Landesbibliothek Oldenburg

Digitalisierung von Drucken

Sketches Of The History Of Man

In Two Volumes

Home, Henry

Edinburgh, 1774

Chap. V. Account of the remaining books of the Organon.

urn:nbn:de:gbv:45:1-697

Visual \\Llibrary



Sk L APPENDI X, 219

G i (B 1 iV

Account of the remaining books of the Organon,

SEcT. 1. Of the Laft Analytics.

N the Firft Analytics, {yllogifms are confidered in refpeét of

their form ; they are now to be confidered in refpe@ of their
matter. The form lies in the neceflary connection between the
premifes and the conclufion; and where fuch a conne®ion is
wanting, they are faid to be informal, or vicious in point of
form,

But where there is no fault in the form, there may be in the
matter; that is, in the propofitions of which they are compofed,
which may be true or falfe, probable or improbable,

When the premifes are certain, and the conclufion drawn from
them in due form, this 1s demonftration, and produces {cience,
Such fyllogifins are called apodictical; and are handled in the two
books of the Laft Analytics. When the premifes are not certain,
but probable only, fuch {yllogifins are called diafectical; and of
them he treats in the eight books of the Topicks. But there are
fome fyllogifims which feem to be perfec both in matter and form,
when they are not really {o: as, a face may feem beautiful which
is but painted. Thefe being apt to deceive, and produce a falfe
opinion, are called fuphiffical ; and they are the fubject of the book
concerning Sophifms,

'T'o return to the Lalt Analytics, which treat of demonftration
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and of fcience: We fhall not pretend to abridge thofe books ; for
Ariftotle’s writings do not admit of abridgement: no man can fay
what he fays in fewer words ; and he is not often guilty of repeti-
tion. We fhall only give fome of his capital conclufions, omitting
his long reafonings and. nice diftin&ions, of which his genlus was
wonderfully productive,

All demonftration muft be built upon principles already known ;
and thefe upon others of the fame kind ; until we come at laft to
firlt principles, which neither can be dcmuu[’tratcd, nor need to

, being evident of themfelyes,

‘ﬂ.- e cannot demonftrate things in a circle, fupporting the con-
clufion by the premifes, and the premifes again by the conclufion;
Nor can there be an infinite number of middle terms between the
firlt principle and the conclufion.

In all demonfiration, the firlt principles, the conclufion, and
all the intermediate propofitions, muft be neceflary, general, and
eternal truths : for of things fortuitous, contingent, or mutable,
or of individual things, there is no dcmou[h.s.tmn.

Some demonflrations prove only, that the thing: is thus affected ;
others prove, why it is thus afle@ted. The former may be drawn
from a remote caufe, or from an effect: but the latter muft be
drawn from an immediate caufe ; and are the moft perfedt,

The firft figure is beft adapted to demonftration, becaufe it af-
fords conclufions univerfally affirmative ; and this figure is com-
monly ufed by the mathematicians.

The demontftration of an affirmative propofition is preferable to
that of a negative ; the demonftration of an univerfal to thatof a
particular ; and dire& demonftration to that ad abfurdum.

The principles are more certain than the conclufion.

There cannot be opinion and {cience of the fame thing at the
{fame time,

In the fecond book we are taught, that the queftions that may

be
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be put, with regard to any thing, are four: 1. Whether the
thing be thus affected. 2. Why it is thus affeéted. 3. Whether
it exifts. 4. What it is.

The laft of thefe queftions Ariftotle, in good Greek, calls the
What is 1 of a thing. The {choolmen, in very barbarous Latin,
called this, the quiddity of a thing. This quiddity, he proves by
many arguments, cannot be demoniltrated, but muft be fixed by a
definition. This gives occafion to treat of definition, and how a
right definition fhould be formed, As an exam ple he gives a de-
finition of the number three, and defines it to be the firft odd
number.

In this book he treats alfo of the four kinds of caules ; efficient,
material, formal, and final.

