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Hicbir bilim dalinda, yazar, felsefe ve mantikta yapabildigi kadariyla, gi-
venilir arastirma sonuclarini béylesine fittursuzca hice sayamaz. Bu durum
icin, Bay Coffey’in Mantik Bilim:i gibi béyle bir kitabin yayinlanmasina
borgluyuz: ve yalnizca, giiniimiiziin pek ¢ok mantik¢isinin eserinin tipik
bir 6rnegi olarak, bu kitap saygiyr hak ediyor. Yazarin mantik anlayist
Skolastik filozoflarinki gibidir, ve onlarmn biitiin hatalarin1 yapiyor — elbet-
te Aristoteles’e alisilageldik gonderilerle. (Eger pek ¢ok mantik¢inin man-
tik hakkinda kendisinin 2000 yil 6nce bildiginden daha fazla bir sey bil-
mediklerini bilseydi, mantik¢ilarimizin, adint cogu kez bos yere agizlarina
aldiklar1 o Aristoteles’in mezarda kemikleri sizlardi). Yazar, modern ma-

tematiksel mantik¢ilarin biyiik eserini hi¢ dikkate almamis — mantik

" Ludwig Wittgenstein, “The Science of Logic: an Inquiry into the Principles of Accurate Thought
and Scientific Method. By P. Coffey, Ph.D. (Louvain), Professor of Logic and Metaphysics,
Maynooth College. Longmans, Green & Co 1912”, The Cambridge Review, Vol. 34, No. 853,
1913, s. 351. Bu yazi1 bir kitap tanitimidir ve Wittgenstein’in yayin hayatina basladig ilk ya-
z1 denemesidir. Geng Wittgenstein'n modern mantiga olan ilgisinin, sonra da atesli bir
taraftarliga uzanan ve Tractatus Logico-Philosophicus ile zirveye tasman matematiksel man-

tik tutkusunun ilk niivesi bu yayinla ortaya ¢ikmis olmaktadir.
* %

Wittgenstein, “modern matematiksel mantik¢ilarin biiyiik eseri” derken, A.N. White-
head ve B. Russell tarafindan yazilan Principia Mathematica adli eseri kastetmektedir.
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konusunda bir ilerleme kaydeden eser, ancak astrolojisiz astronomi ve

simyasiz kimya yapan bir seyle karsilastirilabilir.

Bay Coffey, pek ¢cok mantikei gibi, muglak bir agiklama yolundan ha-
reketle kendisine yarar sagliyor, ¢linkii eger “evet” ya da “hayir” demekten
neyi kastettigini anlayamiyorsaniz, ona karsi ¢tkmaniz zordur. Yine de,
onun belirsiz ifadeleri iizerinden bile, pek ¢ok ciddi yanlis agik¢a fark
edilebilir. Ben, en dikkat ¢ekici olanlarindan bazilarinin bir listesini ver-
meyi Oneriyorum, ve mantik 6grencilerine bu yanlislarin ve de onlarin
mantik hakkinda yazilmis diger kitaplardaki sonuglarinin altini ¢izmeleri-
ni tavsiye ediyorum. (Koseli parantez i¢indeki rakamlar, Bay Coffey’in
kitabmnn I. cildinde yanlisin ilk kez yapildig: sayfalar belirtiyor. Agiklay1-

c1 ornekler bana aittir).

I. {36} Yazar, biitiin 6nermelerin 6zne-nesne bi¢iminde olduguna inani-
yor.

II. {31} Yazar, gercekligin, diisiincelerimizin bir nesnesi olmasiyla degis-
mis olduguna inaniyor.

IT1.{6] O, “dir” baglacini “dir” s6zciigiiyle 6zdes olarak ifade ederek birbi-
rine karistirtyor. (“dir” s6zctigii agikgast 6nermelerde farkli anlamlara

gelir —

“Iki kere iki dorttiir

ve Sokrates gliimlidiir.”)

IV.[46] O, seyleri onlarin ait olduklar siniflarla karistiriyor. (Bir insan,
acikcasi insanliktan oldukca farklidir).

V. Yazar, tirler ile tiimlesikleri birbirine karistirtyor. (Insanlik, ogeleri
insanlar olan bir smftir, oysa kiitiiphane, 6geleri kitaplar olan bir s1-
nif degildir. Ciinkii kitaplar, biri digerine yalnizca belli bir mekansal
iliski i¢inde kalarak bir kiitiphanenin parcasi olurlar — oysa siniflar,
tyeleri arasindaki iliskilerden bagimsizdir.)

VI.[471 O, tumlesiklerle toplamlar1 birbirine karistirtyor. (iki art: iki

dorttiir, ancak dort ne ikinin ne de kendisinin timlesigidir.)
Bu yanlislar listesi bir hayli uzatilabilirdi.

Boyle kitaplarin en kotii yani, mantik ¢alismalarina karsi hassas olan

insanlarin 6nyargili olmalarina neden olmalaridir.
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Ek: Wittgenstein’in ilk yazin denemesi.

The Science of Logic : an inquiry into the principles of accurate
thought and scientific method. By P. Coffey, Ph.D. (Louvain),
Professor of Logic and Metaphysics, Maynooth College.
Longmans, Green & Co. 1912.

In no branch of learning can an author disregard the results of
honest research with so much impunity as he can in Philosophy
and Logic. To this circumstance we owe the publication of such
a book as Mr Coffey’s * Science of Logic’: and only as a typical
example of the work of many logicians of to-day does this book
deserve consideration. Theauthor’s Logic is that of the scholastic
philosophers, and he makes all their mistakes—of course with the
usual references to Aristotle. (Aristotle, whose name is so much
taken in vain by our logicians, would turn in his grave if he
knew that so many Logicians know no more about Logic to-day
than he did 2,000 years ago). The author has not taken the
slightest notice of the iu“ work of the modern mathematical
logicians—work which has brought about an advance in Logic
comparable only to that which made Astronomy out of Astrology,
and Chemistry out of Alchemy.

Mr Coffey, like many logicians, draws a great advantage from
an unclear way of expressing himself ; for if you cannot tell
whether he means to say ‘ Yes’ or ‘No,’ it is difficult to argue
against him. However, even through his foggy expression, many
grave mistakes can be recognised clearly enough; and I propose
to give a list of some of the most striking ones, and would advise
the student of Logic to trace these mistakes and their consequences
in other books on?ngio also. (The numbers in brackets indicate
the pages of Mr Coffey’s book—volume I.—where a mistake occurs
for the first time ; the illustrative examples are my own).

1. [36] The author believes that all propositions are of the
subject-predicate form.

I1. [31] He believes that reality is changed by becoming an
object of our thoughts.

II. [6] He confounds the copula ‘is’ with the word * is’
expressing identity. (The word ‘is’ has obviously different
meanings in the propositions—

“Twice two is four’
and ‘Socrates is mortal.’)

IV. [46] He confounds things with the classes to which they
belong. (A man is obviously somnething quite different from
mankind).

V. [48] Ho confounds classes and complexes. (Mankind is a
class whose elements are men ; but a library is not a clase whose
elements are books, because books become parts of a library only
by standing in certain spatial relations to one another—while
classes are independent of the relations between their members).

VI. [47] He confounds complexes and sums. (Two plus two
is four, but four is not a complex of two and itself).

This list of mistakes could be extended a good deal

Tho worst of such books as this is that they prejudice sensible
people against the study of Logic.
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