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PREFACE.

Ir we look back half a century we find Formal
Logic taught in nearly all the colleges of Great
Britain and America, bat exercising an influence infi-
nitely less than nothing (touse s phrase of Plato’s) on
the thought of the countries. Bome of the professors
and tutors were expounding it in a dry and technical
manner, which wearied young men of spint, and bred
o digtaste for the study; while others adopted an
apologetic tone for cconpying even a brief space wath
so antiguated a depariment, and threw ont hints of a
new Logic as about to appear and supersede the old.
The Lngering life maintained by that old Aristotelian
and Scholastic Logie, in spite of the ridicule poured
upon it by nearly all the fresh thinkers of Earope for
two or three centuries after the revival of letters, is
an extraordinary fact in the history of philosophy; I
believe it e¢an be accounted for only by supposing
that the syllogism is substantially the correct analysis
of the process which passea through the mind in rea-
soning. Certain it is that no proffered logical system
has been able to set aside the Amnstotelinn, whether
devised by Ramus, by the school of Descartes, the
school of Locke, or the school of Condillac; all have
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disappeared after creating a brief expectation fol-
lowed by a final disappointment. It is a remarkable
circumstance that the revived taste for logical studies
in the last age proceeded from a restoration of the
old Logic by two distinguished men, both reformers
in their way, but both admirers of the Analytic of
Aristotle. I refer to Archbishop Whately and Sir
William Hamilton.

Whately first gave his views to the public in an ar-
ticle in the Encyclopedia Metropolitana, which was ex-
panded into his Elements of Logic in 1826, The pub-
lication constitutes an era in the history of the study
in Great Britain and America. The admirable defence
of the old Logic against the objections of such men
az Principal Campbell and Dugald Stewart, and atill
more, the fresh and apt exsmples substituted for the
dry atock ones which had been in oze for s thousand
or two thousand years, speedily atiracted the favor-
able attention of the young thinkers of the fimes ; and
Arigtotle was once more in the ascendant. DBut while
Whately’s Elements is an interesting and healthy
work, it can searcely be described as specially a
philosophic one. In order to complete the reaction,
another thinker had to appear, and subjeet the whole
science to n eritieal examination fitted to satisfy the
deeper philosophic mind of the fimes. It is a curious
circumstance that Hamilton uttered his first oracular
declarations on Logic in a severe article on Whately,
in the Edinburgh Heview, published afterwards in his
Discussions, He embraced the opportunity to bring
forth the result of his profound researches, and spe-
cially to introdoce to the English speaking countries,
the Logic which had sprung up in Germany out of



PREFACE v

Eant's Critick of Pure Heason. Since that date,
Logic has had a greater amount of interest collected
round it in Great Britain than any other mental
seience, and has become incorporated with the fresh-
est and brightest thought of the country. The in-
terest in the study has been increased by the Logic of
Mr. John Stuart Mill, whe has evidently felt the in-
fluence of Whately in the respect which he pays fo
Formal Liogic, but adheres, as a whole, to the prin-
ciples of his father, Mr. James Mill, introducing some
elements from the cognate Pogitive Philosophy of M.
Comte. Mr. Mill hag given an impulse to the stady,
not by the portion of his work which treats of Formal
Logic—which is not of much scientific value—but by
his valuable exposition of the Logic of Induction,
which wounld have been of much more valne had he
left out the constant defences of hiz empirical meta-
physica.

Hamilton is entitled to be regarded as the smthor
of the * New Ansalytic of Logical Forms "—as he ealla
it—after the Old Analytic, or syllogistic analysis of
the rensoning process unfolded in the Prior dnalylics
of Aristotle. But he has had powerful co-laborers in
Pean Mansel, in hia valuable edition of Aldrich's
Artis Logicae Budimenta and Prolegomina Logica, and
in Archbishop Thomson, in his Qutline of the Laws of
Thought, The clearest account of the mew Logic is
to be fonnd, not in Hamilton's own Lectures, which
were loft in & ernde state, but in the Logie of Profes-
sor Bowen, of Harvard College.*

* Tt s not my office to eriticiss the logleal treatizes of the United Blates; In
fact T have not m complets collection of them. I have chaerved in nome of them,
as Atwater's excellent Manual of Elsmeilory Logle, & dispositles to anite the
real Improvements of ibe New Analytic with the established truths of the old
Lagla,
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The New Anslytic proceeds directly or indirectly
from the metaphysics of Eant. Not that it is to be
found developed in the works of Kant, but it is largely
gronnded on the peculiar principles of the Critick of
Pure Heason @ it rose out of the searching criticiam to
which Kant had subjected the forms of the Old Logio ;
and it ramified directly from the logical treatises of
such men a8 Krug and Esser who belonged to the ,
school, It is of a composite structure, resembling the
renovations we see in Britain of medieval buildings,
the old and the new adapted to each other with won-
derful gkill, but with an occasional incongruity forcing
itgelf here and there on the notice of the careful ob-
gerver- I sm not convinced that all the parts are
likely to be preserved in the shape they now have, or
that the Analytic always gives the nlimate expres-
sion of the laws of thought ; but Tam sure it iz a valu-
able accession to the science. AMlogether independ-
ent of its positive improvements, it has dome great
gervice, by the careful examination to which it has
subjected the Old Logic—which has come creditably
out of the trial. Forms which had becoms venerahle,
and, I may add, stiff, from age; and which were
inelined to stand on their dignity and acknowledged
anthority, have been obliged to submit to a sifting
scrukiny, which may have shorn them of some of their
ridicolous pretensions, but has, at the same time, de-
livered them from the dry dust which had gathered
around them and threatened to bury them. The time
has now come for subjecting the New Analytic to a
like examination, It has been before us for an age
in & half developed form, and for half an age in a
fully unfolded shape ; and we should now be in a suf-




PREFACE. vii

ficiently impartial position to be able to take from it
what is worthy of being retained, and to lay aside
what is fallacions or mistaken.*

Had I been satisfied with the peculiarities of the
New Analytie, with its fundamental EKantian princi-
ples, or its special doctrines, such as that of the uni-
versal quantification of the predicates of propositions
with its extensive consequences, I would never have
published this treatise. On the supposition of the
Hsamiltonian analysis being correct, I eannot conceive
of there being better works written than those of
Thomson and Bowen.

The defects and errors of the new Logic are de-
rived mainly from ite (Glerman paternity, If is in-
facted thronghout with the metaphysics of Kunt—just
ag the Art of Thinking iz with the metaphysios of
Descartes, and Mill's Logic with the empiriciam of
Comte. It ever presupposcs, or imphes, that there
are Forms in the mind which it imposes on objects asg
it contemplates them ; and it makes the science alto-
gether ¢ priori, and to be constructed apart from,
and altogether independent of experience. Hamilion
quotes { Logic, Lect. IV.) Esser with approbation. “It
is evident that in so far as o form of thought is neces-
sary, this form must be determined or necessitated by
the nature of the thinking subject itself. . .. The first
condition of a form of thought is that it is subjee-
tively, not objectively, determined.” This fundamen-
tal error (80 I reckonm it) runs through the whole
system, and injures and eorrupts the valuable truth
to be found in the Logic of Hamilton. Iacknowledge

* I belleve coples may be had of a limited editon of Philsssphle Papers pub-

Eshad by me, and tn which 1 examined Hamifton's Loghe, T have reviewed
Hil's Logle in my Eramination of My, J, 5 Mils Philosophy.




