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CoMPENDIUM of LOGIC.

BOOK L

CHAP L
 Of SimpLE TERMS.

- S8ser. L. - B

Y \HE Qperations of the Mind are three, 1. Simple
Apprebenfion, 2. Fudgment, 3. Difcourfe.

1. Simple Apprebenfion is, The bare conceiving a Thing
in the Mind. '

2. Judgment is, The Mind’s determining in'itfelf, that
the Things it conceives agree or difagree. &

3; Difeourfe is, The Progrefs of the Mind from one
Judgment to another.

But our Apprehenfion is apt to be /zdifin&?, our Jud,
_ ment falfz, our Difcourfe inconcluffue. To prevent this,
wife Men prefcribed feveral Rules, which were at length
colle€ted into one Body; and termed Logic, or The Art
of Reafoning, .
- Az SecT.
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Secr. IL

" But we cannot exprefs to another, what paffes in our
own Mind, any otherwife than by Words: It is therefore
by teacking us the proper Ufe of Words, that Logic aflifts
the Mind, 1. To apprehend diffinf2ly, 2. To judge truly,
3. To difcourfe conclufively.

A Word, that exprefles fmple Apprebenfion, is called
a fimple Word; one, that exprefles Fudgment, a complex,
or compounded Word; one; that exprefles Difcourfe, a
decomplex, or tawice compounded one: For every Argument
is refolvable into three Propofitions or Sentences; and every
Propofition contains three Words (inSenfe, if not in Num-
ber), 1. The Subje&t, or that of which fomething elfe is
faid, 2. The Predicate, or that which is faid, and 3. The
Copulative, that ftands between the Subjet and Predicate,
which are therefore called the Terms of the Propofition.’

Secr. IIL.

The firft Part of Logic treats of fimple Terms, that is, of
fuch Words as may &y them/felwves be the Subje or Predicate
of a Propofition. Of thefe there are feveral Divifions; as,

1. A fingular Word, which exprefles one Thing only,
as Secrates: A common, which exprefles many amgi each
of them, as, a Man. .

2. Aninfinitt Word, to which the Particle nor is pre-
fixt, as, not-a-Man, which may imply any Thing befides:
A finite, to which that Particle is not prefixt.

3. A pofiive Word, which exprefles a Thing as pre-
fent: A privatiwe, which exprefles its Abfence from a
Subje® capable of it: A megarive, which exprefles its

Abfence from a Subje&® not capable of it. So, feing, -

fpoken of a Man, is a pofitive Word; blind, fpoken of
a Man, is a pivvative; fpoken of a Swme, a megative
Word.

4. An

e e e e
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4. An univocal Word, whofe one Signification equall
agrees to feveral Things, as a Man: An eguivocal, whofe
different Significations agree equally, as @ Foor: An ana-
logous, whofe one Signification agrees unequally, as Know-
ledge, applied to Gop and Man.

.5. An abfsluze Word, which expreffes a Thing confi-
dered as by itfelf, as Fuffice: A connotative, which exprefles
the fame Thing as joined: to another, asju/f.

An abfolute Word, exprefling a Thing as feparate from
its Subje&, is alfo call;g, an abftradt, as Juflice: And a

connotative, exprefling it as joined to a Subjed, a concrete
Word, as juf.

Thofe connotative Words, which imply each other, are
termed Relatives, as a Father and a Son.

6. Confiftent Words, which may at the fame Time be
affirmed of the fame Thing, as co/d and diy: Oppofite,
which cannot, as é/ac and ahite.

The Oppofition of fimple Terms is fourfold; 1. Relu-
tive, between relative Terms, as a Father and a Son:
2. Contrary, between contrary Terms, that is, abjolute
Words, which expel one another from a Subje& capable
. of either, as dluck and awhite: 3. Privative; between a

privative and a gofitive Word, as feeing and blind :

4. Contradiciory, between a pofitive and a negative Word,
as a Man and not-a-Ren.  ‘This is the greateft of all Op-
pofitions, as admitting of no AMediurz; neither a Medium
of Farticipation, {uch as is grey, between black and awhite;
nor a Medium of Abuegation, fuch as is a Stone, between
Jeeing and blind.  Relative Oppoiition (on the other
Hand) - is the leaft of all; for relative ‘Terms are not

Oppofites, unlefs they are conifidercd with refpeét to the
fame Thing. )

As - SecT.

-
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Secr. IV,

- An urivocal Word is ctherwife called a predicable, or a
Word capable of being predicated, thatis, fpcken in the
fame Senfe of feveral Things.

There are five Sorts of predicable Words, 1. A Genus,
which is predicated of feveral Things as the common Part
of their Effence, as an Awmal. 2. A Difference, which
is predicatcd of feveral Things as the diftinguithing Part
of their Eflence, as rational. 3. A Species, which 1s pre-
dicated of feveral Things as their whole Effence, as a

“Man. 4. A Property, which is Predicated of feveral
Things as necefiarily joined to their Effence, as rifible.
5. An Accident, which is predicated of feveral Things as
accidentally joined to their Effence, as ta/, fborz.

Sect. V.

A Genus is either the bighefl, or a fubaltern: A Species
is either a jfubaltern, or the lowef. The bigheft Genus
is that which never is a Species; the baweff Species, that
which never is a Gezus: A fubaliern Genus or Species, is a
Genus when predicated of a Jower Species, as Every Man
is an Animal; a Species when fubjeéted to an Aigher Genus,
as Every Animal is a Subflance.

Wherefore, a Difference is either generical, which, added
to the Genus, conftitutes a fubaltern Species, as fenfible :
Or jpecific, which conttitutes the lowef Species, as ra-
tional. . d

A Property likewife is either gemerical, which is necef-
farily joined to the Effence of an higheft or fubaltern Genus,

as moveable: Or Jpecific, which is joined to that of a

.loweft Species, as rifible.

But a Property is vulgarly faid to be fourfold. 1. Such
2s belongs to one Species only, but not to every Individu:}




o LOGIC. ’

of it; as To 42 a Grammarian. 2. Such as belongs to
every Individual of a Species, but not of that Species only,
as 7o hawe tavo Feet. 3. Such as belongs to one Species
and every Individuzl, but not aiways, as 7o turn Grey-
bair’d. 4. Such as belongs to every Individval of one
Species only, and that always, as Ri#éiliy. It is fuch a
Property as this, which conititutes the foursb Predicable.

SecT. VL.

To divide a common Word is, To enumerate its fe-
veral Significations. So he is faid to diwide the Word
Animal, who fays, It fignifies either a Man or a Brute.

Divifion is therefore, A diftin® Enumeration of the
feveral Things which are fignified by a common Word.

The Rules of Divifion are three :

1. Let the Members of the Divifion, feverally contain
L/fs (be of a narrower Signification) than the Word di-
vided: 2. Let them conjointly contain neither more nor
kefs than the Divided: 3. Let them be gpofite, i. €. not
contained in each other.

