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P~EFACE. 

These essays origina.lly appeared in THE LYCEUM. 
BANNER in 1922; and are here re-published, as a booklet, 
in response to requests from many Lyceumists for them in 
a compact and handy form. 

As the author says, " These little essays are not intend­
ed to take the plaqe of a text-book on Logic, but rather to 
show that Logic is a subject well worthy of study by every 
Lyceumist, young or old. . . . . As we all have to think, 
or use our reasoning powers, we might as well learn 
to think along proper lines." 

The present-day tendency is to absorb what is heard or 
read. We must learn to weigh before rwe accept, to 
judge between true and false arguments, to analyse, criti­
cise and construct, and then be fearless in our sincere and 
reasoned opinions and findings. 

If this little book helps its readers to " test, prove and 
try all that they deem is truth," whether heard or read, 
and especially all that in any way bears on our religion 
of Spiritualism, the author and the Management Com­
mittee of the B.S.L.tT. will feel amply repaid for their 
efforts on behaU of education. 

The Committee here thanks Mr. Connor for his valuable 
work, and for the gift of these essays. 
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ESSAYS 0 1N REASONING. 

1.-How We ~eason. 

These little essays are not intended to take the place of 
a text-book on Logic, but rather tO show that Logic.is a 
subject well worthy of study by every Lyceumist, young or 
old. Some people think that Logic claims to be able to 
tell us what is right or wrong, but that is not so. Logic is 
the Science of Reasoning, and only claims to guide us ~ 
aright when we are thinking. As we all have to think, 
or use our reasoning powers, we mi~ht as well lea.rn to 
think a.long pt'oper lines-and. we can be absolutely sure of 
dofog this if we study and practise Logic. 

Some who have never heard of Logic can reason very 
clearly, but this does not mes.n that everybody cs.n, or 
even that theso people would not be a.He to reason better 
for having studied the science of clear thinking. That this 
is so can be proved from our own Spiritua.list Movement. 
Ms.ny · people are born with the gift of clairvoyance or 
psychometry well developed, but it does not follow that 
everybody is a good clairvoyant or psyc:hometrist-a.lthougb 
we all know that a course of proper development -would 
make us all fairly good psychometrists or cla.irvoys.nts, 
and would also improve the powers of the 'Cborn" psychic. 
fFor thfl saJce of the younger Lyceumists, may I explain 
that a " psychic " is a. person 1Vho uses psychic or soul 
powers, such as clear-seeing (cl&ll'Voys.nce), etc.] In ·the 
same way, the study of J,ogic will develop our ·thinking 
powers, and teach UR how to rea.son properly. 

There m-e two kinds ·of reasoning-Inductive and Deduc= 
tive. In IDductive Reasoning, we take notice of various 
thinllS that a.re happening a.round us, and try to reason oU:t 
why they happen, or. ·as scientists would say, we seek the law 
of nature which underlies the ma.n:ifesta.tion. For instance, 
!\Ve attend (sav.) a hundred Spiritualist meetings, a.nd see 
vii.Tied exhibit.ions of clairvoya.noe or psvchometry, and we 
notice that the psychics all f?O a.bout t.heir work in more. 
cir leE!s the same way, and ma.nifest the possession of the 
Ra.me psychic 'powers. From this we draw the conclusion 
that these ·psychic powers JDay be CO!J'lmon to the whole 
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human race (at l~ast), and we begin to think that we arc 
on the trnck of a law of nature. Now, a law of nature is 
not a. rule laid down by university professors, or by any­
body else. A law of nature is something that is trae of 
m.auy ·things or individuals-but we are not able to claim 
that we have· found a new law until we have examine.I 
morn ·things or more, individuals. So we have t-0 examine 
every thing or individual in the same class that comes under 
om· observatic.n. But in examining more individuals we 
find more things coming apparently under the same law. 
We find that some people, although they cannot actually 
see, can feel the presence of the spirit friends who are 
visible to the clairvoyant, an.d can even describe them 
so aceurately that the descriptions are recognised; we find 
that others, although they cannot actually hear, can yet in 
some wR.y " get " messages ; that others can at on,ce tell 
tho true chnra-t'ter of people they have met for the first 
time, a.nrl otha:rs again aet warnings of " good" or "bad '' 
f>ventr, that are about to happen. These and other experi~ 
ences convince us that all these things prove the possession 
by all these individuaJs of a power which we call psyehfo 
powet'. And as all human beings are a.like in their manta.I 
;make--up, an<l in possessing psychic bodies-by analogy 
(which I shall explain later) we come to the conclusion 
that all human beings should possess these powers. This 
is a.'1 fa.r as Inductive Reasoning will. tl\,ke us. To get 
farther we mn~t employ Deductive Reasoning. · 

In Deductive neasoning we infer what will ha.ppen be­
cause of the . exietence of any law of nature. By inference 
wo suppose that if something is true, something else oon.­
nected with it should be true. The conclusion arrived a.t 
above, by the use of analogy, is a.ii inference,, 0ur· next 
step ·i!! to test our inference by further investigation, a.no 
if our new evidence contradicts what we have inferred, then 
.our inference fa wrong and we must wbandon it-a.nd· make 
n new inferenre that will agree with the new"fa.cts, as well 
as the old ones. As we have already tested what came 
undet· our own observation, we must now turn to the dis­
coveries of other investigators ; and in reading modem 
books e.nd journals we find that, at the present day, iD 
pra.ctica,lJy every country, psychic gifts are being used a.nd 
studied, . with foe ea.me conclusions being arrived at. In 
ancient books also we read of similar manifestations, '1.l· 
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though the writers differ from us as· to the ca.use: So at · 
last we arrive at the confident conclusion that t~ posses· 
sion· of psychic powers by hliman beingS is a law of nature. 

This is how we rt:ason, if we want to do it properly, and 
be certain ·~hat our conclusions arc correct. But we must 
be careful as Lo what we infer. Ancient write1'.S inferred 
that psychic powerl:l were the manifestations of a personal 
Gc,d th1'<.mgh lnsti uments chosen for a special purpose. 
Their mistake was made because they studied only a very 
few cases, · and had not the means of comparing their 
~tndies with those of i>tudents in other countries. So they 
thought that their local god had :iµade a local manifestation 
for local purpo&es-and even the psychics, not knowing 
that 0thers had the saime powers, thought that they hail 
been specially chosen. We know now that they were wrong 
-n,nd that th,3 only safe method of finding truth is to ma.ke 
our investigations and experiments world-wide. 

We can now see th.at reasoning properly is much harder 
than it at first appeared. We must first of all collect 
and classify our facts ; then by induction find a la.w of 
nature that will account for them; then by deduction 
infer what we should be able to find if the law is true; then 
by investigation and experiment, test the law by the facts 
n,t our disposal-and lastly, having taken . every ca.re 
to keep on the straight line of reasoning, and found that 
we ha.ve not inferred more (or less) than our ascertained 
facts will justify, we can boldly proclaim our new law. 

But there are many pitfalls to be avoided and me.n.~ 
safeg-uards nf which advantage .may be ta.ken-and these 
mnst all be considered in later essays. 

11.-Seeking for Knowledge. 

We use our reasoning powers to get fresh knowledge 
from·what we already know. Without the exercise of these 
nowers we -should never know &.nything but what rrotually 
happens around us; and it is only throuA>h using our reason 
that the sciencP, ·philosophy ILDd religion of Spiritualism 
luwe been built up. T.iet i1s ta.ke one fa.miUal' iri~a1'11'"e. 
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We go to a friend's house, a.ud there meet with & number 
of othe1· friends. We turn the lights down to a glim.mer, 
and· sit a-round a wooden table. Aft&r .:'a, little, tne table 
begins to tilt, 01 move up and down, and by the use of an 
agreed codo of communication, messages are spelled out, 
and information received. This 'much can be seen by 
everybody present-and, without the aid of our reasoning 
powers, this is as far as we would ever get. But we begin 
to wonder wh:tt is the cause or the source of the move­
ments and me!lsages, and Reason at once steps in and 
takes charge. By its a.id we arrive at the conclusion tha~ 
ihe phenomena were not ca.used by any of the sitters, but 
by some unseeu person who used the psychic power pro­
vided or produced by the circle ; from further information 
received and tested we become convinced that the unseen 
person is one whom we had known, but who is now 
"dead "-and finally, we declare our behef in the con­
tinuity of couflcious individual existence after the death 
of the physical body. From this, by observation and ex­
periment, and "by .Putting two al,ld two together" (or, in 
other words. by usmg our reasonmg powers), we go step 
by step towards the full acceptance of our Seven Principles. 