Another thing treated of in this book is, the manner in which
we acquire firlt principles, which are the foundation of all demon-
ftration. Thefe are not innate, becaufe we may be for a great
part of life ignorant of them : nor can they be deduced demonf{tra-
tively from any antecedent knowledge, otherwife they would not
be firft principles. Therefore he concludes, that firft principles
are got by induction, from the informations of fenfe. The fenfes
give us informations of individual things, and from thefe by in-
duction we draw general conclufions: for it is a maxim with
Ariftotle, That there is nothing in the underftanding which
was not before in fome fenfe,

The knowledge of firflt principles, as it is not acquired by de-
monftration, ought not to be called fcience; and therefore he calls

it intelligence,
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SEcT. 2. Of the Topics,

The profefled defign of the Topics is, to fhew a method by which
a man may be able to reafon with probability and confiftency
upon every queftion that may occur.

Every queftion is either about the genus of the fubjed, or its
{pecific difference, or fome thing proper to it, or {fomething: acci-
dental.

To prove that this divifion is complete, Ariftotle reafons thus:
Whatever is attributed to a fubject, it muft either be, that the
fubje& can be reciprocally attributed to it, or that it cannot, If
the fubject and attribute can be reciprocated, the attribute either
declares what the fubject is, and then it is a definition ; or it does
not declare what the fubject is, and then it is-a property. If'the
attribute cannot be reciprocated, it muft be {omething contained
in the definition, or not. If it is contained in the definition of
the fubjed, it muft be the genus of the fubje@, or its fpecific dif-
ference ; for the definition confifts of thefe two. 1f it is not con-
tained in the definition of the fubjed, it muft be an accident.

The furniture proper to fit a man for arguing (fielieﬂicalljf may
be reduced to thefe four heads: 1. Probable propofitions of all
forts, which may on occafion be aflumed in an argument. 2, Dif-
tinctions of words which are nearly of the fame fignification,
3. Diftinctions of things which are not {o far afunder but that they:
may be taken for one and the fame, 4. Similitudes.

The fecond and the five following books are taken up in enume-
rating the topics or heads of argument that may be ufed in que-
ftions about the genus, the definition, the properties, and the ac-
cidents of a thing ; and occafionally Le introduces the topics for
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proving things to be the fame, or different; and the topics for
proving one thing to be better or worfe than another.

In this enumeration of topics, Ariftotle has thewn more the fer-
tility of his genius, than the accuracy of method. The writers
of logic feem to be of this opinion: for I know none of them that
has followed him clofely upon this fubje@. They have confidered
the topics of argumentation as reducible to certain axioms, For
inftance, when the queftion is about the genus of a thing, it muft
be determined by fome axiom about genus and fpecies; when it is
about a definition, it muft be determined by fome axiom relating
to definition, and things defined: and fo of other queftions,
They have therefore reduced the doérine of the topics to certain
axioms or canons, and difpofed thefe axioms in order under cer-
tain heads,

This method feems to be more commodious and elegant than
that of Ariftotle, Yet it muft be acknowledged, that Ariftotle has
furnithed the materials from which all the logicians have borrow-
ed their dodtrine of topics : and even Cicero, Quintilian, and o-
ther rhetorical writers, have been much indebted to the topics of
Anftotle,

He was the firft, as far as I know, who made an attempt of this
kind: and in this he acted up to the magnanimity of his own
genius, and that of ancient philofophy. Every fubjeé of human
thought had been reduced to ten categories ; every thing that can
be attributed to any fubject, to five predicables : he attempted to
reduce all the forms of reafoning to fixed rules of figure and mode,
and to reduce all the topics of argumentaton under certain
heads ; and by that means to colle& as it were into one f{tore all
that can be faid on one fide or the other of every queftion, and pro-
vide a grand arfenal, from which all future combatants might be
furnithed with arms offenfive and defenfive in every caule, {o as

to leave no room to future generations to invent any thing new.
ll-i'lﬂ
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The laflt book of the Topics is a code of the laws, according to
which a fyllogiftical difputation ought to be managed, both on
the part of the aflailant and defendant. From which it is evident,
that this philofopher trained his difcip 1\,5 to contend, not for t]r*
truth merely, but for viftory