Secrt. VIL .
Definition follows Divifion: Itis, a Sentence explain-
ing the Word defined: And is either »ominal, which
tells the Derivation of the Word; or rea/, which ex-
plains the Nature of the Thing. Again, a real Defini-
tion is either accidental, which affigns the Properties or
Accidents of the Defined; or efential, which afligns
thofe Parts that conftitute the Effence of it. Laflly, An
effential Definition is either hgical, which affigns the
Genus and Difference; or phyfcal, which afligns the
really diftin&t Parts of its Effence, for the Genus and

Difterence are only diftinguifhed by the Underftanding.

For
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For Example. Homo is defined nominally, qui ex bumo;
accidentally, a two-legg’d unfeatherd Animal; /logically,
a rational Animal; phyfically, a Being confifting of an
organized Body and a reafonable Soul.

The Rules of Definition are three: 1. Let the Defini-
tion be adequate to the Defined: 2. Let it be clearer and
plainer than the Defined: 3. Let it be contained in a fiz
Number of proper (not figurative) Words.

peieiepagaioeaiogeipieReaRata g e

CHAP IL

Of PRoPOSITIONS.

. Sect. 1.

THE Second Part of Logic treats of Propoftions, .

which is Judgment exprefled in Words.

A regular Propofition is, An affirmative or negative
Sentence, fignifying either true or falfe: Not ambigu-
ous; for then it would be Sentences: Nor maimed; for
then it would have no Signfication.

It is either categorical, which pronounces a Thing ab-

folutely, as Plato is bappy: Or hyporbetical, which pro-

nounces conditionally, as If be is wife, then be is bagpy.

Again, a Propofition is either affirmative or negative;
and is either srue or falfe. ‘'This is called the Quality
of it .

Laftly, it is either wniverfal, as Al Men are Animals:
Or, particular, as Some Men are learned. 'This is called
the Quantity of it.

. ' SecT
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Secr. IL

" A is put for an univerfal affirmative Propofition, E
for an univerfal negative, I for a particular affirmative,
O for a particular negative.

In an univerfal Affirmative, the Subje& only is di/i-
Buted, (i. e. taken in its full Senfe): In a particular Ne-
gative only the Predicate: In a particular Affirmative,
neither Term is diftributed: In anuniverfal Negative, both.

The Matter of a Propofition (i. e. the Manner wherein
the Terms cohere) is either, 1. Neceffary, when they ef-
fentially agree; or 2. Impoffible, when they effentially differ;
or 3. Contingent, when they agree or differ accidentally.

VS.sc'r. IIL.

‘Thofe Propofitions are faid to be oppofed, which having
the fame Subje@®s and Predicates, yet differ either in -
Quantity, or in Quality, or both.

The whole Dottrine of Oppofition is contained in this
Scheme:

n. t. n. f.
if.A Contraries. E it
c f cf
Q ¥
- S
e % ¥z
B . )
3 I |
» < % ®
Sl %%:
ot ‘ . f.
if I Subcontraries. Oi.t
ct c. t.

Here
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Here A. E. I. O. are four Propofitions, marked ac-
cording to their Quantity and Q:Pality, which are t. f.
true or falfe, as the Matter of the Propofition is n. i. ¢

. neceffary, impoflible, or contingent. Hence it is eafy,

1. To enumerate the Species of Oppofition, which are
contradiltory, contrary, fubcontrary and fubaltern. 2. To
define eaéﬂ’. For Example. ContradiGtory Oppofition,
is that which is between two categorical Propofitions,
differing both in Quantity and Quality, ¢Jc. 3. To lay
down -dgxe Rules of Oppofites, as follow :

1. Contradiory Propofitions are never both true, or
both falfe; ‘but always one true, the other falfe.

~ But obferve, Four Things are required to make a Con-
tradition, namely, to fpeak of the fame Thing, 1. In
the fame Senfe: 2. In thefameRefpe&: 3. WithR

to the fame third Thing: And, 4, At the fame Time.
If any of thefe Conditions be wanting, is and i mor may
agree. For Inftance. 1. An Opinion is and is #ot Faith,
It is dead Faith; it is not lwing Faith, 2. Zoilus is and
is not red-haired. He is, with Refpe to his Head: He
is not, with Refpeét to his Beard. 3. Socrates is and s
not long-haird. ~ He is, in Compa.ri.l?m of Scipio: He is
not, in Conl\;garifon of Xenophon. 4. Solomon is and s
mta:ifood n. Heis, in his Youth: He is not, in his
middle Age. .

2. Comtrary Propofitions are never both true: But in the
Contingent Matter they are both falfe.

3. Subcontraries are never both falfe: But in the Con-
tingent Matter they are both true.

. Subalterns are fometimes both true, fometimes both
falfe; {fometimes one true, the other falfe, )

. SEecr.
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ch'r. Iv.

. A Propofition is faid to be comverted, when its Terms
are tranfpofed. This is done either, 1. Simply, when
neither 3:: Quantity nor Quality; Or, 2. Accidentally,
when the Quantity is chan,

An univerfal Negative, or a particular Affirmative
may be fimply converted, and the Inference will hold.
An univerfal Affirmative muft be converted accidentally,
“or the Inférence will not hold.

SHBSVHBSHIGHOSBITB LY

CHAP I

Of SyLLoGIsMs.

Secr. L.

. HE Third Part of Logic treats of Sylogifm, which
I is a Difcourfe expreligegzlx in Propoﬁtions:p ’

A Syllogifm is commonly defined, A Sentence in which
fomething being premifed, fomething elfe neceffarily fol-
lows from it.

A categorical Syllogifm, confifts of three categorical
Pmpoﬁtidf:s: Th':té; former of which are termed, the
Antecedent ; the third, the Confeguent; which before it is
proved is called a Problem or Queflion, afterwards a
Conclufion. :

We muft make Ufe of fome tbird Term, in order to
find, whether the Subje@ and Predicate of a Queftion
a%:;ec: And that, becaufe of the following Rules, on
which the whole Force of Syllogifin is founded. Thofe

. . 1.
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1. Thofe Terms which agree with one and the fame
Third, agree with one another.

2. Thofe Terms, oﬁe of which agrees, ,the other difa-
grees with one and the fame Third, differ from one another.

3.' Thofe which do not agree with one and the fame
Third, do not agree with one another.

Secr. IL.

From thefe general Principles, the partitular Rules of
Syllogifm are thus deduced.

1. In every Syllogifin, there are three, and only three.
Terms: Two in the Conclufion: And thefe can neither
be proved to agree nor to differ, without one and only
one third Term. ’

The Predicate of the Quettion is ftiled the najor Term ;
the Subje&, the minor; the third Term, the Medium or
middle Term. For the Predicate is commonly more com-
ﬂghenﬁve than the Medium, as the Medium is than the

inor.

~ 2. In every Syllogifm, there are three, and only three
Propofitions: Two Premiffes, in which the Medium is
compared with the two other Terms feverally ‘ (the major
Propofition, in which it is compared with the major Term ;
the minor Propofition, in which it is compared with the
minor Term); and the Conclufion, in which both thofe
"Terms ftand together. '

3. An equivocal Medium proves Nothing. For this.
is not one and the fame Third.

4: Anundiftributed Medium is equivocal. Therefore

5. The Medium muft be diftributed in one of the
Premifies. : '

/" 6. The
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6. The Procefs from a Term not diftributed in the Pre-
mifs, to the fame diftributed in the Conclufion is irregular.

