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S/hould Workers Think ?

EVERAL Clarion references having from time
,S to time been made to the subjeet of univer-
sity-grade wgrking class edueation, the above

title suggests itself. What the answer ghall be de-
pends mainly on how the respondent gets a living;
for, in our Capitalist society, or in any master and
“subjeet elass society in which it does' not pay the
tyrants: and exploiters to have the underlings any
wiser than the former adjudge to be healthful for
their continned dominanece, thought is a erime to be
diseouraged or rigorously suppressed. ‘‘Yomd’
Cassins ‘has a lean and hungry look;’’ says Julius
Caesar in the play, He thinks t0o much : such men
m &mm 1 2]

jﬁtmﬁu@ abott the-snbject to enable
one to wdrk somteone or other by monkeying with
their internal maehinery of consciousness. Even in
our sehoals it would seem that instruction in truly
practieal reasoning is carefully avoided. Certainly
the scholars are encouraged to debate with one an-
other—too éften on very silly subjects—but none
having any logical knowledge, such debates amount
tu- little more -than glorified rag-chewing matches.
As Jevons says, school children are exercised in al-
gebra, geometry (or trigonometry) problems they
will never employ in after life; and yet through
total jgnorance of logic—one of the simplest of the
exact aciences—they know nothing of those elemen-
tary principles-and forms of reasoning which enter
: into the thoughts of every hour.

- However, logic cannet save one from foolishness,

. fordt is a tool, a weapon or exercise to be employed
. by. those ‘willing and courageous: enough to use it
eficiently and even then—*‘to err is human!”’ Prac-
: paafessors -whom Marx and Engels
: . were_ acquainted with lpgic; and as
¥ ssaya : abodt - naturally dull-gdmd\mimta.
they-enter colieges-like stirks and ecome out asses;
pnd ‘that philsophers after mauling much Greek
Mi&mﬁw jardon" fight, tee at last
-totumtoeommon—.ememdlppedto

: 1 Wwebyers see and
: more neces-

lochg%m nhﬁa eontempt and
on whl&ﬁmonly revivedamnd 1827

Mﬂmmt {which, as it s bailt
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a calmness impossible to any other nation.

In later times the frivelous origin of logic was
fully exhibited and maintained by the meonkish
schoolmen who had not only ample opportunity and
leisure'to erect those beautiful edifices s0 mueh ad-
mired by Wm. - Morris but also amused themselves
therein by disputations on such trivial sabjects as:
can- a:prostitue again beeome a virgin through the
divine ommipetence; and, does the mouse that eats
the comseerated host, eat the body of the Lord?

Logic is-useful for two main purposes: the first, by
deduction (meaning leading down) being to ensure
congistency and agreement in our statements: the
seco! , as induetion (leading in) is a means
_of and pmvingiﬁndﬁc truths. Down the

wlgg&th rule for thnkm developed as followu in

with one anothgr: in the middle ages, be
sreful, if you don’t want your tongue
: elf afterwards burned at the stake,
bk ym tﬁonghu inte Barmony with religious
hotity ‘and dogma : in- ‘modern tlnes the demand
UMW% egroement with facts
—s0 ﬁnj*u you
What Aristotle prided himself on, as his ehief in-.
vention in the argument game, was what is called the
SyMlogism. This is a form into which all sound
reasonjng must be eapable of being shown, and it is
necessary (this is not written for, but by leave of,
experts!) to put those workers ‘“wise’’ to it, who
don’t knew the nature of the beast.

As Locke points out, our knowledge is gained
through three factors: first, by experience; then, by
some or all of our five senses acting on what we ex-
perience ; thirdly, by the mind putting together and
summing up what the other two factors have pro-
vided it with. These steps involve simple apprchen-
sion; then by joining together the facts we get a
Judgment about them; lastly, by ecomparing two
judgments (or ‘‘propositions’’) together to see if
they agree or do not agree with one another, and
stating the result in a third proposition or judg-
ment called the conclusion, we complete the act
known as reasoning.