Thtut Reaiaon will conduct us from the observation of 
the movements of & table to the realisation of a new 
philosophy of life and death. But between these move­
ments, and the full realisation of their message, there are 
many steps ; and if we want to be certain that the steps 
we take are 8.11 in "the right direction, we must study 
other methods of investip:a.tion and discovery, and examine 
other a.rgnments and opinions, before attempting to form 
opinions of our own. In this connection we soon come +.o 
realise that not only must we know exactly what we mean 
when we use a word or a name, but we mnst also make 
sure of what others mean when they use the same word 
or the same n111me. Take the word " Spiritualist " for ex­
amnle. In the Spiritna1ist MovemP!nt <represented bv the 
N11.tional Union and the Lyceum Union) a. Spirit11ali"t is 
dAflmvl as a. person who accepts our Seven Princln1es. 
011t11ide 011r M ovAment thP.re &l'e manv who call themRelvee 
8piriti1aliRt,e. hut yet accAnt onlv tlie first fnur. A a:ain, 
some Spirit11&Iiets. who bPlieve tn11.t JP!BUS of 'N"a.zarP.th W&l!I 
0. rem&l'lfable medium and a.n exa.lted tea.cJ.er, claim th&t 
hie tea-0hings are (or should a.nd must be) the bedrock of 
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Spiritualism-and call themselves Christian Spiritualists. 
But the same uame is claimed by 0.bristia.ns who remain 
Christians though believing in Spirit return. In these two 
cases, wnen we read or hear of ~piritualists or Christian 
Sp1ntuahsts, we must make sure what de.linition is in the 
mmd of the writer or speaker. If we always assume that 
other people mean exactly what we mean, when they use 
a wol'd, or a phrase, or a name, we a1 e likely to fall iato 
serious error, and to take steps that will surely lead ns 
astray. 

The surest guide to the inquirer's footsteps is provided 
in the logical syllogism, when properly understood a.nd 
used. I shall devote a later essay to the syllogism, so 
will only sa.y at present that it :s the formal method of 
reasoning, in which are stated at Rull length phrases and 
arguments that in ordinary conversation ar.; generally 
taken for granted, and left unsaid. A man who laughs at 
the "absurdity" of. the syllogism will see nothing ridi­
culous in saying that "the Lyceum Union is worthy o.f sup­
port, because it is an educational body." 

He has a reason for making this claim--eomething he 
has taken for granted as a fact (though he hasn't stated 
it) ; and we can find out what is in his mind by asking­
" Why" 1 

. " \Ve 11,'' he' 11 say, " n.11 educational bodies deserve to 
be supported." 

He has (in his own mind) constructed a syllogism, which 
the logician would express thus :-

"All educational bodies are worthy of support. 
The Luuum Union Is an educational body; 

Therefore, Tlte Luc:eum Union is wortltu of &upflOl'f." 

The real use of the syllogism lies in putting the steps 
of our reasoning down at full length, so as to a.void mii;i­
takes. In the above example, everything is perfectly plain, 
but there are other cases (to be examined later) where 
the reasoning is not so straightforward, and where only the 
careful use of the syllogism will keep us going straight. 

As will be. observed, ea.ch line of our syllogism has been 
divil]ed into three parts. Ea.ch line is called a proposition, 
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a.nd the first and thfrd parts of each proposition are called 
the terms (or ends). 'l'he word connecting these parts i.i:; 
called the 1:opula (because it " couples " them). In the 
first proposition, " all educational bodies " and '· worthy 
of support " a.re the terms, and " are " is the copula. 
We can now see that there are two terms in each proposi­
tion and three propositions in each syllogism ;'but this does 
not mean· that a syllogism contains six terms-there a"" 
only three terms, each used twice. 

We are now agreed, I hope, that only by using our 
reasoning powers, along proper lines, can we obtain reli­
able knowledge. From a simple phenomenon, like the 
movement of a table, we can reason up to the Principles 
of Spiritualism. But we must be careful to use only the 
generally accepted meanings of words and phrases (not give 
them meanings that suit us).. We must practise the formal 
method of rearnning-always keeping in mind that Logic 
does not supply facts, but only enables us to get fresh 
knowledge from facts already known to us. The formal 
metnou is hy urn ;;yllogii;m, and we ca11 use it. only when 
WC' thoroughly nnderstand it, and its divisions into pro­
positions arnl terms. 

III.-Terms. 

Terms play an important part in the practice of Logic 
(or correct reasoning), as they are. the foundations on 
which all propositions and syllogisms are. built, and as 
such they require careful consideration. All -names of 
persons, 'places, things or qualities of things ar.e terms. 
and a term may consii:1t of one. word or of many.. · t1. Spirit­
ualist.," 11 Lyceum" and t1 Union" are all terms, but so 
also is 11 The Brjtish Spiritualists' Lyceum Union." 

Now let us examine these terms. The term t1 Spirit­
na.list " may be applied to every person who accepts our 
Principles ; a Lyceum is any one of the 280 bodies forming 
the J.,yceum Union ; a union may be formed. by musicians, 
students, workers, employers, and dozens of other occupa­
tiom1, trade!'l, etc. TI11t " 'T'hr. 'Rriti.~h Rniritnalistii' Lyceum 
Union'J is a name that can be applied to only one: body .. 
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Therefore the first three are called general terms (because 
they can be applied generally to more than one person 
or tlung), and the last is called a singular term (because 
it stands for one single thing, and one thing only). Of 
course, a singular term may stand for a ,p(lrson, such as 
'.'Secretary of the B.S.L. U. Education Committee." . 

Terms may be Concrete or Abstract-in the first case 
when they are the names of actual things, such as snow, 
sugar, or Lyceum; in .the second case when they a1·e the 
names of qualities of things, such as whiteness, sweetness, 
or edueational-but these can best be studied in a book 011 
Logic. 

Then there are what are known as Collective terms. 
" Lyceiµn " is a general term, when it. jg used for the 
Lyceum as a body; but when it is used as the ·name fo1· a. 
number of student11 who have collected to study Spiritual-

. ism, it is also a collective term. " Lyceum Union " js a 
singular term when it. stands for the Union as a body; but 
when it refers to a number of Lyceums which have collected 
to assist each other in the issue of text-books, and to regu­
late Lyceum methods of teaching and government, it is 
also a collective term. ThuR a colle::tive term may be 
either general or singular, anrl we must take great care 
not to use a.· general term in its collective meaning, or n 
collective term in its general meaning-in all cases .we 
should see that the context makes the exact meaning per­
fectly clear. 

Negative terms can easily be recognised, for they denote 
the n.bsence of some positive quality, as unfaithful, diR­
honest, non-Lycenmist. Care must be taken that opposite 
terms, such as short and tan, high and low, are not treated 
8i8 positive and negative. · · 

Finally, we mm1t always take into account not merely 
the. itnme of a tbing, but the qu·alit.es which the nn.me s~~g­
gests. For instance, we sho'uld never dream of suymg 
that :i, table \Vas a wardrobe-because " table " suggests 
qualities which we kno:w. a wardrobe does I}ot possess. Or 
ta:ke the term " committee .". If we saw half.a-dozen 
people standing ~t a street corner, and chatting over the 
n·o~s of the day, we shou1~ .not .. call ~hem a ~0!11m1ttee, 
b~cause· t;hey .do. not po~css _the necessary ~uahties. But 
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if we put these same people into a room, let them repre­
sent some body (such as a Lyceum), and give them power 
to transact the Ly1;eum's business-we at once agree that 
they possess 1.he necessary qualities, and we call them a 
committee. There are many such bodies carrying on the 
business of various organisations and the term committee 
can be applied to each of them. The number of things to 
which a tem1 can be extended ( Ol' applied) is called its 
extension, and the number of qualities suggested by the 
term is called its intension. As a rule, when we increase 
the number of qualities (intension) we decrease the num­
ber of things to which the term may be applied (its exten­
sion). Take " committee " again. If we increase the 
intension by adding the term "education," we get a. new 
term, " F..ducation Committee." Now there are many com­
mittees which do not meet for educations.I purposes, so 
the new term cannot be exte11ded to so many bodies as the 
original term could be applied to and therefore the exten­
sion is decreased. If we add a further new quality by plac­
ing "B.S.L.U." before "Education Com.Jlllttee" we de­
crease the number of bodies to which the term extends to 
one-for there can be only one B.S.L.U. Education Com­
mittee. 

All this at first seems very confusing, and of doubtful 
use, but as students of Logic-or as investigators who want 
to be sure that we are reasoning along proper lines-we 
shall find that unless we get a. thorough grasp of the use 
and meanings of terms we shall not be able to build up 
(or examine and criticise) propositions with any great 
degree of 1iccuracy or relia.bility. With consta.nt practice 
the confusion, which is only apparent a.nd not real, will 
disappear. We must not forget that, though there are 
many kinds of tel'ttl.8, yet the words we use a.re not grouped 
under their va.rious headings. For instance, the word 
" library " is a general term, a. concrete term, a. collective 
term, and ( a.s it can be applied to thousa.nds of collections 
of books) its extension is very great. 