. Negative Premifles prove Nothing: For in this Cafe
a tZu-d is brought, from which both the Terms differ.

__ 8. If either of the Premiffes is negative, fo is alfo the
Conclufion.

9. And, if the Conclufion be negative, fo is alfo one
of the Premifies.

0. Particular Premiffes prove Nothing,

11. If either of the Premiffes be particular, fo is alfo
the Conclufion.

Sect. I,

It remains to enquire, how many Ways three categori-
cal Propofitions can be joined together, fo as to compofe
a regular Syllogifm. In which gquiry, two Things are
to be ‘confidered. : -

1. The Mood, or the Variation of the Propofitions ac-
cording to their Quantity and Quality: :

2. The Figare, or the Manner of comparing the Me-
dium, with the Terms of the Conclufion. -

There are fixty four Moods. For the Major of a Syl-
logifm may be either A. E. L. or O. To each of thefe
a fourfold Minor may be annext, whence arife fixteen
Pair of Premiffes. And to each of thefe fixteen, a fourfold
Conclufion may be fubjoined, thus, .

B . AAA
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AAA. AAE. AAL AAO: AEA. AEE. AEL AEO:
AJA. AIE. AIL AIO: AOA. AOE. AOI. AOO.-
EAA. EAE. EAL EAO: EFEA. EEE. EEIL EEO.
EIA. EIE. EIl. EIO: EOA. EOE. EOL EOO.
JAA. TAE. JAL 1AO: IEA. IEE. IEL IEO:
IIA. LE. HI. IIO: IOA. IOE. IOL IOQO.
OAA. OAE. OAL OAO: OEA. OEE. OEL OE®.
OIA. OIE. OII. OIO: OOA. OOE. OOIL OOO.

But fixteen of thefe are excluded by the feventh Rule,
becaufe their Premifles are negative, viz. EEA. EEE,
EFI. EEO: EOA. EOE. EOL EOO: OEA. OEE.
OEIL OEO: OOA. OOE. OOL OOO: Twelve by the
tenth Rule, becaufe their Premifles are particuiar, viz.
fIA. IIE. III. ITO: IOA. IOE. IOL IOO: OIA. OIE.
OIL OIO: Twelve by the eighth Rule, becaufc one of
the Premiffes is negative and not the Conclufion; AEA.
AEI: AOA. AOI: EAA. EAI: EIA. EIl: IEA. IEI:
OAA. OAI: Eight by the cleventh Rule, becaufe one of
the Premiffes is particular, and not the Conclufion; AIA,
AIE: AOE: EIE: IAA, IAE: IEE: OAE: Lafly,
Four by the ninth Rule, becaufe the Conclufion is nega-
tive, but ncither of the Premiflfes; AAE. AAO. AIO:
JAO, ‘

Therefore fifty two Moods are excluded, many of which
offend againft feveral Rules, There remain twelve, which
only are ufeful in Syllogifm; AAA. AAI: AEE. AEO:
All: AOO: EAE. EAO: EIO: IAI: IEO: OAO.

Seer. IV, ot

‘The Figares of Syllogifm are four: For the Medium is
either fubje@ted to the major, and predicated of the minor -
‘Term, which is the firft Figure; or predicated of both,
which is the fecond; or fubje@ted to both, which is the
third; or predicated of the major, and fubjeted to the
miner, which is the fourth; as appears in the following
Scheme, wherein A is the Major Term, B the Medium, -
€ the Minor: B A
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1'Fig. 2 Fig. 3Fig. . 4Fig.
B.A. A B B. A. A. B.
C. B, C.B.  "B.C B. C.
CA . CA C. A. C A.

Wherefore of the twelve remainin 2 Moods, eachF igure
excludes fix: Namely,

1. Becaufe of the undiftributed Medium, the firft, two,
JAI: OAO: The {fccond, four, AAA. AAI. AIL. IAI.
The fourth, two, All: AGO.

2. Becaufe of the irrecular Procefs of the major Term,
the firft Figure excludes four Moods, AEE. AEO: AOO:
IEO: The fecond, two, IEQ: OAO: The third, four,
AEE. AEO: AOO: IEO: The fourth, two, IEO:
OAO. .

3. Becaufe of the irregular Procefs of the minor Term,
the third, two, AAA: : The fourth, two, AAA.
EAE ' :

<o

There remain fwenty JSour conclufive Moods, fx in
each Figure, ‘

. * The First FiGuRE.
bAr Every wicked Man is miferable ; ‘

bA  Every Tyrant is a wicked Man; Therefore
1A Every Tyrant ig miferable.

cE  No difcontented Man is a happy Man;
1A Every wicked Man is difcentented ; Therefore
rEnt. No wicked Man is a happy Man.

dA Al the Faithful are dear to Gop;
rI  Some, that are afflited, are faithful ; Therefore
-1 Some, that are afflicted, are dear to Gob.

Bz fE No



16 A ComMPENDIUM
fE No Virtue is an Evil;
11 Some difficult Things are Virtues; "Therefore
O  Some difficult Things are not Evils.

Every wicked Man is miferable;
All Tyrants are wicked Men ; Therefore
Some Tyrants are miferable.

A

A

| §

E  No difcontented Man is a happy Man;

A FEvery wicked Man is difcontented; Therefore
O ' Some wicked Men are not happy Men.

The Seconp Ficure.

¢Es  No happy Man is difcontented ;
A Every wicked Man is difcontented; Therefore
tE  No wicked Man is 2 happy Man.

cAm Every wicked Man is difcontented ;
Es No happy Man is difcontented ; Therefore
trtEs No happy Man is a wicked Man.

fEs No Evil is a Virgue;
tl  Some difficnlt Things are Virtues; Therefore
nO  Some difficult Things are not Evils.

bAr Every good Man is afflifted ;
Ok Some rich Men are not afflited; Therefore
O Some rich Men are not good Men.

E No happy Man is difcontented ;
A - Every wicked Man is difcontented; Therefore
O Some wicked Men are not happy Men.

A  Every wicked Man is difcontented ;
E No hafpy Men are difcontented ; Therefore
O Some happy Men are pot wicked Men.
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The THirp FIGURE..

All the Faithful are dear to Gop;
All the Faithful are afli®ted; Therefore: .
Some, that are afflicted, are dear to Gob..

Some Faithful are afficted;
All the Faithful are dear to Gop; Therefore:
Some, that aredear to Gop, are afflited.

All the Faithful are dear to Gop;
Some of the Faithful are afli®ed; Therefore
Some, that are afflicted, are dear to Gop.

No Virtue is an Evily
All Virtues are difficult; Therefore
Some difficult Things are not Evils.

Some Cerﬁnns are not true Believers;:
All Chriftians profefs Faith; Therefore )
Some,. who profefs F anth are not true Believers.

No Virtue is an Evil 5

Some Virtues are difficult; Therefore
Some difficult Things are r.ot Evils..

The FourTH FiGuRrE.
Every Tyrant is a wicked Man;
Every wicked Man is miferable ; Therefore:
Some, that are miferable, are Tyrants.

