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19208 and 1305, Perhaps: but it did not tramtorm ie beyvond recogmeion, For one
thing. Jogic itselt was mdelibly shaped by such things as Hilbert's recognivion,
and wse, ot varying imterpretations. Secondly, logie eventually enabled some of
Hilberts questions about theories (e.g.. concernig completeness) to be posed.
and answered. 1 a precise way. Thirdly, the use of fogic in foundational studies
became a striking example of Hilberss strategy of vsmg mathenancs ro analyse
mathematics. The genuine novelty wroughe by mathematical logc was thae it
led to the discovery of certam linntanons in the logical tormulaton of axiomat
theories. o consequence of which was the revelation that tormal, axiomuaric set
theory surely cannot be o final foundational theory for mathematics, and that
nothing ¢he could be
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1. THE COMBINATION THEORY OF JUDGEMENT

1.t Introduction

The theory of judgement nost commionly embraced by philosophers around
1870 was what we might call the ‘combinaton theory'. This way, more pre-
cinely, a theory of the aistiry of judging. conceived as a process of combimg or
separating certn mental units called “concepts’, “presentations’, or wdeas” Pos-
iive judging is the acavity of putting together a complex of concepts. negative
Judyging s the activity of separating concepts, usually 4 par consisung of abject
and predicate. related to each other by means of a copula

The combinanon theory goes hand in hand with an aceeptance of traditignal
syllogisne as an adequate account of the logic of judging. In other respects,
too, the theory has s roots 10 Aristotehan ideas. It draws on Aristotle’s intu-
won at Categrries (14b) and Merapliysics {1051b) to the effect that a conceprual
complex may reflect a parallel combmauon of objects 1 the world. It had long
been assumed by the followers of Arntotle that the phenomenon of judgement
could be properly undentwod only within & framework wichin which this wider
background of ontology 15 Laken into account. The carliest forms of the combi-
nation theory were accordingly what we nught call “tmnscendent” theories, i
that they assumed tramcendent correlates of the act of judgement on the ade of
objects m the world. Such views were developed by Scholasties such as Abelard
(e, e s Logiea Ingrediondibus) and Aquinas (De Feritate 1, 2), and they remain
vistble 1n the seventeenth century in Locke (Bssap IVO V) as well as in Letbinizy
expenments i the direction of a combinatonad toge, for example at Nuonvg iy
Esyais, IV.5

By 1870, however, there were few itany followers of Aristotelian or Leibuizian
transcendent theories, For, by then. in the wake of German idealism, s unina-
nentistic view had become dommuant accordiyg to which the proces of judging
15 to be underscood entirely from the perspecuve of what takes place within the
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