We must lea.rn to diRtinpish between general and pa.r· 
t.imilar, genel'al and collective, positive and negative, eon­
erete and abstract terms, and to know wb;v: any given word 
is any. given kind of term. When we do this-and we ca:'l 
only do it through constant practice-we shall be able to 
go forward confidently to the building up (or breaking 
down) of propositions. 
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Page 13, Line 12, should read :-

" ............ the most extreme of his 
old beliefs." 
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IV.-Propositions • 
. ~t is ~ common saying that " what is true of the in­

d1v1dual is true of the class "-but this statement has to 
be exanuned very carefully. The class has ~o be very strictly 
defined. Take the term " horse." One horse may be 
white, but tb1n does not mean that all horses are white. 
Wh1it is meant is that in so far as horse=like qualities are 
concerned, all horses are more or le'ss- alike. They have 
four legs, hoofs, a long head, a tail, etc. Take also the 
genernl term " Spiritualist." Ernest Oaten and Rev. W. 
Wynn are Spiritualists, but whilst Mr. Wynn is a believer ~ 
in Spirit Return who will not allow his new knowledge t-0 
modify in any way even the most extreme of this old be-
liefs in Orthodox Christianity, Ernest Oaten is a Spiritual-
ist who believes that the teachings of " returned " Spirit 
Friends reveal an entirely new conception of the relation-
ship between God and Man. We can see, therefore, that 
when we sr·eak of a class we must carefully define of V1<hat 
the class consists. It is just the same·with m•"!diums. One 
medium may be capable of producing physical phenomena., 
others of healing, automatic writing or trance control ; yet 
they are all mediums. The only thing we can insist on . 
is that all physical mediums, or all trance mediums, should 
exhibit similar phenomena. 

Whe:n building up Propositions, we must take ca.re that 
all the terms we use come strictly under a rigid deftniti.m ; 
for if we don't, but use our terms carelessly, we shall find 
ourselves. coming to some very strange conclusions. 

A Propositfon is a statement in so many words that 
any given thing contains certain stated qualities, or is 
contained jn a certain class. 

For instance, in the proposition- · 
"The Lyceum Union is an Educational Body,"­

we i:nake the claim that the Lyceum Union is included in 
the class " Educational Bodies." And when we say that 

"All educational bodies are worthy of support," 
we state that all -educational bodies possess certain quali­
ties. 
. But when we '!ay that 11 No really civilised nation make~ 
preparation for war," we a.re st~t}ng a verY. p.tferent pro·· 
,positio11.Th!'l former two are positive propos1t1ons, the last 
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is a negative proposition. One states that the term is 
aontained in a ce'rt-ain class, the other asserts that it is 
NOT contained in a certain class. 

These are not the only kinds of propositions of which 
we have to learn. There is the hypothetical proposition, 
which always (or nearly always) begins with " if," or a 
word of similar meaning. " If the Lyceum Union is an 
educational body, -it ought to turn out able scholars" 
(which it is doing through its Education Scheme). "If 
A.B. is a physical mf'ldium, he should be able to produce 

~- physical phenomena (given proper conditions)." 

If a proposition contains the words " or " or " either," 
it is_ called a disjunctive proposition, -bf'lcause it. dlsJolns 
either of the terms from the stated class. " He is either 
a physical medium or a mental medium " means that the 

-medium under discussion is excluded (shut out) from one 
of the two !llasl!es named. 

Not only must we divide our propositions into the fore­
going claRses, but we must decide whether we are going to 
nRe them in a universal or particular sense. A Universal 

· proposition is one in which the term is distributed, or used 
with its full meaning-that is, to include everything that _/ 
comes under the definition. " All Lyceumists are earnest 
students of Spiritualism "-is a Universal proposition, -be­
cause it includes all Lyceumists. But " Some Spiritualists 
arfl unwilling to study our philo!!ophy "-is a Particular 
proposition, heca11se it only applies to a particular part 
of the class cc-Spiritualist." We must study these two 
kinds of proposition very carefully, because more mistakes 
are made by arguing from the particular to the universal 
than in any other form of reasoning. When a, fraudulent 
medium is exposed (although it is generally by experienced 
8piritualists, who are thfl only people capable of detecting 
fr:tud-because thev know the ~enuine article, and there= 
fore can detect the false), unthinking people generally say : 
" Oh. thPv're all n.like "-whicb is not only unfair, but 
ver:v illogical. Out of ten mfldinms, six might be frauds, 
but if the other four give J!enuinfl phl'lnomena., what they 
nroduce shonlrl be convincing to everv unpreiudiced scien­
tific mind. It is very misleaaing to "argue from the pa.r­
ticulnr 'tc the universal, and we must take great ca.re tl1at 
we don't fall into the error. We must alw-ays find out· 
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whether the statement is made about all or only part of 
the class under consideration, and then we will be sure 
to come to a correct judgment. 

Propositions are divided into subject, copula and predl· 
cate. The subject is the term of which something is said ; 
the copula is the word or words joining the two terms 
together (every proposition consists of two and not more 
than two terms), and the predicate is what is said of the 
subject. For instance, in the proposition " All Lyceumists 
are earnel!lt students of Spiritualism," the subject is " All . /""" 
Lyceumists," the copula is "are," and the predicate (or /' 
what is said about " all Lyceumists ") is " earnest stud• 
ents of Spiritualism." But the three parts are not always 
so easily found, nor. are they always in the same order. 
In "strong is truth," the predicate comes first and the 
subject last. Truth is to be found among the things 
labelled " strong." 

The great difficulty at the beginning is to find out which 
is the predicate and which the subject. This difficulty can 
be overcome bv considering the proposition as a nest Gf 
boxes, such as· children use for building. We can then 
imagine the predicate as the larBer box, into which the 
subject should fit. Take-"- The Lyceum Union is an edu­
cational body." The large box will be ''Educational 
Bodies," and the smaller box that should fit into it will 
be "Lyceum Union," as shown: 

•LYCEUM UNION 

EDUCATIONAL BODIES 

Once we ha.ve mastered propositions, and are able to 
tell at a glance which are positive, negative, hypothetical 
or disjunctive, and whether they are used universally or 
parti.cularly, a.nd when we can readily distinguish the 
subject from the predicate, we shall be able to tackle 
syllogisms and find out their logical value. 
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V. -Syllogisms, 

The value of a Syllogism depends on the ca.re with which 
its three propositions are made and examined. Some 
propositions are very deceptive in appearance, and the 
unwary reasont;r runs a great risk of being led astray. 
In Logic, every proposition means just what it says-and 
nothing more. F'or instance, take the p;rcposition that 
" some Spiritualists d.o not study our philosophy." The 
careless thinker is liable to jump at once to the conclusion 
that " other Spiritualists do study our philosophy." But 
the proposit10n does not say so, and therefore all we 
can argue logically from its statement is that some do 
not· study; while with regard to the remainder we are 
unablr to state whether they do or don't. This is a most 
important point, and failure to observe it has been the 
cause of many students of various subjects being sadly 
misled. In logical reasoning we must take each state­
ment as all that can be said (as far as each syllogism is 
concerned), and refuse to allow anything to be added, 
whether from onr own or other people's knowledge. For 
we must ever remember that we only use formal logic in 
building up our own Mguments, or in examining those of 
an opponent or an advocate of some particular case. In 
ordinary writing, the strict lo~ical form is seldom or never 
used. Let us put the foregomg proposition into a syllo­
gism, as follows :-

" The study of our philosophy is necessary for the proper 
understanding of Spiritualism ; some Spiritualists do not 
study our philosophy ; therefore some Spiritualists are not 
capable of attaining to a proper understanding of Spiritual­
ism." 

'rhis form, although perfectly clear, is long and cumber­
some ; so, in an ordinary essay, the statement would appear 
somewhat as fo11ows :-

" Some Spiritualists, having neglected the study of our 
philosophy, are. incapable of understanding all that Spirit­
ualism stands for." 

Here we find only two propositions stated ; the third­
that the study of our philosophy is necessary to a proper 
understanding-being present J~ th~ wrJt~r's DJJnd, as a 
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conviction ; but not being stated .because it seemed 1;0 

obvious tha.t sLatement was not needed. 

When examining an argument, we must always try to 
.find out what the missing (that is-the not stated) propo­
sition is-fo1· by so doing we prepare ourselves for ta.kmg 
another necessary precaution; to determine from our know­
ledge of the wdter's conviction, whether the withheld pro­
position is true as a matter of fact. 

A syllogism consists of three (and only t.hree) proposi­
tions. The first two ai·e called the Premises-because they 
are something sent out (or set down) before-and the third, 
the Conclusion. The conclusion must always follow from 
the two premises ; and if either of the two premises is 
wrong, the conclusion also is wrong. The M:ateriahst, 
when attacking Spiritualism, argues that there is no life 
apart from. matter, and that when the physical body dies 
the life dies with it. This is the major proposition in 
all his argllllllents ; therefore, as we know that there is life 
apart from mat.tor (as defined by him), we determine that 
all his conclus10ns are wrong. The Agnostic claims that. 
the phenomena and philosophy of Spiritualism lie outside 
the recognised limits of provable truths. In this claim 
there are two errors. In the .first place, the Agnostic has 
.fixed his own idea of the limits-which no really scientific­
ally-minded man would do; and in the second place, ii· 
has been proved over and over again that Gur phenomen:i 
are actual occurrences, and that our philosophy is foi.mded 
on the study of well proven facts. 

So we can see how necessary it is· that the statements 
in our premises should be absolutely accurate, if our con­
clusions from these premises are to be in any way reliable. 

Premises are of two kinds-the Major premise and the 
Minor premise We already know that the syllogism has 
three (and only three) terms-each used twice. These arn 
called the Major, Middle and Minor terms-and the major 
premise is the one that contains the major term, while the 
minor premise confains the minor term. 

