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The €ield in shich ay investigation falle iz logical theeory. Ty
*logical theory,"” I do not sesn o theory in logie, but 2 theery sbeut it.

uish what fo logic from what ie

xwm work wwny have W gomeshere in its title, prefoce, or ine
propositions, and @mﬁu as its

The names of m elements of proximate sube

Inder whatever names they wey susune, mﬂ‘?@?! m elouents
sroximste subjeot matter of logie can be aprrehended

The elements of prozimste subject smatter sy be treated in two vays
which are distinguished enly in sowme legies. The distinctieon, definition,
and intererelation of what falls in euch cless of ¢ lemeat may be treated,
tagether with the roletions of each of the elements to the othore. Such

exproscions o8 “elarity,” "consistency,” ond “velidity" signify the no
way be called “fmi.“ Un the other hand, the slemer
in relation to scome #!&iﬁg or things other thon thouse]

tinguishes proximate frm nzgimtn m mﬁﬁw in Logis, the '
of muiry (%ew Yorks Henvy Holt and Coes 1938}y s 1e 1 abm |
present Dowey's pesition nor eviticige it, but I mwm 5 debt o it.




_ *aounyouT STyl O3 uSyIoUTIETP Mz JyuEY
mm pus mgm&m

@«m sPupyy ’ww amw *Sugeq 01 soyedydnye: pouRS2O8

m M?mwg awmmWM@; %WW%M&
fouvyeucs pue E&m Juoso

a0y e *uoryoms ey uy “3TeRRT U1 wﬁet ST ST LISRO HOUS OF pogEIex

FIOTI00R0 SULROTI0E % W w
JI08 JuBIOIFTP #37ab v Jo sjucmyveay
SR I TR % WW‘ ﬁ

!’m@m




nmwmwmammmmWn Wimmw:
L GRONS TR par® i ) e m m ‘m

ﬁmmmu mxawawmawwmﬁmm
22 %@mmwmm




mmw Waz&w‘ammﬁwﬁwm@wawwqmmm

iw % > (&i gg Qm uwy SIVLIDTITY

OTITY I O3 SYIMIULE
SuEaejen O3 M@ﬁ m W i o W UORILNG LS OTYF MOUES

JNs WS D) A0GI0UD S3TD DUY *ST GHI0N DY
S W §EYA ¥ST 0 Julyy SUs €7 T $UNR B osumos
ozon So3 youe s0eady 0 DPUSSSS




BIUO8TD oPyy Uy swpyisodic sseyy
m S ue sy 33 fem o3 sueas

w 0y opfoy 203 ST 4% JRUR JUOS ¢




preferably would be very sinilar with respeet o other issves in logical
heoryy since such similarity would wmm the basic opposi

i‘% would be M%&M $o institude o compurisc

not in contact wilh cach cther--for example, betlween some contenpersry
W&Mmmﬁm@wmﬁmim msammmaﬁw
I have chosen %o deal with evamples dvawn from mesdievel logle, For thie
choice, I had two reasons. First, it wag in wedieval logie that I Tirst

whioch neither is & aﬁmhm
Wﬁmﬁ the XW@; the b ef &Qm
leave any logicnl treatise comgars
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