCES---is The law (subject) is the collective organization of the individual right to lawful defense (predicate).

How about this one?

“There is the authority of the extraordinary and personal gift of grace, the absolutely personal devotion and personal confidence in revelation, heroism, or other qualities of individual leadership.  This is charismatic domination...” [Max Weber. "Politics as a vocation." 1918]


What’s the subject?  Charismatic domination--in the second sentence.
What tells more about charismatic domination?  The first sentence.  
What words in the first sentence FOCUS right on---and tell more about---charismatic domination?  Not “There is the…”  Who cares about that?  The words that focus on charismatic domination are “the authority of the extraordinary and personal gift of grace, the absolutely personal devotion and personal confidence in revelation, heroism, or other qualities of individual leadership.”

So, what’s the simple declarative statement that connects subject and predicate?

Hint.  Charismatic domination is…..

Now find the subject and predicate---which may be in different sentences; toss out the noise; and state subject and predicate.

“A better definition of terrorism is a deliberate attack by armed men on unarmed civilians. Terrorism is aggression against civilians as civilians, inevitably taken by surprise and defenseless. 
[André Glucksmann, From the H-Bomb to the Human Bomb, City Journal, Autumn, 2007]

Subject is: ter______ m
Predicate is spread over TWO sentences.  Combine all of the words that TELL MORE about the subject.

Now say the simple declarative statement:

______________________ (subject) is ________________, ___________________, 


_____________________, _______________________ (predicate).

Do the same thing with this one.

"War is father of all, king of all. Some it makes gods, some it makes men, some it makes slaves, some free."  [Heraclitus, c.500 BCE]

______________________ (subject) is ________________, ___________________, 


_____________________, _______________________ (predicate).

Now this one.

Ringworm (tinea corpora). This is caused by a microscopic fungus, not a worm. Warmth, humidity, sweating, and poor air circulation all help bring about these fungal infections.  http://quickcare.org/skin/fungus.html

______________________ (subject) is ________________, ___________________, 


_____________________, _______________________ (predicate).

Okay, you’re doing fine.  You (1) removed the noise from one sentence and expressed subject and predicate in one simple declarative statement; and you (2) found subject and predicate in several sentences, removed the noise, and combined the subject and predicate in one simple declarative statement.  But remember the sad fact that Human beings are blabber mouths.

4.  Sentences may contain more than one knowledge statement. So, you and your students need to identify separate statements in speech and text, and arrange these into a series of simple, easy to grasp declarative statements.

I’ll show you how.  

1.  “That public virtue, which among the ancients was denominated patriotism, is derived from a strong sense of our own interest in the preservation and prosperity of the free government of which we are members.” [History Of The Decline And Fall Of The Roman Empire, Vol.1 Edward Gibbon, 1782]

Segment into:
(1) One public virtue among the ancients (subject) was denominated patriotism (predicate).
(2) Patriotism (subject) is derived from a strong sense of our own interest in the preservation and prosperity of the free government of which we are members.

2. “Electromagnetic radiation can be described in terms of a stream of photons, which are massless particles each traveling in a wave-like pattern and moving at the speed of light.”
http://imagine.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/science/know_l1/emspectrum.html

Segment into:
(1) Electromagnetic radiation (subject) can be described in terms of a stream of photons (predicate).
(2) Photons (subject) are massless particles [genus, or larger class in which photons are located.  MK] each traveling in a wave-like pattern and moving at the speed of light [difference between photons and other things in the class of massless particles.  MK]   NOTE.  This is a definition.  See the genus and difference?


3. “In the study of objects which change their brightness over time, such as novae, supernovae, and variable stars, the light curve is a simple but valuable tool to a scientist.”
http://imagine.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/science/how_l1/light_curves.html

Segment into:
(1) The light curve (subject) is a simple but valuable tool to a scientist in the study of objects which change their brightness over time (predicate).
(2) Novae, supernovae, and variable stars (subject) change their brightness over time (predicate). 

4. “The obvious definition of a monarchy seems to be that of a state [genus or larger class in which monarchy is located. MK], in which a single person, by whatsoever name he may be distinguished, is intrusted with the execution of the laws, the management of the revenue, and the command of the army [difference between monarchy and other kinds of states. MK].  But, unless public liberty is protected by intrepid and vigilant guardians, the authority of so formidable a magistrate will soon degenerate into despotism”  [Gibbon.  Decline and fall of the Roman Empire]
Do you see that the first sentence is a definition of monarchy.  Note the genus and difference.
Segment into:
(1) A monarchy (subject) is a state [genus part of the predicate], in which a single person, by whatsoever name he may be distinguished, is intrusted with the execution of the laws, the management of the revenue, and the command of the army (difference part of the predicate).
(2) Monarchy degenerates into despotism [the subject is not monarchy, but the degenerating of monarchy into despotism.  MK] when public liberty is not protected by intrepid and vigilant guardians (predicate: tells more about the degeneration of monarchy).


5. “Political correctness is communist propaganda writ small.  In my study of communist societies, I came to the conclusion that the purpose of communist propaganda was not to persuade or convince, nor to inform, but to humiliate; and therefore, the less it corresponded to reality the better. When people are forced to remain silent when they are being told the most obvious lies, or even worse when they are forced to repeat the lies themselves, they lose once and for all their sense of probity. To assent to obvious lies is to co-operate with evil, and in some small way to become evil oneself. One’s standing to resist anything is thus eroded, and even destroyed. A society of emasculated liars is easy to control. I think if you examine political correctness, it has the same effect and is intended to.  [Theodore Dalrymple.  http://97.74.65.51/readArticle.aspx?ARTID=7445]

This is complex. BUT WE CAN DO IT!  We are THAT tough!!
Notice how below you can substitute words whose meaning is clearer--synonyms.  You can point this out to students.  “’Writ small’ means smaller version of.”

