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PREFATORY NOTE.

KA.NT’S “LOGIC” waa published in 1800. With
the exception of the * Introduction” here

translated, it consists of & Compendium of the or-
dinary School Logie, with occasional remarks. In
fact, Kant in his Lectures used as a text-bock a
Compendium published by Meier (a diseiple of the
Wolffian school) in 1752. This he interleaved and
annotated for his own use, and from these materials
the “ Logic” was, at Kant's instance, compiled by
his pupil, Jiische, afterwards professor at Dorpat.
Although containing much that is valuable to a
teacher, the treatise, as a whole, would hardly re-
pay translation. :

The paging in the text is that of Rosenkranz
(Samemliche Werke, Thl. 3).

The essay * On the Mistaken Subtilty of the Four
Figures,” waa published in 1762 ( Werke, Thl. 1). '

The notes by CoLeripge are extracted from his
copy of Kant’'s ‘ Logik” in the British Museum.

I have again to thank Professor Skrss for much
kind help.

T. K. ABBOTT.
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KANT'S INTRODUCTION TO LOGIC.

———

L
CONCEFTION OF LOGIC.

VERYTIIING in naturs, whether in the animate or
inamimate world, takes place according fo rules, although
we do not alwaye know these rules. Water falls nceording to
Inws of gravity, and in enimals locomotion also takes place ne-
cording to rules. The fish in the water, the bird in the air, moves
aceording to rules. All nature, indeed, is nothing but & combi-
nation of phenomena which follow rules; and nowlere is there
any irregularity, "When we think we find any such, we mﬂdﬁl}'—
eay that the rules are unknown.

The exercise of our own faculties takes place also according
to cortain rules, which we follow at first unconseiousdy, until by
o long-continued use of our faculties we attain the knowledge
of them, and at last make them so familiar, that it costs us much
trouble to think of them +» abefracfo. Thus, ex. gr. general
grammar is the form of language in general. Onc mey speak,
however, withont knowing grammar, and he who spenks with-
out knowing it has really s grammar, and speaks according to
rules of which, however, he 18 not aware.

[170] Now, like all our faculties, the wndersfanding, in par.
ticular, is governed in its actions by rules which we can inves-
tigate. Nay, the understanding is fo be regarded as the source
and facully of conceiving rules in general. For just as the
sensibility is the faculty of intuitions, so the understanding is
the faculty of thinking, that is, of bringing the ideas of senze
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2 KANT'S INTRODUCTION TO LOGIC, [ra]

under rules. It desires, therefore, to seek for rules, and is satis-
fled when it has found them. We esk, then, since the under-
standing is the source of rules, What rules does it follow itself P
For thers can be no doubt that we eannot think or use our nn-
derstanding otherwise than according to certain rules. Now
these rules, ngain, we may make a separate object of thought,
that js, we can conceive them, without their application, or in
abstracto. 'What now are these roles?

Al rules which the understanding follows, are either neces-
sary or contingent. The former sre those withont which no
exercige of the understanding would be possible at all; the
latter are those without which scme certain definite exercise of
the understanding could not take place. The contingent rules
which depend on a definite object of knowledge are as manifold
as thoge objects themselves. For example, there is an exercise
of the understanding in mathematies, metaphysics, morals, &e.
The rulea of this specinl definite exercise of the understanding
in these scicnces sre contingent, because it is contingent that T
think of this or that object to which thess spocial rulos have
referenee.

If, however, we set aside all knowledge that wo can only
borrow from objects, and reflect simply on the exerciss of the
understanding in gemeral, then we discover those rules which
are absolutely necessary, independently of any parlicular objects
of thought, because without them we comnot think at all.
[171] These rules, accordingly, can be diseernod d priori, that is,
independently of all experience, because they contain merely the
conditions of the use of the understanding in general, whether
pure or empirieal, without distinction of its objects. Hence,
allso, it follows that the universal and necessary lows of thought
can only be concerned with its firm, oot In anywise with ita

- matter. The rcience, therefore, which contains these universal
and necessary laws is simply a science of the form of thought.
And we can form a conception of the possibility of such a science,
just as of a universal grammar which contains nothing beyond
the mere form of language, without words, which belong to the
matter of language.




[172] KANT'S INTRODUCIION TO LOGIC. 3

Thie seience of the necessary laws of the understanding and
the reason generally, or, which is the same thing, of the mere
form of thought generally, we call Logic.

Bince Login is a sclence which refers to all thought, withont
regard to objects which are the matter of thought, it must

fore be viewed— |
1. as the busts of all other sciences, snd thew pEreutie of
all employment of the understanding. But just because it ab-

stracts altogether from objects—

2. it eannot be an crganen of the sciences.

By an organon we mean an instruction how some particular
branch of knowledge is to bo nttained. This requires that T
already know tho chject of this knowledge which is to be pro-
duced by certain rules. An crganon of the sciences is thevefore
not & mere logic, sinee it presupposes the accurate knowledge of
the objects and sources of the sciemces. [172] For example,
mathematics is an excellent Organcn, b&i.l:lg & palpnee which eon-
tains the principles of extension of our knowledge in respect of
5 specinl use of reason. Logie, on the contrary, being the
goneral propaedentic of every use of the understanding and of
the reason, cannot meddle with the scioncos, and anticipate their
matter, and is therefore only & undversel Aré of Reason (Canonica
Epicurd), the Art of making any branch of knowledgoe mcoord
with the form of the understanding. Ouly so far can it be

called an organon, one which serves not for the enlargément,

“but only for the criticism and correction of our knowlsdge.

8. Bince Logic is a scienod of the nécessary laws of thought,
without which no employment of the understanding and the
reason tekes place, which consequently are the conditions under
which alone the understanding can sud should be eonsistont
with itself —the necessary laws and conditions of its right use

—Logio is therefore & Canon. And being a canon of the .

understanding and the reason, it cannot borrow any prineiples
either from any science or from any experience ; it must con-
tain nothing but & priori laws, which are necessary, and apply
to the understanding universally.
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