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clusions," hoe says, <' are we thon led rcspecting the nature and extent
of the scholastic logic ? 1 think to the followiiig :that it is not a
science, but a collection of seientiflc trutlis, too incompicte to foi -.i
a systein of tliselves, and not sufflciently fundamnental tu serve as
the foundation upon which a perfect systern may rest."

hI order that it may be understood in what sense it is hield that
thefobundation of the sclzolastic loffic is dq/'ective, we nflie two other
quotations. 'lThat which may be rcgYarded as essential ini the spirit
and procedure of the Aristotelian, 'and of' aIl cognate systemns of
logic, is the attemnpted classification of the allowable florms of' infer-
ence, and the distinct reference of those forins, collectively or indi-
vidually, to somne general principle of' an axiomatie nature, such as
the IDictum of Aristotie." Agaiin : eAristotie's Dictum de oni
et nullo is a sdli'-evident principle, but it is not found ainong tiiose
ultimate laws of thie reasoning faculty to whichi ail othier law-s, ho'w-
ever plain and seif-evident, admit of being traccd, and fromn which
tbey iay in strictest order of scientificecvolution be deduccd. For
'thougli of every science the fundamental truths are usually the most
simple of apprehiension, yet is not that simplicity the criteî'ion bv
whichi their title to be regarded as fundamental nmust be judged.
This mnust be soughlt for in the nature and extent of the structure
wh-Ich they are capable of supporting. Taking this view, Leibnitz
appears to nie to have judged correctly when hie assig'ned to the
princîple of contradiction a fundamentai place in loi;for we have
-seen the consequences of thiat law of thoughit of wh-ich it is the
aiomatic expression." l'he sum of what is contained in these pas-
sages, in s0 far as thiey bear on the point before us, is, lst, Thiat the
founidation of the Aristotelia, andl of ail cognate systems of logic, is
some sucli canon as the Dictum ; 2nid, That that canon, and other
maxims of a likce description, thougyh seif-evident, are not deep
enioughf to serve as a basis for a icience of logic iii whichi ail the
forms of thoughit are to be exhibited; and, 3rd, That the prin-
ei pie sufficiently fundamental to formi the baàis of a complete science
of logic is the principle of contradiction. L\ow what is thie real
state of the case ? Nothing is more certain than that the Picturn
wvas not considered by Aristotle as either the exclusive or the ulti-
mate foundation of his logicai system. NKot the exclusive. foundation;
for, as a matter of fýàct, many of the forms of thought embraced in
the Aristotelian logic receive no direct warrant froin the Dictuin,