You can also add comments to clarify.


Also notice that there are hidden statements. The writer MUST believe the hidden statements in order to go from one written statement to the next.  For example, if I say two things….
(1) All beings are mortal, and 
(2) Fred is mortal.
 How did I get from 1 to 2?  Because there is a hidden statement.  What is it?
Fred is a being.

So, it goes like this…

(1) All beings are mortal.

(2) Fred is a being. [hidden. Implied]
(3) Fred is mortal.


So, to help students see how a writer got from X to Z, add Y, help them find the hidden statement.
Okay, let’s segment that tough one above.
Segment into:
(1)  Political correctness (subject) is communist propaganda writ small.  Or, Political correctness is a smaller version of communist propaganda. 
(2)  The purpose of communist propaganda was not to persuade or convince, nor to inform.
(3)  The purpose of communist propaganda was to humiliate.
(4)  If you say what is obviously untrue, you humiliate yourself. (hidden statement)
(5)  Communists want citizens to be humiliated. (hidden statement)
(5)  The less it (subject. communist propaganda) corresponded to reality (i.e., is obviously untrue) the better (because citizens will be that much more humiliated).
(6)  People (subject) lose their sense of probity (what is right and proper, and what is wrong) when people are forced to remain silent.
(7)  People (subject) lose their sense of probity when they are being told the most obvious lies.
(8)  People (subject) lose their sense of probity when they are forced to repeat the lies themselves.

(9) When a government (subject) obviously lies, that is evil. (hidden statement)
(10)  When you (subject) assent to obvious lies you co-operate with evil.

(11) When you (subject) assent to obvious lies you in some small way become evil yourself.

(12) When you (subject) assent to obvious lies your standing to resist anything is eroded.

(13) When you (subject) assent to obvious lies your standing to resist anything is destroyed.

(14) A society of emasculated liars (subject) is easy to control.
(15) The intended effect of political correctness (subject) is to emasculate citizens and make them easy to control.

Here.  Segment these into simple declarative statements. You will be so smart when you learn to do this!!!  Remember:
a. Many sentences contain more than one declarative statement.  Segment the sentence into these separate declarative statements.
b. Sometimes a simple declarative statement is spread over several sentences.  The subject may be in one sentence (and not necessarily the first sentence) and the predcate is in another.  In fact, the predicate (words that tell more about the subject) may be spread over several sentences.  So, find the subject and predicate, and collapse the sentences into one statement.
b. You can substitute a clearer word—a synonym.  

3. You can add a comment to clarify.  

4. You should add hidden statements.

 “All is flux, nothing stays still.” (Heraclitus c.500 BCE)


The progressive development of man is vitally dependent on invention. It is the most important product of his creative brain.  (Nikola Tesla. My Inventions. Kolmogorov-Smirnov Publishing.)


The rampart itself was usually twelve feet high, armed with a line of strong and intricate palisades, and defended by a ditch of twelve feet in depth as well as in breadth.  [Description of Roman legion camps. History Of The Decline And Fall Of The Roman Empire, Vol.1  Edward Gibbon,1782]

“A well regulated militia being (can you think of another word that makes this easier to get?  How about a two-letter word staring with i and ending with s?) necessary to the security of a free State, the right of the People to keep and bear arms shall not be infringed.   (Second Amendment to the U.S. Constitution.) 


"We must realize that war is universal, and strife is justice, and that all things come into being and pass away through strife." (Heraclitus c.500 BCE)


"This world, which is the same for all, no one of gods or men has made; but it was ever, is now, and ever shall be eternal fire." (Heraclitus c.500 BCE)


“For a Monarchy readily becomes a Tyranny, an Aristocracy an Oligarchy, while a Democracy tends to degenerate into Anarchy. So that if the founder of a State should establish any one of these three forms of Government, he establishes it for a short time only, since no precaution he may take can prevent it from sliding into its contrary, by reason of the close resemblance which, in this case, the virtue bears to the vice.” [Niccolo Machiavelli, Discourses on the First Decade of Titus Livius]

“Thrasymachos.  And the different forms of government make laws democratical, aristocratical, tyrannical, with a view to their several interests; and these laws, which are made by them for their own interests, are the justice which they deliver to their subjects, and him who transgresses them they punish as a breaker of the law, and unjust.” (Plato, Republic [428/427 BC – 348/347)

“But the possession of unlimited power, which corrodes the conscience, hardens the heart, and confounds the understanding of monarchs exercised its demoralizing influence on the illustrious Democracy of Athens.” (Lord Acton)


Well, that’s probably enough for now.  More reading here.
Aristotle.  On Interpretation. Written 350 B.C.E . http://classics.mit.edu/Aristotle/interpretation.mb.txt
Copi, I. M, Cohen, C., (2001), Introduction to Logic, 11th Edition.

Wittgenstein, L. (1958), Philosophical investigations.  
http://gormendizer.co.za/wp-content/uploads/2010/06/Ludwig.Wittgenstein.-.Philosophical.Investigations.pdf
