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• INTRODUOTION. 
'i ..I. 

My first purpose hen I undertook the subject f 

Professor Royce's phi108ophy, was to m ke a th~r ugh 

aomparattv atudy of his various works. The rttcnlt 

character of his conception , and the omewhat formidabl~ 
~ 

volume of his writing made this a Ire ter than I could 
/t 

at this time undertake.- Moreover, it was 1e s nee.s ary 

than I had at fir t upp~sed. In the "World and the In-

dlvldual" are to be found his cQncluaions, matured and 

sy tematized. His own ceount of th~ relations of hie 

var10u work 1s to be found in th pr -races of th two 

volumes of the book nder di eu sion. 
(pP. vii, vitl.) 

In Vol • ~ he .ay: "A. to the mo t e sential 

argum nt regarding the true r latlone b tw en our fl-

nite 1'de •• and the ultimate nature nt things. I have 

never v ried in spirit trom the v e. maint 1ned in ••• 

my fir t book. The Rellgiou Aapeot of Phllo opht ••• The 

argument •••• has ainee been restated. and set into rela-

t10n with othe~ matter, without fundamental .It ratian 

of its eh raoter. nd in 8ev~ral forms. once in my Spir-

it of Mod rn Philo ophy (in a hape intended tor a pop-

ular udl ene~ •••• ) again in the book Call d The Oonoep-

tion of God •••• n till again. in th pape~ 0 lied T 

Implic t10n of S It-O naoiou ne.s, pub11 hed in t e 

< 





Stud18 tt Good and revil." , \ 
II 

So 1 0 1n Volume II (h ay: -A8 to the IdealistiC 

Th o~y of kn wledge, what I have to ay 1 fotmded upon 

atudi s which I began a stud nt 1n the John Hopkin 

Unive~ ' lty 1n is? -18'8. The fir t formulation of tee 

theories I made 1~ y the.1 fo~ th ' Docto~at at that 

unlv r ity. A tu~ther tage 1n my inquiry. 

1n 1881, 1n a paper on Kant's Relation to Uode~n Philo­

sophic 1 Progre s •••• 1he interpretation nt our knnw-

le ~e of f1nlt~ t at , • lar~ely d 11 8 to n active f c-

kn wledg ment', who e 81gntf1c noe 1. ethical, ~ather 

th n to a mer p etv ace pt noe ot gIven content of 

present xper1 nc , w in 1 t d up n in the c noluding 

ct10n ot th t pap r. hen 1n prep ring my ae11g1ou 

A.pect of Phl10enphy (pub11sh d In 1886), I had d tin-

d over from my ar11er 80 ptic 1 po Ition to 

the con8t~lctive Ide 116m th t I have ever since ende v-

ored to work out, I att mpted at one to tak up this 

fo~ r vi w of our t'nit kn wledge into what wa then, 

1n my per onal growth, new doctr1n a tt the nature 

of the Ab olute. In 1892, In y SpirIt of odern Phil-

o ~phy. I e ay d. still furthe~ development ' nf th1 

th.or~ ~egard1ng human knowledge. In the lecture nt1 ~ 

tl d Th orld of Oe.cr1pt1on and the ~ld of Appr 01-





,.' 
lIt 

at1 • Since th n, 1n the p per called S.~t-Conaeious-

nee, Soe1 1 Oon.a1oll nes and NatuJ'e, published 1 my 

Studies of Good and Ev1l (1898)" a w 11 as in other 

es y, I h ve attempted to apply the .ame e sent1al 

vie. to the xplanat10n of the ba and aha ateJ'1 t1cs 

ot our human kno ledg of th phy ieal world." "In my 

d1 eu sinn with PI' ressor How1son. publi hed 1n the book 

call~d The Onnc ption or God, and 1n my J'8a nt Ingersoll 

~ ctures, on th Conception of I~rt.11ty (published 1h 

Do t n 1n 19(0). nd f1nally, 1n the pJ'esent ·volum s, I 

have imply reported th J'e ults to which meditation on 

the n.tur~ of the th1cal self, nd on the plac of In­

dividuality 1n th theory ot Being h v. led me! 

A more or le b cur ory examinat10n of the volumes 

that prom! ed rno t additional light, conv1need m that 

while an ext nded tudy or th~ would be 1nteJ'e8ttng nd 

de.!r bla t it ould not be absolutely necessary to n 

tinder t nd1ng of PJ'ofessor Royc' philo ophy. 
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P I. Y Of ' 1 0 w, WORLD AN~ THI INDIVIDUAL." 

VOL. PRS AO • 

TIl. 

prtneSpl to the 

11v., • 4.tailed 

..rt. of leoture. d 1. witb the t.r.t 

ot tural Relt 1 ; the .eo0l14 

11 atton of the e. fbI ttr.t ••• t. .-

tin. G04. tb •• 0.14. {nite lndtvld 1 •• and tbe tUft ta L 

.Il.,tlo_ lSnkl1'11 th tot.th... '!'be Prtnclp..t 4tattDiutah­

Inc teature. ot tbt. 4t. u.alon a.e: 1) tbe aettnttl and 

co partlon of· t • tour hi torte concept. of B.l ; 8) the 

to tv.n to the .lt101. of ••• It. ; S) th uae ot the 

p .al1.1t. b.t ••• n the .ttcal and p ltltl0 concept. of 

set ; 4) the tranaltton tr th CODCtpt of the ••• 1 •• the 

valid to the cone •• t. conception of Bet whlch conatttut. 

ld 11 •• 6) the Itat. nt of the tlntte contI' t and the 

final unltJ of the external nd tnt. 1 nl of 14 ... ; 

8) the cObe.p' of tndlvtdu lttJ. ') the .econcl11 tton of 

the On and tb. Manr. 

OTU I. LIGIO PR>BL AliD TH !HlORY 0 I Ci. 

Th •••• pe tbr • d1tf r.nt conoepti ot tu 1 ael1 -

ton: .t, a. the ."r thro h .tv. to Go. ) • kind t 

oon.ote n ... not t e prov.d o. dt.p • but to e tl­

'ea thro h the tnn.. onaol0 D.... I'd).. ft Ob~.ct ot 

In utpV •• ' • Itp1ct ex. In tlon Into the n tu •• ot thine •• 





All thre are prop.r and. d •• l1 with d1tt.r nt tt 'lda. hav e 
~ -ttu.. ~ trU.w tf;.:o.l ~ ~ ~ ct ~ 

t ttn t ottS •• 11010 Y 0'6 not d •• nd UpGD nat· ~, 
I 

UP 1 lot.nc •• It 1. n t er. C p.nd! t the ••• ulte 

t the aptot 1 loteno ••• but • a tt81 1t. ow • 

II. ht ft t que 

... mt J et tn 'Dt 

t bt ••• d t t wh t 1e 

nd bJ t • .p.ci 1 lort. t 

Stv "hleh w attrtbut to Go4. to the wor14. and to 

the b in tvt4 l' Th. tirl' • r1.a of 1.ctur • d 11 

.tth tb~. 1 robl 
A 

Ill., In '1 kina tht au •• tlon. wh t t. an 14ta. 4 h 

14. • 
,} 

.tand In aftJ tru. relat10n to. ltt,,' •• 

t • the b t .thod of lolvt til. world-prob1 • 
'r Plat down ~.rt h v. b •• n r •• Y' of .... t1 

PI'S oy of the world .. 14. ov.r the wo.14 .1 t. t. t 

11 •• tn 11 with tb. blot ltt tr 

the It4. ot the nl thr h .hl h w. IUppo.. '0 

• able te .'taln r. lttJ. 1 •••• t th. II e t t • 

• 1 • • 

IV. On. etho n our que tloa to &1 .t ••• 

on th. .xt. 11J r pr ••• nt.ttv. of the 14 • 
Th r. .tat I of tnd th t t taot. 

o h •• 1 •• ~ oUld pr.aup •• thl I' 

0 •• 1 1 It, ot. OlnStloD trf"'-w-~~~ftft- t .1 • 
If 

• I • D In h..n ., .tat. of 





con.clouan.ll •• h.th •• It.pl. or co plex •• hiob,when 

PI' •• nt. S. th n and the •• vt •••• a. at 1 ... t th r-

tia' exp. 'Son or bodS t of •• incl. 0 otou pur­

po ••• • hIt a,p.ar. 1n conlctouane I •• havl th •• t. 

nlttean. of an act Of .111." "An Idea 1. y Itat. of 

atnd th t h .. a 0 naoloue .ant • • fm:I_ ! 1n the def­

inition. wh n 1 ... d •• fulf1ll d through the .tatl 

o l1e4 th. 14 ... 1a the internal m nl of the 14ea • 

. V . But the ... t. apparently ant external _ ...... t 

14 .... ' nace t th lnt.rnal anine, but an 14.a 1. 

ftot.tru or t. e oept •• It ha __ ;_ t;_ ttl' t •• 1. • 

t.t ita ob,~.ot. The whal. probl. of 1 wl1i In thl 

end • duo. to the qu •• tton: ~. 18 the tnt Pn 1. nl 

of 14,. on.t tent with tbetr .ppar ntl' Ixt rn 

l' e .baD r Oh th e •• enttal1r td 11.tlc the· 

at. that no betna b • pow • to tv, an t4 an), puppe •• \ 

unl •• ts the 14. ~ ••• tent ot lite> tiNt 1 rM.O to 

4 e1 v,1 t& tnt.ttn 1 • ntna •• to ••• t rk?tl 't •• lt J t 

that .plottto pua-p .e. 

ex,!' ••• to mbn4y the 0 lete tntl 

oe.,.in a lut .rlt. ot t4. • 

n .1 plv to 

• 

VI. Two f.atur.. of t S. to 

aooount ot tbe .tur. ot .t 

or ld.alt. ...: l.t. The 
a theoa-, e 

t. to foun e4 up ft the 
A 

.ar in -blob t4e po •••• 'beSp Gwn n1. 4. The 





..., 
tb.or, 0 the ture of n' 1a to found U D a 

•• ttnttton 1n t.. et Will pur e. W~ . dO ft t •• r. 
OUP wtl1 ea e. ou. t. " ut. Our 14e ... n i.pert.ot-

l~ b, UP will. and' •• al. r d 1 ~u.t our 1. 

w111 be4t.d. 

a .1. 0 .. tptt n of.t t. ot • 11 t.vtl. t 

t t 11 t t which the internal ~nt of n S. t n 

•• it • onacl0 17 d.t • 

Re. 'lb. tbeor, Set.nUfie. finlt. ""__ _ i"noran • ) 

of r 1St, wttb tsntt • uea • of .&Dlna. Th. Ab.o-

\;It. t. Iven new the ob3. t t t you •• &11y .......... '¥ rour 

.t Sd.... ITbe un!v .... I •• 1wa~. with 

fOU.. our true tntl 1 .anlnc, 1 1S In thi. v.r, 

aOlI_t '. u •••• Hene. •• I 11 no~ bl look! tor 

••• abatraet principl •• in our. roh tor .lna, but \ 

tor the .t toner.t. ob~.eta 1n the world. tor in 1v14-

u 1 el I. and fer t he ',It. t t lint. th In on. 

tndlvSdu 1 wbole. 

• v. defin.d _~ In t • of purpe.. or of 

w111. In ,h. end the ~on • tton Of olute tho 

1ft p1101t UhltJ with th. 0 tlon of. olute pur-

It. Tbl cl.f ot et OUJi ...... ·-n' J SIl'. i • 

ule.. 1. h t ther I p y t tv! l1tr. both 1 UP-

•• lve In 0 IX. 1 ••• ob •• 





s 
• Int cl to our.llv at anr one in'tant. Th. wbol • 

• ant • th ... tore. hi h t. the ••• lttr, will prove t 

" t a 

• whol •• bi S. ~ ,to e., t ftl of tintt ••• 1thoo .... 
whol th t 

whl:;: \'; t .:.. 'A I t at .. tlonalt · linked and 4.tlr-

o tl, but tor t t e PlOD net .xt.rnally 4e' •• -

ned, .'hloa11, t e tnltvl4ual. who ... n •• thel •• 1 GDI 

with Go4. It ,., t bleau •• all 0 an Ina t .n the 4 wSU 

p • to e tilt. ant It tha, tht. wbloh the In-

t.~ . • aniDI et 10 ••• , the pr ••• nc. ot 0 nO .. t. rul­

t 1 .nt. of t ••• 4 

VS •• , t b the ••• 

I't in ltt" -Ill PI'Oy.,t • our 
I 

of ~ e ! .eno. of the a olut. 

•• 14. 'lht. 1. eut tb •• t.. and til petnt of oent ... t 

bet •• n tht. oth •• 14 •• 1tltt .yet • 

L O'fU II • 

• ,. r 4ift.r.no. of langua • UPI" .tlll !!L~ thi • 

.... and 1b!! th., a.e w. indio.'. th dlettnotlon be-

t ••• n the intern aDd utel'll 1 •• nt ,bet •• en •••• no. 

txt.t n I. nr t the wo... u .1 to .xp.... .x-

taor; n4, ni • 11-toun4.4. 31'4. • nl trut, 

I utftl. ~All~h. •• phllo •• phlcal oonoept1ona ot • ~ 
••• Ut to t •• ,t p' to t k. not. ot t~e 





b 

of human experienoe. reoognised by the three 01 ..... of 

popular ontologie 1 predioates. Th probl 1ft a-

bout B.tng t. the probl. of experteno • p.rt.noe c 

to ua In part a b~t. t.~t. data ot Ben.e. et. In 

addition we fln4 a ~re ~r le •• id.alized .xpert nce.--

14 ail. 

.ett 

Ther 18 a oonfliot between brute ~aot and 14ea . ~ 

the fa~t. fU8e with the ideA •• but .In they 

Pe 1n obetinate. and th n .e are une .. y and .co OSOU8 of 

our fSnitude. We oa11 this oonfliot the eftort of thoUlbt 

to comp •• h.nd Beina. Being i& real in 80 tar .... 

oal1 it ' other than our ... el,. traft8Sent and finite ~,. .... \ 
,) 

thlnklna of the., nt. ll1hen Betng 1. touhd~ thou ht anI/ 

taot .. e no more at war. We ,an there~or d ~ln. the trUl~ 
.. that whloh would n4 our confllot. On the other hand 

we may .egard betng a. that In t. ot whi h our Sd ... 

are to b oontroll.d. Anr .ay of .etlnl 8etna .t 

oonta1n tact and id. s as factor •• There ••• teu. 
\ 

tan4 ntal eonoept1nna of 

18t, Th. teohnioally pealS.tic. 
\ 

That 18 r.al .hich Sa in- \ 

depend.nt of ere Ide .. ; 1. DOt only xtemal to u. Ide. 

t 4 014 the .a114tty of th 

d. The my.tto.l. What t.. 1 ie ab.olut.ly t • tate • 

• When tound it end .... ~y effort at definition, .att.tt •• 

14 ...... el1 a. oonatttute. the f t. 





7 
The oPtt1oal1y rattGaalt.tl0. 

.. p.~t DC. 1ft •• ttytng i4 •• .bo 

v 114 poa.1bl1tty .f .. pt.1. 01. 

• pe 1 1. , 

to b va114. 
t which I 

It 18 I 

4th. That 'a P 1 whloh ttn.11, pr ••• nt. in a 0 plet. 

exp.rtenoe tbe whol. e&nina of •• ,..te of 14e.e. ~ 

Ot the • tour ODcept n8 r. 11. S 'he beat known. 

Aoo t '0 thl. to b.. 1 an. to tndependent of 

an t •• 01' .xp.rt.net tbrouab .hleh tb. ta t. fM with-

ut tho bt. t.lt, or known. 

hS., 0.11, b tn .ttl'ibute' to 

te On" th nr ot eeloct •• , .piou... n at 

.tance of pi 0 •• , th. Onkn ab1e.t p.ne ••• tt. In 

• 1attOD 'e t~. contlle' of thoUlht • t .«Saer. 11 • 

•• ,.., t th •• 1 t. t 'whi h reu WGu14 ~o. St ou 

• ut4 wh 11y 1S ttl r tit ••• 1¥ tnn •• l1f. 

thtn« t. p. .t e 0. e •• to p.. .tv • 

I 
I 
i 

41ft.pen • to St. , • 1 Sn tbl.. e ,. the t 14Sa") 

• ua. d1e' •• br ft ne'e thtDktna. 4 •• 1,S e-

Ina S4. true I' , •• 

alne. ther try ta .xp •••• wbat t. ind.pendent of th -

•• lv a. Al .t anr oont n Iht belona te •• 1 b~.et • 

n a .tat. or D G D..... bl. of beSnc 

ot • atate., , ••• 1 tn, P IP t of tb • 

Wft ", 

pth.l •• , 





any reall.tie world t contain 80m. GbJ.ota that ar. eut­

.14e ot any knOW! proo •• 1 whateve., linee the .e1 tiona 

betw •• n the vartou. knowS proe •••• and th Ir objeot •• 

even 1n a wnp14 of on.eloul indl, wou1d h • to ex-

tern.1 r.lation., tn ord.p to •• v. the r.a11lt1e trp ot 

lndep.ndeno.. f.h r.lation b.tw •• n the ••• 1 ob~.ct, and 

the knowlng ooneel0 ft. I, it elt real, k s no ltt.r­

.ne to tb obj.et, but all the 41ft r.nc. 1n th world to 

the truth or tal'ltv ot the kn w1 COD olou.n •••• 

Th r.alist aotually b It ••• s ht. doctrin. b.eau •• hi 

t1n4. it atmple or .. tlonal, though he 1 lntlu no.d by 

•••• ntl.11~ 1001al Motives a ••• 11. It 18 eonv.nl.nt tt 

oona14.r oth.r Individual ... wholly ind.p.nd.nt. 

p.a11.m t ••• tall' •• it 1 conveni.nt. It iv •• ab-

etp ott na nee ••• ary tor vtl~ UI tbl • bUt vle •• d 

a 00 pl.t. eta hYltcal 'Ylte , tt ae.t I It •• lt b~ ~/ 

ttl own oontr tot ton.. Ita oentPR1 t. hRtoa1 tttl U1t¥~ 

1. that t the turf of ln41 ldu.ltty.and th m.ant r 

\ 

of univ r.at.. !be .~lt.tlo world t have at 1 .t t . ~ 
_ I~ 

tnti tdu 1. tnd.p.n eDt Gt taoh eth ••• But .uch oann t " .~ 

tor th., a~ no nat d.fin.d bJ the thinkS p •• n_ 
tor the r 11.t. 

~ 
The an I nt toe at .. 11.m t t 14.al1. but ~.tt-

fb. h1.tori 1 81 n1tloano. of thl. oonc. tnt. 





'l 
P •• t. both fpt). t t. 1nnu.noe upon 11 terature. ant t .. 

ttl part 1n the d .ele,.. t ef the reat .e11«lnn.. fobe 

o n orStieS .. 1 t t the ~.tto aubatttute hi. own 

fe.l1na. to. the taot.. But thS. eo •• tllfJ an aternal 
& vte. of the thee.,. Myettes. ta a ISanlttcant vi ••• f ~ e 

ontologioa1 ,pedSoat.. To b. .ana to be' e41a' •• 
. pu., of all e4tat. 14 ••• and tblnkiDi. !h. r.tto 4 ,. 

not .al' that ht. Abltolut't te P. 1 .. tb. 0 dina" n ue. 
1',.1. but that • id •• of ... llt, aruat b, .1tere. He *P 

trt •• to ,.t exp •• l.no. qutt. pur,. and then St ' a 

... n. Gf •• tlntna tb. r.al. B. trl •• v.ry .k111tul1, te 

be a PUPI piriet.t • e Clisoovers the eont die'ton. of 

• tal1... aea111a a ••• rt. that •• ality t. what 

tru. or tal... But t.~. the ••• entia1 etteot. 

•• 14 

0 ••• of 14 .. tton expltott 1d •••••• al.ay. t.l... Optt-

ry thlnktna alwar' 10 • b.yond the tru17 oe pl.t. t e-

41at • to tal •• 14'f.l l and n •• ttna atat a. W. t. then. 

lftok 4 •• p •• t~rdtn .. ' and partial t 41a.,. 4eepe. 

t 0101'1 and .nund •• and ftnd an 1netfable and 1 e4t.te 

taet. TIle ••• eno. of' tilt. ,,1" t. that to b.. 1) D. 
~ -\r\,; 

to beFe1t .. en abaolute C 1. anll oon.equenU'JI the qute-

tua ()t all thtnklna. d 10 of all .tp1Y1na. Th. .tto'a 

, •• «toa'. 1. the .b •• lut. an 1 4tat. tnn'. ft ltty II 





and .1 pl101ty of the b3e.t. 

OTU III. 'I 

TIO OF ALl U. 

IJl(tS. A ORITIOAL BXAYINA-

ae 118M •• ert. th t to b ••• 1 n. to b tnt. pen-

.t • Th •••• ntt.l 

point 11 t • tb. r.alt.tte wor1 t.. wor14 of tnt.-

pendent bet I. It the t.rSe1 ob3eot. p. tnd pendent 

r.al. th .nul. t t know th • e r 1 alan. Tht. t •• 

wor14 of oh • Th. ln4.p n4.no.o of the ob~.ct • . f 
I 

the now I •• po .1bl. th.lr oOlilsunit, tor all the / 

1nd.p.n ent kftow.. • 

Th. P b1 1. to 41 0 ••• wh.th.. r ••• llltS ae'· 

inltion n b •• elt- on.t.'.nt 01' a.. te to wbat •• I. 

wh.n w. 100 top true .1 • Th. r l11tlC .ttnlt1on 

1. at ono. famlltar ant ftline: t liar becaua It ac-

oepta the vi •• of 0 n •• nae. ttlt .oaue. wb D •• 

att pt to define ln4.p n .nee w. apt at a 101. to •• def-

lntt10n that wtl1 h~14. n4.p nd.nc. t. ppl1e4 to tht 

th t at t mal" ft t .0. it. but turn out: to be oln •• l, 

linked. B.nc. r 11. h. 11 en rt •• to dootrin •• t t ~ 

al" .tai'tl1n. to n •• n.e. a.alt. 

two tp •• , th wo.14 a. oBtatnS on 1" 1 betne. 

and 8 oontatnlna aftJ. It y. t n It t. 41ft! ult to 

\ 
/ 

/ 





?,. 

JA ' II 
~ ~~ 

aocount for th.lr lntrr atto. tone, th w. a •• 

t nt« by the ny 1d ••• 1n th tnd, th .lv •••• r. 1 

• th on. b 1n whioh xt.t. independ.nt of tb. 1. 

thl. d11 t re.l1. a ld.ntal or 1. it founded In thl 

ery tUI' of the iette tlnlt10nl 

u.t amln th t1P t prino1pl. of r. It.. In 

what en t. re 11ty tndepend.nt of the nowina proo t 

Wh n. a y that twoppen1naa 11k. 41tt.pent thl'OWb ot 

the d10 are tn4 pend nt. w. II ply do not ppen to know 

the oau.al lint. • a. It -, indeed, tn. it .om. 

oau a1 connection b.tw.en object and knowledg , but the 

ind pendence he.e In qu •• t1on •• em. to an 10m thine ab 

p. n •• ply ~t.~ ab.olute than tndepen4.nc of any m relv 

phy leal tacta. ~t w. oonlt4.r that knowledge e. rol 
1.t, I 1tt r n • t tt. 1' •• 1 out~r ob3eot. w t tollnw , 

The tat nt oa~ al or other It • .t.een the to e. 

and what h kno I 1. no I't ot the definition ot the ab-

jett knewn. or ot ttl being. 4, Th 10ltoal 1n4.,en-

4 nee ot the obJeot In ttl 0 ••• 1. ablolute. It 

toll0WI th .ny 11 bet ••• n obJ ot and- 14 ••• '111 

to be 4 d ••• thtrd taot, 1n Glv.4 n tth.r in the e.-
, 

•• no. of the obj. t. no n 'hat et the ld ... Or" er 

tbe 14 • w111 v. to b tn4. n4.nt of th ob~.ot. 

OthenS. b .x tnt the 14 •• ttl If y U Gould PI' • 





l tV 
/' 

/' , 

.om thing about th exl tenc. 'f the object. Then th 

1nd p ndent ext t nc or ,the thing would follow from the 
/ 

14e. of the thin , which t. contrarr to tbe .plrlt of re-

alt m. Th t anr 1v.n f. 1 true 1 it.elf a turth •• 

t at In a .e.l1 tl0 wor14. 

In th r.ali.tic world a .e have d tined it art 

there any r •• l b 1 or one 01· belnat It there 

art nr can the real'Set .how how they can beoom 11nk d 

b,. oau aUon. 01' In paoe and timet Independ noe. em.~ 

lnglr obvlou taot among phy leal object • tn l'eal1t~ 

do 8 not exl.t. There 18 in fact nothtng that may not~­

flu.noe everything e1 e. It there w re many .e.l b'1ng~ 
the, (1) could never acquire ani real oonnection •• and 

(8) could have no common char.ct r. For st two beln,. we 

•••• r 1 1n the .en. that they .ere perteotly indepen­

d.nt of aoh other. anr link •• that came In to oonnect 

them mu.t b • n." tact and Independent of the ... I' a1 

b.lng. henct a 1t oDl In ft e. Ae •• ard the p 1-

btltty of a co n charaot p. it an, quality extat. in t 

ob~ ot. an on. la «. tpoJed. by hypoth •• l. ' thtre S. no 

GftlLnae in the Gtber. The qu 1it1. then, t not the aame 

In .ach. R.al being. It ni, hen, oan n.ve ••• t \ 

) 
eithe .. tt. n.r oommunlt, of nature. 

But th. re 11 t tght.., -My world t on betn • 
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~ingl y.t infinitely w.althy. But he ha already 

blooked th way to thia theory. h haa already t 1 at 

two independent r al beinga. tn the 1d.a and ita object. 