Every wicked Man is difcontented ;

“No difcontented Man is a ha py Man; 5 Therefore

No happy Man is a wicked
Some afflicted are faithful;

- All the Faithfil aredear to Gop; ‘Therefore -

Some, that are beloved of Gop, are afflited..
' ‘ B3 fEs No
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fEs No Evil is a Virtue;
Ap All Virtues are difficult; Therefore
O Some difficult Things are not Evils.

fiEs No Evil is a Virtue;
Is Some Virtues are difficult; Therefore
On Some difficult Things are not Evils.

A Every wicked Man is difcontented ; .
E No difcontented Man is a happy Man; Therefare
O  Some happy Men are not wicked Men,

SecT. V.

‘The four firft of thefe Moods need nothing to make the
Force of the Inference evident, but what is exprefied in
the Premiffes. Whereas all the reft do. Thefe therefore
are ftiled pe f22, thofe imperfect Moods.

An imperfect Mood is faid to. be reduced, when it is
changed into a perfei one: In order to fhew evidently,
either that the Conclufion is fo, which is termed offenfive
Redultion: Or, that it cannot be otherwife, which is
called Reducion ad impoffibile.

The Method of Reducing is taught by the Names of
the Moods: In which the Vowels are the Propofitions
marked with their Quantity and Quality: The initial
Confonants, B. C. D. F. fhew to what Mood in the firft
Figure the Reduétion is to be made: S. P. fhew that the
Propofition which the preceding Vowel ftands for, is to be
couverted, either fmply or per accidens: M, that the Pre-
miffes are to be tranfpofed: K, that the Redu&ion is to
be ad impofibile; i. e that for the Premifs to whofe Sign it
adheres, the Contradi®tory of the Conclufion is to be
placed: Which being done, you will have in the firft Fi-
gure, a Conclufion, either the fame with that Premifs,
or one convertible into if, orits Contradi®tory. Thus,

1. cBs No
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3. ¢Bs No happy Man is difcontented ; -
Ar  Every wicked Man is difcontented ; Thereforc
E No wicked Man is an happy Man.

Reduce this to

¢E  No difcontented Man is a happy Man;
1A Every wicked Man is difcontented; Therefore
rEnt No wicked Man is a happy Man.

2. dIs Some gdod Men are Papifls;
Am Every good Man is faved ; Therefore
Is Some that are faved are Papilts.

Reduce this to

dA  Every good Man is faved;
rI  Some Papifts are good Men ; Therefore
I Some Papifts are faved. '

3. bAr Every good Man is afflited ;
Ok Some rich Men are not affli¢ted; Therefore
O  Some rich Men are not good Men.

Reduce this to -

bAr Every good Man is afflicted ;
bAr Every rich Man is a good Man —
A .

The manifeft Falhood of which proves a$ manifeflly the
‘Truth of its Contradittory.

Srcr. VL.

From what has been faid, ‘it is evident, that there can
be no more Moods than thefe twenty four. They are
therefore miftaken, who having tranfpofed the Premiffes,
or converted the Conclufion of a Syllogifm, imagine they
bave found out a new Mood or Figure: To convince
them of which, you need only refer to the Definition of

) a Mood,
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a Mood, a Figure, of 2 major,” a minor, a middle Term,
and of a major and minor Propofition. . ’

But there are fome Sorts of Arguments, which, though
not firitly regular, yet need not be wholly rejeCted.
$uch are, .

1. An Enthymeme, one Premifs of which is wanting,.
whether the Major or Minor, the Conclufion fhews. As,
HMe is a good Man: Therefore be is bappy.

Sometirhes the whole Argument lies in one Sentence:
As, Being movtal, do net bear immortal Hatred, :

2. An Indu&ion, in which what is granted of feveral
Particulars, is then affirmed univerfally: As, This and this
and that Loadfione attralds Iron: Therefore, Every Loadfione -
does. It is therefore a Sort of Enthymeme; a Syllogifm
in Barbara, whofe Minor is underitood. :

3. An Exampl, wherein what is granted of a known
" Inftance, is prefumed of an unknown that refembles it:
As, Sylla and Marius tore the Common-wealth : T herefore
Jo awill Cefar and Pompey. Here alfo the Minor 4s un-
derflood. Therefore the Conclufion is only prefumed,
not proved. T

4. A Sorites, in whofe Antecedent every preceding
Term is fubjeéted to the following, ’till you come from
the Subje of the Conclufion to the Predicate of it: As,
Every Man is an Animal; Ewery Animal is a living Crea-
ture; Ewvery living Creature is a Subflance: Therefore,
Ewery Man is a Subflance. In a Sorites as many Syllo-
giims are underftood, as there are intermediate Pro-
pofitions..

kg.#' ‘

CHAP,
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CHAP 1IV.

Of HYPOTHETICAL SYLLOGISMS.

Secr. L.

TH AT is a bypathetical Syllogifm, in which one or
more of the Propofitions are hypothetical. The
moft common (of whicio'alone we now fpeak) is that,
whofe major Propofition is hypothetical.

A hypothetical Propofition is either conditional; as, If
be is apife, he is bappy: Or, disjuniive; as, Eitber it is
Day or Night. :

 In a conditional Propofition, the Condition itlelf is called
the Antecedent ; the Affertion, the Confequent; the Con-
nexion between them, the. Confequence.

The Rales of conditional Propofitions are three:
* 1. If the Antecedent be granted, fo is the Confequent.

s If thé Confequent be taken away, fo is the Ante-
cedent. ‘

3. Nothing can be inferred, either from the taking
away the Antecedent, or granting the Confequent.

There are therefore only two Terms of conditional
Syllogifm : . :

The
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'The confiruiive; as,

If CD, .then KA: But CD: Therefore Ka.
And tlie deffrutive; as,
If CD, then KA: But not KA: Therefore not CD.

Secr. IL

Every conditional Syllogifm is either equivalent to 2
categorical, or wholly to be rejeted. For in every con-
clufive Conditional, there is a Categorical implied, in which
the fame Argument would prove the fame Conclufion.

For in all hypothetical Syllogifms, the major Propofi-
tion confifting of two Categori , the Minor is either one
of thefe, or the Contradiftory to it, in order to infer,
either the other, or its Contraditory. In eéither Cafe an
Enthymeme will be propofed, whofe Force lies in the
conditional Propofition, and which is not conclufive, un«
lefs from that Propofition there can be drawn a Completory,
that is, the Premifs which is wasting in an Enthymeme,
ta camplete the Syllogifm. '

Now, as an Enthymeme is only one Premifs with the
Couclufian of 2 Syllogifin, it has three and oaly three
Terms. Suppofe two of them are D and 4, and C the
third Term. The other Premifs, whofe Terms are D and
4, is wanting. Hence it follows, that according to the
various Difpofition of the Terms, - there are four Forms of
Enthymeme: Each of which will admit of a twofold Com~
pletary, as in this Scheme. X o

The Enthymeme. The Completory D. A.  a. D.
CD. | therefore Ca. | The Major | inFig. I |in Fig. I

DC. in Fig. IIL]in Fig. IV.
CD. | therefore AC. | TheMinor | inFig. IV.|in Fig. II.
DC. inFig. IL[in Fig. L.

