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iiiiiediate coinparison of' Xatid , then ino concepts enter into the
argument except JXand Y, and the argument is reduced to couver-
sion. Buit if the conclusion be drawn Medintelv, it must be by the
comparison of X and YTwith some tbird tbing: not witIi a plurality
of other thinge, but withi some sing;le tbing. ilere we have the mimd
drawing its inflereneie ini a syllogism. What the varions admissible
formns of conversion and syllogism. iay be, or whether these forms
have been correctly specified by partîcular eminent logicians, are
jnior questic is. The essential tbiug in a philosophic-al respect is,
that the mmnd, ini the inferences which it draws, does anà eau work
in no other moulds than those described. Ail thi.q seems to us so
plain that we confèss ourselves utterly puzzled to coinprehenfdl how
men of pr-ot'otund and original genius have been beguiled into an
assertion of the contrary.

Profesýsor Boole hiiself, in snmming- up his assault on the Aristo-
teliani Logic, cornes very near iidniittii(ng what wve contend for. "'As
k5 liehm, h says, " is a spècies of elimination, the qnestion before

n nuiilestly resolves itself into the two followiug ones: lst.
Whether ail dliminution is reducible to Syllogisni 2nd. XVbetiîer
(1l!dtetiv-e rýe.asoing eau, Nwith propriety, be regarded as consisting
onily of eliijuiation. 1 believe, ution careful examiuation, the, true
answer to the iboruer quetîin to be, that it iî3 always theoretically

psibo5 to resolve and combine prolpositions that dlimination ma««y
s;ubseqtuently be effected bY the syllogistie canons, but that the pro-
cess of reduetion wvolld in Inâiny instances be constrained and unua-

*aad wotuld involve operations which are not sxllo«iýstic. To,
the secondl question I reply, that reasoumng cannot, except by an
arbitrarv resitrictiVon of its iueaning, be conflned to the process of
eIhniiiatiou." Withi regard to this second question, we merely note
ini pnssiag, that we bave proved ini the preceding paragraph. that in-
ferenee, wvbere, not iimmedîate or of the nature of conversion, can be
notbing cise than elirnination. It is, however, with the first ques-
tion, whether elixnination is reducible to syllogism, that we have now
more pnrticularly to dûo; and we accept Nvith satisfaction the admis-
sion, guarded and (to sone exteut) nentralised as it is, that every lune
of argumnent mnav be thrown into a form in which the elirninations that
talie place are eflected by. the syllogistie canons. It is quite irrele-
vaut to, notice, as Professor B3oole does, that the process of reduction
would, in many instances, be constrained and unnatural; for ive are


