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eau be expremeed iii terme et ' ,b, and c. Now if C itmoif (îlot ité
nuinerical v'alite, but the abisoluto angle) in deterînined by ui,b, and c ;
and if', lnevertbicelss, it cantiot in the nature of thiugé be exprommed in
ternis of a,b, aud c; Legendro's demonstration, the v'ery fatiniation
of which in, that a quautity which is dutertunind by clertain otiierm, caui
bo expreismed iu totuis of them, muet be l)ronoitneed erronpoue.

Should it be iinaiiutained that C (the angle teclf ) inay bo expremmed
in terme of the numnbers / and y, a rdghe angle boeîn3 tnderfftoodi Io lbe
the unit fqf metGure ; or more fully, thus:

C = rîghit angle x f (fi8,)
1 reply that iii the siaininannier the lino c, in Legendro's reaeoîming,
mnay bo exproscd in toriue of A,13,C, 8omo lino L bedng undci,'aood Io
bd the finit of lincar oemaure; thus:

c = L x f(A13,O.)
I Ru inclinced te believe, freont metaphymical cotimideratione, that it

ie impossible to demonstrato tha lroperties of parallel linon witmout
a special axiom. As it would bo dificuit, however, to bring ont the
grounds of this belief without èntering juite a ejomto%%lint Ieugtlîoned
discussion of tho nature of our conceptions of goinikrical, ningiiittude,
I content mysif in the mecantiimo with the abovo rcmarksm oit Legen.
dre's trcatrnent of the subject. Itad the rentiouing of' tlmt distin.
gui8hcd inathomatician boon. valid, iV wotild have beeni a standing and
conclusivo refutation. of auy thcory of our conceptions of gonotrical
magnitudes, ini wlmich the impossibility of proving the propertice of
porallel straighit liues without a sipocial axioin was iuivolved. Bfut as
Loendre'is demonstration, like al11 othersi iu whielh the saine thing lias
been attenmptcd, lias been shcwn to beo rroneous, tho ground in cloar;
and a thoory of our goomnetrical conceptions, euch as lias beon referrcd
to, je ait Icaiet noV exposed Vo tho ready-mnado fatal objoction. that it if;
at variauco miVh uuquestioued fact.