Wherefore:
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Wherefore as there are twenty four poflible Moods of
categorical Syllogifm, and fourteen unexceptionable ones;
and as each Figure may be applied twice, to compleat an
Enthymeme; there will be forty eight poflible Ways of
compleating it, twenty eight unexceptionable. And as
many Ways as an Enthymeme may be compleated, fo
many and no more, a Man may argue with a Syllogifimy
whofe Major is conditional. :

Secr. IL
The Diretions given for conditional Propofitions, fervé

equally for disjunftize. For any Disjunttive is eafily

turned ir.:0 «. Conditiural. = For Inftance, if it runs thus, -

Tt is either Day, or Night.

But it is Day: Therefore it is not Night,
But it is Night: Therefore it is not Day.
It is not Day: Therefore it is Night.

It is not Night: Therefore it is Day.

Inftead of this, it is eafy to f_ay,l -

If it is Day, then it is not Night.
Ifit is Night, then it is not Day.
If it is not Day, then it is Night.
If it is not Night, then it is Day.

SecT. IV,

‘There remains only a Kind of redundant hypothetical
Syllogifm called a Dilemma, which propofes two (or
more) Things to your Choice, by accepting either of
which, you lofe the Caufe. Such is that of Bias: Ifyou
marry a beautiful Woman, fbe aill be xon; if an ugly one,
worm.  Therefore marry none.

A Dilemma is of no Force, unlefs, 1. One or the other
Part muft be accepted; 2. Either one or the other protze
e
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the Point; and, 3. It cannot be retorted. If Bias hall
obferved thefe Things. he would have been lefs pleafed
with his own; for it fails in every Particular. For, 1. A
‘Wife may neither be beautiful norugly. Therefore neither
Part of the Dilemma need be accepted. 2. Neither is
every beautiful Woman common, nor every ugly one a
#lague. 'Therefore neither Part of it proves the Point.
3. It may be retorted, thus: IfI marry the oxe, at leaft
the will nor be common; if the otber, the will not be a
Plague.

A Dilemma is only a kind of negative Indufion, in
which the major Propofition is conditional: As, If at all,
then thus, or thus, or thus. To turn this iuto a categorical
Syllogifm, is fo cafy, it needs no Direction. ,

LD T D R T L Tl T
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CHAP L
Of SYLLQGISM, asto its Matter.

Sect. L.

ITHERTO we have fpoken of Syllogifm as to
H its Form. Tt remains, to fpeak of it, as to its

Matter; that is, the Certainty and Evidence of the
Propofitions, whereofit is compofed.

That is a_certain Propofition, againft which Nothing
occurs, or Nothing of Weight, as, Man is rifible: ‘That
an evident one, which extorts the Aflent, as foon as it is
underftood, as, The avhvle is greater than its Parr: That
a doubtful ope, in which we know not how to determine,
as, The Stars influence Men. ’ ’

If any Thing occurs, whereby the Mind inclines to
either Side, that which was doubtful before, becomes
probable.  Such an Affent is termed Opinion, -

C Opinion
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Opinion therefore refpe&ts a barely probable Propofition,
and implies no Certainty at all. Yet there gre feveral
Degrees whereby it approaches toward Certainty; and
the higheft Degree of Probability is not far diftant from k.

- Sect. IL

Certainty is twofold: 1. That of the Ojef2, the Thing
to be perceived; and 2. That of the Suje?, the Under-
ftanding which perceives it. Ard both have their- De-
grées. 'That is more certain, in the former Senfe, to
which there /s the leaft Objefion; that, in the latter
Senfe, to which the leatt Ot?e&ion appears. Evidence
alfo is either of the OZjec? or of the Sbje2.  And both of

" thefe have their Degrees: According as that which is per-
ceived, i more or lefs Self-evident ; -or appears to be one
or the other.

We might enumerate many Degrees of Evidence. But
it may fué

evident Axiom; or, 2. That of a Conclufion regularly
deduced therefrom. This Logicians term Scienca, which
accordingly they define, -An Aflent to a certain and evi-
dent Conclufion, regulaily deducéd from certain and evi-
dent Premiffes. The Certainty and Evidence here fup:
pofed, is that, both of the Obje&, and of the Subjeét:
For by the former, Science is diftinguithed from Error;
by the latter, from Opinion. Without the Evidence of
the Subje&®, there can be no Science; and this without the
other, is but imaginary Evidence, . -

Sger. 1L
We need not prove, that there is fuch a Thing as Cer-

tainty; feeing all reafonable Men allow it. We freely
affent to what is affirmed by a wife and good Man: And

* smore freely, if he confirms it by Reafon.  Some Things -

we are taught by Nature itfelf: And fome by Divine Re--
. velation.

N

ce to obferve, it is either, 1. That of a Self- -
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vélation. And of all thefe we have fufficient Certainty,
altho’ in various Degrees. *

. : ’

“To afient to ‘Peftimony is the fame as to believe: And
fuch afi ‘Aflent is termed Fairh. Diwine Faith depends on
the Teftimony of Gop: Human Faith, on the Teftimony
of Man. What Nature dictates, we may be faid to per-
ceive; what Reafon teaches us, to £nowu.

' Gop can neither deceive nor be deceived: Men are,.
ofteni déteived; and often dective. Reafon and Nawre ,
are not often deceived, and feldom deceive their' Fol- -
lowers. . Nothing therefore is more firm than diwine Faitl;
Nothing lefs fo than iman. In \hat we perceive or know,: .
there is often'no Fear, always fome Danger of being-de-
céived:- Hente there is the higheft Reft for the Mind in -
divine Faith; the loweft of all in buman. In what we
know or perceive, there are various Degrees of Reft, ac- . -
cofding to the various Evidénce, Certainty, or Probability.

If therefore we were to make a Sort of Scale of Affent,
it might confift of the following Steps: 1. Human Faith,
an Affent to a doubtful Propofition:” 2. Opinion, to a pro-
bable: 3.. What we may term Semtiment, an Aflent toa
cértain Propofition: 4. Science, to a certain and evident
Conclufion: 5. Intelligence, to a Self-evident Axiom:’
6. Diwinie Faith, to a Divine Revelation,-

-

SeeTi Ivo ' v T

.To each of thefe there belong certain Principles, which
are peculiarly proper to produce it. The Principles of °
Divine Faith are thofe, and thofe only, which are con-
tained in the Scriptures :  Of Intelligence, thofe which are
properly ‘termed Axioms: Of Science, the Conclufions
regularly deduced from'them. - ‘

An Axiom is, a Pmpoﬁtion which needs not, and can-
nét be proved. Such the following feem to be.

Cz2 Frop
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From Natural Divinity. 1. Gop cannot deceive or be -
deceived. Whence flow thefe certain and evident Con- |
clufions: 2. Abfolute Faith is due to the Teftimony of
Gop: 3. Revelation never contradicts either Senfe or
Reafon. " It may indeed franfeend both. But it cannot
poflibly contradié? either, rightly employed about its pro-. .
yer Obje&. ' . .

From Mathematicks. The Whole is greater than each *
of its Parts; equal to them all. But Mathematicians
frequently lay down as fuch, what are not Axioms; pro- ,
perly fpeaking.

