“Not Exactly: in Praise of Vagueness” : ERRATA

PREFACE

page (v), paragraph +1, line +2:   a much broader audience := a broader audience

page (v),  paragraph +2, line +5: given a place in known theories

:= given a place in known theories, and applied in artificial intelligence

page (vii):  The web address at the end of this page should be separated from the main text by an additional empty line, to make it stand out more. A textual addition should say: 

“For reviews and background information, see the web site of the book: 

http….     ”

CONTENTS: No changes 

LIST OF FIGURES:

Fig. 12: 

Short, not short, and according to M :=

Short, not short, and undecided according to M.   (see also p.164)

PROLOGUE: No changes

Chapter 1

p.5, paragraph -1, line +2: The important notion of causation

:= Causation

p.6, paragraph -2, lines -4/-3:
a path, for example that was used only during severe winters 

:= a mountain pass, for example, that could only be used during hot summers

p.7, paragraph -1, line +5:  innovative := transformative

p.10, paragraph -1, lines -2/-1:
The mechanism through which the list was composed is not known to me

:= I don’t know how the list was put together

p.11, paragraph +2, line -1: as many painkillers as you like, for example.

:= as many painkillers as you like.

p.11, paragraph -2, lines +2/+3: we shall look at some of its forms in detail

:= we shall examine it in detail

p.15, paragraph -1, lines -3/-2: in air pollution or population density

:= in air pollution

continued

Chapter 2

p.22, paragraph -2, line -2: all the obvious wrinkles := all the wrinkles

p.24, paragraph +1, line +1: roughly thus := roughly this

p.27, paragraph +1, lines +4/+5: 

what is the correct way of thinking about, say, species?

:= what is the correct way?

p.28, paragraph -2, lines -2/-1: at the root of much evil

:= at the root of many problems

Chapter 3

p.37, paragraph -2, lines +2/+3/+4:
at some point, figures became available showing that heavy people are more likely to suffer diseases such as type-2 diabetes.

:= gradually, the evidence became stronger.

p.39, paragraph -1, line +1: (which, admittedly, is rare)

:= (which, mercifully, is rare)

p.44, paragraph +2, line +2: about a hilly landscape, with

:= about a landscape with

p.46, paragraph +2, line -3:
such as one’s parents’ income, and some people argue

:= such as one’s  parents’ income. This has caused some people to argue

p.47, paragraph -1, lines -2/-1: Delete: “The diagram appears to be correct.”

p.48, paragraph +1, line +1: But your diagram doesn’t := Your diagram doesn’t.

p.48, paragraph +1, line +9/+10:
You might think that these two things imply that Min beats Ching, but watch out := In other words, my criterion suggests we should prefer Min over Search, and Search over Ching. You might infer that Min should be preferred over Ching, but watch out

p.52, paragraph -1, line -1, p.53, paragraph +1, line +1:
whose values are largely arbitrary and subject to change

:= (whose values are largely arbitrary, and subject to change)

Chapter 4

p.58, paragraph +2, line +1: rather dissimilar parts := dissimilar parts

p.58, paragraph -1, line +1: The connection, I think, can := The connection can

continued

Chapter 5

p.84, paragraph -1, lines -6/-5:
delete: “, which is a cornerstone of the empirical sciences”

p.86, paragraph 1, lines -2/-1:
had the benefit of inspecting the heights of Americans (see Fig. 5). 

:= had the benefit of inspecting the heights of Americans (see Fig. 5), so he had data to backup his assumption

p.86, paragraph -1, line +1: This data is := The data in Fig. 5 is

p.87, paragraph +1, line -1: was new in place := was now in place

p.89, paragraph +1, lines -2/-1: in any other sense.

:= in the other sense of the word.

p.90, paragraph +1, lines -2/-1: are completely crisp := are crisp

p.90, paragraph +3, lines: +3/+4: vaguely rather than crisply. := vaguely.

Chapter 6

p.94, paragraph -3, line +1: Yes, this is := This is.

p.94, paragraph -3, lines -2/-1: No, this is not := This is not

p.94, paragraph -2, lines: +1/+2:
I am not aware of any web page where questions of this kind can be answered, but let us call this Chomsky’s Machine nevertheless

:= Let us call this system (a simple version of which is installed in MS Word and other word processing software) Chomsky’s Machine.

p.99, paragraph +1, lines +14/+15: that the word ‘flight’ ‘means’ the things

:= that the word flight ‘means’ the things

p.101, paragraph +2, lines +2/+3:
that the procedure outlined above misses the point

:= that the story above  misses the point

p.106, paragraph +1, lines -8/-7: what the set of would-be grandmothers is

:= what the set of future grandmothers is

p.120 paragraph+2, line -4 where comparability is problematic :=

which sounds odd, suggesting that weight and niceness are incomparable.

p.120 paragraph +2, line -3 Questions of much the same kind 

:= Similar questions

p.121 paragraph +2, line +1 One kind of padding is important enough to dwell on, namely hedging 

:= One kind of padding is hedging
(please keep italics on “hedging”)

p.124 paragraph +1 line +1. delete: “and crying out for more research”

continued

Chapter 7

p.143, paragraph +2, lines -7/-6:
everyday words such as ‘blue’, ‘pink’, ‘red’, and so on

:= everyday words such as blue, pink, red, and so on.

p.143, paragraph +2, lines -2/-1: nations call ‘blue’ := nations call blue

p,145, paragraph -1, line -7: call him “alto” := call him ‘alto’

p.149, paragraph -1, line +1:
One of the earliest accounts

:= One of the earliest analyses

p.149, paragraph -1, lines +2/+3:
The relevant principle of continuity

:= His principle of continuity

p.152, paragraph +2, lines +3/+4:
a simple but important housekeeping rule

:= a housekeeping rule

p.153, paragraph -1, lines -2/-1:
It is of great importance to investigate

:= It is, therefore, important to investigate 

Chapter 8

p.156, paragraph +2, line +4: known as classical logic

:= known as classical logic, a system still used and taught widely.

p.156, paragraph -1, line -4: Formulas such as these := Laws such as these

p.157, paragraph +1, lines +9/+10: False in all three other situations.