Nor can th y ever be brought tog.ther. So that an.'s idea 

can nev r have any r.lation to a r .1 being. nor oan the 

re.ll t. accordtn to hi own d.finition. ev.r have an 

idea of on.. Thu. the .ntir. r al1 ttc tabrio vani h 

1 ving not .ven an unknowable behind. • begin n~. to 

that nothtng i abaolut ly ind.p.nd.nt of the knowle4g t 

that relat •• to it. It 40'~ in the long run. • a 41t-

ter.nc. to all object • wh.ther they are known or not. 

LEOTU IV. THE UNITY OF BRING AND TB MYSTIOAL II· 

TBRPRBTATIO • 

If tn dua11 m implied in p •• ltem 1 to be abandon d. 

muat w. 1 t.ad detine B.ing a. an ablolut. and atmpl. 

unity t w 8ay that to be r .1 meane 80m.thing th.t 

cannot be •••• rt.d 10 lonl aa the ideaath ma.lve •• by 

their .e.reh fop their Oth.r. k.,p u trom our true loal' 

mu t w. a, or only ot .uch an object a qu nche. thnuaht 

thrtugh the pr •• ene. of th 1 .diat. truth that it i&' 

The object that tulf1lls th~ my&tioal d~f1nit1on of wbat 

1* r 1·1 ot n.e & tty 1n it it only on • aince var1.t¥ 

when con8c1oualy r.ced call. torth thought. Thtt r •• 11-





tie of the real1at. ~u t becau • man~are 111uaory. And 

.. the On. can never be lnd pen4ent ot th lnatght that 

knowa 1t, the place to look tor it i. not without but .1t~ 

tn. It a ked hGW the ftnite thinker oan tind himself God 

the my.tic repll. that ,.' tar 8 S we r aoh our loal •• tor­

.t .elt a. an error. It the Protagorean sceptiC a •• ert. 

that the _vatt.'. t.eling ot immediacy ta but one ot many 

.uc~and that he la putt~ng hi. individuality above that 

other m.n, the myetic cepti. knows ot oth -

r m' n. It hi. 1d.a gtve him th ena ot un.ati racto-

rine •• evidenced b¥ hi. auppoatna oth r than hi .. elt • 

his • uppo.ed 11111l dlate knowledg t not pure. It.e haw 

to truggl. through th ••• finite rea.onlna. up to r.ality 

Wt bave not yet attatned it. WBelteve not tho •• p.attlem 

who boatit that they knnw Oed. Who know. Hlm·- ia .Slent-, 

Now what tor u. 18 ~e.l 18 viewed .. an Other whlch, 

it oampletely pre.ent. would end a. muCh of our finite t 

••• rch •• could pa •• tbl, b nded. Pr1 r1ly In ••• kl 

Selnl ear. 8. kina to end our clt.quietude. but .eeondap. 

11r w. learn by experteno. that •• tn •• all finit. d aires 

cannot be •• tlatte4, mol" te won by ina the d •• ire to 

knt. what we oal1 taet. a pri 1 ttv. in the l1f. of eal~ 

Dlnn a.M.. • n ed not onder ,...- to find mretiol. • 

then, baa t with oO.DO~'. n ••• OP tbe yati. the' 0 -





mon n antitht.1s bet •• n the 1mmed1at and the 14 1 

t. 4el1b rat 1y reJ cte4 •• lometh1ng to be ov rc e. 

through • quenoht of rea.on 1n the pr •• enot of the abao-. 
tinite 

lute oa1 t all~thG ht. 

Th. my tiC" f1p.t 1nou1ry i t Jhat 1. the •• 1tt 

It 1 •••• umed to b. th univtr.e. but it appeal' tn a two-

told way. Firet it 1 one'. itt -princlpl. and •• tt­

ntte. on the oth r hand the Selt 1 the knower. 1 •• , 

.. the act of th1nklna~tn 10 fal' .1 pre. n 

of 10m Othel')whtch t. known,SI I'emoved. with the diverst-
~ , 

ty of the act. ot knO.ina. To wtn nn.neSti w1th the S.lt 

meana to attain a tate ot perfect finality, 11mpllotty. 

The Self il lome wholly 1 dtate tact wlthtn the ctrol. 

ot Gon otoU8n .', but apa.t ' trom the re.tl. 'n. a fro 

whi h oonaclouen •••• utte.,. re come ne.relt to 1 -

d1aoy an the borderland. ot unotnlclouln •• Thl1 0 

not reduoe the Ab olut to nothtngne. , for the A olut. 

Ie empty p ly by oontra t with ' ur finite dtveratty, 

whtl. any nth r onclulton 1 • to a £!ductlg ~ ~!Yrd 

Our enn atoul ftnitude •• anl at onoe 41 .att taction and 

the adm1 8ion that the truth 1a not pr I nt to ua. 

oth Y8ttc1.m and r a115 .ek an ab olut. ftnality, ) 

a limit whioh t. onboetv d .01 11 br oontra.t with th plO­

ce • . wh I' br our 1d~a. tend to.ard th t 1lmtt. Each thua 





oul lnat 1n .lv, abandonm nt nf all our act 1 ft-

nit ide about beln. Eaoh in th nd d tin nothing 
~ 

what ver. But~ y tic .e to lory 1n thle. bee u 

h 1 in tact dtt1n1ng • oontraat etteet. one that tar 

t b in it .It u n wn or a olut •• 1. a oOn8tantly P"~ 

ne • Our oa1 t fir t on c 1ved by oontr at -tth th 

p~o. of pup uSt. but th meaning ot thl. very n attv. 

1t • In the .1 tty. contr tteot. .om -
po.1ttv. 

"ho ina t1 net 1/ t hing f~r u ' Ot.1 Cau ~ of th p ..... no. of a ftl 

" a. th purpo of ev.n our p r. t tel a •• W. ... k. otty 

out ot .ight; In th eontput w1 th th1. oal? w ltv. B\& 

It tht 1 80. then a1r. dy .e actua11v p~ • ••• thin 

or B.1ng 1n our tinlte ••• klng. It the myettc pOinte Gut 

that th app' r.nt zero 1 till our gal. then one rtghtlV 

pepll to hi t t what • hi. Abeolut. app ar.o 10-

rioua, l. pr •• t ely it. PI" .nt d o~ntp&.t ~ ytth ,our t per- I 

\ 
tect1on. If the A~olute ot th ttc t. r.ally 41tt 1'- )1' 
nt trGm nothlbg. It 1 0 b¥ virtu. ot it. oontraet with I 

I 

our Own r.al but imperteot .ina. 

LBOTURI V. THI OUTOO o MYSTICI • 

To th MJ tic w. now ••• ·Yeur b olute 18 d.flned 

m r.ly •• the 0&1 ot th t1nlt •• P k. To ave the un~ 
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of Bing you hav depptv d it of all oth p char et I' th 

th1a. Therefore, Ince YOUI' Ab Glut. t. only a 'leal, 

ole meaning 1 due to YOUI' pro e • nf •• areh. Pupe 

m dlaey ha a oontent only so lC)ftg a. it fulfill. 14 

If your o~n cloua t4 a are n~ught, your ab olute 1. na 

A d alt with the realt.t b7 pOinting Gut that htl 

14.a. are at Ie at .. r.al .a their .uppo e4 Ind.pendent 

objects, .0 now we bring the myatic'. o •• e to tt. 010. 

by pOinting out that hie Abaolute Ie pI' 01 ely .a much. 

Noth1ng a by hi hypoth i./ h1. own cenec1nu8ne. 1a~ 

What •• bave learn d trom the .batraotlona of r a111m 

and mystict m 1 that our finite c~n.clnU8ne. ..e a 

meaning .. _Ji_ If thl M anlng. th n, 1. n tth I' ~ 

--_ ... a mere1y tndep ndent being no!' a III rely 1 .dtate 

datum, what el. ean tt bet Our an.wer depends upon 

our ettort to nd th extreme atatement ~f p.al1.a. Thl 
.. - - - -" --- ---\----------

aver g 1' •• 116t-- w ILdmlt that th real t8 only relattve-

1y inc! pendent, that 1t 1 •• uoh that, und r condttloD8, 

it would b com knowabl and known. The p I'c.ivabl ob-

Ject t •• 1.~Y8 prepared t~r future p re.ptlon. Thu. B 1 

and 1dea ar r lat d. Thl. i. In tb end a giVing up of 

r alt· M. The realist say that knowl d 1.~r 1 ttv l7 

.peaking, an aoeld nt in th world. It bus1n 1. to 

contor.m to the tact • not to or at th... But G • d1-
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v1d the being nt thtngs tntn parts, a prt ry and a eon-

daryt Furth r the former arg nt holds good. inat anr 

Independence a. well •• agaln.t total. It no r .. Uty can') 
/ 

have enttr ly independent betna, no part of reality oan 

w1n .uch being. The real mUlt be through and throUCh, 

It. vep, la.t quality, luch a. is fitted to be kn wn. 

Realt.m muat be t.anlformed. th n, it "tnl 1- to .e.p lw 

practical independence of any p .tteular knowledge. But 

bow, The .ea1 18 to be fbut.S4 ~ot any partloular knowl, , 
~ 

On the other hand It •• to be .uch that>unde. oondittona, 

Ide .. y corre~pond to It. fht. involv •• ne. conoep-

tlon. To be r.a1 now m.an~to b valid. to b. In •• s.noe;> 

the .tandard tor t4 aa. By thl theory aetna 1. otber 

than the 14 that p late to it, and r eomet1 e6 be 

r •• l wh n knowl d,e ia not. But in ••• no It 1. alway. 

related tn the purpo •• ot know1 4ge. 

Apa.t trnm my pr1vate and mn. nt Py point of vie., 

ttna 1n neral 1. hat r nde •• my 14... al14 or .nv.lt4~ 

Tht, t. the Third Oonoeptton, whtoh W. wtll nGW examtne in 

d tall. 

Thl. t. Oritical Rationalt m. the oharaot platte phtl-
\ " 

- \ 
oaophy of our time. down. th 1',.1 ha. be n 

th true. By thl tty t PUth t the enlr mark ot the :~ .. 
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I' a1. xampl. a b gtv.n whepe thing. a. 1mpl 

b .au •• they are ttl' t called true-- ld •••• not of an7 one 

P Pion. yet not independ.nt of all thinking. • • ,price •• 

credit. pel'hapa tV n ju.ttoe. and the oral law. In t~ 

ematic , a1ao. thing. exlat purely in the r a~ of n4. 
jl 

yet one brought into bet~ apt a. etubborn a any ob~eo-

tlve l'eal1tl ••• 

~IOTU VI. VALIDITY AND XPIRI NOI. 
s~ 

Kant adds t' hi. I'eali.m the definition of another ,.... 

of .eallty. Be 1d hi. lndepend nt real •• which he now 

pe,ard ... wholly unknowable. h .... Pt. the bJeettv. 

oharact •• of betnaa that a.e of a wholly dltterent tIPe, 

the objeet. of P •• 1bl xpel'lenot. The e ape .1ndep n4ent 

of our pl'ivate ln4tv14uallty, but they al'e dep ndent upon 

the oon.tltutlon of n~1' exp rlenoe. Thi. oonc~ptlon of 

Kant' ha. dominated th mo.t tnflu ntlal tl' at.ent. of 

the ph610.ophy ev ••• inoe. 

It be be n .hown that l'.a11 m need no exttrnal I't· 

futat10n. but the Il'd oonception turntahes auoh. The l 
\~ 

rea.on whf indep ndent bing. pl'Oved to b nothing What-,~\ ' IV' 

eve. now appeal". '01' l'eal1.m. In d.t1n1ngl£Bte1.:'ru.~a~~~ ~~ 
actually detining Xant' r a1 __ ~ ~ ~.~~ ~ 

f'\) 

nothtng at .11. How hall you tntaln that re I1ty 1. 
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Independ nt of 14.... hil at the I. e t1m. the le.lt , 

" " I' fl ct ton IbnWI> 10U that whatev I' JOu a'.ll't of pall ty. '''\ 

you Can give war nt to your a ••• rtloD only by tir ' t how- ) 

In I' •• on tor re ardlne your 141 •• 
~ 

J •• valid. In.s 81'-

ting indep ndent cau •• tor 14 • • you are •• rtlnl th t 
~ 

a •• 11 known pirio.l 1'.1 tinn ~. va11~ity beyond your 

pre.ent rang ot exp rlene.. And thi. 1 but .aying that 

It your .ena ••• ere 1mprnved. 1GU would direotl, ob erve 

how the ternal f act •• whloh w~uld then be p Pt t ,our 
.nlar e4 

1~ -1 per1 no •• would .pp 1' ' ' e plrtc.l cau. a of what you 

to~.rly ca11.d your 14.... Tbua r •• tated Jour re.l1em 
~ 

tu~s at onc. into a jud ent about the ·U¥ lioh. Brtah~: 

But val1dlty may be an e. ent1&1 a peet of true b Ing 

without turn! hlng the fl 1 definition ot the wbole betng 

ot thing • Th. Ob~ etlon to the ·3N Oonc.ptton 18 that It \ 

b;v no m an al •• Y8 r •• t validity upon an plrleal 

found.t Ion. It .e ... at tl •• to 4. 1 with t mal truth. 