SECT. 3. Of the book concerning Sophifims,

A fyllogifm which leads to a falfe conclufion, muft be vicious,
either in matter or form: for from true principles nothing but
truth can be juftly deduced. If the matter be faulty, that is, if
either of the premifes be falfe, that premife muft be denied by the
defendant. If the form be faulty, fome rule of fyllogifi is tranf-
grefled ; and it is the part of the defendant to fhew, what general
or {pecial rule it is that is tranfgrefled. So that, if he is an able
logician, he will be impregnable in the defence of truth, and may
refift all the attacks of the fophift. But as there are {yllogifms
which may feem to be perfeét both in matter and form, when
they are not really {o, as a piece of money may feem to be good
coin, when it is adulterate ; fuch fallacious fyllogifins are confi-
dered in this treatife, in or dcr to make a defendant more expert in
the ufe of his defenfive weapons,

And here the author, with his ufual magnanimity, attempts to

bring all the fallacies that can enter into a {yllogi{fm under thirteen

heads ; of which fix lie in the di&ion or language, and feven not
in the diction.
The fallacies in diction are, 1. When an ambiguous word 1is
taken at one time in one fenfe, and at another time in another.
When an ambiguous phrafe is taken in the fame manner. 3.
and 4. are ambiguities in {yntax; when words are conjoined
in fyntax that ought to be disjoined; or disjoined when they
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ought to be conjoined. §. is an ambiguity in profody, accent,
or pronunciation, 6. An ambiguity arifing from fome ﬁgm‘c of
{peech.

When a fophifm of any of thefe kinds is tranflated into another
language, or even rendered into unambiguous expreflions in the
fame language, the fallacy 1s evident, and the fyllogifin appears
to have four terms.

The feven fallacies which are faid not to be in the diétion, but
in the thing, have their proper names in Greek and in Latin, by
which they are diftinguifhed. Without minding their names, we
fhall give a brief account of their nature.

1. The firft is, Taking an accidental conjun&ion of things for
a natural or neceflary connection : as, when from an accident we
infer a property ; when from an example we infer a rule; when
from a fingle a&t we infer a habit.

2. Taking that abfolutely which ought to be taken compara-

tively; or with a certain limitation. The confiruction of language

often leads into this fallacy : for in all languages it is common to
ufe abfolute terms, to fignify things which carry in them fome fe-
cret comparifon ; or to ufe unlimited terms, to fignify what from
its nature muft be limited,

3. Taking that for the caufe of a thing which was only an oc-
cafion, or concomitant.,

4. Begging the queftion. . This is done, when the thing to be
proved, or fome thing equivalent, is allfumed in the premifes,

5. Miftaking the queltion. When the conclufion of the {yllo-
gifim is not the thing that ought to be proved, but fomething elfe
that is miftaken for it.

6. When that which is not a confequence is miftaken for a con-
fequence ; as if, becaufe all Africans are black, it were taken for
granted that all blacks are Africans.

The laft fallacy lies in propofitions that are complex, and
Vou, 11, K -f inply
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imply two affimations, whereof one may be true, and the other
falfe ; fo that whether you grant the propofition, or deny it, you
are intangled : as when it is affirmed, that fuch a man has left off
playing the fool. If it be granted, it implies, that he did play the
fool formerly. If it be denied, it implies, or feems to imply,
that he plays the fool ftill,

In this enumeration, we ought, in juftice to Ariftotle, to expet
only the fallacies incident to categorical fyllogifms. And I do
not find, that the logicians have made any additions to it when
taken in this view j altho’ they have given fome other fallacies that
are incident to fyllogifms of the hypothetical kind, particularly
the fallacy of an incomplete enumeration in disjundive fyllo-
gifms and dilemmas,