:= false in the three other situations (diagram).

p.158, paragraph +1, line +3: is true in all other cases. 
:= is true in the three other cases (diagram). 

(please don’t italicize “three”) 

p.158, paragraph -1, lines +3/+4: added to the language
:= added to the formalism

p.158, paragraph -1, line -2: 

‘… if x has the property F then x has the property G’ can be written as
:=  ‘… if x has the property F then x has the property G’  (informally: All F are G)  can be written as 
p.164, caption of Fig 12: Short, not short, and according to M
:= Short, not short, and undecided according to M

p.185, paragraph +2, line +1: sophisticated and well-understood := sophisticated

p.185, paragraph -2, lines +2/+3/+4: 

give vague expressions a place in a logical framework. They attempt to do this in such a way that the overall framework stays as close to classical logic as possible := give vague expressions a place in a logical framework, staying as close to classical logic as possible 

continued

Chapter 9

p.192, paragraph +1, line -9:
they are as good an approximation as money can buy

:= they seem to offer plausible approximations.

p.193, paragraph -2, line -1: have a value 0 which is unusual

:= have a value 0, which is unusual

p.194, The shades of grey in Fig 18 are not as they should be: the ball on the left should be completely black, hence noticeably darker than the one on the right. (See the text on p.194.)

p.195, paragraph +2, line +3: as the mirror image of ‘and’.  More precisely

:= as the mirror image of  ‘and’ (&).  More precisely

p.213, paragraph +1, lines -2/-1:
the chance that he or she calls Mr 155 short is 3 (Roy, Hans, Tim).

:= the chance that he or she calls Mr 155 short is ¾.

p.218, paragraph +2, lines +2/+3/+4:
despite open questions about some of their properties, for example regarding their treatment of  conditional statements

:= despite open questions about their treatment of  conditional statements 

Chapter 10

p.234, paragraph -1, lines -2/-1: particularly in areas such as

:= for instance in areas such as

Chapter 11

p.242, paragraph -2, line +1: Suppose an NLG program operates in a kennel

:= Suppose we are in a kennel

p.272, paragraph +2, line -4: will almost consistently choose the smallest

:= will almost consistently reach out to grab the smallest

Chapter 12

p.277, paragraph -1, lines +1/+2/+3:
Perhaps the main difference that has come to light is that vagueness itself is a matter of degree: some concepts are vaguer than others. The word ‘tall’, for example,

:= Some concepts are vaguer than others. To think of vagueness in terms of all or nothing seems another manifestation of the false clarity that we have seen elsewhere. The word ‘tall’, for example,

p.282, paragraph +2, lines +1/+2:
When vague words are used, paradox looms. In the light of our earlier explorations, we rephrase our question

:= In the light of our earlier explorations, we rephrase this question

p.283, paragraph -2, line -3:
respond to such expressions are ‘the thief is tall’. It appears

:= respond to claims like ‘the thief is tall’, by searching the tallest suspects first. It appears

EPILOGUE: No changes

continued

NOTES

p.297, paragraph +3, line -1: for a thorough treatise := for a treatise

p.299, paragraph -1, lines -3/-2:
Some of the ideas on the context-dependency of degree adjectives are too old

:= The ideas on context-dependency (see the section “the meaning of adjectives”) are too old 

p.302, paragraph -3, line -1: which was Luce’s main achievement

:= which was Luce’s main point

p.305, paragraph +3, lines -3/-2: as a result of volcanism

:= because of an earthquake

p.313, paragraph -1, line -3: focus on degree of utility. ‘The utility of calling …’

:= focus on degree of utility: ‘The utility of calling …’

What follows is related to one change in the references:
RECOMMENDED READING

p.317 line +5, Instead of the reference to Allen (1987), I’d like to refer to a far more up-to-date book, by Jurafsky and Martin, if possible. (See also the REFERENCES section and the INDEX.) 
The text on p.317, paragraph +2, line +2 would change thus:

An excellent though dated textbook is Allen (1987) := 

An excellent textbook is Jurafsky and Martin (2009)

REFERENCES

If the change outlined under RECOMMENDED READING is carried out: 

Instead of the reference to Allen 1987 (p.319, lines +4/+5) I’d like to have this reference, on p.324, line +10:

Jurafsky and Martin 2009. Daniel Jurafsky and James Martin. Speech and Language Processing, 2nd Edition. Pearson. Upper Saddle River.

INDEX: If the change outlined under RECOMMENDED READING is carried out then on p.333 line +16, the item for Allen should go; in this case, an item for Jurafsky, Daniel should be added to page 336, line +25, (refer to pages 317 and 324) and an item for James Martin to page 337, line -6 (refer to pages 317 and 324).

No other changes.
Kees van Deemter, 9 December 2011