whll •• xp.rt.nc. do 8 not know .ternity. It tatl to 
~~~~ 

explain to U8 th 4ift reno. that t. to be attrlbu'ed to 
"" . 

the valid truth. that. do not I t concret.ly confirmed 

/) 

in our own .xp.~1enc •• and th .ealtty ob.erv.d when w. do 

v rify ld .... What is valid xpI"ience at the m.nt whm 
1/ 

Validity a appl1 ' <1. . \ 

ean. that they ~. exp~. d ~ 

It 1 •• UPPOI d to be only po.alble' 

to the thinea that •• t. t 

1n xperl nC when.v r w t at th.m. applied to the 
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whole realm ot truth in eneral it means that thl realm 

has lam how a character hleh w 40 not t st, and never 

get, exhau ttvely expr 6 ed in our h n xperl nce. But 

what t. thl charaoter' Oan the ' . two .oPt ot Beina both 

be ·val1d. the one concrete ltte. the other pure tor,m, 

LSOTU VI I. IHI XT RNAL A D I 'lBRIAL WANl G OF lDIAS. 

We have tound that every .tep toward truth 1& a t p 

a~a7 from vague pOI 1b111t1 8 and toward determaaten 8 

ot 14 and expertence. Se1111, -v1e.e4 a. truth, exclude. 

.. w 11 a includ • AI tn the va.tly Important relation 

bet •• en thought and xternal exp pienee, our thought lonk~ 

to this .xp.rt ••• to .e. if oup hypath. • _bout tact ~ 

can be cODtl~ed. Still th .ervlce of . ext mal eapert- / 

enOe in r v.alina what 1 real ' tta limitationa. It . ' 

oan conti OUP hypoth ..... only inadequate1,. fop it ahWO> 

UI onlr papttoular tnatanoe. It oan never by It •• lt 

pro •• a «eterminate negattve b7 exoluding from reality 

the whole ot what our hypothe.18 h detined. And 

tinal1l. our expertence, ext raal or int.rnal. n. e. 

aho.. UI what .e above all l'e.al'4 a. r.al. n el,. t the 

indtvidual taot. In ctn ultina experleno •• , ape e k-

tna t~ tv. our 14. •• e.tain erm1natton. '; 

whioh ., Dev.. tn the ppoc.. of It n expert enc clo.e 





p aob. Ttl r 1 II. tr thta potnt ot vt •• that 

which It; 1 d1 •• 1y beyond th whol ot our ser1 ot 

po 1bl effort. to brtna our own internal nlng to a r. 

00 pl te det. in tton. Th11 aho •• ua .hat the 3rt Con­

ception lack •• na ell. Vie. ot the r al a the tina1IJ 

eter nate that p. t. no oth r. 

But •• have not taken into account the 0 t impor­

tant ot our re1attonA to th pal. the pelation ot oop~ 

pe.pond noe. The p .. 1 y not ~e wholly independent ot ~ 

our think! • but it 11 authoritative 1n deman41na cor-

respondence w1th it elf. hat,ver our id a. are, it 1 

certain that they ape 1deaa. not beaau e they are ma ae~ 
of imageti. but becau •• they mbody con ainU. puppoae. :; 

No. t how can an tnternal .eanina be linked to an exter-

nal meaning' How an a volition al.o po.ses8 truth' 

When h an Idea an ob~eot at all? S • obJ cta tp 

th 11' nature ( . -., a plan ot aotton.) cannot be cau e. 

of ld.a at all-• other. can be 10 regarded onlJ bl neg-
IJ electt ve 

leotlng the papt played by attention. But if an 14 a ~ 1\ 

lelect. it • obJect how can It be true or tal' The 

• olutton lie tn tb tact that.whenever an Idea a1m at 

truth it re er4a it ob~ect. oth r than itBelt, and '" 

that the o~jeot lhall b thua other than 1t elt 1 even a / 

part of what th 14. con.cSo 11 intend • eet 





t. nothing but the id. • own oonaclnu purpo 
, __ --.---- . ,'.' ___ .-,-~, ___ --------4--.:....--~--'~ 

embodl "In om • .--------------

1 t ,_e~!. __ a_~_._~~.!~.,-~ . _ nt .• anu1oua~-. .R!'~~ The c -

plet. oont.nt of t~~_ I"' . .'.1 own purpo. 1. the onlr .. 1>. ___ .. _ 
\ -- - -. - ......' 
r 
fot which the 14 .. can take not.. fbi. alon. t. the oth 

that 18 .OU ht. It I .tl1 to .atoh tor .ta ••• it 1a 

an exp pl.ne. that I ttrat .m to aoo pt a. the 4,t, 1n~-

t10n of purpo... The t4 a In •• kin tor the 4 t r-

tlon Gt it. own will nnot alt.'!, the rule of the [1\' 

It 1. bel p1&,.4. MJ prtvat, wtl1 40 not 

or t. th r.t of natu ••• but ¥ COD8cloue will. ex-

pl' ••••• in 14 .a. 40 •• d.termine .b' b~e t ... , y 

Ob~eot •• A. fop failur •• the obJeot that •• h.v. not 

,.t won re In. top 

.tl11 • k It. and no 

• b'rond. pre i •• ly. lona •••• 

.1r ~t.rnal buttet1na ot .0-
.&11.4 hard tot. '1' prov •• \0 the pe.olut •• 111 th , 

the Ob~ t. are unattainable. until .e •• e an tnner .e. 

80n 1fh¥ ~uet the • objeot. art aclud " by a tull •• un-

4e •• '.n41nc ot our own It.al purpo •• th .lv... I 40 
I 

not wtl1 ,u., now to tly, b.oau •• M¥ purpo •• In Gono.tv­

t natur 18 J t now relattvel1 tulftll.d tn a .yat m 

t 148 whloh exolud •• tlrt • 

The tinally d.t ~n.t. to ot the Gb~. t of any 

./ 
/ 

\ 

/ 





finite i4 1a that form which th idea 1t elt would aI ­

lume wh neve. It b. • oomplet 1y d.te~lned 14e •• 

fulfill. r an adeq t. 

oth • could b. auo.tttute4. 

the 00 plet. bodlment, 1ft 

tulfllment, ot tb. internal 

lrttal ton"nt, tor which no 

Iba' S. r.al I., •• *uch. 

individual torm .nd in tin.~ 
nina et tln1t 14 aa. 

Bel ,then, 1 • eth1 other than th elv. )WhlC~ 

tintt. id ••••• k. Th'r .e.k .i .. that whioh. it at 

pre •• nt known, would end thet. doubt •• t t 1 '- . 

of th id •• ie: let •• 00 pl.t. expr.esion of thlnt.~ 
•• nlng of the finite I4e. wtth whioh w etert our qu.at; ! 
4. tb oOlllpl.t tulti ent of the p\lrp~ e partially· 

bodied In th1 Ide.; 3 d, .n individual lit. tor wblch 

no other an b .ub.tttute4. • h :v. thu. tv uaed 

t. ot validity. but It th •• e t. valtdlty there 1. an 

ob~.ot •• than .rely v 114, whi h tv. 

.ptlon of ltdtty it nina. !hI. ob~.ot 1. an In-

iVi4 1 lfte, r. nted a 

whol 18 the c pl.ted .111 • w.l1 .. the oompleted e • 

perl.ncl, corre.pon41ng to the will and .xper1 no. ot 

on. finite 1d • In it. hol.n •• · • the wor14 of Bet 

11 an lnd1v1d 1 l1te, con.t.tt of th& indtvtd 1 
11 

1 tnt. of th will r pre .nt ~by A finite tde ••• 





OTURB VI~l. THB ,OURTH OONOIPTION OF BING . 

S ina it If w ehould direct l y face in ou~ own ex-" 

pe~1ene only In oa •• w •• xpe~1enoed flnaltt;. Tht. ~ 
would b ~tveb u In the to~ of a lite that pe~itted 

other to ' tak. tta place a the expre tOft ot it. own 

po... Then alone shou14 ~. stand tn the pr ••• ne. of th ~ 

r.al. Oonvereelr, whoev r think. only ~t the gen l'a1 OG1~ 

cept (think •• tor ezampl > only of gravitation or man.) 

haa not In his exp.rience the full .xpr ••• ton ot hi8 ID­

ing. An entire in tane. of b In muat b preet •• li \ 
that whloh permit your 14 ... to .e. no other than what i 
t. pre.ant. Suoh a being 18 an ln4tvt4ual. The. nee . 

of the •• al I to p It no other of It. own k1nd. and I 

thl. c n. tel' t t po ••••• Clnly a. th unique fulfilment 

or purpo. • fbi 4th conc.ption of etng acoo - ~ 

pltah •• the ~d wbteh 11 the tour definition. ao 11y 

Bought. lat, 1th the realist. the nbj at 18 not on1 

oth r than the finite id •• ?but t. authoritative over .-

atn.t it. d, 1th the .,.tto w. agr. in ld nt1-

tying .tnc w1th fu1filment ot purpo... The my.tical 1-

4.ntit1c tt~n of the wor14 with the •• It 18 ,. 

true of the final or abaolute .elf. not the p rt1al. S 

with ua. the obj ct 1. atmply th eamplet embo4t nt at 

tbe ld... 'e 4ift r fro the y.tte when he tak •• ret e 

In .ere negationa. rd. The fourth oonc ptlon re~. 





'Y~ 

with the op1tioal r ttonal1st wh.n h ...... t. that belDi 

• aentlally lnvolv a that whleh give. validity to id ... ~ 
ut you w111 ba •• 41 cove.ed what oonditlon. •• t n.c... 1 

to oon.tttutt val1d1t7. The th ••• conception •• 

th.n. ar. brought into .ynth .t. In the fourth. What II~ 
t. 
,\authO.1 tattv t.... aSn.t t1n1t., 14 ... "1 •• ali • 

••••• t.4; ,', :.,. - 1 • with th true m.aning of th 1daa. .. 

1 cI nt.d. 

1. the •• al1t1,~ 

A wtl1 otner.tely b 41ed 1ft a 11te 
ttl 

s. 0 pl.t. ltte nt 4tvln. tul nt 

" Of whatever finite 14. .e.k. 

It ma, be eb3 ot.4 that w. tn v.tn try '0 •• ape the 

CO ft .en.. o~lU8ton that experience alone det.Pm1n .. 

what t. and .hat 1. not. B •• adMtt tht.. The 14 •• 

t. alr 41 expe.ten •• I' .an the tultt nt take MJ 

to not .1.0 plMeal. 

• bo ., of It n expertenoe ul.t.. .ert •• hat no human 

o erver ..t any ent expeP1enoecl. 

•• rver at aft, ent vePitted ht. own p t expe.tenc • 

he .ealiatie ptrl tat, 11k .... ry ethe., tranacenda~ 
/ 

tn4tvt4u 1 experienoe. Aa to ttnallty. it th 

ptriot.t .a,.. All ttl., 11 tft on .. pect. eaper­

ten. taat •• e 8G tar .e. ut it h r.,eete the 4th 

D • t10n h u.t 4.Th!. zp.ptenoe. whtcb t •• t •• 





hen taken tn ita t~talSty, a fragmentary expert.nce. a 

pe 0011. tlon of w tne .. happene to b., po.. tnl no 

ftnallty. It 1. true th t no n spert.noes that 

ftnal eonatttu ton of experience, wh10 w , on our paPt. / 

bolt to b th tpue r.ality. But thl t bee '= it t. / 

ot yet • 1 d to b t. .hall • 

Snd ObJ.ctl~D: ·Your vie. 1 •• tlll too ab.tru ••• 

y an •••• rt -ttb .1 or po.ttt e ... urane. 8n7 bel 

th t traneo n4 hi. o .n expe.! noe. i.Ph.p. the •• 1. no 

final e1 • • But what Gth I' hrpoth'.,t. t thel'et • 
oaftft t. the baeS. t.x .pt 0., •••• rt that be, d 

ou tn4tvt.clual exp 1'1 nc. th re t. nftthtng at all. Thi •• 

~. ve., oannot b. pt of xperlenoe. In a •• el'tl 

that ,thing ts 8cepttc'. hypoth •• ta. 

it on.tatent with it. 1t, .ett. tbat tht. It •• lt oon-

.ctou.1J oontaln. and tulfll. th whole eant tnvolv d 

tn the ld of b.tng. 

31'4 Obje tton: Ihe I'd taot. ot th wor14. tn. 

failu.e •• to. 

• eloo taot •• 

But the. a.. two • peet. ot any un­

.oh has ita own aha at p. but al • 

• pp •••••• 1nvolvl the t popel 4.f. t of. purpo ••• 

" v PJ evil thing.- it 1 •• ald,"ha ita ' own po.ltlve p -

t otton .... o death h.. an tnt 1-, t. • tact about. 

whioh w ·.e into t1on. the other n4 tt I' 





•• robbing u. ot our tpi nd • 
~7 

., th definition of B . 

tng. you h ve no. 

ject. In ),OUI' 

1!-10 11,. found your whol final ob­

oh toP the et rnal,11. top you the 

vel' •• ning ot 4 th and f finite 4e patr. _u· .~ 

"But t. not « ath •• an ob~.ot 1' •• 1'· Y's, but not 

by It If. whol object. The tultS .nt of the whol, or 

a purpo.. ay involve th 4.' at of a part ot that very 

purpo... In~ the vi torlou .artare wtth finitude con­

.tata the p rtectlon of th .piplt. 

L O'U IX. UJiI ALITY D 1 Y. 

.. 14ea a rally wtth ttl 01)3 ott In ••• k1ng 

tt. ot .. , . • the pre •• ton of ttl own wtl1 In n 

pirioa1 and conaclou l1tt. . ut thi. lit i • or that 

any idea ha a objeot at all lmplS. .uoh tu1t1 nt. 

~) 

, p •• pit. the lat ve tatlu ••• and .rrop . ot ~ ttn­

itud •• the r 1 worl annot f 11 t .xpre a the 01. > 
nu1ne intent of our 14e •• or it they I' tn un-

txpPt. .4 th.ir tinal m. nt Gould on1 t tht t 

of h th..... But what 1 r ly ali4 t not .n val-

t • 

tn 

uppo •• th of our ftnite 1d • t. to ~ 

.. pp •••• 4 • . The , 0' et tht. non- pre •• ton h 8 I 
t b 1 

t en it. own e.1 b t • t to A8h 11 thS. non-ex-

p •• t n act t Independent of 11 1 e 

. .(, hi '" , .. ".... 
o. t 11 tV. ov r , w t 





Ide. ee a, and what the. tore ould oOftcetvably be re_~ 
fUled to it, 1. ju.t th reality which it m.an.. Ih. re-

ality, th •• fore, whtch .hall po tttve17 r.tu • It ex-

pre •• lon, s. 1212 ~ ___ o the r ltty to whtoh the t4 •• 

appe~l., and 1. not independent of that appeal. 'or IOU 

a •• not put 1n the W.O by. reality to whiah lOU have 

mad. no •• t r.no •• and •• ro. io pO •• ibl. only oone.mine') 
~~.et which •• aotuall, an a. our own obj ot.. The ) 

objeot that t. to deteat p .tla1 and t.a entar wtl1 

1 , th,n, ... __ taoSo y whol will. 

tth our d,flnltion,of what it t. tn be, In tnt. 

w. hall devote ou •• elve. 0 an att pt to de cpib the 

p •• t., mutu 1 p 1.t10D8 of the world and the indtviduaL 

t t. 1. the world. and It· 1. a1.~ the Individual. It 

t. the wop14 th t any 14.a Vi w. it. own wholly .x-

pr, •• 4 eant and ob~.o'. But ape not 14e .. y and 

v •• iaue' o th tndtv14u 1 t. that • ole ltf. that ex-

pr. I •• and rep ••• nt. t~ ning of anr .lngl. 14 a. 

But a., not In tV! u 1 ••• v~tnua a •• 11 our v •• loul 1-

dea.' Th 8upremaoy ot God, and the 4 •• thle 

.aning of the lit. of eaoh P p.on. th ••• ar, the tnt r-.t. of ev,., tor.m of ethical •• 11 ton. There a.. two 

.oluttnna. Th on. would lay atr ••• upon the 

unity Jt the w 1 world. the oth.r w u1d in t.t upon the 





1.r 
v Piety and •• 1atlv 1nd p nden •• of the in 1v14ual ltv ~ 

. • •• 11 prooeed '0 « velop all l'eoon .. 1. the e two vie ~ 

The 6th oone pt1nn 1nv Iv the olut p' unity ot 

the knowing proo.... fh ob3.ot that th think P ean~ 

oan hav. no to ot b 1ni'tnd.pent.nt of b • m ... nt • n .. \ 
I 

o n be be •• 14 to have anr .aning not now fulfill 4 1n / 
/ 

hi. pr •• ent expertenoe. unl'&$ that v'.Y .ant 1. pr.'; 
~~ / 

.ent to an In.1 ht~ln.lud. and enmpl t • hi. own tn- ( 

.tlhi. a eordlng to hi_ own r 1 intent. It follow ~ 

that the whole wnl'14 ot b t IDuat Set on17 •• pr •• nt " 

to the unity of a .ingle 00118 tOU8D •••• whioh inolude a1~ , 

oonectou. meantng_ in one ttnal .~e .... l1)' Pl'8 ent 1n t 1'*, 

not el'elJ tim.l ••• but •••• 8d ot an lnoluatve vt •• 

of .11 t • Proot: Th. wnrld contain. -' ., knower • 

The' a. relatea or they.. not. One or the othep 

tot. and •• uoh known. ut atn • thi taot ine e. 

b ina ot th knoweI'. the ... , uet • n tinal mG. 1'. 

wh len • 11 t proo.... in Gn. inol t e aot. 

'1n 11J the knowe. ot the t ep •• tan po...... your 

definition "I II bet that 1e unknnwn to hi elt. The 

tinal kno • Ie th defln.d 1n t. of. olut. 

know 1 •• Our 1'. .Oft tor .rttna tht • the 

• 0 trln • 
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t t oth r definition t In t h n thi. an b. ex-

•••• d with out b alut. 8 1t-o ntradlotlon. 

• J 111u t t the p .ult of our .t1ntt ton by 

n a prnaoh t~ the unity of t tl'f' th p1r-1a 1 1d 

1 G. h~ subj~~t~ ~f h1eh we ssert 
l 

to o. In •• 11 oontr a .4 tv • 
t . h. PI' .nt phy.te 1 wop1 t '"' ( ) 

•••• rlb. reality: 

f.110w m n. (3) t 

t event •• ( )to th future. (S)t r Ittl of the 

con tlon trpe. ra1 and 

wh.r by w detine. eto. 

th tical truth. (a)to 14e .. 

Looki 010 ely .e .ee 

t t 11 are but variatlon8 of an ' idea. For att pt to 

abetract f anr. p ter nce to .t b ina. and what b -

co • ot anr conoret. notSon of pre ent beinat. Juet ao 

wtth the tuture. - ~t t it'- 1. 1n .par b17 bo\\n4 up 

wit •• t w •• itt- and ,- tth I' t it tendi '" So 

it ta po libl to .eparate po.alble Or . 114 beiDa tr 

pre nt ezp rlenoe, In t. it which JOu 4 fi~ it. 

Henee •• d •• 1 with on. Co 1 z whol ••• 0 tar, wh I. ~ 

b.t • tho h differentiated. 1 of on. lnclualve typ •• 

The b 1 of f.llow 1 tor m in epar bte trom 

f y own b 1 • AI an. .ntia1lJ 1001al cre tur 

have no rational and .If-oonacloua ltte tor 

oept y v 1tu. ot contra t. with m f.110w.. It toll 





3 I 
th t their being is in eparably bound up tor me with lIlY 

notion not only of my pre ent · •• It, but of the paat, 

ent ur. and pol 1ble world that I re ... 4 a ... eal. 
/' 

now t1n4,theretore, that th vartoua typ & of being, 
I 

.ht ch • t1l'at 41 tlbgu1 hed, d nde, ven upon purely! 
I 

empll'1ca1 round., their reunion 1n on. whole conc.pt1~ 
I 

/ 

of what it ie to b r.al. 

rhett. 1& a na in which all the w()/'rld may be 

vi.w'.d al Centered about th tully .xpre ect inner mean-

ing of any rational idea. But human Ide •• atte not th ' 

only 1deal ot whlch th1. can b !'ted. It 1 not until 

man vi •• h1~ it .a a member ot an unlver •• l soclety, 

who •• temporal •• trang m nt& are ~~ly lncld ntal to 

final unity of meaning. that he apP1"eOiate th aotual \ 

.na. of the CGn C10U 1dea that exp .. e hi longing tar 

onene 

we h.v 

in h 

With an ab olut. lite. On the one hand,\ 

no ri ht to define the unity of the w01"1d me1" 11 I 

n catelort .t on the other, 1n 10 far .. 70U have J 

become con.cloul of th unity ot your perienCe. you 

have a clue to th~ divine plan. In p pttoular, our 

human xperlenoe of th _pace relation 1a obvtoualy .0 

epectal In ita typ t hat the .pac. world t. of 4.014e41, ) 
/ 

11 ted truth. So .1eo with tim. The PI' ent in tant 





3'1/ 

1. mt. trulr instantaneous, a mer now. Not every forM ) 

of con ciou ne 8 must ve the preci e h n 11~tatlon 

of tlme- pan, and a ohana of tim -.pan .ould tve a 

va.tly difterent th1cal ••• nlna. 

Our Id • ot what it 18 to be con eio ,then, 11 

xtremely variable, but the 4th conception baa all the 

more freedom. In undert Ina th taak of vtewlna.t fp ~ 
entary •• peet. of one whol m &nIna. the varlett •• of ~ 

natul' and of ttnlt individuality. When.e Oon-

alder experience we find mailtold interrelation.h1p 

blndl tog thel' t at that at tirat .1ght app.ar eund&N . ~ 

In addition to the e glimp. ot unity, the.e are GOunt-

.11n of t--"'P'YDl'Irntarin and chaotic vari ty. But 
) 

th ...... preet .ly the tact. who. tragmentartne. • ndl ) 

ue to Anoth I' tor xplanatton. And wherever •• hav a 

plan .relatively fulfill d w have that which cannot be 

19nore4 1n the tinal unity of th whole ot exp rienee. 

---/ 

Our I neral and relatively! iPlorl proof of th '~ 

unity of being h. It If b n brought tnto unity wtth ) 
I 

the empiric 1 Vi •• of our 1'. 1 forld. • e. th.n 

th world ot our 'th cone pt10n MU.t bone, w. catch 

.1eo. limp. or how it 1 on. 

A. to the et ener-al to f the a olut. unity, 





~~ 

our u14e 1 the typ ot our pirie 1 unity pre.ent in 

oW' own pa •• t oon.cta n ••• "How ehou14 th nr 
b on.'· Look Within. G p many taot. onc •• {your 

one pup 0.. bodied ~n a •• rie. of tact.. In exp 1'1. 

enc you tind PI" nt, put and tutUI'll untfied in yo-uP 

o n pa .ing mo nt of con.oio n •• An .t.rna1 oon-

.01ou.ne •• 1. one tor whiOh all taete have the • 

of unlty •• your pr n t DIO ntal'Y 00D80tOuaD • The 

ca •• ot t poral unity 1 typtcal of ver1 application at 

oup 4th conee i1ob. In .0 tar •• "our td •• po. •• 

10

1

: ) t.rnal III .ni , you ~l' •• p ny in one. lou no)aor. 

the n:,r in th on than the not 8 in th mllo4r •• 

The 4th cono.ption rt. that God'. Itt ee 

plan fulfill d th.nugh all th manifold ltv • You ••• 

tor th diVine vie. all that you n your. 

infinitely ol'e. De.pite th omplexlty ()t l1t •• the 

ultt 'e unttr t. not tal' tr ch one ot u •• 

L OTU X. INDIVIDUALITY AND RB DO • 

In the for. 01ng leotur.. have 4.elt upon the uni­

ty ot the ideali.ttl wor14. 1n th1. w .hall 4wel1 upon 

th indiv1duality. the v rtetr of finite ina'. and 

the relattve fre.do of tinlt. aot •• It 1 • 00 n 

charg t t 14 118 ha ••• optt1ee4 to unlt1. tlnite 





t tvldua11ty, or tr edo ot ethical action. ow tr 

b. inning. hav d'ftned 14 a in t rma of xper1ence 

and Will. ho v.r rattonall,. now., haa b tor. con c10 ';" 

n that which po a 8 th unity of a knowing proc • 
and t t which fulfil" a pur ~ .. W will to know. w ) 

know what w w111. Th wnrld intlu'nc •• n only to a-

wak.n hi to .uch function. a tnt r. t him in th ()r1d. 

At tt fj w have relatlv ly ur thought. aa1n n 0-

ne. 1- fill 41th wbat •• call wtl1. But tact a1. Y8 

have r t.~ nce tntct1vltt.. nd activiti. ve ret­

.rene. to t. t b to which w attrtbute tntellect l1y.l­

ntftcant · ing. w. nt • impli • both knowtng and wtlf:l 

a mmOn opinion m k. w111. cau •• of .tat. ot conactoua-: I 
n •• and ot .xt rnal facta. PI' ent day payohology op-

p • thl vi. • 8r81y 1 yehle tact an aoeo 

1 .nt of th a ~u.tm.nt t .nvlro nt. 'fbi. c ntro-

vel' tv . r 1a. '0 miaunder.tandlnga. Ince cau 'e t • 

wor ot varlou m.aning •• • will r.ly tat. h.r 

tb • • in which w. regard the b,lna ot fact du to 

th 111, h n or d1v1n • hat can at pre .nt b. k 

18 tn what en. that hleh xt ta pre e. Oft the on 

the will t God, and on th oth r t t tndividual will 

which you find xpr. «at any m nt in y"ur ftnite 





conae1ou n • 11 1nta1n that both g.t enn-

aclou.. y pr a d and that no cOht dtotlon r ult. 

At any t yaur t4 a, 1n 80 t P they ap. 

r t10 1, mbody a • In ay1ng that th.) at ttl' t~ --------,--­, .. ---
dt •• bodte purp a. g t xpr. • ware mer ly atatlng 

a t.et, not ap DR as y t ot an eft et1v. tnre •• h th· 

.r the tacts could h v. ta n lac wtthout a giv.n 

paye to entity ~r nervoul organlEat1nn, con e10u n 8 

do not t 11. On the other hand, n~ p 1t.tle ta-

phy to an .. ob of the 81gnttlcanc, nt y own ct . 

aau •• and .rr.ct. r t. and fr. cl ..... .ub3 t to 

the prtnr condition ~r th cone • t of b t tt •• lt. The 

• 1~vepy or the m taphy to af the p It to th cone pt10n 

t causa1tty t. J' pon tbl tor 10m ot th mOlt t tal 

tatortune. ot religion and hum ntty. The .nutn. 

8tgntt1oanoe nf my vo 1,'ntary proc. E t. a1 ay. an atta11' 

ot own oonleinu n •• r. pd1 the pr .nt .ant et 
I 

~, 11 t • Th 41 ttnct1y low p ~.t.gory of 0 u.atlon al- I 

Olllllltlnt hi eh.o body ala • vi ewing M)' ) .ar t pl1.8 a 

aot 1n a .lattv ly xt rnal w Y. y P a upon tr 
~~~ 

without. ' We cannot In.1.t~ tb.t the .1 nSt1ea ee ot 

world and ot the individual Itt lie 1n the con.otou 

tutts nt or .ant • • not pI in m ani by lOGlt-

ing beyon4 it tor caul , for 0 u .~to have b.tnl1 t 





have ntng. o u. t1~n t. but a p , et 1 ro~ ot b 1ng~ 
and the~ tore cann t b th t to which b tng 1 du •• In 

~ 
con qu nce OUP prim ry qu tinn a to ttnit human tnd1v-

" Id 1) 1n hi P 1 tton to th divine Itt t t •• In wh t 

•• n. do •• th t1nlt b 1ng r tain. tn .pit. f th unity 

of the d1vin. lit., any tnd1v1du 1 19n1ftoane. of hie 

own. An imp rfect 14 t. vagu • not only f .. 

1 ck o~ ad.o t. cont nts. but wi th ... gard to 1 t. wn (- ~1 

DlOlDental'Y 00na01ous lPU po e • The pre.umptlon t t~ 

. ! 
the final l' 10n of pUI'POS 1 not m.rely 0 pl.te . 

• t it oontent. but absolut.ly d.t lnat. a. to t~e \ 

th .aning th • cont nt 

tr lnd t.rmtnation to 

fulfil. Th. f1nt t PI' c.. ~ 

tel'lll1natton 1 known p.¥ChO- · '\ 

1 teal1y ••• el.ctiv. att nt1oh. A .att.fied wtl1 j 

woul lnvolv. a twotold con c1ou.n •• s: l.t. I have all 

th t I •• k and need n~ th r; Snd. 1 n ed pr@G1 •• 1y th ~ 

c ntent •• and o. 1.ot them a. to permit nn other to 

ta • th tr plao •• It 11 th1 •• l.cttv. cha .. aet r 

t t t. p.lpon.1bl above all top th individuality t t 

b.long to all b 1ng. Thi v1ew, t h t what tl. t. a \ 

election from po. 1btlttt, •• 1 ... oharaot rt tic ot I 
••• 11em. and even of my.t101 m. it 1. "'ur 0 no pt1a1l! 

,.-

To know tact. 1. to ~ trGY P 8tb111tt.. Spino a 

1nde • a ert 4 that all t t 1 po. 1bl. 1. r 1. fbi 





can b tntain d onir on the t ot th thtrd ooncep-

tl~n. our rejection nt which wa due to a r. ognlt1 n ot 

the taet that .. 10 a you d tln. mel" unlvll'.al.. ou 

dettn neith.r the being t object. nol' the truth ot tdeas y 

Th .11 tnatlon Gt po •• lbtlttle. 40 •• bot 1 vlrtln but 

enrioh. Th life In whloh anything whatever oan happen. 

ha no chan.et p. The rlalSsatlon of the wh 1e pr ••• nt 

meaning t. known by virtue ot ttl 0001010uan ... th tone 

t. excluding tr complete .xpre. ,ton tae'. who •• gen-

e. 1 n tUI" one .tl11 xp rlene ••• The very perteet ~ 

ot up I'.ence t~olve the exoluaton ot anoth.r, who •• 

en. 1 n tur. 1. part of th exp'l't,noe in qu tton. 

n t •• toward mop. .peolal 0 rl 0 bet •• en 

t1ntt and ab elute tndtv14 lttr. Independ Dt 

Of etaph)' 1 l ' ,rtloctl'ln • "lnd1vtdu '1- m a118 a ue 

bet • at make. th b ltet 1n in41vldu 1, app. p 

al'1 1ft h 'th u ht t t at th I' al .01'14.. I'etn 

wtll .,. t 1tt1 nt. lhall b alto ther 4et nate. 

ut owl 

own t 

n th r, 

tet our fint tu4e. ,our w111 tar antlotp t •• J t. 

ftt. How Ih uld .. finite b t • who •• exp •• l-

8 tf' on 1al tultil t to 

to b .0 lure \h h. ha act 11 .toocl 1n 

th pre enol t 6ft tvid 1.' t •• ftnd ar. alwaYI 





type •• In.tanc ot imp rfectly fulfilled meaning •• 

SO , the 1de. ot individuallty com to UI rath r on 

th .electlve 1de than on the sid o~re6ent fulf11m nt. 

It 1 not a que tton 80 mucb what I know ot individual. , t 

.---/1 
•• what my a~ ctton. d temtn to I'e aPd a unique • .. ,-

w thle tendency to the election ot our ob~.ct. ~ 

•• \1unlqu 1. th char.cter which the 4th conception It al 
to the Aba lut will. The wor14 1. individual tact not 

\ 

mer ly fPOm oomp1et n. 8 of oontent, but tpo th def1n- I 
.j 

itene •• ct10n ot th t Ob~.o' whloh .hall I 
I 

per.dtted to fulfil the final 'e.ning. No finit. '.lement } 

of •• nl~ can be Ignored from an ab olute pOint of Vi ••• 1 

But t very p rt etlon ot the tult! ent would requtr 

or the .tvtn. wl11 th .ort nt tton ot purpo •• I 

ot whloh •• al' con.cloul wh n w •• e.1 with th Object 

of xclu.1v att cttob. e have now grad 11y 

prepa!' dour. lv b to d tine the ditferenoe bet •• en 
~------. . ---" ttnit. and ablolnt. and ablo lute w111. 'lIfA'1----~l'ld 

'~ ..................... _~_ .. -"p_-'-""""" .... i~_~ .. ~ ""-~ ~ ____ _ _ 

.xpl'e. e the ab alut kno1flectge by virtue ot the un1t~ .t con.c1ou ne.s .nd by unlv .... 11ty ot nina. The ~ 
orld zpre e wtl~O f p •• the uniqu ne. of the wor14 

1 the r lult of 14 a1 s.lecttnn. Now th1. 1 ht 

•• m 0 4.pl'i e n)' portion ot the unlvel'8 ot pl'1vat 

.1gn1ttcanoe. but prect 1y th oppo tte 1 tru. It 





t~. world 1 00 plat and untque. ev ry d1et1ngulahable 

t ot · i. a1 ~ unlqu • On of your own act xpre 

one ~t your own purpo ~. It 1s united also int th 

unity ot the a olut con olou8ne • But th1. a olut. 

otnaolouane. ' 18 not 80methtng that er 1J abaorb. our 

tndtvldualtt1. Ev r t purpo. 1 a p rttal ex-

pre •• 1on and attalnm nt of the dtvine wl11. The 1nd1v~ 

1dual1ty ~f the whole 4w 11. 1n th parte. wh11 the 

whole would not b. what It 1 wer not ttntt purpo.e 1 

tn .peak tt. 0 nord. You are In Ood but ar not 10 t 

1n Ood. 

h th 

The ny mu t. d pit th 1r v •• Sety. w1n har­

h co~p t1on. But this pr1netpl. Itve no 

lt it tthe. to the mplrleal ty ot the wl1l. or 

to the relatt e fnelep nd nee which tne untquene •• of th 

individual e1em nt m k po. tble. 

T 0 expr .tnn. h re recetv heir only po •• fbie 

3uetlf1oationt that wh 1'1 y wtl1 et. expr 8 ed I am ac-

ttv • and when expr d 1n my choioe I a tr e. 

e .. 1. untque ta n t oau.al1y explicable. The tnd1vtd.u 1 

is ne er the " N.ult of 1 ••• aenc • never de-

fine. It. lnd1v1d 1 oharaoter. but onlr St. eneral. 

Henc. aot ot w111 expr •• in uniqu.e chaN-ot • oonaU-J 
tute hat co on en. m na bJ t ••• aot • Wh n 1 thua 

con.clouely and untquely wl11, it 1. 1 then who ~u.t here 





o 'a wtl1. I' who 3uat htr conae1oual~ act tor th 

whole. I thua o t I' fr e. Aa tor " ot1vt~Y· co~ 

t w111, .. in 1vldual.Se mon ena_ tan. that ~ur pre 

unique. To 1 t I' lee ur 1- lett the d1.0 10 or 

· oauaatlon in ita real but ab~ord1n te plac.. • do 

not aay, "Your 1nd1vtdu 11 ty ca'.,. a your act, or fl' wW 

or at a v~ur lit •• " . 1 t. d •• p.r th c .. ·ua ODe 

othlng be ide your If d.te In. what 00 tstut your 

indlviduality. Sere and n w your lndlv1duality In Jour 

aot freedom. Tht. t tPUt. not In .p1t. of th 

I 
unit of the dSvln conaclouane • but 3uat bee u.e of 

the vel' untqu n. of tht dtvln lite. Th •• tore ou 

are 1 act ton tre and lndlv1du 1. 
J 

VOL II t 1 DUOTION. 

T • former lectur~ empha 1 d th wor14, th • the 

h 'n ln41v1du 1. The to r 4 .It .1t~ th theory t 

be1n • the. with d~ctrin about ltt • the practical 1 

t I't t " 0 t I' 11 1 on. 

All no 1 d 18 f tt f xpert noe. But 

whoae xperl.nc.' A n'a pr1vat xp 1'1 nee 1 er ly 

hi. pre.ent con o1ou.n a. The very txta.enee of' body 

of taet. ca11.d" n's xpertence ft haa never been v.rltle~ 





by. an~ n. .n nd how t h n i a f ct known to b a 

tact of h n xp r1enc , ha.t now cone rn t a 
, 

clo I' conat4 pation of a very obVtou 4t tine 10n be-

•• en th two oonceptiona: lat, ot what any n at on. 

t1me xp rtene a PI' nt, and d, of th totality ot 

the aeve 1 tact that have b n xper1ence4 by var10u 

m n. It we ay that nn tact can be an accr d1ted tact 

unt1l om n ha. v ritt d 1t tor hi elt through 1ta 

pre •• no 1n hi. expert noe, th1. 4 otrtn oan b tnt'~t 

pret d 1n two .ay •• Th u 1 &y t to ear that theN 

extat a b dy of . cered1ted faot " v~ ~i r led indtvtdu lly 

by the expertence ot th vartoua lnd1v1du 1 ob .rver •• 

But th18 1& contI' d1etory, for by hypothe 1a, faota of 

one 0 erv r cannot b experience tor another. nOr can 

the ext8t nc of all th oba.rver be • Th 2nd 

• ay 1 to ay, that no tact t acopedtt d except tn so 

t r &8 it 1& verift d by the Pl" ent m mentery exper-

tene. of my •• lf, h r \"j nd now. Th. m taphy 1eal r -

ult would be to pu through practically our Own train 

of rontng to 14 1.11 m. I do not know what ennati-

tut s th whol t I can and 40 v r1fy In my pr ••• nt 

exp r1ence. The diff1culty of .very lntroepeottv prob-

1 r m1nd th t by wb t 1 now actu 11y pres nt" to D\'f 
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conaclou nee • I m an much mor than I can b .aid now I 
con c1ou8ly to ~ertfY. I am conad1oua, but not WhOllY; 

con elou d of ., con clouan 8 .(which would require an 

·inflnlte r1 a.) loan alway verify om fact ot oon-

aclou nea • but the whole alw ys ha mor being than I am 

abl now to ob erve. Whoev ~ then assert that no 

faot 1 accredtted unl s I now v rlfy it. a rt. a t ct 

(the taot ~f my v.rlflc t10n of tact .> whlch Muat, ln the 

nd)b 'not 80 accr dtted. 

H nc human xp rtenc 1. bound up with element f 
whlohj tor u men. ar met mp1rlcal. The e pir1atlc 

th a1 h y t a meanlng. a a n in the Ird oonceptlon. 