Let us examine a syllogism, and then put the proposr 
tions (or premises) into our nest of boxes. (We shall 
need three this time). 
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" All educational bodies are worthy of support ; 
The Lyceum Uruon is an educational body; 
The Lyceum Union is worthy of support." 
We see that the three terme-"educational body," 

" Lyceum Union," and "worthy of support"-are each 
used twice. Let ur. now use our boxes~ The largest box 
would be the " worthy of support " box ; next w9uld come 
the " educational bodies " box, and lastly the " Lyceum 
Union " box-as thus: 

LYCEUM UNION 

EDUCATIONAL BODIES 

WORTHY OF SUPPORT 

" Worthy of support" (in the largest box) is the major 
term; " educational bodies " (in the middle box) is the 
middle term, and " Lyceum Union" is the minor term. 
We notice at once that the middle term is only used to 
build up the argument, and is not used at all in the con­
clUsion; while the major term is used in the first (or major) 
premise; the minor term is used in the second (or minor) 
premise-and both are used in the conclusion : the minor 
term being the subject, and the major term being the pre­
dicate, of the Jinal proposition. And even if we altered 
the order of the syllogism, and said that " the Lyceum 
Union is an edncational body; and all educational bodies 
.... etc.,"-the major premise would still be that con· 
taining the m:.i.jor term-the largest box. 

The above is an affirmative syllogism, because all the 
propositions are affirmative (positive). In a. negative syl­
logism the only difference would be that the smallest box 
would not be contained in the second largest. For instance 
if we said that" t.he Lyceum Union is NOT an educational 
body," it would foJlow that (under the conditions of the 
syllogism which we are considering) it would not be 
" worthy of support," and therefore the smaill box would 
be outside of the other two. 

When examining arguments for or against Spiritual­
ism it would help considerably if a.II students turned the 
arguments into syllogisms and used the "nest of boxes" 
test. 
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VI.-.Qales of the Syllogism. 

To aid us in building up or examining syllogisms, we 
&re guided by a number of rules-but there is no space to 
allow of dealing with them here. Those who are taking 
up a thorough study of Logic will find these rules in the 
text-books, and those who only want to get a general grasp 
of thti subJect will be content with a few of the most im­
portant. 

. The first rule we have already considered, that a syllo­
gism must contain three, and not more than three, terms. -
'£he purpose of a syllogism is to show that the middle term 
is contained in the major term; that the minor term is 
contained in the middle term, and that, therefore, the 
minot· term must be contained in the major term. By 
claiming that " the Lyceum Union" is included in " edu­
cational bodies," and that " educational bodies " are in­
cluded in bodies " worthy of support "-we pave the way 
to our final claim that " the Lyceum Union is worthy of 
support." If we used four terms, there would be no middle 
term with which to compare the other two, for we arc 
allowed only three propositions, as laid down in the second 
mle-that a syllogism must contain three, and not more 
than three, propositions. 

Now, if Wf' had said that " some (instead of all) educa­
tional bodies are worthy of support "-we should· have 
suggested that some might not be worthy, and it would 
have been open to question whether the Lyceum Union 
was included in the worthy or unworthy bodies. So, in 
order to be a.ble to decide definitely about the character 
of the Lyceum Union, we must say something that is true 
(or claimed to be true) about all educational bodies. Then 
what is tme of them will also be true of the Lyceum Union 
as an educational body (only). This explains the next two 
rules, which lay down that the middle term of a syllogism 
must be distributed (used universally, or in its full mean· 
ing) at least once in the premises~and that no term· can 
be distributed m the conclusion, unless it is distributed in 
the premises. It would be incorrect, for instance, to say 
that t.he Lyceum Movement is not. an educational movfl· 
ment, simply because some Lyceurnists do not study. 

1 
,,r--
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Aga.in, lf our two premises a.re negative, a.nd merely 
tell us that certs.in classes of people or things are not in­
cluded m other cla.sses, we cannot draw any conclusion. 
We a.re only told that they a.re not included in certs.in 
stated cla.sses, but of what cla.sses they may be included in .. 
we know nothing. , 

If only oIJ.e of the premises is negative, we a.re some­
times able to draw a conclusion-but it also will be nega­
tive. In the syllogism-" All Spiritualists believe in per­
sonal responsibility ; NO Orthodox Christian believes in 
persona.I responsibility; therefore NO Orthodox Christian 
can be a Spiritualist "-we see that only a negative con­
clusion can be reached. To use our nest of boxes-the 
box labelled " all Spiritualists " would fit into the box 
labelled " Believers in persona.I responsibility," but the 
box labelled " Orthodox Christianity " would not. There­
fore we can not compare them. 

The foregoing are the principal rules of the syllogism, 
and 1f we only take the trouble to understa.nd and use them 
we shall not go far wrong when we start reasoning out 
problems for ourselves ; neither will we be easily deceived 
or misled when we examine the arguments of others. So 
long as we refuse to allow more than three terms or three 
propositions to be considered at any one time : so long as 
we make sure that all that is meant by our middle b.ox 
is included in our largest box : so long as we remember 
that two negatives cannot make a positive (in Logic)­
any more than two blacks can ma.k:e a white'; so long as 
we remember that thtngs which are not included in the 
same class (such as "Believers in Persona.I Respon­
sibility") cannot agree with each other-as far as that 
classification is concerned-we may feel reasonably confi­
dent that we are on the right road to reliable knowledge. 
And unless w~ use thesf! rules, we sha.11 be very liable to 
fall into one or other of the m11.ny pitfalls that lie along 
the investigator's path. · · 

VIL-Applying the ~ales. 

There is not much to be ga.ined by knowing rules, if 
we do not apply them in ou'.I;' reasoning. In previous cha.p-
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ters we have used various syllogisms to illustrate the steps 
taken. We mu1:1t now exa.mine whether these syllogisms 
will stand the test of the rules we have just been consider­
ing. Space wiil not allow us to examine more than one 
together, but each student can examine the others at 
leisure. 

Take the latest syllogism used-" All Spiritualists 
believe in Personal Responsibility; no Orthodox Christian 
belie-ves m Peri;onal Responsibility; therefore, no Ortho­
dox Christian can be a Spiritualist." There are three 
terms, and only three ; ·there are three propositions, and 
11-0 more-so far we are correct. But we must also see 
that the middle te1·m has been used in its full meaning 
(distributed) at least once. The middle term (which does 
not. appear in the conclusion) is " Personal Responsibility," 
and this of itself is a singular term, and cannot be used in 
a partial, or '' particular '' sense. So we are safe here. 
The two terms in the conclusion are " no Orthodox Chrisc 
•i.._n" and " a Spiritualist," .both used universally, and, 

·~ ... e, distributed-but they are also distributed in the 
'1ne of the premises, " no Orthodox Christian, 

~ and the conclusion is negative. There­
'lone of the rules, and can safely say 

.. <l-19-.9' our conclusion is justified by 
' 191>. ~e no Orthodox Christian 

C9~ '<I ~list. It may be urged 
" 'lo ~_;;__ '"Y\Selves Spiritual­

Qo~ -...... u. ~'1.Ued itself a 
~ v~ '-"P}Bt not 
o~<? "~~e 

1!4~~~ ~~~~ 
-VO ,..,, i9 
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to enter for our Education Scheme, on the plea. that, as 
the children are studying for other ex&minations (Civil 
Service, Secondary School, etc.) which are necessary for 
their future success and advancement, they cannot afford 
the time for other studies which "mean nothing to them." 
These pa.rents would perhaps be surprised to learn that 
they have been arguing from misleading premises, and 
have reached a wrong conclusion. Put into syllogistic 
form, their masoning has been somewhat as follows: 
'' Secular education is necessary for success in life ; the 
B.S.L. U. Scheme is not secular education; therefore the 
B.S.L.U. Scheme is not necessary for success in life." If 
our only purpose were to win in an argument, we c.ould 
easily show how wrong is this reasoning by putting, in 
place of "The B.S.L.U. Scheme," another term, such as 
"industry," "zeal," "honesty," or "application." We 
should then ieach the obviously wrong conclusion that 
"industry (or zeal, or honesty, (II' application) is not 
necesi:;ary for success in life "-and, we may be sure, no· 
parent would admit that ! Such a conclusion could only 
follow from some such major premise as-'' secular educa­
tion is th.; only thing necessary for success in life " -
which, again, we all know to be wrong. 

But we are examining the parents' contention from 
the point of view of a logical syllogism, so it lies with us 
to test it by our rules, and find where aBd how these r.ules 
are broken. The terms and propositions are correct in 
number; and having one negative premise we have a nega­
tive conclusion-which is according to rule, as is also the 
fact that we have used the middle term, " .secular educa­
tion," at least once in its full meaning. Where, then. liAl'I 
the errori Tt. 1;,,~ ;~ t..--'-- • - -



distributed. Our frst premise (a.hove) is a.flirmative, and 
means nothing mo1 e than that secular (that is, ordinary) 
education is contained in the things necessary for success 
in life-without telling us what other things are also neces-

{· sary. 

Were this the pi oper place, it might be poin.;ed out that 
the parents have taken rather a narrow view of " life " 
(which stretches fs r beyond this sphere) and of " success 
in life " (which doesn't lie entirely in social advancement). 