The different fpecies of fophifms above mentioned are not fo
precifely defined by Ariftotle, or by fubfequent logicians, but
that they allow of great latitude in the application; and it is often
dubious under what particular fpecies a fophiftical {yllogifm
ought to be clafled. We even find the fame example brou ght un-
der one {pecies by one author, and under another fpecies by an-
ther. Nay, what is more ftrange, Ariftotle himfelf employs a
long chapter in proving by a particular indu@ion, that all the {feven
may be brought under that which we have called mitflaking the que-
flion, and which is commonly called wnoratio elenchi, And in-
deed the proof of this is ealy, without that laborious detail which
Ariftotle ufes for the purpofe: for if you lop off from the conclu-
fion of a fophiftical fyllogifm all that is not fupported by the pre-
mifes, the conclufion, in that cafe, will always be found different
from that which ought to have been proved ; and fo it falls under
the ignoratio elenchi.

It was probably Ariftotle’s aim, to reduce all the poffible va-
riety of fophifms, as he had attempted to do of juft fyllogifs, to
eertain definite {pecies ; but he feems to be fenfible that he had

fallen
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fallen fhort in this laft attempt. When a genus is properly di-
vided into its {pecies, the {pecies thould not only, when taken to-
gether, exhauft the whole genus; but every fpecies fhould have
its own precinét {o accurately defined, that one fhall not encroach
upon another. And when an individual can be faid to belong to
two or three different {pecies, the divifion is imperfect; yet this
is the cafe of Ariftotle’s divifion of the fophifms, by his own ac-
knowledgement. It ought not therefore to be taken for a divifion
ftrictly logical. It may rather be compared to the feveral fpecies
or forms of action invented in law for the redrefs of wrongs, For
every wrong there is a remedy in law by one altion or another:
but fometimes a man may take his choice among feveral different
altions. So every fophiftical {yllogifm may, by a little art, be
brought under one or other of the {pecies mentioned by Ariftotle,
and very often you may take your choice of two or three,

Befides the enumeration of the various kinds of fophifms, there
are many other things in this treatife concerning the art of mana-
ging a {yllogiftical difpute with an antagonift. And indeed, if the
paflion for this kind of litigation, which reigned for {fo many a-
ges, thould ever again lift up its head, we may predi@, that the
Organon of Ariftotle will then become a fathionable ftudy: for it
contains fuch admirable materials and documents for this art,
that it may be faid to have brought it to a {cience.

The conclufion of this treatife ought not to be overlooked : it
manifeftly relates, not to the prefent treatife only, but alfo to the
whole analytics and topics of the author. I ihall therefore give
the fubftance of it.

“ Of thofe who may be called inventers, fome have made im-
“ portant additions to things long before begun, and carried on
“ through a courfe of ages; others have given a {mall beginning
“ to things which, in fucceeding times, will be brought to greater
“ perfection, The beginning of a thing, though fmall, is the

Ffa “ chief
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chief part of it, and requires the greateft degree of invention ;
for it is eafy to make additions to inventions once begun. ‘Now
with regard to the dialetical art, there was not fomethin g done,
and fomething remaining to be done. There was abfolutely
nothing done : for thofe who profefled the art of difputation,
had only a fet of orations compofed, and of arguments, and
of captious queftions, which might fuit many occafions. Thefe
their {cholars foon learned, and fitted to the occafion, This
was not to teach you the art, but to furnifh you with the mate-
rials produced by the art: as if a man profefling to teach you
the art of making fhoes, fhould bring you a parcel of fhoes of
various fizes and thapes, from which you may provide thofe
who want. This may have its ufe; but it is not to teach the
art of making fhoes. And indeed, with regard to rhetorical

declamation, there are many precepts handed down from an-
cient times ; but with regard to the conftruction of fyllogifins,

not one.

“ We have therefore employed much time and labour upon
this fubjec ; and if our fyftem appears to you not to be in the
number of thofe things, which, being before carricd a certain
length, were left to be perfected ; we hope for your favourable
acceptance of what is done, and your indulgence in what is left
imperfect.”
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