Expertenc 1. ur only guld to concrete reault. But it . 

alway guide u by polntlng b ynnd Itaelt to that without 

whloh It boom 

our guide. What 1 

lour goal. 

elt c ntra4tctory. What 1 ,1v n 1: ) 

the whole of true b.1ng~ 

oharactert ttc limitatlon 

not glv n--

It 1 tM 

ot human 'experience that It r p tr gment& ot a meant 

whl0h can only be oonO Ived ot With oonal teney, a8 m-

bodied In an xperience ot wl4e. oop •• 

Know1 41 lnvolv s d.ed8. but ware actina at pre-

.ent under a twotold limitatIon. I neither know what I 

mean to dO. nor do 1 know more than a fragmtint of the 

that expr my will. When I know 1 am actlna,Qbut 1 

r act1 • upon a given 80m tht • I can or ate only n 
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the bali of aomething th tIm not •• king now to cre~ 

at -- ·my env1 r orun nt. 'a,ot. then. 1s other than I 

find myself attaining. W. are prone, theretor • to in-

1at that the ss.noe or tacts i to be-stubborn". But 

w mUlt remember that it 1 ot the essenoe of the wl11 to 

de nd it own oth 1', and to 8 tits tulfilment beyond 

the pr~ 8 nt, and eo to define ita very 1if aa now in s 

aome aenae not its own. , • are pilgrims, not only be-

cauee tb. tact are stubbornly toreign. but also becaus 

!- in tat that ours hall b. the wanderers' portion. My 

w111 co8perat 8 in its Own compul ion. What we exp rlenoe 

i alway. in on aspect. our own w11l to be compelled br 

the tacta. In psyChology we can begin with th 

world &8 an .xi tent tact. In philo8ophy we mU8t b gin 

trom within. The world i8 known by us to extat. becau8e 

we knnw it to be acknowledged al ext.ting. 

The 11m1tatinnl under hieh my part1cular aetton 1s 

w1l1ed give me & ense ot d18 tiet.etion. It luch and 

auah at would more fully expr 8 my Will, I te.l that I 

ouaht to do them. My ought 1 my own w111 more rational­

ly preased. The tuller expr ion ot my 111 has ita 

own correlatlv embodiment in the real. Tbia con.tltut 

my .o~ld of recognized tacta. The tacta, &. real, are 





embod1m nt of my purpo a , not a it. em but •• It ought 

to be vi •• d. But tact do em to po an ov nhe1m-

1ngly t r.ign a p.ct. Who vep, howey r. not only urt,. 

but u erts. "The &p the obj eettve tact ." la,8 hi .. 

• If open to the que.tinn. How do you know' You nlv x­

p.ri nc. that you are not w ucd. ding. But if he •• 

that 1t would be impl. folly t think otherwl e , hi 

po.ttt n 1 ub tant1al1y the -am. a ours. Se I'.eo~- '~ 

n1z a that he ought to vie oertain tact. a.~n paPttcUl~) 
.a,s txt mal to the internal meaning. at ht. own 14 a8. . 

I 

e 4 n t. ept that th 111 aoknowl dge facta ~ 
any oaprlciou way. do n t call th ,will a oaU8 , - y 

.ttll 1. & tr • caU8 • hat 1 8&14 18 that It •• eoog-

nltton t c c •• te thine- la not a mere acoeptanoe. but 

lnolud 8 an tnt nt1on. and tulfll • purpo.e. Th. onlv 

• nt tor beltevin 1n caueat1 nat all,. tbe ught • 

• ho •• b .. 1 11 •• in the a •• upano that all rea1t~N bod-

1,. purp • • Th cat le0ry of th ought hal; 

and lmplle th 1r unity: the ext mal and th 

_0 a p etsi 
I 

internal 

ning ot lel a. Thl ought I'lqutp • that •• ehould 

ao 0.le4. at ch moment a ~ al. certatn taot • whioh 

even whtl. th '11 ape conetetved a ltmtting our act., ••• 

al.a 0 ftoeSvld ••• nabl1n ua even now to &0 pl11h 0 1. 

w111 b tt ~ than e~uld it .e dfd not aoknowle4 • the 





¥~ 

tacta. The oategory ot th ought tmpll 8 th e I 
.ubordlnate oategort 8: 1 t. th ob3 citvlty t partic-

ular tact.; 2nd. the eubj ct1vlty t the around for our 

acknowl d ment ot ev ry particular ract. 31' unlv.ra 1 

'eleo1ogy. whlch trom ur point ot Vi •• , conatltutes th 

•••• nc. ot all the facta. 

L OTU 11. LINKAGB OF AOTS. 

That the acknowledg m ft' t tacta 1. a .ub-

mi.aton to the ought leave many a.peet. ot expertenc 

111 d.fin.d, Llkent. and 4,fftrtne.: the are 1n ep. 

arabl. a peete of th wnrld. Th.re recogntt1 ~n aDd their 

v ry extat not ar . oorre1at d with the tnt .e t. whleh 

they fulfil. e expre, UP wn lnter. t in them by 

meana ot our cl • ttl0 tiona. who.e objtotlv truth cI.-
pend up n the will that make them. 

Tht molt aubjectlve of our cl ... lftoat1on8 1 the 

dt.tinction between what "I ju t no ob trVed." and t e. 

Th I' al1.t a ert that th ob-

jeota n t now thought ot by U8 are not pre. nt to our 

knowledge at all. Thi theory 1 .tmple, but i:. lap. with 

the real1 tic th nry of beln. "or 1f notht xt.ta 

dependently ~f aDithl .1 ••..•• then knowledg In fae-

1nl reality at all. tao In I!m! wta, h .h~le of 1t .It 

/ 
I , 
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ODCe. aftc! the only qu •• tlnn t. b w th1 at any lnatant - \ 

tak •• - plac." ·Other act. of kn wledg. oannot, In their 

own b tng, be wholly oth r th n this Gne. or It wholl¥ 

oth.r ••••• th y would not be act. of knowled •• at all." 

A8 act. f'f knowl dge they have a .hare 1n -on belna. ~ 

In knowing one thing 1 ~ 1 om • n •• ,know the other •• 

"Theyar not wholly ab nt obj eta. Ev.n now, I, 1n 

!.2!l!. 8 n •• , an them all." In wh t enle 1 on.l,no-

rant, then, of any object' R.ply: the obJ.ct now con-

oretely acknowledged, are r l.ted t~ tho not n w OOn-

c .t "lJ known, the bjecta which UP attention toeu ... 

are r 1at d tn what, thOt~h pre.ent, 18 10 t 1n the back-

Irt'Ubd C't enn.clouan. 8. "I norene 61.ay III arw Snat-

tention to 4 ta118. w But •• our attentt~n and 1natt.n-

ttnn, though an .apr 8 10n t th~ will, are not alway 

ur tnattent1nn to count-

le •• r al facta 1 du to condition. whieh e e n not at 
.al1 

PI' lent alt I' except by the tnt1nlt ly n rou.~.tep8 

.hiah k up the prOoe • of p rtene •• 

very I' n of our attention 1. a con41tlnn t1xe4 br 

he 1'7 wtl1 of which OUI' every act t attent10n t. th 

ing express1 nn. neJmel, b tbt wtl1 wh . • 

il the wholt world of taota. fbi. tnner oont11ct of the 

• r1d-wl11 with it •• lt i •• character ot the unlvera.l 

, 

\ 





tI? 
purp08 •• But the tnflntt l¥ n roua det 11. of th 

un1ver •• are In no w1 wholly ab ent trom our knowl dg 

ven n • W. know the all at one. the r st of the 

. world •• ere the tact. t t w dG not know In detall 

er t n th yare, our pr .ent att.nttv attitude would 

be other than it 18. 

Real t ct • 1b one •• peet. are object of po 1bl ~ 
attention. Hera, how ver. meet that ab.tract •• y ·ot 

Vi.wina th world whtch .xpre •• 1ts 1t in th cat. 0-

rt •• of the world of d.sorlption. e have to pr auppo8 

our taot. 1n order to ke coner tour purpo •••• wh1l • 

•• can d tine our tacta. if at all only 1n term. ot our 

purpo •• Tht 18 the fatal clrcl. ot our ftnltu4 , tran 

whioh •• oan e.eape by ottna ore or 1. blindly, • k­

Ing In th proae.. ot exp rl net b th our own purpo •• and 

the. na ot executing tt. Th bject here 18 t 

pOl~t out th cone ptinn. to whlch thl way of t inc 

the world 1 ads u when we abatraot 1 t ·· .rom the creative 

way .ot vi wing thing'. The proae 8 of 41 crimination 

1 4 n a rtly to furtWer d1 crimination, h nc t nd 

to bee me a r current proc , •• The re.ult may tva ' us 

id'e. ',nt an 1nttntttely co pltx obJ atty. atr tur. ~hlch 

ware 41 po d to • crlbe to a yat m of taot... By 

atudylng the proc of 41 crt {nation .e ahall b 1 d to 





see what nable8 u& to vI w acknowledged fact a link d 

in a .• 1ngle ordered IY t Ill, In which countl .s aerie of 

real tacta are interwoven; and hereby w hall be led to 

a mor definlte ldea otwhat 1a m ant by the acknowledge-

•• nt ot law in thw mat rial, .octal, and moral order et 

the world. Our logical eneaia of the ooncept of real~ 

law will fre us from the auper titian that whatev Pia> ) 

1 •• ubject to an ab olut 1y rigid neee tty. e .hall / 

•• e ,hat neee .tty t only on. a pect of the tact-world, 

and 1. valld only in 10 tar .. it .erv to make po •• i-

bl. individualtt, and tre 40m. 

To compare two object. 1mpl1e~, in oertain c ..... 

that there 1 .omething bttwe.n the two. That ta -be­

tween· ' whiCh may , 418cri lnated from t1th.r, butwhleh, 

wheb tnattentlnn blend the two, muat a180 be blended. 

D1.crtm1n tlon involve. at lea.t thr.e objecta, a pair, 

and th t which help. U8 ·to discriminate them. Whil the 

probl II ot the one and the many 1e battliDl when •• have 

onl~ two term., .e get light oon ••• get on. ot our 

object. betwee tw nth. • The unity of the re8ultant 

ertes •• the .xpre8s1on ot •• 1 1. volition 1 proce 8 

w111 be due to the tact that loan .v.ri .her how 

one 41 tlnotion depend tor it ex1.t no upon anoth.r 

and prevloua one. 

( 
\ 
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Our 1n the 1& here 18 that. 1n th world Gf d Cr1P­

tlon. all un4 r tanding of tacta in t ot eneral la 

depend upon the conception and v rlftcatlon of luch a 

erial ord r .t tact. aa that charaoterized. Attentton 

b tna to lute e4 when w. b 1n to di8crlmlnat. The 

whole Iyatem of the world may be viewed •• 

• 1oUI ayete which y be dl.crlDdnat d 11ke a1 le 

taot. The proee. may be Vi .ed a. leadlng fr one 

.erle of faet. to anoth r through the tnt rm diary ItageS~ 

Wherever lobe rv 1n the proc ••• that all atage. have 

oerta1n "invariant- c .act r • 1 have d11e vered ala •• 

So much for a mere ltlt ot concept • but haa the 

world of taet no nther eot' .r ) The world of atten , 

tlon 11 not ·th tlnal Ivor1d that th will aeek .: It •• a 

wor14 ot valldlty. not explicitly a world ot individual,. 

lt 1. dettn.d 1n t. ot . · fund ental po,tulate that 

alw.y. ha. an alt rnat1ve. tha' ot a •• 11-or48r84 y t.m. 

and tinally. it meets conat ntly lta empirical 11 it -

tiona, tall. t eL-find. tla 1ntrmedlate t .... The ---- _ .. - . 

wor14 ot de.crlptlon 1 al •• a • r1d ot a tract! n6 1t 

t. a wOl'lel where truth 1s never elS.cov red in 1ta tln.l ~:i 

tnd1vS4u 1 t rm. 
"'-

"'The taoh ot the· world a.. th I'e and can be 41eol'l. '\ 

Inate4. bu the world 1. a1 0 there to expl'e a det 1'- ) 
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IIl1nat. purpOl •• Ita tact r. inoident in a rationally 

oonnected 8001a1 :v.tem of b lna- that mbody purp08e in 

de 48. Th. t.eta ar th r tor linked 1n a t lenlngleal 

unity. The true el'tes 1e that of the 1f. the true 

vart. 'I that ~t the ln4iv1d 1 •• 1ve •• ooaatltutlna In 

thetr untt, the Individual ot individual. While in our 

41.ort nation w. find '0 rtaln tact • our d18ortm1natlon 

it.elf 1 •• tact -whloh. cr.at •• 

The wor14 Ie the ok.round In whioh .e art to 41 • 

oof.1' all the taot which.e ahall oeme to aokno le41 • 

ut 1t ta tht8 •• the mbodi nt .of 11fe. 'rom our point 

of vi.-, the wor14 of .elt I bOdted In a .e1'1 S ot 

,. t 110we4 br the n.xt. There II ne Int.rpol.,lon of 

•• • .t •• en 1ft" d. ell. Wi ereter 1. 41 Gret. 11 • a n .-~­

be •• er1... Sence the limitation whioh expert en •• ott n 

•• 0 .e' to my pOltulat •• about the 4t.crimination 

about the .tact.. y be founded in the deep'bt nature of 

th1.... Th true wOl'14 11 not the wOl'14 t 4 .O.ip- "\ 

t1 n. but a 'vo1'14 of ao01&111 1ztt.l'l'e1at 4 dna. Th. I 
true a.1'1 •• of tact. 1n th world muat b a w.11- I'd ••• 4 j 
•• 1'1. • / 

I 

L O'U 111. THI T YPORAL AID THE TlRNAL. 

An obV1oU8 obj.otion to th th •• t th t finitude 





an lnattent1 n 1. tound in th tUJ'e of t1 • " But 

w 8 1 tak b by tak1n t1 too abatractly, and ov r-

look1n the 81e nt of our op1 lnal perc pt. The t1 t 

el nt t that of h ft.e. Th oon4 18 t • of luce s-

1 n. ow not only 1. auee. 110n .xp ri.no 4, bU whtl 

ne b r f a tr1 · . p ••• and another On 

1. pre .nt 1n oon.clouan •• • It thtl " re 

not the ea.e .e could bave n 

a •• que 
( 

con 01 u. •• of IUCO •• 1~1 

Agaln, 'the pre. nt event. lt all th t "a pr 'nt, could 

not be m d h rt nough to c ntatn in lta 1t no ucc . -

ton at all. • hav hat Jame ha oal1e4 a -Ipeot UI 

pre •• nt." within whlcb th r. le th r lat1nn of tn ~er 

and 1att 1' • But v ry r1a1 .ueoe ton hal tor u 

• 0 ' .0 t ot .an1n. What 1 e.rlt~r 1n a tv ft .er1 

t .. elated to wh t is 1 t:r ~- that Wm .hloh . • P 

to. a d •• fr~d fultl1m nt. Our temporal form nf 'xperl nee 

t. thul p.eulf rly th form of the ill •• euch. Idea, 

whin c n e10u • a aum th 0 n c1GU ly t poral torm of 

inn r xi tenet, and appear to us a. C n truct1v, PI' -

••••• Th tempo 1 a peot of a r1e t expert-

noe ,. alway involves ome e1em nt ot exp ctaney, and 

80me 88n of eth1ng that no 1 nger 18. 

u .elat1v ly 411' ot expert e. f tl 11 at t 

b 1. of .v ry 4 per compr han.1on of tl and et rll1 t y. 





Th t I'll .i .... r~ ____ in any al1D1flcant app11ca­
t an 14 •• 1 th tical tlon the ind1vt81bl. present 

The world' time 18, in all r peete. a ,ener-

a11 •• d and extended image ot the 0 .rv d t1 ot our In-

ner expe~1.nee. th IP ctou pre.ent. ~h.ther.e ,peak 

t the pre. nt m1nut or the pr nt I olog1ftal epnoh 

there t. al~ay 1n It a no longer and a not yet. ven 

the time ot phy leal scieno gets ita e e nt1al char-

act r theough con 1der.ti~nl . th t can only be tnt rpreted 

in terma of will. For th conceived time aerie ~ttf~ r. 

rp~ a lin. lb pace, since a 11ne can be trav.rbed in 

either direction. while the · d1r~ot1on of the flow ot tl 

1a a charaat r .esential to th very' nc ptlon ~f time. 

and can onl~1 be xpre8sed by aYing that w. coneetve the 

paet a l.adlng toward_ ... aiming 1n the dir etlan ot ~ 

tutur • In luch wise that the tuture depends tor ita 

meaning upon th pa t. Only 1n term. of will •• n,d only 

by Virtu of the 19n1fioant r lattnn8 of the .tag. 

teleological proce. has time any meaning • 

• ar now pr pared for a th.~ry of the eenae 1n 

which the world 18 a te p~ral o. er. and that in which It 

t ternal. Por in defining time .e have alread, deft ned 

et mlty. Firat the r .1 ' opld mUit b. viewed a, t ~ ---------.. . ---------
po~al. to~ it 1 a wo rld wh r purpoae are tultill d. --
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Bve .. y real b lng, 1n a f I' a 1 t ha __ ,"n.~t _ w..o... uninn w1 tb ... , ... ~-.. -.--.-------"--- .... _ .. ,-... -~ ~,-- . __ ..... ..- -- .... --_ ..... _- --.---'- .-. , . ~ -... . ... -... p--.. ,~.--

/' 

tt. 14eal. t~ pur u1ng that 14 al. and t. ace rdtnaly 
_.------.-----_ ... - .-------..•. -. "'-~~---~---

living In tt e • But the oomplement whioh our finite 
. ~ .... 

being eke t. not rely eom,th1n b yond the pre~ent. - ----
but t nc.l.ua.1.ve..-ot thl",_,"Y.J~ roe. n t • t 1'1 vi ng. The ~ f: {. ... - . __ .. _----_._ .. -... .... _-_._-
elf In ite entirety 1. the who1 of th .elf-repr 8.nta-

-- ---_ ....... ~.,I 

ttv.' pro c s, a nd not a mere leat moment In it • 
•• •• • ' -- •• -- "- ~ • _ ... _ ,,0#'1 _ ..... .... r ... ....- ... _ .... --.....-. .... _.. .. - ......... ___ r ....... -.n .... ------- ---,. 

ut •• condly ,th1 •• m. temporal w~rld ta, In its 
- ......... .:.~JI).~ .. .,1w" .. '--'... ~ "- • ~ -4 ... 

wh len ' e. an eternal order, t •••• the tempo~l nrder t8 
~ ------_.-...._ .... --............... --- --....... -

~'_._once ~nown a. a whole by the ab olu, • 1n the .na. 1n - · 
---~- ,._----

which. mu.toal phr& e 1 at one known, d pitt the tact 

that each ,1 nt when tak n •• th temporally present 

one exclude. from 1 ts own temporal tnet nt the other 111 .... -

ber of the .equence • Temporal 8equ nee. ~t be vi.wed 

.. having tor the r a1 world and ·fn. the ab "lute 'he a_~ 

twotold character. "Pr ••• nt~ 1n an 1nolu tv ena • 

•• an. any port1on of tim with tnoluded .vente a. known 

a a alMI. expert.aoe. "Pre .nt" in an .x,lustv. n e 

t applied to anr event in- 0 tar a. contrasted 1th 

anteeedent and .ube quent ev.nts. All temporal IUC-

0.. inn. ar pr ent at once to the .blolut • Tht con-

.t1tute the t.rnal t)rd.r. It 1. eternal. lat becau e 

1nclu.tve ot all t mpol'al .t ot1ona; end. beGaU8 ,... '"" , 

no lye of all sequences. 3rt. beea1 1.e not partial. to 

pa8e away and g1v plac ., tn oth r partial limp •• 
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Obj ct1nn may be m d that t1M~ 18 1nftnit and th ~-

t~re not ca ble of ~ompl ttnn. But. w ll-oeder 4 tnttn· 

tt •• ert •• if it embod1e a 1ngle plan, may be view d 

a tnrm1ng a tntal1ty. If you vt.w the temp ral order 

8uch ·an ndl whnl_. it will oontain a 81ngl x-

" pr I tnn of the d1v1n w111. nd ther fore. cl ~te 1ta 

endl en. • will be pre .nt •• a linale whole to the Ab-
~ 

who e 111 1t 18. While to the pa.t i& 
" 

lolut 

lon er and th tufur not yet. all the manifold tact. 

that ar. yours are pre nt tn th Ablolute •• t mallv fSn-'-

tlhed. but by virtue ot the t mporal equ nce ot rour 

d e4 •• Ju t in .~ tar a I am the eternal ·ar true 

individual. I tan~ In the pre •• nee of 004 with mi Itte. 

meantng r v .led td him and to .e. ow tn tl I 

leek that complete .xpr 8.inn of J w111. which In and 

for 004 M1 .hol. Itt at once p .s •• • Yet the 

40 •• not occur a. an .vent In t1 e mer~ lJ. but •• an a-

tern.~ z erS no. ot th1 y whnl. atrtv1nl. 

LBO'UR IV. PHYSIOAL AND · SOCll~ REALITY. 

The fund.ental t1ve. 1n th trlt rp~etat1 (')n t 

the • rId ue twot 14. 1.t. leutna t ooncept. t law 

and of the world et de crtpt1on. and Ind. leading to the 

o noept of reality &i •• e11-op4 •• ed •• rl a. a the re. 
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of appr ctatl n. 1. 'e. of value., of ae1fhood. te. 

l' I' action In the presence ',of th world can beoom 
\ 

\ 

definite and rattonal onl,. en •• acknow1 die ltv :> other th oup own finite _,1 ode The w rId l' 

4 .crlpt1on need. tG b. ' lbtel'ppete~ tn te of th 

world of appr etatlon. ~e tlnd ttv •• tha~ 1.ad u to 

tnt I'pret thphYltaal world a wo~ld of d scrlptl n. 

On th other hahd the 0 1 world 1 prtmar11, ' . 

world f ,appr elatlon, 1.e. a world .~re other wl11 

than our own pre ent , cona·elouan 1 / em to be ezpp • 

tng th elv • Our crltlc18m of the catelorae. haa 

prepared ue to und ratand b th the contra t and the 

unity of the • two r a1 • 

N PI' ct ~ e definitton of nature ca~ b iven 1n 

advance. In a vague way It 1 be defined a r alm'\ 
human . / 

betw. n the Ab.olute • d th ~lnlt ~'Ubj ct. Now the 

e ena •• n v 1" how us by themaelve. the tN. being 'Of ) 
anlthlng. but t~.~ give u. d ta whlch" 1nter.pr t . 

•• 811n of the ext tenO •. of matter. In what ay 

•• oome by thi. perieno.. Our idealt. kno Dothi 

about a oollection of 1 ate principl ••• 

It 18 a vi w of wide acceptance that ~ com by our ~ 

belt f in the physical world u onth ground of re- ~ 

1 tanc. But tt 1 the tult1l11lent • . ven .. elattve and \ 

t perfect. of our tnt mal meanl •• and not th op I ;> 
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re 1 tance, that gtves U8 our warrant tor finding that ~ 

the univer.e ha& being. hat t • i& the completion of ~ 
our Incompl tenes , nd not the tat that m rely ~er-

come. U8. Aga1n, belt t 1n oauaa'ton 1& elth I' t~~ 

trom a phy toal world aIr ady .. umed, or obeerved in 

the mlnd,and transf.rred to an external world. In 

e1ther cae. it 1& a beggIng of the que.tion. In the 

latter ca •• we have begun by defining the phY8ical 

r.alm, n t •• on that primarIly re tat our w111, but 

.. one that embodt 8 on. ot our deep.at purpo.... But 

it we are to understand what we m an by material na-

tu.,., we must a8k what internal meani~ of our •• e Ie. 

and 'd.mands an bodtment .uch a. nnlr out I' natur 

Our b lier in the exi tence ot the ) 

p~Y81cal world 1 bound up with .our belt t in the ex-

tateno of our fellow men. Na,ur. ia known to ua a a 

tum! h. 

r.alm whioh we conceive a8 known or knowable to va-

rioU8 men pr.c1 ly a& It t8 known to U8. A theory ot 
~ 

nature mu t explain how all men come to po •••• , conn.~ 

... ne. and interrelated unity ot their common experi­

ence. The 80urc of our belter 1n our tellowmen 1 ~ 

.aid to befh tact that we detect tn their behavlor ' a ~ 
11kene.a to our own. Tht t more in harmony with our 

own than the re 1 tanoe theory. A vagu belt f in our 
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f 110 •• ee~, how vert to antedate the con8oiousne.s 

ot our.elv.. Our ~8urance about th m ar1~ a, not 

tr~ analogy, but trom tho •• very Intereata whereby 

we gradually c e to our elt-conaolous~ 8. Our 
and to have their inn r lif , 

) 
rellow. are known to be rea~becau •• they are to us an 

bdl.. trea.ury of new ldea8. Since reality 1 

complet • our Ineompl t n 8 our companion. ar 

wbat \ 

l'e.1J( ? 
Our t 110. man, wh n he t enu1Gell' alive to U8, i8a 

.torehouse of meaning.. The only question that arl ••• 

about • part 10ular fint t e mean,lng 1., whe .. e ~. 1 t em­

bodied. To th1 my soctai xper1ence answer , Wh ft-

.~er my rel10.' p aka to me or aot. _pre •• tv 11. True 

1 t 110. t. more than thl.-- n indiVidual. But th1s 

18 • con4ary tn our emplr1c.~ ground tor belteVing th.t 

whatever' •• I.lt h may be. h Is in an1 ca • real. and 

8om.thing oth r than any conlciau8 1tte ot our own. 

low with th lite of thla my tellow, ther 1e b und up 

the tact that w can tre t , certaln tact which ach of 

U8 tor hi It expert nc , .. if they .ere tact. com-
• 

mon to both of u. So we ar led to the oonception of 

nature • AI expertenoe advanoe •• e -come to a tal •• 

• under1nl. We 1 arn tm4 I' th influenoe of the ten­

dency to d1acr1m1na' • to c nceSv. af OU~ t~llo •••• iR-

dependent beina-. for ett1nl that •• and other are 
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t.a entary hint ot the tru unity of the Ab.olute. 