From Metapbyficks. It is impoffible for the fame Thing,
at the fame Time, to be, and not to be. Some affirm,
this to be the only Axiom in the World: A Point not .
worth the Difputing. ) .

. From Logic. Terms which agree in one and the fame
Third, agtee with one another, R

Ssc'r; V.

Many believe, that there are no Axioms to be found
in the other Arts and Sciences. But fuch Principles at
leaft are found therein, asproduce Sentiment, if not Science, -
Such are thefe. Nothing §naturaﬂy) fprings from No-~
thing. Nothing is the Caufe of itfelf, What you would
not have dnother do to.you, you. ought not to do to
another. e

The Principles that ferve to produce Opinion, are ufually
ftiled Maxims. They commonly hold, but not always.
To this Clafs thofe properly belong, which are, as it were
in the middle Way, between doubtful and certain. .

" The Uncertainty of human Faith arifes hence. Im -
order to produce a firm Aflent of this Kind, a competent
Witefs muft know what he fays, and fay whathe knows,
and both be apparent ta him that believes it. Butthis llS

, rarely
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rarely the Cafe. Wherefore we have always Reafon to
fufpe® what we have no other Proof of, than human
‘Teftimony. Even when there appears no more Reafon to
doubt thereof, than of a mathematical Demonftration.

Sect. VL.

According to thefe five Degrees of Affent, Syllogifm might
have been divided, with regard to its Matter, into infalli-
ble, fcientifical, certain, prebable and doubtful. But as
the two firft of thefe produce Science, and any Affent fhort
of this, is loofely fpeaking, termed Oprnion; it is ufually
divided only inte two Sorts: 1. That which produces
Science; and this is ftiled feientifical, otherwife demonfira-
tive, and often Demonfiration: 2. That which produces
Opinion (any Affent fhort of Science) and is termed die-
lectical; i.e. argaing probably.

_ There are two Species or Demonfiration. 'The firft de-
monftrates, That a Thing is; proving, either diredtly,
That it is {o; (and this is called dire@ Demonfirations) or
that if it be. not, fome Abfurdity will neceffarily follow.
"This is ufually called Demonfiratio ab abfurds. We may
properly term it obligue.

We demonftrate direftly, either, 1. By proving a
Thing-from its £ffelt; as, The Sun is black: Therefore it
is eclipfed.  Or, 2; By proving it from its remete Caufe 34
as, The Moon is diametrically oppofite to the Sun: Therefore
it is eclipfed. But if we prove this, from the Earth’s be--
ing interpofed between them,. this is

_'The fecond Sort of Demonftration, which demonftrates
Walnyf a Thing is, by afligning its proximate and fmmediate
Caufe.. .

But there may be a proximate, which is not the prime
Caufe, that is felf-evident and indemonftrable, whafe
Evidence is therefore preferred before all other,. as needing:
np Light, but from itfelf. S Lo et !

. -~ C3 . " There

-
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There are then four Degrees of Demonttration, The-
obligue Demonttration is good : But the dire is preferable -
to it. Demonftration by the proximate Caufe is bettex
ttill; but the prime Caufe, beft of all.

CERE Lt tototo ok L L oo Tt T

CHAP I

Of FaLrracies.

THER E is yet another Species, or Shadow rather;
~ of Syllogifm, which is called a Fallagy.. Itis,
An Argument intended to deceive. Such is,

1. The Fallacy of Eguivocatiom, arifing either from:an:-
equivoeal Werd, or from the ambigueus Structure of the
Sentence. As, All that belisve be faved. The De~
vils delieve. ‘Therefore the Devils fhall be faved. This.
offends againft the very firft Rule of Syllogifm. For it
has four Ferms. ) ; .

2. The Fallacy of €ompofition, where what is granted’
of feveral Things feparately, is inferred of them conjointly. -
As, Two and three are even and odd. Five is swo and -
three. 'Therefore, five is even and odd. .

3. The Fallacy of Diwifion, when what is granted of
Things taken conjointly, is inferred of them, taken fepa.
rately. As, The Planets are feven: The San.and Moon:
are Planets: Therefore, the Sun and Moon are feven.-
. In both shefe Syllogifms there are four Terms.

4 The Fallacy of the Aecident; when fome accidentals
Circhmftance is confounded with what is eflential: As,
" What defiroys Men ought to be prohibited.- . Wine: quzy

719
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Men. Therefore Wine ought to be prohibited. The
major_ Propofition muf mean, What necefurily defirops
Mes: Otherwife it is not true: The minor, Wine aciden-
tally defiroys Men. Therefore here alfo there are four
Terms.

. The Fallacy of arguing from a Particular to a Gene-
raf As, He that is-abite as to bjs Teeth is white. A
Blackamoor is awbize as te bis Tezth. JTherefore, a Black-
amoor is white. Here is a palpable Breach of the fixth.
Rule of Syllogifn.

6. The Fallacy Ignorationis Elnchi. An Elenchus is,

- A Syllogifin that confutes the Opponent. ‘Therefore he-

falls into this Fallacy, who thinks he confutes his Oppo-
ment, without obferving the Rules of-Contradi®ion.

7. The Fallacy of begging the Queftion, that is, taking
for granted the very Thing which ought to be proved.
"This is done, 1. When we attempt to prove a Thing by
- wfelf; ory-2. By afynonimous Word; or, 3. By fome-
thing equally unknown; or, 4. By fomething more-un-"
known; or, ‘5. By arguing in a Circle: As in the famous
Argument of the Papifts, who prove the Scriptures from
the Authority of the Church, and the Church from the
Authority of the Scriptures.

« 8. The Fallacy of foveral Queftians: As, Are Honey
:pd_GaII fweet? Itis folved, by anfwering to each Branch.
diftinétly. . A
Many more Fallacies than thefe might be reckoned up.
For there -are as many Fallacies, as there are Ways of
breaking any of the Rules of Sylogifm without being ob-

ferved.  But one who is thoro;lﬁhly acquainted with thofe
Rales, will cafily dete@ them all. - -

CHAP.

<
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Secr. L

ETHOD is, Such a Difpofition of the, Parts  of
any Art or Science, that the whole may be more.
eafily learned. '

It is twofold, 1. Method of Invention, which finds out
the Rules of an Art or Science; 2. Method (f Teaching,
which delivers them. The former proceeds trom fenfible:
and particular Things, to intclligibfe and univerfal; the
latter, from intelligible and univerfal Things, to. fenfible.
and particular. :

_ Method of Teaching is either perfec? or imperfest. The
former is either, 1. Univer/al, by which a whole Art ot
Stience, or 2. Particular, by which a Part of it only is
taught. Both are either, 1. Synthetical, which is ufed in
Sciences, and beginning with the Subje®t of a Sciencey,
treats of its Principles and Affetions, and then of its fe-;
veral Species, ’till from the higheft Genus it defcends to,
loweft Species: Or, 2. Analytical, which is of Ufe in
Arts; and beginning with she End or Defign of an- Art,
next explains, the Subje@® of it, and laftly, the Means:
conducive to that End. )

* The general Rules of Method are thefe: . , .