There is anothet· pitfall (already mentioned) which we 
must all try to avoid-we must never argue from the par­
ticular to the genetal. lf the two premises are particular 
propositions, we ai·e unable to draw a conclusion that is 
of any value. Supposing we claim (as we may) that 
"some Lyceumists .have studied Spiritualism," and that 
" some who have s ;udied Spiritualism are. good speakers " 
-it does not by any means follow (from the two premises) 
that " some Lycetmists are good speakers." As far as 
we can learn from .:he premises, some Lyceumists are stud­
ents (leaving a number about whom we cannot say whether 
they are students or not); and some students are good 
speakers. But wh·3ther the Lyceumists who are students 
are included in the students who are good speakers, we 
are not told-and we can only form our conclusion from 
what the premisee tell us. The students who are good 
speakers may not be Lyceumists-or they may. But we 
don't know-and we must never make assumptions. 

We must conclude our consideration of the syllogism 
and its rules by a hrief reference to the hypothetical syllo­
gism. In this, the first premise starts with if-" If A.B. is 
a clairvoyant, he can see spirit forms"-" if A.B. is a 
clairvoyant " beine- called the antecedent (because it goes 
before), n.nd "he can see spirit forms" the conse'l.uent 
(because it follows as a result) ; the second premise either 
affirms the antecec.ent or denies the consequent-and the 
conclusion is drawn accordingly. To complete the syllogism 
" but A.B. cannot see spirit forms: therefore he is not a 
clairvoyant." Gre it care must be taken that we do not 
deny the antecedent or affirm the consequent, as by so 
doing we break IT Jes of the syllogism. But 1mnecessary 
risks need not be 1 un, as the hypothetical proposition can 
ea.sily be turned into an ordinary affirmative propositioP.i 



with the same meaning. When we say-" if A.B. is a 
clairvoyant, he can sec spirit forms "-we are really claim­
ing that " all chiirvoyants can flee spirit forms," and rf 
we make this our major premise, the minor premise and 
conclusion will b<> just the same, and we shall have one 
pitfall the less. 

The syllogism is used by scientists for inductive and 
deductive re·asoni11g (see Essay I.), and if we will only learn 
to apply its rulc·s we can always safeguard ourselves 
agninst falling in to error in conside1·ing arguments that 
otherwise might mislead us ; and we can aJso fit our­
selves for scientific and philosophic;il investigation. 

VIII.-Investigation. 

So far we haYc confined ourselves to the methods of 
obtaining fresh knowledge from knowledge already in our 
possession. We must now consider how we are to discover 
the facts from which to build up our syllogisms. If either 
of the premises of a syllogism is wrong, the conclusion also 
is wrong ; so we must make sure that our premises are 
correct. As has often been stated, the philosophy of Spirit· 
ualism is founded on facts discovered through investiga­
tion ; and theTefore, if we mn.ke any mistakes in our 
investigations, it follows that the premises from which 
we aTguc are incorrect, and our philosophy (the conclu­
sions deduced from our premises) is wrong. 

Spiritualism claims that its philosophy is founded on 
" The proven facts of communion between departed human 
spiritu and mortals." How are we to prove these facts i 
The answer is not nearly_ so easy as some might be in­
clined to think. An investigator may attend a Spiritualist 
meeting or a seanre, and there get described to him some­
one whom he had known in former years, but who is now 
" dead." The description may be perfect, as regards form, 
features and persona.I characteristics, and even as regards 
intimate historical facts-BUT if the investigator takes 
this as conclusive proof of Spirit Return, he is assuming 
far more than is justified by the facts. All that has been 
proved is that the medium concerned is able to give him 
an accurate description of his "dead " friend. Much more 
t~an that is demanded by the wise investigator. 



The first thing he will do will be to make full inquiry 
about the description which could have been given from 
personal knowledge or from inspection of a photograph, 
or might have been only the result of clever mind-reading 
(a phase of psychometry). It would be possible t.hat the 
clairvoyant might know the investigator and might have 
known his dead friend. Again, the clairvoyant might have 
had a.n opportunity of seeing a photograph; and the his­
torical facts might have been learned in some other way 
than that claimed by the medium-that his dead friend 
wits present and speaking. All these questionings have . ,,,,_,, 
to be answered, nnd even after the investigator has satis- /' 
fied himself that the clairvoyant either did not know him or 
had not known his friend ; after proving beyond :t'easonable 
doubt that she could not have seen a photograph ; after 
having become convinced that only he and his friend knew 
of the intimate personal faqtB mentioned by the medium 
-··even llfter all Lhis, Spirit Return has not been proved, al-
though the investigator has gone a long way towards proof. 
'rhere still remains as an explanation th'e acknowledged 
fact of mind-n·ading-that the medium may only have 
been describing a mental picture ; and this is an explana-
tion that must not be lightly brushed aside, for the fact 
of psychometry is too well established. 

The next step for our investigator is to compare notes 
with other investigators, when he will find that, although 
there are many ca1:1es where mind-reading might easily be 
accept.ed as a reasonable explanation, there are many other 
case1:1 where mind-reading could not explain what too\: 
place. He will hem· of cases where the pet·son described 
was not known by tbe person to whom the description and 
other particulars were given, and where inquiries had to 
be made in dietan:t parts of the country-parts not known 
to the medium ; he will hear of ca;ies where the medium 
could not possibly have known the weaning of the cryptic 
message delivered. but which was perfect.ly plain to the per­
son who reoei.ved it. He wlll perhaps attend at material­
isation seances,· where the form of bis friend will " build 
up " before him: he will perhaps sit with a photographic 
medium, and find the photograph of his friend beside hi.fl 
own ; he will perhaps attend at a trumpet seance, and 
hear the voice of 'his friend addressing ·him in the old 
familiar and well-remembered manner-or he will hear or 
read of siJQ.ila1 experiences that have befallen competent 
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and reliable witnesses, and he wiU ren.son within hiJl!-se!f 
that all these things cannot be due tc• chance, or comc1-
dence, or mind-1·eading. He will firCJt cif all satisfy himself 
that the phenomena are not caused by the medium or the 
circle ; he will next satisfy himself thal; there is in opera­
tion n human intelligence apart from tbat of the medium­
and finally he "ill admit that the jndE1pendent huma.n in­
telligence is that of his friend. An.d as his friend is 
" dead," a.nd as his friend's body is lying in the F.llVf!. 
the only conclusion he can possibly corae to js that it was 
only the phyRicaJ part of his friend 1;bat died: the real 
friend-the fotelligence, the individualif:y-is still alive. He 

·will have become convinced of SpirH Return . 
• 

There is one thing that the hone:1t investigator will 
always keep in mind, and that is, that he is not investigat­
ing in order to find proofs of some opinion (whether for 
or against Spiritualism), at which he bas already arrived 
-but to find out what· is true, no matter what that may 
be, and to accept that truth, no matter whether it con­
firms or contradicts his previous opinio'!ls. The investigator 

~ must always remernbe1· that our phenomena form the baciis 
.of our phiiosophy, a.nd that we are iee·~pcted in our philo-

: sophy to conclusions that have been logically deduced from 
scientifically proved premises. Every proposition that we 
use in our · sylfogisms must be capable of scientific proof, 
a.nd every term we use in our propositions must bear a 
meaning 'that is understood and accepted in the common 
use of the English language. It must never be for~ttcn 
that such terms as spirit, soul, mind, ego, etc., have a.n 
accepted meaning to ''the man in {:h11 street," and that, 
if we use these terms with special Meanings coined by 
ourselves, "the man in the street" will misunderstand us 
--and be inclined to scoff. 

The t,rue objeot of investigation is to find out whatever 
can be discovered. and to draw from our discoveries n.11 
the opinions, or a.U the theories, that they justify And 
the investillator will do well to bear in mind the rule ls.id 
down by Professor T. H. Huxley, tha~ in looking for the 
ca1111e of phenomena we must prove (1) that the suppo9ed 
C'ause of the phenomena exists in m-.ture, f2) that this 
c~use is capable of producing thf! p1ienomena. obset"Ved, 
n,nd (3) that no other cause could prod11ce the phenomena.. 
With these conditions to guide him, and with the rules of 

.; 
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the syllogism to keep him straight in his re&S(•ning frDm 
the phenomena which he has observed, the investigator will 
always know that he is on safe ground, and that his con­
clm.ions are reliable guides to further investigation. 

IX.-lnferences. 

The in"estigator who wishes to progress beyond the 
mere facts of spirit communication, and to obtain a. fairly 
comprehensive grasp of the true message of Spiritualism, ~ 
will soon· begin to arrange his verified facts and to make 
inferences. When we make an inference we argue that if 
something (of which we know) has been proved to be 
true, something else connected with it (a.bout which we 
don't actually know) is also true. But, if we want to be 
certain that· our inferences arc correct, we must make 
sure that thev follow from our facts, and also, if possible, 
verify them by further investigation. There a.re some in-
ferences that can easily be verified (such as Spirit Com-
munion) and some that cannot be verified (such a.s Immor-
tality of the Soul), but which seem very reasonable in the 
light of our present knowledge. · 

Let us consider these two inferences, and see where 
they lead us. Spirit Communion (NOT spirit communicar 
tion) is an inference tha.t follows from our newly acquired 
knowledge of man's spiritual nature. Man is a Spirit, 
with a spirit body, and, by means of this body is able to 
get into direct touch with other Spirits {whether incarnate 
or discarnate-with or without a physical body) of a similar 
nature and with similar ideals and desires. This is proved 
by telepa,thy, and borne out by the fact that men and 
women of different political and religious opinions, or of 
different social positions, will come to.a:ether to form a 
literary club, or a musical sod.ety, or some other body 
formed for the purpose of carrying out the aim or 'Purpose 
or ideal that dra.ws thr.m together. Further, psycbometry 
ha.s proved that mind can communicate with mind ; and 
we arime that. in tbe same way, minds in the Spirit world 
can .!!et into touch with minds in tMs physical world, 
" and provide, in sweet communion, joyF which Earth can­
not aff01·d." This is our inference-the proof that it is 
correct comes from the Spirit aide. We have been in-



formed by our Spirit visitors that when we " open our 
heart& '' and with pure minds ask for blessing and assist­
ance, we put ourselves into connection with spiritual 
forces, and the thoughts ·a.nd inspiration of exalted·mind.;; 
flow into ours. Therefore we know, beyond all doubt, that 
Spirit Communion is a glorious fact. 