But how v ~ remote w. may be from .ach oth r th ~ 18 ~ 

alwaY8 a r.alm b tween U8. So w. l.a~n that nature ex- )V 
t.t. lbd.pendently ot any ~~~~~r ob8erv.r. Our 

a •• urance that nature Ixi8t. apart trom any man'. pri-

vate expertenc • 18 thu n p I' 1y bound up with our 

1001al con.olouln. • Our 1d.a ot eparation be· 

twe n the ign1t1oant inner l1t ot our tellow and 

m terlal natur oom ••• ttl' t trom the tact that to 

the c1vilized man the material wnrld becomes m re nd 

more oontraated with our praotical relationa with our 

t 110w men. t.he more our pnwer to mould th mat.r1al 

pbenomena to ~ur human purpo.e. become. prnm4n.nt. To 

the anlmt.t1c .av e all thin 1 are v ~uely altv • 0 ' . 

ilized man t too or1t10 1 to tnl.t- te v8gtlene • In 

con equenoe our oiVilis.,,, vie. ot natur ha t.nded 

In many w y toward dua11lm. Nature 1. n ' lon er oon-

ce1v.d a8 D twe n con.eioua be1n • but a tor into 

the. 

t. de.orib. the material world are kept under control 

by • conception whol. 01'1 1n 1 locia1. that of human 
~ 

exper1ence •• an organiz d totality.. Not to, aoc pt 
hum 

th v r410t otx.xper1 nce would b. to cut our elv ott 

fro 4 t1n1t 80c1al relation •• 
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Th 1& or-e \t tion 1e of nnly rel t1V8 validity. 

Why do w ,th n. cone Ive of nature a lubject to 1 nv a 1'-, 

labld la •• wh n w can only hew pal'ticulap tn8tanc t 

It we ~ neral1z, and ay that what v I' 1 u t have 

oau wh1ch cS t min s what It 1 •• w. ar ambiguoul 

rn r ly trivial. Th r 1, a unity b t :J e.n the nn and 

th Y. but it ., be Vt 

f·c ... ttr. 

y dltt rent fl' '' t. :11nk of 

\fh nev r th r ls an ' x otl" d -

'01'1 bed 8er.l •• thez. 1 • law of that 8 1'1 • The 

uniformity , t natur II ~ tnd p neStnoe of the inva-

.. iant. f ace and tt • In the .0 .. 14 of app ... c1atton \ 

or 1n any •• 11-0 .. 4 .... 4 ... 1 f event •• th1 p .. tnct91.~ 

1 not tru. Bleau ~ our •• 01.1 lite belongl to the 

... 14 of app .. 01 tion. it •• nd1e nove1tt. 1n 11fe ~ 
and actlvlty oan only b rgant d In definite way In 

ca , many p pl r. t 00 pep t. bV a ptlng th 

aame plan. D finite octal hablts d p nd upon 4il­

COy ring luch unttormitle ot n tur&l law a en bl. en 

to coneltv.jand to 4 oribe to on another, .flntte 

plan t action. Reno that 
1 

ct of nature which alp 

ug et. luoh unvarying 1 ha 0 to bl let 

upon .. mo t . chara~t ~ r1 tic. 11'1' gu1 rtt1e ar 1ther 

of no inter t. or t e i ~:: th y t roe th me.lv up D • 
b com a field ft)r th n4 avar to tin 1 w. Th. 0-
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cal1.« axt ot the unva~tng c r cter of the la. of 
nature t n •• 1t- vtdent truth, but po. .a •• ttl pr 

•• nt authority beg.use of th. ph .. 1. which ur. ela1 

lnt.~ .. t. give to the 41.oovery of unltn~tty. The 

value of the dogma of' the unvarying oharacter ot n&tur 

t r.latlv.. Our .xp.ri.nc. of the bj.ct. Of nature 

d •• pr • t U8 that there .xl.' •• v •• t r.alm f ta 

oth.r than what human mind. conle10 lV tind pr •• nt 

within 'h.ir Wft private appr.h nOD. But wh.n w. 

aak what rea tty natur po •••• '" •• mu.t 41.tinaullh 

b.tw •• n what our eonmon exp.rienc. permit. U8 to v .. tty. 

and .hat ur .xperienoe .arrant U8 In ..... tina .. the 

truth •• ar41ng a re.lm .xt.rnal t 

I. 40 not , t.cover anything but thl 

'.rnal meaning do po •• 10m. r.t.·r.nce t, a vaat 

nite r alm b.ynnd our lV.8. Thl. r alm h .. deubtl. 

1 t. own m.anlng. whleh 1. .. to enablt U8 t . d.v.l.p our 
. ~ 

art., and to work out~r.latlvelY 8ucc ••• tul, but al. 

41.ttnct17 human and .octal, 4'lerlptlona and pr.dlc-

tienl of Gur .el.ftc •• 
.el title 

!hro h the uoe. 8 ot c.rtain of ou .. " netloeptl • 

• have b en led to • m.en 10al vi.w ot natur •• and .. 

• happ c tr t b tw n mtnd d tte.. The.tt P. th1 

v.ry cGnt .t 11,. way r looking at thin 

It 1. JU tttSe4 by our vi lilt. but· ann t .tand a-
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ga1nat anr de p r rea. n for lnterpr tlng our expert en-

oe of natur a a hint rtt a vut r realm of ltte and 

meaning, of which we men torm a part, and of which th 

ftnal unity 1s i n God'. lIte. 

L oruat. TH INTBRPR!'fATION 0 NATUR!. 

d 

, • have r eached the ooncluainn that p rhap a ~ 

per view will annul the Gontraet of mtn4and matter;! 

At on ' extreme we find a wnl'ld which 1 conceived 

tnw r41~ ehan~e le 8 8ubstance • at the other, a world 

wh re the Itream ot fact f10WI, nothing abtdtng but 

Iv 1ution t. tbe largelt I nera1iza· 

t10b of our human vie. of nature. It aho •• the In I'gan-

te world, and organlc life with n4 the two ext rem 

from one of whlch pa sage h appal' nt1y been made to ~e 

other, and 1a ott n made the other way,(ln death.) 

e ~y explain tht by " ,J.say1ng t lth r t~t the p 8 

1 a m1 take or that t he 8.pal'atl~n 11. The t1r8t 18 

pract1eally excluded. In acceptIng the eee n4 alterna-

tlv • 80me make .. tter the b ta, lince 16 1 pe~anent · 

whil alnd 1a fleeting. But do .e know matter, after ~ 

a11t Ie it not the m~re myeterloUB ot the two' 

Ot')Mc1ou natu. haree 1th tlneon cin"a tour char-

aoteri.tic t ype or p e ••• 1: lat, both are 8ubject 
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to a condttion that demand the 1rr v r tb111ty t gr. • .t 

numb r. ot th.ir proc •••• ~ 2nd, 8th are .ub~.ct to 

proce. e whlch 1 volv. a t.ndenoy of on. part of nature 

to communloate with another. rd. Both how a tend noy 

under favorabl c~ndi'ton. to ~ appearance ot approx. 

• 4th, Both ape ubject to th proc 8S o~ 

evolution Now the CGntr t which w. make 

bet.een ~ tert 1 d '1 • depend. 

er.l upon the accident, .ot the human point t vt ••• 

We have no right to apeak of .eally un nftaOioua nature~ 
but only f unONllllluntoattve nat,ul"e. or t nature who e O( 
qlental proo •• e. g'o on at .uoh t. /"ttterent 'I •• ate. ) 

tr Gurl that we oannot a43uet ~ur .lve to a ltve ap· 

preoSat1nn of their 1nw.ar~ tlu,=ncy .. y own hypothe-

.1 1. '.ay. Prot ••• or Roy-c.e.) that. In oa. f nature 

In gen.ral. a. 1n the ca •• of th I. portinn. ot natul' 

known u our fellow men. w. ar. d •• l1ng with phen 

.1an t a v.t conaeloue Pl'Oo, '. who .... elation to tl 

vert •• va t1y, but .h~ •• g n.ral Gharaote •• 'hP UCh ut 

ar" the .am •• Th vast.1 wn .1 of the tt .·.pan in 

natur do •• not nee • &r11, •• an a 1 •• r type f eon­

lotou n.... Th. aotu 11y fluent Inner exp.rt nce, whlGh 

our hYPothe.i~attrtbute. 0 t •• anie nature. would be a 

finite expertenoe t an e.o. dlnclV. U8t t.mpo 1 
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.pan. How thi world w indlvtduated ur hypoth •• tl 

would 1.av. tnr d. p.r oOnftdlratl~n 1 whepe. v 1n- '\'\ 

tt It II due to the con.tant COlllllIlUn 

b.r of relatively .eparat r,,1 • of tht. world Gt 

clou. l1te. The evoluttnnary pron ••••• would 

fir t be 'Iuent prool ••• , r. OP le. gov.rn.d b7 

the pur.ttt of ld.a1 ,ao1.. 8ndl~, Th.y • uld be pro-

C. B •• d t. In.d ,b7 lnt ... o unlcatl0ft. 1 • Th.y 

would 'end to the acqut.itlon of d.flnSte h bltl. Thl 

hyp th •• S •• uppo •• that In the c... f ant 1. w, J 

.el1 be d •• llng, nnt with, beine' that ar_ coft8010 in 

our wn time-.pan, but with a rational belna repr ented 

by the race a .ho11. Th. ani 1 would th n b. a 

t pnr 11y brier •• e'lon ot a p ... on whol time-apan 

tar long.r than our • inal1y a. t the 

end of h n lnd1vlclnale, our th.ory .ugg t that we 

ar ditferentiat.d trom a fi nite oonectou8 .xpert nee et 

pre.umablY a much longer time-.pan than our pre .nt on •• 

Th. birth and d. thot the individual m n mean change 

ot tim-.pan. 

Oontra.t with related hypoth •••• : 

let. Berkel y. lth regard tn the terlal world he 1 

an ideali.t. Th r 1 t10n of lnd1vldu 1 mind 1 ,how v-

.1', I' ali'tic. tter ha no ba 1. except the expert n-

0.. and 14 ot n. and the 11' at Inf1uence t God 
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real pr 

rom our pOint of vt w how vel' nature 1 > 
t ely a ar nur fellow m n, th ugh. r 

upon th •••• 

w1th B.rkel_, 1n a .ert1n th t th 1'8 1 n eubltan 

tn4ep n4 nt ot all ~1nd. 

nd, L Ibn!. Whil. h h m ny I nu1nely dealS_tic 

motive ,th cnncept10n of being In hte nad 1 •••• ~ . 
tlal1, r. itetic. h. n d . r lnde, netent; whtl.)t by 

our theory, In both nature and n in lv14u 1. are clo 

1y linked. 

1'4, Olltford" -M1Dd- turt- theory. Inorganic ft ture 

18 a va t call etton of lament of the type f U~ own 

.en •• ttone. volutlon t •• gradual orlanlzatt D ot Bueb 

orilinally at Ie elementa ot reeling into c plex~-

t 1e • whtch 0 e to tak on the oharact I' of C0Il8Cl0U8T' 

and in the end ot rational ltv • Our hyp the.te r 

j ect. an), lu_h . parate e1 nt. nor adm1 t. that 8uoh 

could c to b interrelated. r the .am .. e en 

•• r ject . very f I'm of do~trln that re.ap4 nature B 

enu1n ly uncon e10u • or ~hat 8UpPC.. the Ab olut. 

to come to If conac1nu'n til' t in n. All ltt 

b. con.e1n meaning. Thi 1. the neo. apy cons • 

quenc. of our 14 11 m • The detail of this hypoth 

• 1. t n tur ap nly t ntatlve. 





L OTU VI. THI BOYAN SELF. 

Th te ft. itt. 1 amblguou. One vte. place the 

root of all viI without the • If. The a rtlon of the 

true ineS pend nt It i th gr.at.at ood. The other 

vl.w 18 that th 4 nial ot If .1 th true ood. Vir-

tue 11. In alt u1 m. Man'. original nature 1 evil. 

004 com. from without. Again th e two are oambln d, 

there ar two selve • a nobler ' nd a ba ere Th tl •• h-

ly 8 1r 18 vil, the spiritual selt good. But the tor-

mer amb1guity per 1 te. The d p r plrltual natur , to 

whom do S t t belong' Both common . .IUI and religion g1WQ.. 

thl a very practloal 19n1tloanc... Our model, and ~~ 

mr ter10u Irace that •• v 8 U8 com. trom Without. Yet 

they In auch wi e 4etermln what 1 best In U8 that • 

ar acou tnmed to nourl h the high r ~lfhood. by me ns 

of what w. find a no or.atl n t the ol'lg·inal 8 If. but 

• the tree g1ft of the .orld. In Ohrt.tlanlty the 

higher It t ortglnally not mY8 1t at 11, but th 

p.lrit •• rr1ng against th fl •• h. Thl ambiguity 

1 · not the re ult of th 01 10al and phil oph1cal 

.peculation, but 1 .aen In the adVioe tv ft to the 

yo • to for at the lv., and gain not to tor at 

th .lv ••• 

uch C n 1d ratione ought t give u. to tho.. 0 





regard the problem of the tru nature of the .elt as a 

matter of dlrect lnner knowledge. The c ncept ot 

the h n eelf com.a to u fir t an empirical one. 

But th re Ie a queatlon ~f 3uet how much 1s to b 1n-~ 
ol~ed In the elf. Some 1deal are Been to be mine. ~ 

.om. tho. ot others.. Th. boundarte. of the elo and 

non-ego are conatant1y .een to t1uetu.te. By what 

'mark. t~ the se1t d18t1ngul hed, then~trom the reat of t 

the world' Our empirical .elt-conaetou neBS de· 

pend. upon a erie. , ot contra t etteota whoe. p.yoho­

logical origin 1te 1n our .ndlal lite. The Belt ot the , 

child grow. through ·imitation. He i. con.olous ot oth-

ra betore he 1. ot himself. A ma • of Ide and (' tilt -

'.at. nt other Is perceiv d. and a similar.. ot our 
• 

own. The. oon.tltute the alter and the e o. The e,o 

1. conneoted with oertain wa~ bodily aen.at1on~. but 

receiv •• it. type of unity through 800i 1 'contrast ef-

tecta. It 1s eoondary, therefore to our .oc1al ex-

p rience. I never do ob.erve my 8.11 a a .1nl~e and 

una.blgu ua fact of consciouBne ••• 

A .eQond type of the conoeption of the e ~ lf is 

that it 1a 1n 60.e metaphY81cal .en.e a real be1n , with 

ita bein defined in ~trlctly id.aliatlc terms. Tht. 

mu.t tall with the r. li.tie conception of betna. The 





ae1f, like every other real thing,!. a me ning embodied 

1n a eon.cioua 11fe, pr ent 8 a relative whole within 

the ab80lute l1te. Ita 1ndlvldu 11ty 18 the e.sent1a~ 
unlqu ne.s ot th I1fe. Human exper1 nce alwaye 1m-

plle. that the wll1 nOw present ie genuinely expres8 d 

thpough ot~.r ooneciou lit. that. tr m an ab olut. 

pOint at 'i w, i at once in conaeioul unttJ with thl 

/ 

1n tent'. purpo8 • arid al 0 ln con.cious cnntralt. Prl-

p11y ', the oontrast "AI 8ontre.t betw.en th lf and 

the not-eelt com. to u. a& a contrast bet •• en the int ".. 

nat ~ xterna1 meaning of thle pres.nt In.tant's pur­

pa.e. Any finite 14ea 1 80 tar a eelt. 1 ean contra t 

y pr~ ent eelt with my paat 01' tutur 8trlt. Th rt II G 

J'atlonal principle to the usual Id.ntlt1oat1~n of the ' ~ 

pae t and tut urI wi th the s 'e it. There I' Ina only the 

perluasion tbat on ought to poa •••• 01' oreate tOI' him-

a.lt aom. an prl~o1'le whereby he .hnu14 be blt, with 

• united and pe~n.nt meaning, to 1d ntlty that part ot 

th wor14'. 11te whloh 1. to be hi. nwn. . Thi. conaltl,. 

ration, that on' ought to eel at frO all the un1v r •• 

• 'j certain portiGn ot r.ember d nd intended life a. 

t ot hi own individual 8e1t, and to oontra t with 

th1.,one'. larger lnd1v14ual1ty)the lite nt all nth I' 

individual elv 6 and the Itte ot the Absolute 1n ita 





whol nee , ahowe u at once the :n e in which the elt 

1. an ethical cat lory. To Identity th aelf with th 

inatant'. 1nternal m a.ina merely. 1a to 1, v. it 

.re thrill of tranltent' Itte. Your tMle JU8tltloat1on 

tor the laraer I If 11 that you re ar4 the pl'sent'. 

lite and striving •• part ot alar '1' 'uk now a •• igned 

to you By th meaninlof y lite plan, by th tn . 

t nt alwaye to remain another than my t 110 •• , de pit 

J unity with them, ·· , 6th ' . and not by the pObs.lslon 

of any IOU1-IUb tane., I am d tin d and 01' t d a •• 1t. 

LIOTU VII. THI PLAOK Op·THB SBLI IN B8ING. 

Other the 1'1 s of the .elt c~p red with our: 

l.t, at.118m. Th prinCiple problem her 1 ho this 

elt whn. int rat. ar • sential1¥ ita 0 n, oan come 

to •• 00 nt • ~n¥ re pnn81bl1tty to other. lv •• or to 

God. It tend, to beoome .nl1p.l tic. Ind, Myeticia. 

at ply enn4emnl all finite indlvtduality. a an ·evl1 

dr • Srd , '01' Orltical Rationaltl th elf t. no 

independent entity, but a beln whole r.ality involve 

the validity nf a y tem of 1 w. Th truth of every 

.uch dootrin~ 11 •• 1n 1t. peoognltlon of th valid re­

lation of the 81f a condition with ut whioh th selt 

oannot exl.t. Ita detect 1 ttl 1mper onal vie. ~t 





• the. It by it , •• la., t ltt~. 

W cannot too .tr~ngly ina! t th t th It 11 net 

• 4.. but an ideal. I ~ ured t m _ elf ,nil' in 10 

far .. 1 .. UP d of the natur of being 1n eneral. 

Th re 1 no in. tent when 1 c er. 0 ' .rve that 

1 tin 1 Y • or every on of • In • el. 'he 

I lute •• It' 1 Ood. Yet" r ta1n UP lndtv1du 11 ., 

JUlt in .0 tar ur ltte pI • by th very c 
" 

f th 11' loctal 1., are mutu 11J contr tt 1St. 

pl~ • each of .hich c n reach it. tulfil nt 

.. e n1 lng th r lit pi I d1ft l' t t m ttl • 
Theret r n.v~r 1n the PI' nt lit, 40. find the elt 

.... r .11.ed faet. 'In God 1.1 n d w t 11y 00 • to ~ 

up •• lv 6. 

I vi •• of your dep nel n~ . upnn t • w rld h .hall 

v u win oonicioul eaning tr do' Y UP ltt 

depen upon atur and 00 ety t P 1t eral e -

, •• tor e el'ything. 1ft t t. e . It. indlvtdual 

t Ih on t acknowled lng d Intel' t in t • 

it c 

~ 

The .p1p1t :t God c pe18 you in the~ 

et. y u t" tn tvt ual and > 4 noe. 

tr e. , OUP theo y of h elt S 1 n to 1t it . ch I' e-

,. t th tree 1ndlv14u 1. but ta • that tbtl cb -





acter belong t" it in it true relation to G d, and 

annot b. ob reved at any one ln8t~t. a an obvtoua ani! 

independent taet. Th ablnlut l lite include' 

an intinity of longings, .ach by it •• lf a c nlei ulne I 

Q. 
of impertectton "~1nl its relattve fulfll1lent In 8 me 

th r tint te .tate. Onl~' thrnugh luch eonloln\.1 nea6 i 

perfeotton atta1nabl • We ar not obliged to aS8ume 

.ome principle nt blind selt-differenttation a a Ir und 

for the aeparation nf the tln1te beings from the divine 

lource. Longing. a a fact o~her than fulfilm nt. 11 

indeed bl1nd. But lb order to be po I. d of the .ter-

nal knowl dg of the attainment of the loal. th ab 0-

lute ina1~ht wl11 aetually.1nclud all that we ex,.r­

ience wh n todar we eek the goal in valn. It 1 P 

.ib1e tnr UI now to enmprle 1n one mnment. expectation 

and fulfilment. ignoranoe and 41 covery. So all finite 
~~ 

coneelou.ne s, juat al it 1s 1n us, r~m the ab olute 
A 

point nf view. but t also . ~en 1n unity with th whole. 
~ 

ne.s ot~temporal proees es. Flnlt1l 4e mean. th 6 n. 

Of lund.ring, and mult find its place 1n the Abaolute. 

In rder that the abs~l"te lite may be complete. Fr 

the poibt of vi.w of the ab nlute. finite being nev r 

tall away. Wha t we have .a14 appl1e qual1y to 

the relation of the larger indtvldual 8 It to the liv •• 

t the individual 1ncluded within it. So "err ne. 





It th t ar1 e find it pl ee in th larg r 

permit. 1 t ttl b com n 1ndtvtdu l~ Th 

at10n otany p rt let,l r xt t nc can b 1v n 

11 

1 that 

explan-

nly In n 
\ 

let. I' .1 prtnc1pl 
'-\ 

one of two ft"r of un1v • in t ) , • 

1n 8 t r a ju t th1 f1n1tud i. · n.eded to e pI .te tlae. 

b olute. 2nd, in term of the p rt1eular r 1 t1 of 

each f1n1t b 1ng. 1n o t r a 1t 18 wh t it 1, in / 

of th nce in the worl 
\ 

C n u no PI' of. other finite ) 

r quire b 1ng that ome a pee t it own lite a th 1r ; 

r •• ultant. hav .. en .. n w nrt of • If-

hon can art • aa 1n' th c of th p1r1cal In 

hu n p rienc,. • hav only tn n.r 11 • in r 81' 

t •• w a 1milar proc oan occur un1v rally, 

A tent tve hypo the 1- lei b.: "th proc. t 

th tV lut10n of n tnrma of eon.e10 n 1n nature 

1 thr ughout of th am. neral typ a th t.. b-

.erY when we follow th volut1"n of n... ort of pia 1 

of 14 and at lfhood in nur own lit.- An .. lndSv-

ldu 1 1tf 1 a new way f be vtor' app r1 m at 

ft. ural ph nnm na. AI a r ult nf th un1nn of 

u 11m nt • c.11 fro whi h th n w organS m d -

velop •• ........... ........... ..-u t ' . r PI' ent d by th 

p nt oel1 • xu.l R n r t10n t th anal u to 

the pI- • of e n c10u 1m tat! n. ut in n th r 





cla • or ca. the n.w living Individual r •• ult a ex­

ual1v. e •• , by the proal I of c ll-mulllpl10.tlon. But 

tht. prooe. II an logoul to th recurrent pI' c.... of 

the con.o1nu. will tb t ha tound wbat it has to do 

u .. the ... th n. 11.1ng~ .ly Ulu t .. at. th PI' c ••• 

of grad 1 adaptatlnn to ire en', by v.l to' of 

.truotur. and tune ion. anal,) au to our 0 nactoul pro-

,... t i •• minl new arta throu h trial nel .1'1'01'. 

-Th •• volution of new elthno4 t. rend pe' p •• tbl. 
~ ........ -:: ..-~_._.-. ---"17' _~ __ ... _. __ ...... ~. ..._~_._""-. ___ _ 

........ ,.-~ .. ..--

by th t ct that a finite torm ot eon.oiau, Itt may 

have • twotold relation to the untv r • and. may -_._--_ ...... _----- '.. -- ............. ----..... ~ 

••• k th truth, and ltown 8 It-expre •• 1an, In a two-
·_ ...... __ ~v __ ~__ _ ...... ~ __ .- .. - • ~---... --- •• --.---.-.-. 

tolcl w~¥-- a mol' .c_ti~ ~_~~~ __ ~et"'l1~t._ . _ ~nur • . ~t I.lt-

.xp .. _. inn t r a _~~ ___ ~~~ __ O~d1 • .o_.v:ery. " Th. 

new .xp .... i~n ot purpo al'. tentativ.. hen th., a,.~ 

.UCC •• tul they .0 mae th Iv a to form detlnite ~ 

c.nter of n w xperienc.. But when they .uga •• t noth-

ing that ocnrds' with the eat bl1ahed habit ot th 1f 

within whloh th J arl 8. they r unad pt 4 to their en-

v6 nment n4 p • ay_ -But now thea. new cr.atl ~ 

It they eurv1v • art not ~ er content_ nt another 

and larger 0 nac1euane. They ar alan prnc a.. ceu-

pyln ti and m~dyinl Will; th.y are th elv ftn-

ite onnac1 ua purpo. I, h vtn an inn r lmtty. It 





th y b c war t "their I' 1 t1nn to th b lut • 

th n th y no "1 r lurv1v OJ' I a &y mel' lr 8 th y 

!-Ve the larger ptlrp e t • 

Th y th n 4 t1n their own ltv a tndtv1.4 l1y 1 -

nltloant. ooneetv h 1. 1 .. th a olut , and their 

.. elatt to th 11' n tu 1 o~ ce re tiona t 

n thin to th elv 110. .. hen one I b 0 

• re t y l1ttl tOMn of wl111 allo 1. a htnt t 

an ab 'lut truth. I kno my 11' as in 1nt ht, In-

4tvt4u 1 t the. 1'14 ••••.• And n •• 1 ve. h cta!' 

t t 7 •• 11 aurv1v , t at 1n tact .111 aurv ve, 11 

I' anle proce. I that •• 1 1n 11y UPI' " In 
y 1tt , thtl va~l.tl n t r nt. Ok. , r 1 

G d I • Ie k r att ~ God • n a I kn • m .elf 

a elt at .11 •••..• 1 no l_a~~_A depend upon th tinite 

•• It within whicb I came into b 1 ,3 t " r an1 

v n 1n phy leal fUnction , no 10 .1' 4 P nd. upon th 

pent I'gan1 • Th1 a110 •• t I' 01'1 lnat1 n. but 

.1 0 1 p.rteotly eon 1 tent .ith i 

Th 1f, 11k any oth I' ph n 

ob~ect .f I' lnv t1 tlon, in rd I' t 

"au. tl n. e d not th r by 

rt 1 de t1 • 

non, 1 • rop I' 

~ 
I' duo. 1t .f\t 

our n dootrin 

of th f.e cl f th indlvl • 1tt tor thl ay f 

vi •• t n ta nec &1'11" limited by the ltmdt f the 





7f/ 
world f d cr1pt1on. 1 t, Thu to vi w a man 1 not to 

vi whim h view hi 

nal mntng. H nc., what 

about & n 1, precisely hi 

It. 1.. • P ing tnt 1''' 

you nVer cau all" . xpl in 

pr1 ry ch raot I' as a self. 

end. All cau a1 explan t10n h 8 to do with typ nd 

n v r with h t vel' 1 lndlvidu 1 about v nt. What· 

ver about m xpr.8s1ble in n ral ter 7 u c n 

and mu ,t undertake to explain c u 111." due to my d 

pend nc upon nature i ln n r 1. But wbat r 1n 

oau allv 1n xpltc bl 1 pre01 .1y my b 1ns •• th1 In­

d1vldu 1. who am nobody 1 1n God' world. 

