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not here in the province of IRhetoric. Much more to the pur-1)ose is the
charg()e, that the process of reduclion wvould iiivolve operations wvhicil
are net syllogistic. The operations referreti te are titose emnbraced
in thie Il auch more general proess " iii which, as we have seen, car
Author holds conversion and syliogismn to bc contained. 0f course,
the ground whichi we t&ke in reply is, on the one hand, to challenge
the production of an instance of valid inference, which cannot be re-
duced to either conversion or syllogismn; and on the other hanîd, to
fail baclt upon tlue demonstration which we have given otf the abý:o-
lute impossibility of valid inférence being anlytingi cisc than conver-
sion or syllogisnu.

In stating the charge of incompleteness brought by our Autiior
agaiust the Aristotelian systein, %ve uxplained his meaning to be,
that, froin the very nature of the s;ystem, there is an indulinîte vari-
ety of problems beiongoing to the science of inîféence, wvhich the
systcmi is incapable of solving, or f'or the solution of Çvhich, at ail
events, it furnishes no deffinite andi certain rmethod. *WVe have, we
trust, fully refuted the opinion that there are problcmns in the scienlce
of maiterenice whmchi the Aristotelian logic is incapable cf'slig
But Professor Boole urges, that, even If ail] inférence werc re-
ducible te conversion and syllogismn, Il there wvould stili exist the
saine nccessity for a general inethod. For it would stili bc requisite
to (Ieternhine in what order the processus should succce(l each other,
as w-cil as their particular nature, in order that the desired relation1
should be obtaineti. By the desireti relation 1 men thiat fluit relation
which, ia virtuc of the premises, connects auy elernents selecteti eut
cf the premises at will, and which, meoreover, expresses that relation
in any desired formn anti entier. If we înay judge frein the mathe-
matical sciences, whieil are the znost perfect exaniples cf niethot
known, this directive function of metheci con stitutcs its chief office
anti distinction. The fundaniental processes of arithmnetic, for in-
stance, are in themselves but the elenuents cf a possible science. To
assigu their nature is the first business of its rnethod, but te arrange
their succession is its subsequejit and highier function. In the more
complus exaniples cf logical deduction, and especially in those which
form a basis for the solution of difficult questions ini the thcory cf
prebabilities, the aid cf a directive inethod, such es a Calculus alone
can eupply, is indispensable."

N ow, ive at once admit that the Aristotelian logic neither bas, uer