The Immortality of the Soul is quite a different mattel'. 
We have proved .,he continuity of conscious individuality 
after the death of the physical body : we have accepted 
the teaching of peraonal responsibility with compensation 
and retribution ; we have been informed by our Spirit 
Fnends that we shall have opportunities of making good 
the mistakes and ignorances of which we are ~uilty 
in Earth life and be able to progress higher and higher 
in Spirit life-and that even advanced Spirits re.ta.in their 
individuality. And it is easy to infer that no ru.a.tter how 
much we may progress, our individuality, and the persona.I 
chn.racteristic~ of the soul, may alter but will always be 
retained. But we cannot prove our inference, for, although 
it seems very reasonable, only eternity can prove whether 
it is correet. Personally, I am of the opinion that the 
immortality of tbe soul is a fact in nature-but it is only 
ari opinion, with pienty of facts that appear to justify it, 
but nnne to prove it. And we must always remember that 
inferences are only opinions. If we can pNve them by 
ftn·ther investigation, they cease to be inferences and be­
come th~cepte1{ scfontific facts; if we cannot prove them 
they remain inferences (or opinions or theories) and we 
are 1mable to argue from them. It will easily be seen 
how unreliable would be the conclusion, if one of the 
premises stated that. "A.B. may be .... " The onJy 
logical conclusion would be that " Therefore, Y.Z. may 
be ••.. "-but then it may not be! 

In all investigation we must use inferences, so it is most 
important that that Wfl should use them properly and care­
fullv. ·We must bfl verv careful that what we infer is in 
everv respect JUStified by known facts-and all the facts 

· within the swpe of our knowledge must be taken into 
a.ccount. For instance, a clairvoyant at a meeting ml.Ly 
!live l'J,mazingly accurate descriptions, all fully recognised. 
At another meeting nothini.t whatever may be recognised. 
It would be unwise to infer that a.t the first meeting the 
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clairvoyant had been making lucky gueues, or using pri­
vately obtained information. We naust .take into account 
the difference in the size and general " atmosphere " (or 
" conditions·") of the meeting-places; the difference in 
the size and quality of the audiences-as regards xpental 
and spiritual development, and the power of remembering ; 
and possible differences in the mental and physical condi· 
tion of the clairvoyant. With all these differences in mind, 
we should suspend judgmefit and a.wait further evidence. 
So we can see that, if we disregard even one fact, the 
inference we draw must be . wrong-and as only a very 
foolish person would deliberate1r lead himself astray, and ~ 
as' no Lyceumist is a very foolish person, it follows (as 
an inference) that no Lyceumist would be so foolish or so 
careless as to form an opinion without taking all the 
known facts mto account. 

There is one rule that the intelligent investigator will 
always keep in mind (or, better still, write on the first page 
of his note-book), and that is-Never take anything for 
granted ; alway~ examine, test and prove. The course to 
be followed is-{1) investigate (or study reliable accounts 
of the investigation of) every possible phase of phenomena. 
at every possible opportunity; (2) arrange and tabulate 
all the nrified facts; (3) make inferences based on these 
facts; (4) investigate further to see if the inferences &re 
corre,ct; (5) if they are not correct, make new inferences 
justified by the new facts-if correct, make further infer­
encen; (6) continue investigation-and so on, never accept­
ing n.nything that cannot be proved beyond question. If 
we do this_, uRine- our intelligence (and the care that we 
woul·~ use in buymg a new bicycle) ,we ~hall be r,easonably 
certs.in that the knowledge we obta.m will be reliable, a.nil 
also of use to others. . 

X.-How We Collect and Examine Evidence. 

There a.re two .methods of conducting a.n investigation-· 
by oh£1ervation or by experiment. Most of us follow the 
form~r method-that is to sa.y, we content cul'selves with 
a.tten.ding our ch•cle.s and meetings and taking note of 
what happens there; Ffom what we see, and from our 
knowledge of the medium's honesty and genuineness, we 
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form opinions of the phenomena. produced. But others, 
such as Sil' vVilliaru Crookes, or D1·. Crawford, have trieq 
experiments. They have la.id down certain test conditions, 
and then have noted what occurred under these condi­
tions. 

It will ea.stly be seen that the experimental method i9 
the better of the two, because the observer at an ordinary 
circle or meeting can only see what occurs, but has no 
knowledge of how, or under what conditions, the phe­
nomena were produced. On. the qther hand, Dr. Craw­
~ord, in his investigation of the phenomena. produced at 
the Goligher circle, was able to make a.rra.ngements for 
testing what tb:e Spirit operators could do under various 
fixed ::1ets of conditions (See '"The Reality of Psychic 
Phenomena"). He had formed certain ideas (or theories), 
and he experimented to see whether his ideas were cor­
rect. And w.e should all try, in this way, to check our opin­
ions. AEI soon as we have observed &nd read enough to 
enable us to form opinions, we should seek an opportunity 
of puttmg these. opinions to the test. 

For instance, we. are brought into touch with psychic 
photography. We hear of mediums a.nd sittings, and a.re 
shown various photogi·aphs. We are told of the conditions 
under which the photographs were taken, and after weigh­
ing up the evidence obtained by (what might be called) 
observation, we come to the conclusion that the psychic 
'"extra" was put on the plate by o:1ither (1) the medium, 
(2) the sitter, or (3) some other person or influence in­
dependent of both. If we are satisfied with the honesty 
of. the sitter~ and of his :fitness to prevent fraud on the pa.rt 
cif the medium, we can come to the conclusion that the 
third ·alternative is the correct one, and ,that some super­
normal power has caused the production of the " extra.." 
But, if we are not satisfied; or if we a.re in a position to 
:find out· for ourselves, we start experimenting. We make 
an enga.gement with a photogra.phfo medium ; we buy our 
own plates ; we mark them with our own priva.te ma.rk : 
we place them in the slide ; we pla.ce the slide in t.he 
c:wne1·ar--and we may get a friend to ma.Ice the expoBUl'e. 
W.e develop- the plates ourselves, and see our own private 
mark appea.r-a.nd, besides our own photogra.t?h, we ·get s. 
phrtrait of some person who .has not been· (pbysica.lly) in 
the room, or who, 'to our knowledge, ha.s·"-pa.lided 'on." 

& . . . 
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We know that we haven't " faked '· the plates; we know 
that the medium couldn't have " faked" them-and yet the 
" extrn " i.s the1·e. ~o, as a result of our experiment~ we 
beconw convinced that some supernormal power is at work 

When experimenting we must take careful note of the 
exact circumstances under which phenomena happen. In 
onr photographic experiment we need a camera (though 
in some cases a camera is not used), plates, a medium and 
at least one sitter. These are necessary for the success of 
the experiment, but there is another necessary factor­
what wi:; somewhat loosely call " conditions." l:Should the 
" conditions " be bad, there will be no results. It is the 
task of the investigator to see that no factor is missing. 
All the foregoing will combine in being the " cause " of 
the phenonw11:1. Although not ment.ioning the Spirit friends 
1 have not overlooked them-but it is not yet known exact­
ly what par1: the Spirits play in t:he production of the 
pf\ychic " extra." 

Now we start to compare our psychic photograph with 
an ordinary photograph, and to try to find out where the 
two agree and where they differ. In both, the camera, 
the plates, the sitter and the photographer-and, of course, 
a good light-are necessary. The two main points of dif­
ference are :-(1) on the ordinary photograph only the 
sitter will appear, whilst on the psychic photograph an­
other face ; a written message (which would have taken 
minutes to w:i:ite-and the plate has been exposed for only 
a few seconds); a design or some other "e.xtra" will be 
found; (2) in psychic photography, the photographic med­
ium will in some way (under supervision) impregnate the 
plate with his (or her) psychic power, whereas the ordi­
nary photographer does nothing but make the exposure. 
So the direct cause of the "extra" is the medium's psy­
chic power, and the presence· of an unknown influence. 
And as the influence could not ha.ve made an impression 
under ordinary photographic conditions, we may put the 
medium's psychic power as the prime cause of the "extra." 