Nor i the elf teleologically d t rm1n d.. m1 ht 

burg d by it plac in th unity of th dl.tne pl n. 

The dlvine act wher by God wl11a your ln41v14ul1ty to 

b what 1n purpos and m n1 tt 1 • 1 identic 1 with 

your own individual 111, nd xi t not exc.pt a thu 

identical. But it th r. are no lnd pend nt b -

ing. can th r. be tr. b lng' • r ply t t 1n the 

very r o1p oetty of our r lat! 11 th ••• uranc of 

our true t • dom. A chan In .th orld produe 

chan 1n the indiv1du 1, but .0 40 a change in th in-

41v1du 1 produce a cb n • in the world. It y bob­

J.cted that accor41n to the the ry, ode. will cr t 





u all a11ke. But the v r-y 

I t) 
nc. t the th 01'1' is 

t t the catelOr! ,wh th I' of cauaattnn or of t 1 .. ('I 

logical dep.nd.nc, r • oondary to th t ot th t the 

world exl.t. a the.m odtm nt t conaoloU8 purpoee. '1 

4 pend tor my lir. and nin upnn 11 f n my own. ~:~\:) 

But w111. th wtl1 t an 1ndtvtd 1 1 not l whol1" 

the .xr. Ion of nth.r purpo.. tlan mJ tv t. pUl'pO )t 

The 41v1n will g t •• xpr ••• 4 In th xl.t no ot me, 

th 1nd1vld I, only 1n 80 far a thl. dtv!n wtl1 ftr t 

n t rel:1 • from wlthGut, but tnolu4 within 

St •• lt mY' wtl1 a one of ita owa Ul'po •••• It 1 am I 

and nobody.l ,th n I am In 0 tar tr... That 1. 

pr al •• 1y how y .xtet nc. r ults tp God '. wtl1. 

a 4 cannot b. on. o.pt by b 1nl ftJ. 

L 01UR VIII. 1'H ORAL Olm R. 

In what .enee, and tor w 

that the world 1 oral 01'4 rl But fir.t 1.t ua aak, 

t 1. a mol' 1 ord rt And hour ld. 11.m a lac tar 

euoht "A moral ord.r," an obj etor y tntatn, 

-dep n4. upon r cogntzing t t. Iv oan 40 good or .vil 

by ft8 of their own tre Will. Th.r la an entla1 

op 0 ttlon b t •• n w t ought to be nc! what 1. Th. 

be t w r14 .t r the m ra1 nt 1e one tb t n e4e him to 

k It tt • In th 14. 11 tic world .v rrth1 1 





vl.w d by the Ab olute a stati ,changele.a. Ther. 

oan be no r.al progr.... Th. world 1 certain to have 

one ot it tlnite pert .tlon embodled 1n whatever the 

individual doel .. v He cannot, therefore, In.- NOW thl 

moral GUiht In It pri ry n.e 1. oategory· ot t m-

por 1 application, havlng reterence to act which follow 

one anoth r 1n tim sequence. Aeeept1ng the atatement 

that any moral gent can chooae right or wrong, the aot 

mu.t po... an a pect In which it 1. not deduolbl. tr 

any ext mal condltton., but 1 the agent'. own pre.ent 

4e 4. ith r what nught or what ought not oan occur at 

anyone te poral tn tant, ju.t b.oaUie of the .t~rnal 

perf ction ot the whnle. By th .eality ot the ln41v-

1 ual moral ag nt we mean thai bhere 1 •• t1nlt inter-

nal me.nin , which aeeka a ita own oth.r, with wha'-

ev,. de I'e ot bllndne. • t • Ab 01 llt e It. elt • To .e.k 

any thing but the Absolute t 1 po. ible. By th Ought 

10U m an a rule that would gute! you nearer to the ex-

pr • Ion ot your own Will., and h oe the Ab.olute. th n 

it you ran counter to it. The Ought command •• PHa~ont 

thy wtll with the world'a will. xpre •• thy •• lt throuah 

" abed1 nee. But the 8 It 1 kn~wn through c ntra.t ef-

te t. Hence it 18 po 11ble tor it to conc.tve ita 

••• roh ttl' lt~expre 810n a •• imply an undertaking. not 





t b J. but to aubdu. H no it may seek it. selt­

expr.. 10n 1n r bellion. "Nor 1 •• uoh • r bel1tou 

tltude by any m an wholly evil. Oo~~lou. cholaa of 

• total evil 1 , indeed. wholly lmpoe lb1 • tor th eIt 

at Ita worat .8 k tlnality nt .elt-expre.aion. I can 

nly a • rt my elf by tranaforming my elf. 80 that 1 

aetualll ober, in ome easure. even whil I r b 1. Nor 

can any being wander eo tar. to •• cape the indwelling 
n 

of th baolu·te. The Obed! nt self, how v r, cta 

willingly In acoord.nc with a truth that 1s final. and 

1. e~n etou ot ita own meaning in a fo~ that Is tar 

re 19n1fleant ·than th one In hleh th lite ot the 

r 111oU8 .plrit 1& embod1 4. 

The obj ctor may aay. "What you 0 11 tre dom ot the 

finite eelf cannot be mor 1 tr 8do. Fnr the elt a1-

• y wtll. it. 0 n tulfilm nt through onen •• with the 

Ab olut.. The conflict between th ought and the rebe1-

llou ttltud'e ot the. If can d'1pend upon nnth1n but 

Igno~ano.. H no y ~ur moral acta are mer. expr a lona 

ot knowledge nd igno e, and not of tree40. w W. re-

ply that knowl dge and w111 ~e ~n8ep.r.bly und up to­

geth~. By hnld1ng a thought b fore the mind by m ana 

of attention .e come to act upon it. Th~ only f1 ~l d of 

ch tee then, 1- th fl.ld t attention. The ttent10n 

tt ihe .tl1 f th instant. To In 1 conac1ou 11 t 





ohonae to forget an ought wh10h ~ne already recognlz 8. 

411 s1n then, 1 in again t light by a "free cboto' to 

be lnattentiv to th light aIr dy seen. 
CI# 

But the objeetoJ- may cont·lnue. "In God the whole 

Intent of goed and evil 11ke 1 brought tn llght in a 

unique whole. '!'his whole 18 abaolute11 perfect. Sln­

n.~. cannot make It less perfect. nor the land make it 

better." • r ply that •• reach hel'e a plac. where the 

dl tinetlon bet een the tempor 1 ant the ete~al 01'4.1' 

becom . 0 of the greatest importance. UOr 1 act. ocour ~~ 

time. We eay to the moral agent. "You act •• you wi 11 

1n ao tar aa you are tree. It ~u do Ill, the w01'14-

order will, ind edt in the end make gnod th ill you 

have done, and In that sen •• make naught of your 4e.4--

yet not b oaul. you are unable to do any 111 at all, but 

because 81 ewh re in the temp~ral order. ~ther agents, 

•• ek1~ to overeom the 41 quieting tl~ which youI' will 

haa ch •• n aa It expre •• 1Gft)w111 om.whel'e, and 80m haw 

aucc.ed. The moral ~ rder nf th 
./ 

tdea11atis wor14 meane I 

then, not that n moral 111 can be done. but that in t 

temporal order. every evil deed must aom.where. and at 

.om time b atoned tor. "bi som. oth r than the agent, 
/ 

.' 

! t It t by th agent f, and that this aton.mnt. "/' 

w111 in the end make po 8ible the pertectlnn of 'the ~ / 

; 
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whole. The objeetor h aid that nO oth r world 

than this is, or can be ; h nc it 1& changele. 4 ao-

cording to the theory. We reply that from the terna1 

pOint ot vi w it 1s n t subject to furth r change; bee ' 

cau ~/ the et mal point ofv1ew inolude at a Ingle 

• glanc th whole of time, and th r fore include a 

knowl dg f change th~t t1nt't agent., acting in t 

really work in their own w~rld. A furbher ob-

j ct1nn' may b m de, "Th individual knows t any moment 

that what h r ally means 1 identical with the dtvine 

wl11. ~ , y m ning when interpret ~ d In th light f all 

ther l1r~. ot all the. atoning deed, 1 tdentical with 

God'. wl11. But taken by my elf I now am, I r -

mote no ugh trom con clau8 unlon with the .b&olute. 

Th objector may 8ay. "But th nt' deed tl but one at 

th incident by which the Ab olute wi ns perteotton. 

h nce h cannnt go wrong." thet n ~ ry, he 

-but if 80, th~ divine perfection inelud~ hi c nd mna-
- . 

tlon, nd th overcoming of hi. evil will. Th ob-

je tor m y continue, " ere the agent other than h 1 • 

th Whnle . arld wnuld be nthe~ than it 1.; but the world 

ae kno n to th~ Ab olut • 18 known a world that tul-

fl'l the a olut e purp ~ . and henee cannot be otheJ' 

th it 11. 'f But it vi1 app ar it demand. it oth I' 





~() 

which 0 upplement it that it is nv rruled tor gand. 

Only by virtu of th1 ,nth r doe th vl1-~ rent r 

, into th perfect wht'le. If th bj ator ennt1nu. • 

·You ar laa1ng 19ht ~f the contr t b tw en what 1s 

a what nught to b ;" w r ply. that ' they can and do 

tall und r at any ne in tant in the temp ral order. 

"But your doctrine ha attll t~ fae the dlffioulty-

cone mlng t r }{no.ledge and fr e wl11 • . ~ On the one 

hand God doe not temporallJ tor .know anything, except 

in 0 f r a 1 xpr •• eel 1n u finite bing.. On 

th oth r hand. the Ab olut po • e a perfeot kn w­

i 4g at one glanc • of the whol, of the t por.l order. 

past present and future. 

Our ldeal1 ttc realm then 1 a I' 1 rd.r. The 

• t. of a moral agent ar. hi8 o'wn ven b c e GOel'a ' wl11 
v 

Sa 1n h1 in the h.art ~t h18 f ••• dn. And hi. d ed 

'are not indlfterent to the whole universe. which ,In. 

thr ughh~. tree aid when h co~per te • and through thl 

v rrul1n« of hi c p~1C when he wtthatand • y t w1n. 

by re~ar 1ng and lnelud1ng hS fr •• do. 

J, OTU IX. THE STRUGGL ITH IL. 

An evil. in g ~eral. 1. a ·r ot that aend U8 to 





.om. Oth r for it ju t1f1catinn. and for tb aatt8f'ae-

t10n of Gur w1l1. Thi bv10u 1y applies to every finite 

tact qua flnlt ~ Any t empor 1 tact 1 

or 1.1& 41 at! fling. nd 0 evil. 

• entia11,. or 

ere the wtll at-

18tt d with the xpre. ton ot expert nee. the 

wh,. 1 'of being would now b pre nt. It follow that 

di •• att faet1~n 1a the un1ver 1 expertenc of very 

t POI' 1 being. • can .e. that many tl1. that b e 

our fortl1ne a.e 4u in larg mealure t the vel" maanlw 

tu. n4 1d.all tJl af ault und. rtak1ngs. The ab tract 

formula" ' . not h •• ever. nabl. u. to explain or pre-
. 

dlot the fluctuation. of our tnrtune • n 1 bound br 

manifold tie to nature. lat •• a 80e1al being. and . 2nd. 

conneoted with the oonlclou ltt of nature && a 

whole. y.t apart tram thos e enell. comp11catt~ the 

.. tr ct tnrmula do •• hold god. But the v.r, PI' -

tnee of 111 tn the t emporal 0l'4 I' 18 th condition of' 
t 

p.rteet1 ~n 1n the eternal ord r. The &.tta1nment t a 

goal m a th ~ c~n.c1ou.n.. that a c rt.t~ prooe 8 w1 

itl own completion. But this p~e.. 1 • aenttall¥ 

etruggl towirde a goal. ~. th I' no 1 n ina in tim 

th.re would b no peace in et rn1ty. very 

til t hum n fOJ't tine 1 PI' S bly du tct the n1tud 
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of our plan • or i t'he expl' slon of the morally defect-

lve 1ntent of l ome agent. AI to whence com I th1 111-

fortune. we have 8eldom any right to venture detailed 

.peculations. On th~ oth r ~nd 1t become6 plain 

that the moral 111 of any agent b Com 8 a ource of 

ill-fortune tn other f1nite moral agents. If nothing 

human is foreign to me, then this my tree w111 1 in no 

n e absr'llutely independent of the oommon hllman nature 

that I .hare with the sinner. All human in 1 there-

fore in ome enee my own. • The finite will respon 1-

ble for my m1 f C\ rt llne i t; 1n g ner.l unknown tome. Yet 

very uch d feet or finite w1ll has a g nuinely moral. 

iRniflc nee. I shall ther tdre undertake t. atone fn 

the 111 th t the unknown agent haa done. her I am 

obliged to know whoe .in It is whereof 1 endure the 

eon equ noe •• I hall r.memb r t~t all m n ar brotheN} 

and 1 .ha11 ven r jn1ce 4 wben 1 haye th strength. that 

len join conlc1oualy in the talk ot atoning tnr' thl 

In. Th18 1nt1m&t relation betw ll1-t"rtune and 

i1n r n4 r e peel 11y seriou my view of my own moral 

ta k. ~ .in of mine 1s wholly lndifferent tOt ml tel-

1 •••• t r what 1 d ed to me. 1 In. • en e fortune 

t all' other elva. 

Th old p forma of th.o«1cy are tnlJ either my -





~3 

tical or ~eali tic. The ~v tical doctrine 18 that viI 

ha no be1ng at all. Fo~ ua vil i certainly not an 

unreality. What we hav 8 e~ted i8 th t no evil 1 a 

complete in tanee of being. In oth I' word evil 1s for 
. . 

U8 a thing explicitly finite. The my t1e first denie 

that viI i8 real. A ked then why vil see to xi t, 

h repl1e that thls "is our fin1te error. This rror 

b com 8 ~h.reupon the aou.e. ot our woe , an evil. But 

no evil 1 real. Henci we do not ~e 11y rr, etc. On 

the other hand the denial ot the r altty of evil mak 
rat10nal 

an end of every poss1bility of moral effort. For Ui 

f 
on th contrary, while in the eternal order th will of 

God 1 triumphantly expre ed, in the tempor 1 order 

ther is freedom and the possibility of re&l tanee. 

R.al vil r. uIt, ju titied only by th eternal worth 

ot the ltt that endures nd overcome them. 

Aecordina to the realist. evil 18 du to the free 

will of moral agent , who are e sentially independent 

beings. If they choose eVil, vll en~ into the wor~~ 

but 1 not in ny sense in God. Divine ju tice then de-

manda that abe moral order ho\ld be Vindicated by re-

qulrlng the inner t6 reap the con .equence. of hi dee~ 

Sufferers h v , ther fore, only their own sine to blam 

tor th ir utf ring. The rea11 t lay great stres 
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upon the und ring ot mor 1 gent in the world. 1at, 

to make the respo 1b111ty ot eaoh mnral agent quite 

unm1 ta lei .-d 2ndly, to clear the divine .tl1 entire-
, 

ly trom the deed ot any finite gent. and 3rdly to a -

8ur us that no real ha~ c n e to the r1ght OUS. 

This th ory 1 eldom carr! d out with rigid oon 1 tenc~ 

but in ny 0 • it break down. For our thteal inter-

at in the wnrld is in ep rabl from our b lief in the 

.olid rity or the hu nrc.. The moral ~ nt mu t 1n-

d. d po a m a ure ot free do. But lndep nd nt be 

ings of the .t 1i.tie type ar 1mpo ibl tor a1 

signif1cano. What gives moral 11te it ' 19n1tieanoe D 

the taet that individuals can and do auft r unde erv dlv 

from the wrong-doing of others; and again that moral 

agent ean do good in and f~r the l1t. of other moral 

ag nt. For otherwise no mor 1 agent oould have any 

genuinely ignif1cant ta k to perfo~, inc. ha could 

not affect other. Ag in if the 111 of the creatures 

ar ext rn 1 to the life of the creator. the anoient 

dllemm a8 to the 11m1tatl0 of hi p w r , or hi b-

n.volence~retalns all it. hopel .tin &. 

Acoording to the ideaIi_tic vIe. I 8uffer, in g n-

eral. beau • I m an ag nt who ill 1s not ~q~ com-

pl tely xpre ~ad in a pres nt con.c1 u lite. The 
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high r my 1de ls, the mor th r 1 in me nf nne kind t 

.orrow. 1 •••• bbat ' my present tempor 1 life 1s not yet 
I 

what 1 mean it to be. I can 1mprove thl. m~ .tate of 

t mporal 111, by every ttort to live in b tter-aCdord 

with lilY ideal. But lilY co~tOl"t can n v r 11e tn,he t 

poral ttalnm nt of my goal. but mu t b. In the con-

aOiou n ••• 1 t. that the Borrow. of olr finitude ar 

identical w1tb God' own orrow ; 2nd in the a. urance 

that God'. fulfilment in the ternal order 18 t be won 

through the very bitterneas of of tribulatton. and thro' 

ov reo in th world. That our orrow re God 'a own 

aorrow • cGnta1n the only ground to. a g nuln th.odiQY~ 

Th~oURh my .trlbu~atlon th abe lut triumph 1 won. but 

thi triumph 1 al 0 et ~rbal1y min • It • 
• rro. ..m n t thus to make f r the nobler 1tta of 

th pirlt. w mu.t rememb r that man echo • in hi. 

p aing experi nee the orrow. of the world. Hi com­

fort her l1e. in knowing that In all this ltte. i4 a1 

ar ought. wi th in~ompl tene a at, every in.tant, but 

with th ••• ur.nee ot the divine triumph in etern1ty, 

l1ghting up the whol • 

L OTUR X. THI UNION OF GOD AND MAN. 

have leen that In G d you 0 •• ynur indlv1d-
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ua11ty, that your very dependeno 1 the cnndltlon of 

your fre Jdom and y ur unlqu. a1 nltioanc • Th tuk ot 

thta 1 oture 1 t bring togeth.r the thr d8 at ou~ 

ar um nt •• they bear upon the doctrine ot the Individ­

ual alf, and the m' •• prllo 1eal a peot ' t t. union 

with G d. P r onality ie a e. enti lly ethical 

oat. 01'1. A P I' on 1 a con.o1ou b 1n • who lif., 

t mp i'a~lY vl.w d ••• eka 1 • co' pl.t1on thr ugh deeda 

and et rna11y viewed, attain. ita pert ot1nn by eana 

ot th PI' nt ' knowledge of the wm,l ot Ita t poral 

,.tl'lV1ng • o God 1a a ,p rean. Hi. perteot1~n 1. not 

th result of any proce ot evolution. G. 1n ' hi to 

t.l1ty •• ab801ute b ing. 1 con.clous. ,not !D.. tim., bbt 

!!! time. v.ry temporal 1n.tant oontain a kin at-

·t r ' God'. p rt.ction. Y t never t any 1ft tant of ti 

1a thi perfectlon contain d. Th I' Is a1w y pro r 8 

1n the unlver '. l~O tar aa at any 1n.tant at' fini,t 

end 1 n a .. lng ita temp ral att lnm nt. But •• e! n t 

n c arlly ert that the .. i8 a law of unlv I' ' 1 pro-

gre a. It th t pOl' 1 wnr14 conta1n .p 0 I'e It • it al-

e ntalna decay. But PI' gr •• 1 alway pre ent 1n 

th ftB that at ev ry Dl > ent t t1 ome n w nd 

19n1t1oant oal &. . approaohed " t1ntt agent •• On 

oth r nc1 pro r s 1 not un1ve 1. on &1 y aN 
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th t in r sp eta the finite un1ver ot ny on 

tempor 1 moment i wor e than 1t r', ver was b for. But 

all thing • rk together tor . good tro the divine point 

r view, and whoever .an mak this dlvin point 

in any en e his own, se.8 that th y 40 1~ spIt 

inevit ble 108s.8 and BorrOW8 ot the t paral nr4 r. 

Now man to~ i a p r.on. H18 itt • temporally 

viewed, 8eek ita compl t10n through deede. It rnally 

viewed. it attain its perfeotion by means of the know. ' 

1 dg t the whole nf its con.~1ou striving.. The hu-

man If i 

, a. m.ani~. 

not a thin or a ubatanoe. but a life with 

The first lmpre sinn would be that 

our th ry g~v. no deeiaion a to how long time i8 

n eded f or the expression of whole lite. The elf a 

found in a pa ling thrill of ~nterna1 meaning in ita 

r 1 tlon to God i8 n individual. Temporally it has a 

unique contrast with every other wvent in the universe. 

Iternally it finds the compiete expr inn ot it whole 

m aning In Gnd'e entire life. The temporal brevlty ot 

th in8tant ls ·no barrier to ita ternal significance. 

But th1 1 far t~m being the whol hum n s elt, which 

1 th elf of the unique lite-plan. Thi n d8 t m-

porally extend d expr ion. It 1 to b remembere &.. 

that any ta k. howev r tran8tent. ha a twofold a peat. 
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It 1 tempor lly c~ntra ted with all ther v nts in the 

un1verse, a·nd t nd 11kew1 e in eternal re1 t1 n. as 

baring a plaee i i n the ab oInt m an1ng. Yet not 

thus do we d18~over the ad quat vie. of the r lation 

of the human 8elf tn tiDe. 'or when I a1 to do my duty 

1 a1 not merely to aceompl1 h the un1qu • but uch a 

erv1ce that 1 could never a1. at anyone 1n tant, ~My 

work i. ,done. There 1 n~th1ng mol' to ace mpl1sh." 

For it 1 of the essenc ~f tbe th1cal eelf to pres an 

to new taek , to demand new pportun1t1 8 ot 8ervtce. 

The na 1n whlch the h n individual 18 to be 

vi ••• d a. immortal 1. more prec18 ly def1n d by three 

d1 t1net ctn.iderat1ona: 

lat. know b l.ng f~om thl'e 1d • . a. Whatev r 

18 1 om thtng that 1n one a8p ct 1 content of xperl-

ence; b. 18 an object eo fo~lng to a type; c. 1 a1 n 

a un1gu . embodiment f. typ. Ind1v1dual1ty 1s a eat .. 
I 

gory of the ata f1 d wl11. For u cr •• tur of tr g-

ment ry etn c10u ne and d1. t1af1 d will, the lnd1v-

ldual1ty f all · things r 1n a po tul t • and 1& 

th obj at that our ethical oon eIou8n. demand than 

any Obj ct that we in our finItude tta1n. Jutt here. 

how vert 11 '. th~ fir t of th three c n 14 ratione. C 

It po e.. individuality innd tor God. It can 
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.ay. • . ·h n self, h re and now, I know not con etou t~ 

• t my own individuality 1. u God know., and He kn > 

th1s not · a another than m¥. 1t. b It in 60 tar .. 1n the 

r1d I know my.elf a1. H ne in the tel'-

flickering, attains an inai ht into my 0 n reality and 

untqu n . . 
• 

end. That de th occur w kn~w, 

ea11 tic ' i t i '~ t p 1bI a. a r a1 e-

v nt? S thing with a m aning onme. te an end, bef re 

that aaning 1s worked out to it campI tl~n; 80 'ething 

lnd1v1du ' l 1 att pted. but to our ken nev r tint hed. 

or u., it d th 1 real. it can b real only 6n .ao tar 

a. it fulfil a purpo •• n 0 .aptlyon that, 1 the 

et mal w rId, 1 eon.ciou lr kn wn and een a 0 ntln-

UOU8 w1 th, Y ~ a 1nclu iva ot. the very purpo who e 

fulfilment it seem. to cut h rt. The df at d purpo 

mu t b known by ome eon cious being who can art wTh 

• mypurpo • but temporally I no longer eek it, but 

thi a.ing of my former purpo e has· it. eaning whlch 

1 continuou " with·my 1 rger. m aning. Thu. I can tm-

po 11y Ie, but I myself, 1n the eternal world, se 

wh I d1 . " I hall finally d1e, only wh n 1 come to 

ay of my elf, "Y1work is C n8c1nualy and abaolutely ac-
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compll.h .- But th1 bring u t th third con ider-

at1 n. 

pd. An th1c 1 t k 1 on of h1ch 1 c n n Y r 

.y. ,. work 18 ttntah 4." Iv r d.4 ot n ethic 1 

lit mph 1 • the oontl' t b t it 1f and oth r 

ltv • nei .0 g1v . opportunity f r w e • T 

G . 1 t 01' ate new np rtunit1. toP. rv10e. Th.e 

b n laat moral de d. 

