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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
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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
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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.”




	Seite 224
	Seite 225
	Seite 226
	Seite 227
	Seite 228