In this way we collect our eyideric~. ~nd form. our 
a.pinions, not (•n l:v of psychic photography but of an. phases 
of phenomena. We are limited in our· chofoe ·of · experi­
mtmts by ouT i~noTance of the laws governing the produc· 
ti on of p~ychic effects-but there is always. something we 

I 



c&n do to sa.tisfy ourselves of the genuineness of &ny phe­
nomena.. In circles we can try & re-arrangement of the 
positions of the sitters, or the latter can ta.&e turns at re­
maining out1:1ide the circle (but in the room)-and &11 varia­
tions in phenomena should be carefully noted. It is note­
worthy that on some occasions, when one of the regular 
sitters has been absent, and only & chair placed in the 
member's u1:1ual position, the phenomena have been pro­
duced just as if the member had been present. 

Having collected om· evidence, we must examine it very 
carefully, trying in all cases to find the cause as well as 
observe the effect. And when we have formed opinions 
(or theories, which are really opinions founded on facts), 
we must go on to further experiments, using the facts 
we have already discovered as our new starting _point. 
But we must first of all prove that the causes which we 
have observed (the "causes" here being the persons, 
things or " conditions " necessary for the production of 
the phenomena) will always give the same effect. If 
they don't, there is a further cause (or condition) which 
we have overlooked, and this must be discovered and taken 
into account. Then, when we ha.ve esta.blished a. sequence 
of ca.uses and effects, we can begin to look for the la.w of 
nature which governs the phenomena.. And as a first 
step to this we begin to generalise-to draw up a. general 
rule which all the phenomena seem to obey, and to infer 
that a.II similar phenomena. will obey the same rule. But 
the consideration of this must be left for another essay. 

XI.-Generallsatlon and Analogy. q,...,a.;;;;"'.' Y 

Investip:ation, to be reliable, should always follow a. 
settled order-observation, experiment, the sea.rob for the 
"causes" '(t!J-e neces~ary conditions), the discovery of 
agreements Wlth and differences from other similar thimrs 
known to us, observation of how the phenomena vary with 
varying conditions, a.nd lastly the attempt to draw up 
a general rLtle. 

In Spiritualism itis very diffi'.cult, and very dangerous, to 
attempt to generalise. When a chemist tries an experi­
ment, he combines va.rious substances in fixed q1ia.nti-



ties and under fixed states of temperature.. As he is deal­
ing with physical nature, he can be sure that every time 
he wishes to try the exper!Dlent he can have exactly the 
same quantities, o.f exac:.tly the same substances, at exactly 
the same temperature-so he is certain of always getting 
exactly the same result. But when we begin to combine 
human beings into a circle for phenomena, we are tackling 
a very difforent situation. We may have the same people, 
always sitting on the same chairs in the same position in 
the same rpom ; we may be able to control the ligibg 
and heating so that they are always practica.ity the sam r 
but thm e is one factor which can never be relied on as 
remaining constant, and that is the mental and pay hie 
state of the medium and the other sitters. It may s ely 
be assumed that the mental vibrations of the sitters com-
bine, just as their magnetic vibrations combine, and thia 
combination we may call the " ment.al sum " of the circle. 
But the mind of man is very imperfectly understood, even 
by psychologists, and it is impossible to calculate how 
the mental sum of any circle will vary from sitting to sit-
ting. Hence we get the !to 1111m...?) puzzling fn.ct that 
at one sittinp; of a circle splendid phenomena. may be pro-
duced, and at another sitting nothmg of. any importance 
ma1 occur-altl:.ough the sitters and (apparently) the con-
ditions are the same. There are some circles where the 
same class of phenomena can always be relied on-but there 
are far more where the members never know what t'l ex-
pect. And until we are wise enough to be able to detect and 
account for mental and psychic variations, this state of 
affairs will remain to puzzle novices and provide argu-
ments for opponents. 

SCI it is impoPeible to generalise on circles. One circle 
of (say) eight members will get "table phenomena."· &n· 
other with a similar membership will get psvchic n?oto­
p:raphy; another will get materialisation; another, beauti­
ful perfumes-etc., etc. We say that the differences in the 
phenomena: are du~ to differenc.es in the psychic powers of 
th"' rP.soecfave medlllm11-but this 1foe1m't heln 1111 out of our 
diffieulty, for we df!n't know what these psychic powers 
are, or where they lie. 

If we do generalise on our phenomena, we must confine 
ourselves to the few points where we know we are s1Lfe. 
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A circle should consist of members d both sexes (or posi­
tives and negstives-a man· may be negative and. a woman 
positive-though that is not the general rule); it should 
meet regularly and always sit for the same length of time; 
it should contain a medium-on these goints we are secure, 
and we can state them as a general rule, and infer that 
with these conditions fulfilled we should get some phase 
of phenomena. But it is only a general rule, and. when 
applying it we must also keep in miud every single excep­
tion. 

Thus when a number of things resemble each other in 
two or three points, we rea~on about them by genera.Fsa· 
tion. When a number of things resemble each other m a 
good manv ways we reason about them by analogy-and 
infer that; as thiey are alike in so many points, they will 
most likely resemble each other in mere points. But we 
find, if anything, rt greater difficulty in finding analogies 
than we did in finding generalisations. The psychic and 
mental factors upset all attempts at comparing our phe­
nomena 'and facts with similar physical phenomena and 
facts. The only case. in which we mm use a,nalogy with 
any safety· is. in comparing Spirit lifo with Earth life. W G 

are told that the personal character of a man is not altered 
by physical death ; that the Spirit friends live in com­
munities ; that they form societies for various purposes ; 
that they have chosen leaders whose authority is acknow­
ledged ; that they meet and discuss questions at issue­
and many other details and particulars which agree with 
similar conditions here. So we can reason by analogy that 
life in the Spirit spheres ( especiallv in those nearest the 
earth) iR pretty much the same ·ar;1 that with which we are 
familiar. But everi here analogy is full of risk, for there 
are many differences, imposed by the difference between 
physical and i;pi.rit conditions of living. 

Although ordinary and psychic photography appear to 
have many points in common, they disagree on so many 
vital n0ints 'thn,t i.t is impos<'ihl" to n~r :i.nalof!v. Mr. 
Ernest Vickers informs me that tht> pr!"dominant ~1olour in 
the ama of Mrs. Buxton (of thr CrewP f'irclr) is violet, 
1md that ps:vchic " extras " ohtainPd whPri she is absent 
are not i;io clear as those obtained when she is present. 
But although we know that the ordinary photographic 
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plate ·is iffected h:t': the violet ra.ys ·of the sun, there ia 
not suffi<)ient to justify analogy, for, strictly speaking, the 
" extras " a-re not photogra.phs--they only appear on phot0a 
'graphs-and in several cases have appeared without the 
pl11-te having been exposed. · 

Ana.logl' is unconsciously (a.nd wrongly) used by &c:.me 
speakers when claiming the LYCEUM ~UAL as" the Bible 
of thl'I Lyceum Movement." At :first sight there does not 
seem much reason to doubt the correctness of the analogy, . ~ 
for both books are a.like in containing man;y mora.l leasons ; /' 
in teaching mnny exafted spiritua.l truths ; in urging purity 
in this lifo as a preparation for the life to come ; and in 
being the text-book of a body of religious· opinion. But 
there a1~e just as .great differences. All the 'MA.NuAL teach-
ings are based on well-ve.ri:fied facts, while' many of the 
·Bible teachings a.re based on alle~ed supernattiral happen-
ings whose actual occurrence is very doubtful. And 
there is .a vital difference in the w:o.y in which the books 
are regardl'ld. To Lyceumists the MANUAL is only a text-
book, liable to alteration a.s increasing knowledge ma.:v · 
dictate ; but to the· average Christian the Bible is a. boiy 
book full of inspired writings whose teaching must be 
accepted .wit.hcout question. So we see that there is really 
no analogy between the two books.. · · .. ·· . 

We are now agreed, I think, that genera.lisa.tion a.nd 
analogy, while being useful sta.ffs to aid us in our journey 
along the path of ·knowledge, must not be used as sign­
posts for om· guidanee. ~hey sh(?uld be used vecy' sparing­

.1.y _and with great. care. · We ma.y reason by them, but 
seldom or never reason from them-because, in logical 
rea1mning, we res.son from_ facts, and rea.son by methods: 

XII.-Fallacies. 

In Logic, ·a fallacy is not a falsehood, nor even a. wrong 
opinion .. It is· a wrong method of reasoning, which is sure 
to lead ·to wron~ conclusions. , So the investigator needs 
to be very careful in the a.rrangement of his syllogisms, 
and in reasoning from his premises~ 1,ha.t he does not reach 
a conclusion tha.t the premises will not justify. 
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There are ma.ny ways of arguing wrongly, and one of 
them is the use of words with ambiguous meanings (that 
is, words which might be used with two or more meanings). 
Take the word " clairvoyance." In Psychical Research, 
cla.irvoyance is understood as a power of the human mind, 
which enables the clairvoyant to foresee the future or look 
back into the past. In Spiritualism, a clairvoyant is one 
who can sec and describe Spll'it forms with such cleai·ness 
a.nd accuracy that the descriptions are recognised. So a 
Psychical Research student and a Spiritualist might dis­
cuss clairvoyance-and each have a different idea of what 
the discussion was about. It is necessai·y, then, that we 
should have 'l· clear definition of every term we use-and 
let. e;veryone else understand exactly what we mean. 