I the 0 mpl ted lt till to b 0 11.4 t1n1t , 

th plet upr on ot nt tl 

y t t 1 1n th .tern 1 01'1 n lon f1n1t. t 

lnt1n1tt1. Yet it dtff r tr th a olut .elt 1n be· 

own uppl-in t1 1, I' qutr1ng th l' • v it 

nt. It t infinite "1n it ow kin • " n d n t 

00 ce V ' h t mal th10al 1nd1vl u 1 in ., n 

1 1n the 4e of 00 plio t1 n ot hi a ttvlt1. 

th 1ft\l ltud ot hi aot t 111 t n 1 h A 

Ou • ult 1 thl • God t b lut unity. • 

• PI' PV and att 'in •• nd ar. n t 

1 at 1 t v l' lite t t u taln8 U8, n n.ecl •• 
i • m XPI' a.10n. Th1 ltt 1 I' a1 through U 11. 

and ·. as- I' a1 through ttl' union with t ·hat. 1 fe. 





PART II. ORITIOISM. 

1 NTRO DUOTIO N. 

~h~ g ber 1 plan of th1 ork 1 dmlrabl. It 

a1 at a thorough nd con.t t nt y tem. b d upon 

fundament 1 ooncept • and hile xam1nIng rIval y tern 

with the gr t t k nnes • nd vor to do ju tie. to 
I 

the trut involved in them. and t~ inoorporate the 

within It own theory. I Prnf a 01' Royce d ucc ed-

ed i1'\ carrying out this program with con t8tency nd r. 

conolu 1ven • hi work would mar a gr at t • 1n t 

hi tnry of philo ophy. No one could b more des1p~~ 

than 1 rtf findtng snmetldng that orf~~ed r pro 1 •• d 

finality 1n the c,onolu ton of phtlolophy. But while 

ther 1. much of lugg tiv vatu tn the h orld and the 

Individual." and much that ahed light up n the tntrI· 

ot f pI' vioue phIlo opher • yet th final.olutton -, 

• '!nt f 8 far off a v r. I do not find 

th t PI' fe or Roye' er1t1ci mare oonclu81v • ( x-
c pt in the ea • of my ttet m.) or that h h tab 

11 h d hi dwn th ory upon tt fl~ ~ prtort ground that 

he d 11' • 

I h 11 take up th po1nt to b eon 1de~ed. much 

in the d I' in which th y OCCUI' in the book. 
\ 
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THE EX INATION 01 REALISM AND ORITIOAL RATIONALIS • 

Th d f1nlt1on of re 11 th t Pr t 8 r Royce 

g1v t. ueh would b. aco pt.d by a r all t, not 

quit. con e1ou's that th wooden hor " tilled wi th 

arm d m n. The un u p etlng phll opher find that he 

ha admit~.d that the mere knowl dg of on being by 

another." ke no differ no "t the fir t. though 

th y may be tn the mo t Inti te re1att n hip i"that t 

xia' nt cau al or oth r linkage between ny kno er and 

what h knows 1 no p rt of the d f1nit1on of th ~.b­

j.ct known-. I am holding a p neil. nd think that I 

have. rt.d that the p nell w111 not c to xi t 

If loa 8 to think of it. I find that I have a ert d 

th t it 1 no part ~f th definition ot a pencil to b 

om'th1ng t . ecan be .en and held. Idea. a1n. mu 

be independent of things, l&e you could prov omething 

about th8 thing from th td • and -th !b!1 would 

tollow from the what." I ehall try to ahow th t it 1 -
po. 1ble to hold to the r allty Of the ext rn 1 .erId, 

a. e. entially ihdependent ot our 14 a • and to th 

1ndep nd nt reality of the 1de the lv • without be-

1ng Involv.d In the • cIon equ nc.a. 

A8 f l' th 1d8 •• th Y I' ( .th y muat' be by th 

I' 118t1e d finSt! n) 1ndep nd nt of any th ride • 





about them. and this qui. eonsl t ~tly with any argu­

ment that Prof Bor RoyC. has advanced. ' Further th.y 

may in many in tance be caua d by external objects. or 

b. attributed to them, and yet hay an eXi tenet that 1 

ind.p.ndent ~f them thereaft r, an .x1 tenc that 18 not 

etf.ct.d, though the external obj ot b prov n not to 

exl8t. The idea having once oecurr d. 1& a real Idea. 

PrOve to m that after all an 1d of • was '!'ron'Ola 
, 

and I ehall . aN. "Still, I certainly had th id " It • 
wa not true, but it .a. r &1. True to ita object and 

real in it If re different thing. '. Wh n we a 8.ft 

that n 14 a is true.rn e ."crlbe to .it • quality that 

i. entirely dependent up n 1t obJ ct. When we •• y that 

it is r.al. w ~ an that. true or tala , it po 8 es 

xl.tene. not to be taken away. 'Wh n t dlatinction 

1& kept 01 arly b for. th mind that part of Profe or 

oyeeta argum.nt that ha to do with the d.pend no of 

id as upon th ir object , 10 .8 it tore •• 

Independence 1s m d. to carry with it the impo a~-

bl1lty Of a link b.tween the ind p nd nt being • In-

d.pend nee may, ot cours. be d tin d tn uch tel' • But 

1 very much doubt whether any ' I' a1tst ev r took it t 'O 

mean that. Certainly it is po sibl. t tak it in 1..an-

other sense. Put a piea of matt I' into x1atenc • with 





th1 character, that it ahall attract v -ry other pi-eo 

of tter in the universe. Just!b!1 1t 1 , -h!11t· 

. ,111 do, how much it 111 attract, depends upon the a-

mount of matte-r in the tm1ve-rae to whloh It 18 added. 

That 1t 1., that it po e 8es the po r f attracting, 
~ 

does not d pend upon the ot any other One pi 0 of 

tt r. 

A tor the relation of objeot and Ide~, the obj at 

m y have an existence whlch 1 Ind p ndent of the id·ea 

ot it, and yet u ta1n a 01 e and intimate relatlnn-

.hi. with it. Th being of a bu.ine e~rr pond nt Wha~ 

never. w. 18 1nd pendent of my being, a tact which ~ 

the ext.t nce of po tal oommun1eatt~n do not remove, 

but tha't Independ nce text nce dt 
, "" 

not prevent ur 

e.t.bit.hlng a enrre pond nce, and protoundly intluen-

clng ch other'. conduct. Prot 801' RoyC cantu •• , I 

think, "lndependent tt wi th not d pend nt" t or 1n oth I' 

word turn hls definltlon around and how that Inee 

lndep nd nt Obj~Ct8 cannot exl t. theretor the bjeot 

1 d P nd nt upon the 1dea, a u e o'''d pendent" 1n two 

d1tt I' nt nee. The 14 1 1ndepend nt o.t the th1ng, 

he ay , becau e i .t oan be oone ived of a p r lat1ng if 

th obj ot weI' 4e ' tro,.d. But hat the rea11.t really 

• ay. 1 that h -r • 1. I' al being out ide ot the lnd, 

that would per 1st 1f th mind c a d to think ot it; a 
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be leas sumpt10n perhap • but not Ineonaistent with, 

(1) the dependence of the idea upon the object , (2) with 

th~ modification of th~ objeot through the individual 

wl11, s the reult nt th idea, and (3) with the exis­

tence o·f a real mind whIch is c pable of re ponding . to 

the nbject. but hoa. exi8tenoe 1 lnd pendent of that 

or of any partioular object. Of cour e th obj ot, ~ 

obJ at,1 not 1nd pend nt, but the real b 1ng which fur-

nt_hes the b'.is of the object to the mind 

may b • 

It e differ noe in the long run ," a ~ro-

tes or RoYO,' a serta. to all obj eets, wheth r th y ar 

known or not, but th question 1 rather a .t leo10g10 1 

than an ontolog1cal on.. A thing may exist becau it 

wa or.at d tor the ole purpo e of my knowing it, nd 

yet ~t does nnt tollow t t it b Ing i d P ndent. on-

tologically. upon ~y thinking. It to 

t t th w.ak point in Prot or Royce' whole attaok 

upon re 11 m i. that he do not di criminate b twe n 

un8hakabl ext tenee. and tmehabg able quality. A drpp 

ot ink has next tene ind pend nt ot e. loan not 

ab olut 1y d tro, (let u &r,) one o~ of it. But I 

can pr d it out into wh tev~ r words I pl.a e. loan 

chang 1t r lat1 ns, but the fact of its xl t noe 1 
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quite ind pend nt of m.. Nor again does Professor 

Royo. 8eem t d1 criminate urtici ntly bet een the 

r 1 t1nn of th re 1 to th - t1n1t mind, and to the 

infinite mind. The real s PI' .nted tn me, for th 

purpo e or testing my thought, m y b quite independent 

of that thou~ht. I have a h. dach. I notto it, not 

b cau.e of any purpo.~ of a1n , con c1ou8 or uno n cio .,. 

and I l~eate it in my head qulte as 1nvolllnt r11y. MY 

thought in 0 locattng it. 1 true, not ~rom . ny purpose 

of mine, but becau e. as a matt.r of taet, the ne~v • in 

that part of my body .~ producing the ph nom.non known 

a headache. It reQ.lit~' depend upon no connectlon 

betwe n thought and will in my oa " but upon the taot 

that my mind involuntarily r cognize a real diet urbane 

in a ~ atructure. whose that, and 1n part whe •• wh t. 

are independ nt or m. That 1 .hat the av rag r.a11 t 

would mean , 1 think, and all that he would me n. What 

mark a thing 8 real' Roughly, the impo e1b111ty of 

. It. b 1ng done awav merely by my thought. It 1 the 

pers1 tent, the tubb~rn. But that it i independent 

of !!! thought, that it oame 1nt~ betng of 1tself, and 

wee ita continued exi tence to it elf alGn . 11e not, 

1 think, common po 1t1~n even among real1 ts. Th 

1 n nt De ty gives the extemal ""rld it character,' 





• r alist might aver, nd p rt of tta oharaet r 1& to be 

independent ~t human thought f~r it !h!l. 

The reduction of the fir t conception to the third, 

to the mer ly valid, that i to •• Y •• s the real, in not 

truly neO eary. A re 1 th1n 1-~ has next tenoe In­

dep ndent of the idea of it. ~. a r suit, not a a cnn­

dition of its being, it can b~.n und r proper c1rc~ 
tanees, A thing might be c~ne.lved which w~u~ h ve 

what we call r eality, whlch would not be 80 kmwn to a11J 

finite mind, yet w should a"till call it real if th 

po sibllity ~f it occurred to u • But the third oo~ 

oeption, though we are not dr1vent to 1~ by ny br akd wn 

on the p rt of reali tic ontology. yet has ita proper 

function. Thl 1 one ~f several plaees where Prof. 8~r 

Royc fail to di8criminate bet.e n the problem. proper 

t epi temology, and th08e whleh belong to ontol.gYe 

The que.tion of the for.mer 1s, What 18 the g nerai 

oharaoter ot our knowledg.1 o~ the latter, What ia the 
q 

ultlmat nature ot reality. N~. the third cone ptton 

i ••••• nttalll an p11temolog1cal one. It 1& true that 

the men who h~ld it may not hav an1 ontological theory. 

But this need not mean that they claim that their theor,J 

giv the ultimate nature of reality, blt .lmply that 

tha~ hold that that nature cannot be known. It i. UR~ 





f 1r, ther for, to p t to th1. conception , que t10ntll 

t t it does not pr t nd to an. er. Ih t with 

which our &Qth r tr1umphantl" contrnnt the third con-

cept1on. " hat 1 a valid expert ne' t at th m~m nt wh 

it i uppo d to be, only po sibl.'" l_,therefor" unw.r-

rant d. Th c nC'pt1on do not att mpt to say. But it 

do give a v ry good accou nt what the ordinary u 

r the t r ea). is. Ev I'Y u e that i8 mad of that 

word by anybody but the m.taphy 1.tan, 1 ju titl.d by 

the definition g1v n by th third conc.pti n. Nor ha 

h all but universal u e of ' the t.rm anything •• do 

with ult1 te b 1ng. A r 1 Object ot any orf 1 on 

th t 111 De er to my xp ct_tiona. When you a k, "Haw 

do you know that it t real?" ' I ay,"l 40 not kn , 
but that if I put it to the teet, I .hall g t 

e.r 1n ph nomena whioh 1 d nd fro th t 01 .a ot b-

jet." The ordinary uae do not go into the qu t10n 

__ --_ta_n_~. nor concern it .If with the b 1ng of thi S~ 

.~ n not .ubj at to test. The plain m n' exp otat1on ~ 

of c ur e. go beyond h1s xper1 nce. He pr~o ede 

working hyp the e. nd w111 ~'nnt1nue to de 0, 

1 ng a ucc. ful. In th ant1me, l...!! fo.,. him m.a 

v r1f1able. Of th1 epi temo1 g1cal .tat of thin 

the reno pt10n g1v e a very p~ p r acoount. 





Now, thls validity theory t perfectly con istent 

wlth ny ontologie 1 conce ption. It conflicts ~e1ther 

with realism, nor . with idealism. The world wh~re val­
~ 

1d1ty rk. r al1ty m SU!£ minda, ~ J). and not at all 
1 

, __ .~_ti1, , · 11 c.. . world where things are chahg.4 by \,qh 

wheth r they are perceived or not, where they may be 

wholly 1nd pendent of any creator, and may depend upon 

oth r real , con cinu or uneona~1ou , partly for their 

!h!!, but not at all tor their !h!l. On the other hand 

the 3rd conception exprea e exactly what Protes or ROpe~ 

mean. by real when he 1 not think.ing nntolog1oal1y. 

THE AUTHOa' 0 N CONO PTION. 

of the tirat thing. tt attlke one In ~h1a part 

lot the w rk 1. that Prot •• or ROi • 1. relltng too ch 

upon hi refutation of realiam. ae 1 gOing to toun a 

th.ory'of the ult1 at e eon t1tutlon' of the unlver t, 

upon the n e a lty of th .... an h. haa .hown ... he 

think • that it oannot be of th realt.tic type. htl 

ltttl inclined tt accept reall m .. the 1 .. t •• rd, I 

mu.t confea that a repeated atudy of that part of the 

arg nt ha fat led t oonvince me that rea11 m 1. un-

tenabl • One appm.che. th auth r t
• own theorr, th , 
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with th feeling that he .till baa an alternative b.hl~ 
hi , and 1& not at all 41 posed to aooept a reduction to 

reallam a • r duot10 ~ ab urdum. But ev n if realisM 

were d18proved. v n if th.re .er. no gloune! tor •• r 

pos8ibility of, an independ.nt univer.e which make oOr 
~ 

ldea ..... or tal e •• til1 Is th re around tor postula-

ting an ultl te reality of the kind laid d wn by our 

author' We have .een, 1 think, that all that 1. meant 

1n rdlnary peech. ls reality of the Srd conoeptl n 

typ', whlch 1 not ultimate reality. What a •• urance 
• 
~ 

have we that thereAan ultimate tixed and stable .om -

thing at all? If realisM and very ther tJP' ot ulli­

mate reality, xcept th 4th c nceptlon type, wer a 

hundr d tim •• d1 proved, could w. argue from the nature 

ot things that there must be ultl t ~ reality of that 

type, that 1f nothing tl •• can b found, then things 

• must have th~ir reality In the .mb dim nt t III aning' 

.But who ha a right to dec1al' that any uch meaning 

must xi t. !! it be admitted that Prot •• or Royce has 

diaproved his other type • and 1t it be admltte t 

th e are the nly It rnatlv •• , and it it b admltt" 

th t he ha a right to a. ert an ulti te r I1ty 

then n4 not ttll then can It be .ald that h has 

re oh d hi proof by the proce •• of ex lua1on. 

-t- Turning now to hi poattive proof. we ar 0 ntron-
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, ted 'at onq. by th identifioation of thinking and w111-

ing, upon ,whlch 1t 1 b d. To identity the _ .1 w1th 

th fult11m nt of purp ae " 18 to make that at1 ty the 

1d •• which a t1 tlea the wtl1. It i with muoh h tta-

tion th tone att pt. to or1f1018 a .killed p ycholo-

, 11 t upon a pOint 11k. tht. Y t t am her •• & I hav 

b n b.ror • impr s d by th tact. that "out of the 

mouth8 f bab • and euckl1ng.· th 01'1 that I ck too 

much ot tn. etudy y be oorreoted. Sa n t t t v ry 

I' ,e for lmpl1ty1ng. f whlch Prote SOl' ~oyce aocu 88 

the I' llet. her gotten the better of him. if' Do. 

the 1ft r tact that thought and w111 habltu l1y aocomp 

one anoth r. that thought lead to w1l1. and w111 to 

thought. make them one' Do not the very po 1bl11ty 

of Iplak1ng of them o~prove an pha 1z~the1r 41ffer-

eno lih,it oan b no thought wi thout t tent inn. nd 

.,t.ntlon 1 an aot of wl11. but van thl do. n t 

identity th o~nt nt ot y thought wtth ita purpo • 1 

w111 to think of y pe I could not thin of It,1t .v 

b •• 14, unl. I w11l d tl g1v it my attention. B 

th t it y, th re ultln ntal t te 1 in no.e ~ 

14 nt1cal with th t act of l111n. ~ , re ' i in my mind 

14 .. of pen, including varleua en. ry 1e nt 

th t r n t 1 ny tru en e w111 d by m. Th t I 
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percetv tt rdn and blaokn y b t:d.:U:l: > of my 4 lib at ch 10e, but ein no 8 

of moat uffer r will b of a frantic atru gl of the 

• 11. to dlv rt th attenti n whioh 0 nnot b div rted. 

v ry thnught may hav 1n it the 1 nta of Will, ae 

v ry act f 1111 requlr 8 thought. but Sa not the 

ld ntlf1cation of th ·· t 0 n of tho. in tane • of a 

rag. t 1' . 81 plielty carr1 d to extr • 1. that 

But ven 1f ev 1'1 t th ught w r d 11ber-

at ly mitt d tooon801ouan • by th detlnlt act of 

the w111, till th will 18 lilted to a chotce. It t ----------- ._--
-

w111 Gould, bl a mand t t rlgorous~y xolud th tooth-

aoh 8 and other th1ngs of like nature of whloh it did 
) 

1'1 t approv, till, v n by our author. contes ion. 
_._---------' ---, ..... _. 

it w uld oboo e, rather than create,lta cont nt. And 

It ould b I'd to ay how it could choo e, 
'-... --:--. ----

an unwill d b okgr~und. S.l et1ve att t1on, b it n ~ 
<:::::: _ .... __ __ .. ----~-.. --.. --.-.. ---...----~w--"-~ ...... 

• mu t alway hav aomething to lect trom. -------- ------ .--..•.. - -- .- -----------._---
It 1 plain, then. that the r 11th r in n t wh t 





I now m to tnt nd, I' lee t 
~ 

t th re~. great many 

/01 

thtn ~n the W rld hi oh po a I' a1, but whlch ar 

n t o. Th my tical lutl n, that the • thing a~ 11-

III ry, Prot or R yo rej cta. h adm1 te that at · any 

1n tant my thought c nta1n m ny thing . ' which I do not 

I' g rei dee1r ble. but whlch hav, at 1 a tap rt1al 

reality. H t ke ,h v r, a cour ~ not unlike that 

th my.tic. H that th und 1~abl thing 
:--::::::------

----~-----.----
~~bj1t J1!_~t th 11' unde 11' btll ty 1s unr .. ;J.--;--"I' 

Th c('nf'11ot.8 of your will with reality 1'" ult from the 

f at that your PI' 5 nt tl1 1 but rtt.i, ttntt • 

R al1ty, th ult1m te r al1ty,1 your whol m aning, 

c nmpl t ly mbod1 d in lit. Th1 your 14 a really 

an n _, thugh you dn not n. It. !hi you really 

w111 n ,though you tJ'Ug,;l gain t 1t. Th pi in 

m n mU8t b pardo~ d. if h c nf 8 hi in b1l1ty t 

o preh nd hOlY h can have t4 without b ing 0 n eto 

of th m, and doubt w1111n~ nyth1 ng wh1ah h d not 

yet /will. In 0 far s my d sire to w1n right au n 

1 rt1.1, it 1 unoon c10u , d d pend nt not up n 

it 1f t but upon th t whioh it ke. I de 1r to m et 

th t which w1ll c mplet wh t 1 r e1 to b 1ncompl t., 

but that 0 plement .pend ,tor .v~ ~ythtng but it bar 

out11n ,upon w111 not my • That I h U 
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acq 1 rd r of thing t th t it will ac-

~ 
ce 1n th wh 1 

cord with my f1n 1 w111. and h nc in th end th aotual 
>\ 

will b harmon1z d w1th th 14 a1, y be tru ; but t 

Prot. ,or Royce· p 8itton' th r ,bj et1on.: 

that 1n 11 ordin ry n of th wort! can th1 be aid 
('AJ/ 

t b . Y 111 n w, n r d anyev 
" 

r think f u 1ng the 

word ra1 in the s~n e t not t th PI' nt and ctual t 

but ot th future an. 1d.al, of s y1ng that what rally 

1.~1 that which 1- not. but will be. Phil ophy, 1n 

explaining u1t1m te cone pt1ona, mu t, x lain th 

which run through all ciene > and all 1 nguage .. and &11 

llf • and not give an expl nat1~n f a p oi&l v C~bul.-

ry whioh app118 only to a p c1a1 ph re of it own. 

en look to philosophy t xplain to them t ~ of their 

own u ing. Prote nr Royce'. explanation of th ont-

1 1eal predicate 1s u tul only 1n r ading hi wn bo 

But v n 0 he has mad a tr ~mendou umptlon 1n hi 

4.f1nlt1~n in any cas.. He e me t prov~ hl- point, 

p r P. but after all he reaao in the nd in a circle 1t' 

' Th t being, and th retore ult1m t and tern 1 baing, ] 

1 that hleh embod1 8 purp t he prov s frnm t pOl' 1 

n to .. My 14 a are tNt only they embody my 

pur~ • y oount or hi 1. tJ'U • t e a 111u.tr-

t1 n of ur author' own, if I c rJ'Y ut my purpo to 
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count th hip. No objet 1 my obj ct xc pt a 1 

ill that 1t shall b y obJ ct. From thl , by analoiY~ 

., al'rlv at the conclu Inn, that th ult1mat r.al1ty 

ta an mbodt cl purpo • But., ttnd ,t ct that contra· 

dtct th definition of reality 1n f1nlt In tanc ••• 

y thi that come intG my 1if. al' n~t a I .,111 

th • Th world ot I' al1t1. for • 1. fa~ tr acoor­

tng lth wh tIc idel' now t b my will. Ah, Pro­

te or R yo wnul ar, but your eompl t 1y bod1 d 

p rpoa . wl11 b found tn 1nclu e th1. very thing whlch 

n wet 

et rnal on th 

OV I'thrOW ''l tt. Y t w. hav 0 n true dour 

t ot OUt' t poral, and it 1 t can b 

h wn', &8 Prote. or Royo. adm ts, that ur t mporal pur-

p s 1. otten ,thwart.d, .v ry I' • n tor thinkl th t 

our t .. rnal purpose wl11 et with. ppl r rat., de· 

p n4 nt ther up n, tall to ' th aroun. !he obj ot on 

which he a w I' at the 0108 f th 1 otur on th th 

c ne pt1on. h answ I' by m ana of the very 0 n lu i na 

th t tho •• ~b3eot1on gn to nverthrow. For ex mpl • in 

answer to the obj etlon that the "hard tact " .uoh 

p in and death are ag.1net the th ory. he urge. that 

-1n your. aroh f r the eternal lie tor you th. very 

m aning of d th and of fin1te de.p.ir •••. the fulfil­

ment of th wh le of • purpn e m y involve the d f at of 

• part of that v ry purpn •• - But th1 1 th very thtn~ 
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that h " '1 he to prov. OVerlooking uch Obj ect i,on 

thie. h 8UPPO • ternal fulfil ent of purpo8 from ~ 

t mporal tult11m nt. and th n anewer. 0 otioll8 to l 

'hie ••• um1ng a t por 1 fulftlment, oontrary to the fa 

by app aling to , .t ~ rnal tult1~ nt to complet th f ctl~ 

He may e~. that his y t em. onc a ttted, 1 consta-

t nt with it ~lf. but he can not prove 1t by t.h1 m th 

~ , ,0 -

low : "You are hot put 1n th wr~ng by a reality to 

which you hay mad no refer noe. and rrop 1e po .ible 

only concerning obj at ' which. actllal1y m an a. ur 

obJ o~. The objeot thai- ii to defeat mr p rttal and 

tr gmentary w111 i. ~ facto my whol w111." Now 

I am :nn'" at ,all ur that I fnllow this correctly. but 
- - _ ..... -.. 

the two or thr e diffe~ent ay 'in whioh it ha e m d 

po 1ble to me to und rstand it ar~ a11ke in b g~ing the 

qu tlon. The meaning whioh .eem. m t probable 1 th1B~ 

Nothing can prov~ my idea to be in errol' but that which 

1 v aho en a 1'. obJ ot. If I am count1ng tar. 

n thing can put me in th wron • and nothing can p-

poe my w111 in the tt r but tho e very tara whloh I 

v oho. n a. my object. enoe th r 8ult nf 1Dl" count' 

in • thou~h it m y be oppo •• d to my will to prov. a e r­

t 1n the ry, 18 after all 1n accord with my whole w111, 
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to a certain the number of the tare, and not to "vto-

iat the rul 8 nt the g • But this supposes a _,111-• 

lngne. to lubmlt to the rule. ot the game, a wl11lng-
/ 

n I whloh, with most men, merely comes as a re ult 

theIr appr.olat1~n of the hop le. ne.s ot trying to 

anyth1ng e1 •• -- as a re ult. that 18 tt .ay. of th 11' 

apprectatlGn of the very obltlnacr and forelgnnels or 

'he tact • which Prnt.s or Royce deni ••• 

But to my mind the whole method employed 1n the 

proot of this th ory 1 radlcally wrong. In the chapter 

on Universality and Unity, the author gives an empirical 

prnot. but rather by .ay of contlr.mat1on than a being 

In it elf conclu8ive. The d1 tlnguishtng reatur ~f the 

w.ork i. it. a-ttempt to cnn.truct the un1ver • frOID an 

examination of the cone pt of being. ' In Profe& or Roye 

• have a bold 1', .ubtler An.elm. But the att mpt 1s 

aft er all the attempt to get om thing out, of nothing. 

to pull one •• lf \lP by th strap of hl boats. The on­

tol gloal predicate becomes 11ke the conjurer's hat. 