In delivering an Art or Science, 1. Let Nothing be-
wanting or redundant: 2. Letall the Parts be confiftent
with each other: 3. Let Nothing be treated of, which is
rot homogeneous to the End of the Ast; or the Subjet

Ty of




o LOGIC, 33

of the Science: 4. Let the Parts be conneéted by eafy
Tranfitions: 5. Let_that precede, without which, the
Things that follow cannot be underftood; but which itfelf
cannot be underftood without them.

The particular Rules are thefe: 1. The Unity of a
Science depends on the Unity of its Subje&; the Unity
of an Art, on the Unity of its End. 2. Let the more
general Parts precede the lefs general.

* 'The :Tr rfec? Method is arbitrary and popular; bein
no other than the Method of Prudence or gzpmmon Senfeg:

Sect. II.

Mathematicians in all their Writings follow this Me-
thod, 1. They fix the Meaning of their Words, defining
their ‘Terms, each in their Place, and make it an invari-
able Rule, never afterwards to ufe any Term, but in the
Senfe to which it is limitted by that Definition: 2. They .
lay down the Axioms which there will be Occafion to ufe
in the Courfe of their Work: 3. They add their Poffulata,
which alfo they demand to be granted, as being evident
of themfelves: 4. then demonftrate their Propofi-
tions, in order, and as far as may be, affirmatively: Con-
‘tenting themfelves with this Rule, That whatfoever they
have to prove, they take Care to prove it from fome of the
Truths, which have been granted or proved before.

If the fame Method cannot be ftrictly obferved in other
Sciences, yet doubtlefs it may be imitated. And the

nearer any Method approaches to this, the more perfé
and ufeful it is.

kﬁx |
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Of the Manner of ufing Logic.

Extra&ted from Bithop SANDERsON.

SecT. 1.

Of Treating on a fimple Theme.

WE may ufe the Rules of Logic in treating citheron
a fimple Theme, or a Problem or Propofition.

In treating logically on a fimple Term, we are to ex-
plain both the Name and the Thing. And,

I. The Name, by 1. Pointing out the Ambiguity of
the Term (if there be any), recounting its various Mean-
ings, and fixing on that particular Meaning in which we.
at prefent take it: 2. Shewing its various Apellations
both in our own, and in other Tongues: 3. Obferving
whence it is derived, with the more remarkable
‘Words of the fame Derivation. Not that all this is ne-
ceffary to be done, at all Times, and on every Theme:
But there is Need of Judgment and Choice, that thofe

i Particulars
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Particulars only may be noted, ‘which conduce to the Ex-
plication of the Thing. '

= II. The Thing is explained, both by affgning its detri-

butes, and diffributing or dividing it into its Parts. The
Attibutes are either ¢féntial or non-efintial. By effential
we underftand, not only thofe which properly conftitute
‘its Effence, the Genus and Difference, but alfo the Proper-
ties of Subftances, the Subjeds and Objeds of Accidents,
with the efficient and final Caufes of both.

The Genus fhould be afligned in the firft Place, and
that the nearef which can be found, tho' premifing, if
Occafion be, thofe which are more remore. The Diffe-
remce comes next; the Want of which is fupplied, and
the Nature more fully explained by Properties. And
here may be added, the efficient, principal, impulfive and
infirumental Caufes, with the remote or proximate Ends.
Here alfo in treating on an Accident may. be fubjoined,
its propdr Subje? and adequate Obje2. But thefe more

. or lefs, as Need fhall require; which are to be clofed
with a compleat ¢féntial Definition of the Thing.

III. The Theme is next to be diffributed into its fe-
veral Species or. Parts, juft to name which is generally
fufficient.  From Diftribution we proceed to the mon-¢ffen-
sial Attributes, whether Effects, Cognaies or Oppofites.

1V. Such Effef#s as are trivial or commonly known
may either be juft mentioned or pafled over in Silence.
Thofe which are more noble, and lefs commonly known,
may be ranged under proper Heads. This is alfo the
Place for citing Examples. - :

- Cognate Words are thofe which are compared with
the Theme as agreeing with it: Oppofire, as differin
from it. A Theme is explained by comparing it wit§
its Cognates, when Things are mentioned which are in.
fome Refpe@s the fame or like it, and it is fhewn wherein
that Samenefs or Likenefs lies, and alfo wherein the Un-.
likenefs or Difference between them. Ve
- We
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. We in the laft Place compare the Theme with its Op-

pofites; for even Oppofites caft Light upon each other.
There are four Species of thefe; but the Contradiftory is
ufually too vague and indefinitive to be of any Service:
And the relative Oppofite has been mentioned before,
among the effential Attributes. Therefore the privative
and contrary Oppofites only, have Place here, and very
properly clofe the Treatife.

To give an Inftance of this. Suppofe the fimple
"Theme to be treated of be ENVY.

I am, L Firff, To confider the Name; and here I
- obferve, i .

1. It may mean either altively or paffively: As, < He
is full of Envy;” that is, He envies others. ¢ A rich
Man is much expofed to Envy ;”. that is, to be envied by
others. We here take it in the former Senfe.

_ . 2. This is in Latin termed Invidia, a Word which has
been borrowed by many modern Languages. The Ro-
mans alfo termed it Livor.

3. The Word Irvidia is fuppofed to be derived
from two Latin Words, that imply the loking much upon
another, which the Envious are apt to do: The Word
Livor from the /ivid Complexion which ufually attends
an envious Temper.

There are two Words of the fame Derivation, which
dre frequently confounded with each other, namely,
Invidious and Enmvious; and yet the Signification of the
one is widely different from that of the other. An envious
Man, is one .who is under the Power of Envy; An in-
widiaus Office, one that is apt to raife Envy or Diflike.

IL In explaining the Thing, 1 obfewe, £, The
&ffensial Attributes : %s, - ¢ s

D ' Tlie
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The Genus: To premife the more remote; it is a
Paffion, a Sott of Grief: But the neareff Genus is, A
vitious Grief.

I next obferve, The D:ffzrence, taken

. 1. From the Sudjes, which are almoft all Mankind ;
but chiefly thofe who are ignorant of Gop, and confe-
quently unable to govern themfelves. ,

2. From the Oje#, which is twofold; of the Thing,
or of the Perfon. 'The Thing envied, may be good .of
any Kind ; apparent or real, ufeful or pleafant; of Mind,
Body or Forture. 'The Perfon envied, may be any other
Man, fuperior, equal, or inferior: Only not at an im-
menfe Diftance, either of Time, of Place, or of Condi--
tion. For few envy them that have been long dead,
them that live in China or Fapan; or thofe who are above
oor beneath them beyond all Degrees of Comparifon.

3. From the efficient Caufe. 'The principal internal
Caufe in bim that envies, is Pride and inordinate Self-love.
The impulfive external Caufe may be various, either ix
bim that is envied, if he be an Enemy, 2 Rival, a vain
Boafter; or in fome third Perfon, as Contempt, Flattery,
Whifpering ; any of which may ftir up Envy.