Fallacies will also arise from breaking the Rules of 
Syllogism (See Essay VI)-by using four terms (& word 
used with a double meaning is really two words) ; by dr&w· 
ing a conclusion from two negative premises; by f&iling 
to ,distribute the middle term, etc. The careful student 
wifi not be deceived by these fallacies, but it is well to 
keep a strict watch against them, especially when we a.re 
doiµg independent reasoning from our· own discoveries. 

Again, we must not confuse the c:ollec:tive and general 
meanings of terms. The Lyceum Union, as a collection of 
bodies of students, is a great institution ; but if we con­
sider it in its general meaning, as a body with a member­
ship of 280 Lyceums and 16,000 Lyceumists, it is not by 
any means great -when compared with the membership of 
other Unions. The student will think of many other in­
stances. But if we confuse the <'Ollective meaning of 
Lyceum lTnion with its general meaning, and argue that 
becamie t.he Union is great therefore every Lyceum and 
every Lyceumist is also great, we shall be guilty of a fallacy 
that ma:y make us look ridiculous. (Of course, it is the 
aim of every Lyceum, and Lyceumist, to become great-­
for the sake of the Lyceum Movement.) 

Then there is ·the fallacy of beltglng the question­
which IDP&ns taking for granted what we have set out to 
prove. For instanl'e, if we set out to ~rove snirit return, 
and start off by assuming the genuim~ness of snirit con­
trol, we are really begging the question, for it there were 
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no " retW'n " there could be no " contl'ol," and the phe­
nomena. produced would have to be. put down to some other 
causti. We are also begging the qaestion if we explain 
·the differences in the phenomena produced at cit:cles (See 
Essay XI.) by saying that they are due to differences in 

<;; the psychic powers of the mediums-we are really stating 
the same fa.ct in two different wa.ys. 

In Essay XI. we found how unreliable were genera.lisa.­
tion a.nd ana.logy ; yet we find many investigators arguing 
from general rules a.nd very questionable a.nalogies. A ~ 
gene1·al rule always has exceptions, otherwise it would be / 
a law ; and if we judge one particular insta.nce from the 
general rule, we a.re more tha.n likely to go wrong. Plair 
form workers who give phenomena. generally confine them-
selves to clairvoyance and psychometry; but we must ~oli 
argue from that that any particular medium falls in with 
the general rule. Some do healing, a.nd one at le&&t ha.a 
produced beautiful perfumes. And it would also be a 
fallacy to argue that bees.use one medium could produce 
perfumes, others should be able to do the same. " What 
ma.n has done, tha.t man can do "-really means only that 
man by doing it has proved that it can be done, but not 
necessarily by everybody. 

The only reliable method of searching for knowledge is 
to proceed from observation of na.tµral facts by inductive 
and deductive rea.soning, verifying ea.ch step &S it is ta.ken 
and before attempting to take the next step: The rules 
of the syllogism must be strictly followed, ··and any con­
clusion that does not follow without question from the pre­
mises (which should always be verified facts or deductions) 
should be rejected as worthless. In reasoning by means of 
the syllogism (for the syllogism is only a means or method 
of reasoning, and not the reasoning itself), we must take 
extreme ca.re not to use teJ'!lls imperfectly understood, 
either by ourselves or others ; we must not attempt to 
make a. general rule out of one particular case or to judge 
a. particular case from 8. general rule ; we must not a.rgue 
from one pa.rticula.r case to another pa.rticular case ; we 
must not attempt to use ana.logies unless we a.re absolutely 
certain t.hat the a.nalogies exist; we must not accept 
popuh1r beliefs a.s scientific facts-in short, we must not 
a.rgue from anything about which we '!re not perfectlv 
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sure, ind we must observe all the rliles of correct reason­
ing. If we do this, we shall be able to ma.ke m.a.ny dis­
coveries, all of them useful, all of them verifiable, and all 
of them calculated to add glory to the Spiritualist Ce.use. 

XIII.-~onclusion. 

As was said at the beginning, t 0hese essays have not 
been intended to ta.ke the place of a book on Logic. As 
a matter of fact, the essays are mostly outlines which ean 
only be filled in by further study. The aim has been to 
show to all Lyceumists who cared to look, that the studr 
of Logic is not only interesting, but is an essential condi­
tion of progressive discovery in Spiritualism, and of get­
ting the correct message from what we discover. It has 
been shown how many pitfalls lie in the path of the in­
vestigator ; how these pitfalls may be recognised, a.nd 
how they may be e:>caped. I am only to0-well aware how 
incomplete the essays are. In most oases I have been 
compelled to confine to a brief paragraph what in a book 
on Logic would have been given a chapter or several pages. 
On some points I have not ,been able even to touch. It. 
has been a labom of love, undertaken in the hope of aiding 
our MoYement to be able to ta.ke full advantage of its 
mighty opportunities, and to.present to the world a philo­
sophy founded on facts, a.nd reasoned from these facfil3 by 
a method which is above a.II cha.llenge-and if my essays 
have induced some of m_y rea.ders to take up a thorough 
study of Logic, I sha.ll feel that my la.hour has not been 
in vain. 

-
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ters we have used various syllogisms to illustrate the steps 
taken. We mu1:1t now examine whether these syllogisms 
will stand the test of the rules we have just been consider­
ing. Space will not allow us to examine more than one 
togethel', but each student can examine the others at 
leisure. 

Take the latest syllogism used-" All Spiritualists 
believe in Personal Responsibility ; no Orthodox Christian 
beiieves m Per::;onal Responsibility; therefore, no Ortho­
dox Christian can be a Spiritualist." There are three 
terms, and only three ; there are three propositions, and 
11-0 more-so far we are correct. But we must also see 
that the middle term has been used in its full meaning 
(distributed) at least once. '£he middle term (which does 
not. appear in tihe conclusion) is " Personal .Qesponsibility," 
and this of itself is a singular term, and cannot be used in 
a partial, or " particular " sense. So we are safe here. 
The two terms in the conclusion are " no Orthodox Chris• 
tian " and " a Spiritualist," both used universally, and, 
therefore, distributed-but they are also distributed in the 
premises. One of the premises, " no Orthodox Christian, 
etc.," is negative, and the conclusion is negative. There­
fore, we have broken none of the rules, and can safely say 
that, beyond all question, our conclusion is justified by 
our premises-and that therefore no Orthodox Christian 
can at the same time be a Spiritualist. It may be urged 
that some Orthodox Christians call themselves Spiritual­
ists. This may be so, but if a black horse called itself JL 
white horse it would deceive nobody-and we must not 
allow ourselves to be misled by the claims of others. Some 
time ago there was published a photograph of " leading 
Spiritualists," in which not one of our national leaders 
appeared. The photograph did not prove that those wh•) 
sat before the camera were national leaders, although the 
letterpress at the bottom of tpe picture claimed that. they 
were. In the same way, and m all cases, merely makmg a 
claim does not prove anything. We must have proofs to 
back up everything tl:iat we claim. And if our claims, and 
the arguments with which we attempt to prove them, will 
not stand the test of logical investigation, the cla.iln.s a.re 
worth nothing. 

Many sincere but mistaken Spiritualist parents do not 
urge (and in some cases, even, do not allow) their children 
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to enter for our Education Scheme, on the plea that, as 
the children are studying for other examinations (Civil 
Service, Secondary School, etc.) which are necessary for 
their future success and advancement, they cannot afford 
the time for other studies which " mean nothing to them." 
These parents would perhaps be surprised to learn that 
they have been arguing from misleading premises, and 
have reached a wrong conclusion. Put into syllogistic 
form, their ieasoning · has been somewhat as follows : 
" Secular education is necessary for success in life ; the 
B.S.L. U. Scheme is not secular education; therefore the 
B.S.L.U. Scheme is not necessary for success in life.." If 
our only purpose were to win in an argument, we c.ould 
easily show how wrong is this reasoning by putting, in 
place of " The B.S.L. U. Scheme," another term, such as 
"industry," "zeal," "honesty," or "application." We 
should then ieach the obviously wrong conclusion that 
"industry (or zeal, or honesty, or application) is not 
necesi;ary for success in life "-and, we may be sure, no 
parent would admit that I Such a conclusion could. only 
follow from some such inajor premise as-" secular educa­
tion is thlfi only thing necessary for success in life " -
which, again, we all know to be wrong. 

But we are examining the parents' contention from 
the point of view of a logical syllogism, BO it lies with US 
to test it by our rules, and find where and how these i:ules 
are broken. The terms and propositions are correct in 
number; and having one negative premise we have a nega,­
tive conclusion-which is according to rule, as is also the 
fact that we have used the middle term, " secular educa­
tion," at least once in its full meaning. Where, then, lies 
the error 1 It lies in having overlooked the rule that no 
term can be used in its full meaning in the conclusion, 
unless it has been distributed in the premises. In our 
friends' conclusion, " necessary for success in life " has 
been used in its fullest meaning-otherwise they could not 
have claimed that the Union's Education Scheme was not 
one of the things necessary. But in the major premise, 
" necessary for success in life " has not been distributed ; 
and, one of its rules having been broken, the syllo~sm is 
not valid, and the conclusion is not correct. In considering 
such syllogisms it will be helpful to remember that in an 
affirmative proposition the predicate is not distributed; 
whereas in a negative proposition the predicate is always 