Let us take an example. In younthful days, we
experience certain small copper coins, and also a
certain smaller coin of white metal. We then get to
apprehend that each one of these copper coins is
called a eent; and that each one of the white metal
coins is called a dime. Next we join these ideas
(‘““terms’’ or ends) together and get this: ten cop-
per cents is the amount of one dime. Next having
painfully . gathered together, one aftér another, ten
whole -eopper coins, we then pronounce them to be
really, truly and actually the full ten cents in num-
her. ‘We therefore argue that these—our ten_eopper
coins—is the amount of ene dime. That is the end
of one argument; and as it will be used to build up
another, it is called a ‘‘pro (fur)—ql{pghn” We
next ;pprehend that a dime is the entrance price to
a_maovie matinee show. - Wepinthiamdgmmtto
another jndgmient that the copper coins we possess
ﬁmmmdmdhe. “Wé then resch the

on(fgpfhlut corns.
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and the logic that deals with it is ealled Formal
Logie, because the conclusions follow from the mere
form that the ideas appear in. For example, lump
the idea together and call ‘‘ten copper cents’”” Y ; do
the same with the idea ‘‘the amount of one dime’’
and call it X; next ecall the idea ‘‘these our ten cop
per coins’’ Z; and you may finally show the first

argument above by the following form, the joining
word ‘“i8’’ being called the *

Yis X

Zis Y

therefore

Zis X s
The soundness of the argument being based on the .
geometrical truth that if two things are each equal
to the same third thing, then the two are equal to
cach other. In the above Z is equal to Y, and X is
also equal to Y, and s0' Z and X are equal to eath
other; just-as a carpenter might take a pieee of pine
plank to a fixed measure and find it was 4 feet long,
and then earry a bit of spruce plank to the saine
megsure and find the spruce also was 4 fect long. He
would t.hen know . that the pi -the spruce .
phikx are eqna] in length to cach ther

Onee you ecan be persuaded to admit that the
first two statements of a syllogism are true, then you
are also bound to admit that the third statement is
true; because the third must follow from the other
two. Each of the first two statements is called a
(or premise) and the third is called the
eonclusion. Now suppose we make the letter Y
stand for ‘““all birds,”’ the X for ‘““fly’’ and the Z
for elephants and imagine that by some slick psy-
chology business trick I can get you to admit that
an elephant is a bird. Then you would have to ad-
mit that Z is X, that is, that all elephants fly; All
clephants are birds; therefore, all elephants fly.
Silly, you say? Sure! But the above is a purposely
exaggerated example. Yet, in forms mueh more
difficulty to detect, it is a common trick played hun-
dreds of times upon the workers by labor fakirs,
capitalists, and their K.C.’s and politicians, and by
Preternatural Bible stupifiers, etg., ete.; so get wise
to it! It might be mentioned that Aritotle’s system
of syllogism may be in all legitimately tortured into
nineteen different forms—go to it!

Now though J. S. Mill to start with had a high
opinion of the formal syllogism, in his later master
work on logie, he relegates it to a very inferior pos-
ition indeed, because he did not eonsider it a
scientific instrument. However, as all spoken and
literary thought and argument is based upon the
syllogism, it wonld be foolish to underrate its value,
because it brings out many a startling trauth un-
dreamed of by readers or hearer. For <nstanee, in
the days of the belief in the Divine Right of Kings,
the simple proposition sounds harmless that all
human beings are animals; and it might even be al-
lowable to say that King John, Henry or George, as
the case might be, is a human being. But Lord help
you if you made the public grasp the valid eonelu-
monﬂowmgfmmyonrm'emmthnxinghhn.
Henry or George is an animal, for that weuld lnve
shot the Divine Right idea all to pieces. ;

JHere’s. another case. -Robert Bums, while he
mm.,in the. ‘luxury of a séventy pound

copula’’
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