‘We may therefore defize Envy, either more briefly,
A vitious Grief at the Good of another; or more fully,
An evil Sadnefsof Mind, whereby aMan, from inordinate
Self-love, is troubled at the Good which he fees another.
enjoy, or forefees he will enjoy, as he imagines it will
Jeflen or obfcure his own Excellency.

TII. “There are three Species of Envy, each worfe than
the preceding: The firl, When a Man is pained at
another’s enjoyipg fome Good (in Kind or Degree) which
he cannot l\imfe].gattain: The fecond, When 3 Man is
pained at another’s having what he him{elf has, but wants
19 have alone: Both thefe are exemplified in Czfar, W;;;
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would bear no Superior, and Pompey, who would bear no
Equal. The third, is, When a Man cannot or will not
enjoy his own Good, leaft anothér fhould enjoy it with
him. It is well known, how many in the Eearned World
are infeCted with this evil Difeafe.

IV. The Efe&2s of Envy are three, 1. It torments the
Mind continually, and {preads Inquietude thro’ the whole
Life. 2. It waftes even the bodily Strength, and drinks
up the Spirits. A moft juft Evil, which 1s at once a Sin
and a Punifhment, and not lefs a Scourge than it is a Vice.
3. It incites a Man to all Manner of Wickednefs; De-
trattion, Calumny, Strife, Murder. .

Its moft remarkable Cognates are, 1. Hatred, which
agrees with Eny in its Subjec?; for he who envies another,
cannot but hate him; am{ in its efficient, ingernal Caufe,
‘which in both is Pride and blind Self-love. 2. Rejoicing
in Ewil: This alfo agrees with Envy both in its Subject,
(for he that ﬂieves at another’s Happinefs, cannot but
rejoice in his Mifery) and in its efficient Caue.

And yet Hatred differs from Envy, 1. In the Thing
hated or envied. For Good only is envied; but either
Good or Evil may be- hated. 2. In the Perfon. For we.
envy Men only, not Gob;. and not ourfelves, but others:
But we may hate, both other Men, and ourfelves; both.
other Creatures, and Gop Himfelf.

Rejoicing in Ewil differs likewife from Envy, 1. In the
Genus: For the Genus of the latter is Sorrow, of the for-
mer Joy. 2. In the Q&jec?, which in the one is Ewil, in
the other Good. .

The grand Oppofsze to Envy is Benewolence, a tender
Goodwill to ak Men, which conftrains us to with well to

. :!11lém and ferioufly to rejoice in all the Good.-that befalls

D2 SEcT.
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Sect. 1L
Of treating on a Problem.

A Problem is, A Propofition to be proved. It is fome-
tiznes fully propofed, whether pofitively, as, « Logic is
az Art,” which is called a Thefis; or interrogatively, as,
s« Is Logic an Art?” Sometimes imperfectly, when the
Subje& only is mentioned, the Predicate being left in
Queftion, as, * Of the Genus of Logic.”

In aregular Treatife on a Problem there are three Parts,
The Rating the Queftion, proving the Truth, and an-
fwering Obje®ions. To wﬁich may be premifed, The
Introduétion, concerning the Irsfortance of the Queftion,
and the Oceafion of its being firft difputed; and the Con-
clufion, containing a Recapitulation of the whole, with
the Corollaries arifing therefrom.

I. In the Introdution may be fhewn, that the Point in
Debate, is not of little or no Moment, but either appa-
rently of the highe{t Concern, or if not fo important in
itfelf, yet abfolutely neceflary to be underftood, in order
to underftand or explain thofe which are confeffedly of the
higheft Moment. Next fhould be pointed out the Occa-
fion of the Doubt, and the Origin of the Error; what
gave the firft Rife to this Difpute; and how the Miftake
began and increafed.  But this muft be done nakedly and
fmply, in a logical, not rhetorical Manner.

II. After a thort Preface, the Problem s not immedi-
ately to be proved, (unlefs where the Terms are quite
clear, dnd thePoint little controverted) butfirft the Terms
of the Queftion are to be explained, both the Subject and
the Predicate. 'The various Senfes of thefe fhould be ob-
ferved, and the Definitions given, particularly of the Pre-
dicate. We then proceed to exBlaiu the truc State of ‘the
Controverfy, by fhewing what is granted on cach Side,
and what difputed. For in every Controverfy, there is

’ - Something
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Something wherein both Parties agree, and Something
wherei they differ. In reciting the Points wherein we
and our Opponents agree, we may add, if Need be, 2
Thort Explanation or Proof of them: And then fhew, -
wherein the proper Difference, the very Point of Contro-
verfy, lies. If tﬁs be accurately fhewn, the Bufinefs is in_
a Manner done; for it is fcarce credible, how much Light
this throws both on the Proof of the Truth, and the an-
fwering Objetions. ‘ :

L. In prowing the Tratk, if it be a plain fimple Pro-
blem, it may fuffice briefly to propofe our Judgment in a
fingle affirmative or negative Thegs, and to confirm it by
a few well-chofe Arguments. But if it be more complex,
it will be expedient to comprize our Defence of it in feve-
ral Propofitions ; beginning with thofe wherein we remove

- the Opinions of others, and then going on to cftablith-our
own; after every Propofition placing the Arguments by
which it is confirmed. But it does not fuffice, barely to
mention thefe; they are alfo to be frongly prefied and
defended, and the Evafions and Cavils of aﬁ deer{aries,
to be examined and overturned.

IV. Next follows the anfwering of Objestions. Thefe
may either be fubjoined to the niveral pinions of our
Olzﬁonents, and fo anfwered fevesally; or all placed to-

er, after we have proved the Point in Queition, and
o anfwered all together.

In order to do this effettually, we fhould obferve, fr/,

“Is not the Concluffon advanced againft me, wide of the
* Mark? Frequently the Objettion may be allowed, and it
does not overturn any Conclulion, which we have ad-
vanced. Nay, fometimes it may be retorted, as proving
juft the contrary of what it was intended for.

If the Conclufion do really contradit any of ours, we
are, jecondly, to examine the Form of -the Argument, ac-
cording to the general and particular Rules of Syllogifm ;
- and to point out that Rule againft which it offends.

If
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If the Form be unexceptionable, it remains, thirdhy, to
. confider the Marter of the Objeétion from the Premifis.

And it will generally be found, that either one of the Pre-
mifles is _falfe, (or at leaft, »ot fufficiently proved) or that
there is a latent .mbiguity in the Subje&, the Predicate,
or the Medium. In this Cafe, we are to fix upon that
‘Ferm, and fhew the Ambiguity of it.

- V. We may clofe the whole by repeating the Sum of
what has been proved ; unlefs when fome ufeful Obferva-
tions or Coro,lgries, either direétly, or by eafy Confe-
quence, follow from the Conclufions before eftablithed.
Thefe we are not to prove again, but briefly and nakedly
to fet them down, as naturally deducible from thofe Pro-

pofitions which have been proved before.

The Sermon on the Means of Grace, in the firft Volume of
Mr. Welley’s Sermons, is a Treatife of this Kind.
The Sermon on Enthufiafm, in the third Volume, is ano-
ther Example of a fimple Theme. -

FINIS
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' Page 32. Line o from the Bottom, before the Words

lowweft Speciess infert the.
Page 33. Line 4. dele nor.
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