We Inok at it and see that it 1 empty. Three taps of 

our philo opher8 wand, and b hold! from tha\ , h1ch be-

tore wa. empty he produce the Whole system of fr • 1n-

div14ua18. unified in the Ab801ut~. Th novice may not 

follow the proo IS. but he trongly uspects that th 

ma t I' magician l1pp d them a 1 in. 





D TAILS AND OONSE~UENOES OF THE AUTHOR'S THEORY. 

INDIVIDUALITY A D FREEDOM. A a 1ibe~t.r1 n I hould 

natur 11y look with fav r upon Prof r Roya t argu-

m nt. ut .1 oon~' that .hi1 1 w loome him a w1 t-

n 8 , I do not think that h add much a an dv 0 te. 

H . d olares th t Bing 1 d per th n ca ation, that 

h re nd now you~ indlv1du I1ty In your aot 1! youP 

tre dom. But On. 1 incline to doubt' th po.albllity 

Of .nyon o d1bm1 .1n th cat orv of cau ation traM 

hi mind. ny n x.min it and .h w hat it 1 du 

t natu~ 1 caua ,thu xp1ainln it by it lt, ao nO -

1 gin its v I1dlty in th v ry ct . f d.nying it. 

Pr r 8 or Roye 1 not 0 b urd a thie, yet h doe 

not 1 think, xtr1c t hi it r~ the c t go~y t c 

.lity. "It 1. th1 • 1 ~tl e c ract r th t 1 r p n-

Ibl boy 11 to~ the lndiv!d l1ty t~t b lon to 

all being." I not thl to ay t t individuality 1 

cau d by this fact of eel etlon. Aga1n to p ak f 

aning nd Ign1f10 nee 1& to ape of final, if n t Of 

.ffioient cau '. It c us ha being nd 1e th o~ec-
n4 ry to being. 0 tOo ha aning, and c nn t th r fo 

by th a r onlng, afford a baal tor bing. And 

in f r a rot or R 10. has void d th oau a1 cat-

ry h .pp r ntly d priv hi .elf of all po 1-





bl11ty nt a~g ent. He d 01 r that whatever 1. unique " 
\ 

1 n t cau ally xplicab1e, that the individual 1s never \ 

the m re I' ult of law. fh1. the lib rtar1 n l 1 d l1g I 
ed to he r. but h looka tor proot and he do not f1nd 

it. 

TH8 OATBGORY OF THE OUGHT. "It i8 of the e senee of the 

Wlll". ay. Profe 80r Roye • "to demand 1 ts on oth r •••• 

and to d tine it very life a now 1n ome en not 1m 

own." "Ny will co3p rate 1n it own compulaton. Wh t 

w xperlenoe is a1waye, 1n one a p ct. our own w111 to 

be oamp lled by the tete." But his ls true only ln 0 e 

the will. d ... nd1ng 1t Own other, meet what- it then 

nda at eaoh ueo slve moment. . It I pl.V • game of 

tenn1 • I will . Inde d. th t th ball hall not mnv 

trom m 1 thout my tl'tkin. I would net hay the strDt--

in done without my act. Iwl11 that whloh 1s not. n 

ther which 18 not now. But I do not w1 h the ball to '\ 
\ 

• I do not w11h to ml th 
\, 

\. go wrY.I it often do 

atrok a. I often do. In tho. 1n.tance it 1s no part \ 
~~ ) 

Of lilY will to b oontroll d by the facte. but~-tn1f1l1- / 

• 8ubm1& ion. Our whole &ttttud towal'4 ternal t et 

1e otten but making the be t of a d matt r. That w 

do 0 oe not mak th fact one whit 1 stubborn and 

tOtJ' tgn. O'UI' authol' 0&I':r1e& thi. acqu1 80 nee in t. 
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thing a th y ar , etill tarth r. "It uch nd such 

acts wnuld more tully xpre my w111, 1 t. 1 that 1 

ou t to dn th • y ught 1 my own 111 m re r t1 n-

al1yexpre ed. ft Th1 1 tru nly it we "t11 r member 

that thi 1s not the ought ot the moral 1a., ~nd further 

t t thl ld ot r t1~n 1 xpre ion lmp11e an exter-

nal cnmpu1e1on. In a coure ot 41 sip t10n I ought to 

be caretul of my h alth, becau. y ill ·1n that cour e 

1& ·to nbt In ple ur, which I cannot obtain it I am not 

c petul and moder t. "y w~11 mor rat1 nally ex-

press d" means. then, my w~11 redue to eon 1 t noy 

wi til the ,. tubborn ftand "torelgn" t ct. ot th orld. The 

C) .p 1 Ou ht may . y that I ahould not choo 
,~ 

pl a ure a my obj at at 11. ttll I A ~ v 

a cour e or 

don 0, nd 

1t ould th n be gr t tr toh1ng of th me n1 of t 

the t to y that aft r all th m r 1 ought but 

h t e will r r t10nally expre sed. It 1 tru 

that rot or Royo nd.avnr .in a lat r 1 ctur . t 

explain th1 • by owing that wrong-doing i8 but the 

r suIt f 1 ttent1on; but th1 , I ahall e d vor to 

pr ve 1n t t pl oe, in n w y Iter th c •• 

LI RAG 0 AOTS. t 1 t b not d th t in this 

nn ctlon~ th freed n t r 0 m nf th~ t tent 

10 t th 0 Y r quire • 1. pl 1nly en. Th w_rId 
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if r 1 for m • is p rt of my lit nece s r1ly. The 

r all t may b a110 t ay ' th t that which is not now 

thought of 1 not 

r j oted r 118m. 

to my knowled ei but we hav 

re onmp lled to say'. wlf n()th1ng 

xi t 1n4 p ndtntly f ' ,nythi 

1n facing r~ l1ty t 11, rae 

1 e •• , then kno ledg 

in -2-! w1 , 'the whole 

Gf it at one.- But th1 ia imply playing with worda. 

Doubtl •• • in th phY81~ 1 wottld. all things ar'a bound 

t g ther. and thtt buzz1n of • fly upon the earth hak 

the u t t at tal'. But it doe not follow that it at-

tecta my eonae1ou n • in any w ". It only do o if it 

1 v ry 01 to me. The v •• t m of fact 1n th 

world re only in th., mn t i. ndireet ay f ctors in my 

con ctou ne s . and only oy th mo t Violent wre t1ng oft 

th . ord can eO .a1d to kn w th ~ "Other act. of 

knowledg cannot)' in theit' own 0 Ing . 0 wholly oth r 

than th1 on. 'or if wholly nther. they would not be 

act of' kno ledg at. all . " -Th y ar nGt wholly a ent 

objects. Bven now , I . 1n ~ en e. me n them all." 1 

have a ,watah. !t other W I' wh lly oth r, they 

would n t b watch • o I1n--!. own all toh-

8. till 1 am no ~lch~~ on that ocnunt. 

Our tgn rano • ware tol • 1 m r ly the I' .ult of 

nul' in ttent1nn. But this 1e again a mer .r t1 g of 
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the t ·e1'll. Inattent1 n ha been 8R.1d befnre to be a m .. ~ 

matter of ch~1c. But it 18 no mere oh ice th t keepe ~ 

from knOwing th locat1~n of h1d treaaur., or the event 

of tom rrow. It 1. her a ' 1 twa. '1n th beginning; hi 

theory compels our autho'r to .tretch knowing 

until th y v a m an1ng all their own. w. ar 

t 14 that we h ve to pre uppo our fact in order to 

ke concrete our purpo. t whtl w can define our 

facts. if at all, 0 l~r in t rma four purpn es; that 

thl 1 th f tal o1ro1e of our f1nltu4e t , from wh10h we 

c nee p, only by cting more or 1. 8 b11n 1y, 

in th proc.. of apertence our own purpn • and the 

mans of ex outing It. Rath r th1 18 the 

01 of Prof r Royce'. r 80n Dg. ' We can define our 

taot 0 l¥ in t of our rpo ea, whloh we 40 not 

kn w untl1 ~tlnd our f at. In nther w r • w purpo 

what we d n t yet purpo e, and know what we do 

know. 

THE TEMPORAL AND THE TERNAL. Th ' a~wet' to i1Ch an 

obj et10n 8 I h ve made ab v 1 to be found, we are 

told, in the n ttlr 'ot time. We mUlt tak .. eternity into 

aocount. Th lement which our f1n1'te being k, 

1 -not m r ly 0 thing b yond the pre ent, but 1 in-

01\1 tv. of th v ry proce of tl'iv1ng. h •• elf in 





/1'5 

it nt1rety is the who1e of th s If-represent tive 

proce 5, nd n t the mer 1 at moment of it. Ju t in 

80 r r as I am the .t ~rnal, or tru , individual, 1 stand 

in the pre ence of God, with y llfe-m aning revealed 

to hi and to me. The finding of the complete expre 8-

ion of my w111 does not nc,eur as an ev nt in tim mere-

ly, bUt a an et ~ rnal experienc ott th18 my whole .tr1v-

ing. Now if it could be prnv~d that ' at some 

time I .hould gr sp the whol .ign1flcanoe and unity of 
, .. 

my life, we might be willing to overlookt t r~th' 

of the prnm18e that we shall know, the fact that Profe 

or· Royc has as ured u that w know our lite-meaning 1n 

some sen e even now. However, until 

shall have our life-meaning tully revealed, we have not 

yet our tt ternal or true " individuality. 1h!l!.!!!!!.!. m 
pro ae!!:!!1!!!L. ahall .!Y.tt be. In tact we uay ather ) 

that it can nev r be. As t~pnral ind1v1du 1 1 go on / 
I 

torever struggling in my finitude. That prooe. never 

end., it has no last moment. A an et ePnal individual, 

I should gra p the whole of that temp~ral lite, with 1 

ucee s1one, aa a unit. But wh n 1 that eternal con--
8c10uane •• of mine, If it were th perpetual accompani-

ment of my temporal onn8oi~u ness, ther might be a Pl~ 

for 1t-- but we know by bitter expe~1enee that it t not~ 
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hy, and ho can it come in at any particular poInt of t 

time? Profe snr Royoe nowhere giv 8 u a ny an weI', nor 

hav we any r ~a on to hope that we hall ever b selt-

con8e1ou, ternal 1nd1vidu 1_, but rather alway tem-

poral Si tp ,rolling for ver th tone of our t1n1-

tude,' while the Ab olut. 8it 1n c 1m njoym nt ot th 

et rnal and p rf.ct whol our t mpor 1 uffering make 

up_ 

TH THEOay OF NATURE . Th prob1 m 1 twofold: (1) How 

can m1 d and tt r connect d at 11 and (2) How can 

the r t1~nal eon.ainu. n ture ot man b .volv d trnm 

fo which, if they have ment ltty, h v it d1ffer-

ntly7 The th ory in qu tion do e not meet the ftr t 

difficulty, and meet the. ~ ond only to introduc new 

dltt1cult1e8. Matt r. Prote or Royo admit a the 

ommnn taotor in individual xp rienc • H -admIt 

om art, then,. the living human brain, thrown open to 

th tn.pection of two or mor persQn in an op ration. 

N • h re i matter admittedly conn cted with mind, s 

much o.a i the whol tt un1ver e in hi theory. It h 

certain en ory qua11tie , artects the mind f the on-

looker in c rta1n ays entirely dis OCiat e~r m it own 

p cultar conn ction with con&c1 ou life. Qua enstt ob-

j ct. ' it pre nt an aspect and fultils n nff 1c qui'e 

other than h t it dn in it cap ~1ty a e t of the 





m nt 1 functions. HeJ-e 1s 
I/~ 

f ct that Pr~f 601' Royce' 

theory do nothing with. Granted .11 the mind 

in and under and behind thl!.ttn1te l1n1verae, 1. 

more -int1ma~e.y connected with the universe than my mind 

18 with my brain? If ,not, how oan it xpla1n the manI-
: and operat1ons 

fold ~ua11t1e.~of nature, an¥ re than my mind oan ex ' 

plaIn the e,ffect that the gray matter of my brain, If 

laid bare, would hav upon the eye of an oblerv r? 

Again, he remove the difficultie nf evolution bf 

.uppo ing other type. of finite con cinu 1tfe, which 

pa into our own type. He make great use of the dlf "" 

terence of t1me- pan uppo edly poss1bl • Now of many 

ch nges ware unconseioul-- om. are too 1ft, <"me 

are ton slow in happening. But if all the • ar to be 

1nclud d in mind "there mu t be who 1 ucc s ion' "r 

auch, from a mind to which the vibration of 11ght-wav 

ar 8 parat ly p rc pt1bl , to tho e whlch 1nolud. aeonl 

.a elements of eonsc1ou ne 6. And her has he any in-

die ti~n of uoh c('\n&c1~u ne ae? Th only finite con-

oi~u n a e Of which we hav any evldenae, re 

animal. The are all as oc1 ted with a bra1n- tructure 

.ome hat like our own. W have no evidenoe t hat m8ntal- ) 
/ 

tty 18 a .oc1ated with matter 1n any other way_ Bvolu-,/ 

t10n 1 not evolution from race mind tt individual mind, 





I J b 

mind a aci t d with no br in or with many brains. to 

mind ssnciated wi th a tngl brain. but ,from lees de ) 

v lnped mind in le developed Ingle brain to gr at r . 

d.v Inpm nt in singl mind and brain. 

Wh~n one tak ti our auth r' theory as a whole, it 
\ 

1 een to b on of magnificent 8 umpt1on. If it 

follow logic lly from th 4th conceptinn. it 1 calcu1- ) 
I 

ated tn end one b ck to xamlne that conception ~ lth ~ 

doubly crit1cal eye. But I do not • that it does so 

follow. Urant d that .v ry r .1 bing 1 d.pendent upon 

mind. why need the mind b finite' cannot th Ab olut e 

includ the finite. cannot th re 11ty of the material 

world be a r e 11ty whleh it owe t~ th 

that we n ed not 1m gin • without a 

an 1nf1n lt ~ numbe~ of finite mind. to 

Ab ('l lut • so \ 

h dow of evld nce';I 

do the wn , It 

we mu t make lnanimate nature OaMejou 1n 80me en e 

in order that conae1ou n amy evolv~. I cont. 1 

hou14 pr f r th o ry of th type of 01iffnrd' • Whleh'; 

do 5 not .hock cODlfton ~.n8e quite 10 muoh. But why 

o limit t he powe r of volutlon Do •• any aolentt t a -

crib to the 1 •• r forms of life· all the .l.m.nt of 

con ciou n that we hav.i Unless all the lower fortns 

t ltt are ndowed with the power of ight. light as we 

know it did not d.v.l~ ot untold ' but came into being 
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1n the coure ot"evolution." But if th1 1 true of thl~ 

an. oth ~ forms of senaat1on, one muat at 1e at heSitate ) 

beto~e declaring that 1t 1s imp s1bl. that eon8c1ous-

ness it •• lt hould 60 com 1nto being. The fact 1s that 

evolution oonstat n t of a gradual development , 0 much~ 

• of a r1 S ot tep ohance t pa 1t ynu w111, but 

atill tep.- each the introduction of om new thi ng. 

At any rat the problem nd the data are too little 

understood tor us to b prep red to adopt so mo trou . ".., 

t1 sue of the 1magin tion aa th1 anim ted nature theory 

of .Profe , (;~r R~yoe. a return to the myths of the sav gts,. 

who m1 sed, like him. the 19n1ticant paint, that nature 

as whole do 6 not exhibit the truoture with·Jwh1oh n. l o 

alon exp rltnce aS8oc1ate& conaclouanees. 

THm HUMAN SELF AND ITS PLAOK IN BEING. 

The amb1gui t 1es which .tJrot.a or Ro yet di800vers 1n 

our ordln ry speeoh with regard to the selt in no w y 

dispo e nf the possibIlity of dir.ot conaeiousne s ~f 

the elf. The mer. taot that its boundaries are unoe!' 

t in. or that we speak of 1t in ambiguous terB&t does 

not make the :!:!.2!. of the sfi.tlf amb1g1ou8. I may n()t hav 

a piece of land acourately Burve.ed. and yet own 1t, nd 

know that I own it. Profe.sor Royce declare that °a 

child is ~on8c1ous of others bator he 18 of himself. 

that he perottv s a maa of 1d.. and lnt rseta as those 

"-, 
", 

\ 
/ 

/1 





Of other. nd then a I 1 I' 

. il r 
8 a hi own. But how 

r Royc. know that th child 1 conac1ou8 of 

otherb other • b fore h 1 or htms Itt Does not .the 

alt r pr auppo e th !&!. a,mueh .. the eso the a1t rt 

That the child 1 not t ono con 01 u of the ego one 

w111 I' ad11y I ant. but the m.nt that he b gina to 

divide up the wnrld ot conan! u.n •• B, . hl. putting the 

not- It on on 14 impli. · th selt on the other. 

But ih self wh n our author find. it t 1 .t, i8 

a very ind o t rmlnate thinl .• Including only, with cer­

tainty, th1& PI' sent 1n tant, and the .elf of that 1n-

t ant having but 40wy utl1b... W re told t t 

th I' 1 no ratlonal prlnclpl to the u ual d nttttca­

t10n af the p&at and th future with th • 1t, and that 

there I' main only th p.r.ua ion that nought t poe-
80me on pr1nctpl 

s. or cr.at. for hi elt whereby h hould be able, 
A 

with a un1t d and p.rman nt m aning. to identify that 

part of the world' ltf whlch 1 to be hi OWD. Yet 

the taot r.main that •• do identify past and tutur 

with out PI" ent B 1t, and it i the more nee. a~y to 

b aooount d t r. Nor .an it be cont nd that. unity 

thl 1ar I' & It by ita unity of purpn e. I no uch 

unity of purpo e t my •• lt. Th re may be uch, but it 

1. not y con c1ou8nes8 of it that ke m a. oeia.t 
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Ml'aelf wi th my own st. The "int "t alway 

remain a other than my f8l1owa. de plt. my unity' with 

th "already presupp a ' the 1f. Aga1n Prote SOl' 

Royc t tat m nt. th t I can at no lnatant 8ay tinally 

that I am, 1 perhap n a Bsary fo~ his th ory, but 1s 

not Ju tif1 d xperience. Th~r 1 om thing th 

o nt r nf my life. which Ie 11 "my e1th. I do not te 1 , 
that it 1s Incompl te, how vel' varIed an xp 1'1 nee may 

.ttll t~ tah b fore it. It 1 .true. in a .en e, th t 

"in God alone do .e fully com to (,"1 1v "t but 1f, 

in the or4in ry enee of a center of con eio n ., ha 

a unity and unlqu n a that.e c nnot 1 gine more com-

p1ete. The di tinotion betwe.n this and 11 ther cen-

tel' of con ~1ou ne a radically differ nt from the 

di tincti n b tween it pre nt and it. pa t. 

Th 100 en of his bo nndarle ofel., th mt.-

ing of the v ery d1 ttngul hing teatu e fit, an ab-

olutely l1n1qu , invtolable th t l' of con.elou n 8, 

aevel' d tarevoaably trom very oth r. 1 de rofe or 

Royce into further 1'1' r. '. re told that. ttwh n n • 

.xpr ion t pur~o8e ar uccel:i ful, th y 0 th 

,Iv a to t I'M ne c nt r& ot xpel'lence." h n. h 

• 4 why, h t enclows th e uoc 8 rul expres i ons of 

purp 8 with e11'-4 t rm1n1ng power? HGw do they b com 

"con.el u& purpo ea, having an lnn r unity", But more 

.,. 

, 
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b htn4. "It th y b com a a~ of their wn r lat1nn 

to th b01ute ••••• th y then •• define th it own live. 

aa Individually 19n1tlc nt. nd oon~e1vt their oa1 as 

th Ab olut.- But after 11 th1 explains nothing. 

You hav a 8 nf 1dea~ in th~ mind. which you oal1 

iour 1d a, but let a c rt in p rt of th bee e eOD-

8c10U of the!!' own unt tY,t and of theil'hr lat10n to the 

A 01 t ,and hold, you ha e • 1f, whoa "1" and 

• yft m n om.thing tb r t n your "1 M and ft y". Such 

a proc never takes place in any n'. brain a f r 

1 have v r heard, and that 1t can 't k place within ny 

f1 it. ln4iv1duality of ad1ft rent typ i a r tu1to 

• pt1on • A an illu8tratlon tr m th ' individual 

• our uthor y that wh n onee I b G a .. re th t 

y l1ttl tor nf w1111n i loa htn olut 

truth, I know lt • in 1nt nt tht 1 in t 

'w 1'14. B,t how did t t fo f w1111n b c !I for 
I f 

o't 1,111 It tht t , rally n 111u tr ttnn of the 

f , tt n f t If. it unt. to ayin ttl w 

an 1 'd1vidual. nd t ret re k -y elf 

i dlV1du 1-- noth r in t nee f 11 t1ng n if up 

Y t n his boot. T t hie,h 1s n t. now 

it it d t ly 1. On 0 nnot h lp f a11n th t 

t c nj l' r h g in l1pp n thin tnt t t. 
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Th d1 ell ion of th.. rel tion of the ab olut to 

the finif. w111 1 , little at1 factory a any part or 

the tr at. nt of th1' topi.. "Th d1v1n act wher by 

God wll1 your individuality to be what 1n purpoc. and 

m aning it 1 •• 1 Identioal with your individual will. 

and xi tnt xcept a. thu 1dent1~al.· This 

God to h Iple. D 8 • and make the Absolute a m 

gerie. of the wtl1a of all Indiv1dual.. There o.a.. to 

be a Go 111n the univer e. He 1 nn longer God of na-

tur. ina nature ton ie lIlad up ot c n.e1 U8 1nd1v1d-

uala. who •• wtl1s d t ~1ne the elv • Any tran c n-

dent wl11 relat-1ng tft th e individual • 1 expre ly 

4 nl.d. All that 1 left to the Ab nlut 1. .:; 
. number of w11l wh1ch the Ab olute 

.ternal con.c1ou8n s of an tnt1n1teAPo e 8. mer.ly 

the wt1ls of t1n1t individual. Bett a thousand tl ~ 

our temporal freedom, than th1 eternal 1mpot nc of the 

b ol..1Jte. 

TH MORAL ORDER AND THE PROBLEM OF EVIL. OUr author 

ha. told us that to seek an"th1ng bnt th~ Absolute 1 

1mp08 ,1ble. ae ee that he thereby at one give. gro~ 

tor the bjectlon that th re can th n be no tru moral 

ord r. Sin would be onl~ lin rance, the •• If .e king 

the Ab olute with imp rf at light. "Nay," rep11 Pro­

te or R yee, in .trect, • Ignoranoe 1. in .tter all, 

.In to 81n 1 con c10u 11 to t rg t an ought .hioh on 





air a y r co niz • All .in then 1 in a1n t the 

,light, by • tr choice to . b tn ttent1v tt the light 

alr yen." But th1 .40 ' not re ov th dlffioulty 

1n the 1 • t-- it k on tep. It make. 

the .oui whleh n •• ek Dothl but the .b olut., atill 

able d libel' tely t rej et th knowldge whloh it p 

e se ot the ay t Ab niute. To 1'«), 

t •• 01' ROYo vii i •• r al, though p rtial, con tttu nt 

in a p rf' ot .hol. Th obvlou. obj otlan to the whole 

being pertect wh n th part. ar evil. h an •• era br 

telling that 1n th1 whol v ry v11 mu.t b. at on' d 

for, If not by the a ent r po .1ble for it, then by 

om oth~r. But c t1n1t , b ing atone tor the vl1 

wrought by tin1 t b in.t If I tall h l't ot what I l j 

might b • oan I v r k up tn1. d fiot.ney, whioh mu t 

alw Y' b PI' nt 1n the t rn 1 whol of my lit t If 

anot~ r by 'hi own good d ed mak up for my vil 
~/. 

would not the world hay Ab tt r if It had ~ had tho 

am lood , d eds with no evil one to count rbalance 

th , Jrut if 0, the auppo edlr p rf at wor14 might 

hay be n b tt r"t h no. 1 not p rt(:ct. Full aton nt 

by th f1niti' th n, 1 not po. lble. ot .ton . nt by 

th ntintt no-tht t ald. But to my 

min. our author' d f1n1tlon of vii·! r 1cal1y -

) 





t ttv. 

f ct th t . 

I ~~ 
He t 11 u th t an v11.in g e n r 1. 1e om ~ 

. ta t:- m other tor 1 ts ju title t1on • 

and t hat tht obVlou ly appl1 to very tln1t tact. 

flnlt • But th1 1 to k v11 m tter of dt t-

nl • To th ·1tt r e b twe n a goo and a d 0 

b tween lib t chole of th right. nd a d liber-

ate aho! e of th , in o tal' a th y ve th 1.-

m ral C lute cl &410 1. Bu~ 

a c J'din t Pr oup only oh ce to cap 

fro evil 1. to c p r tin1tu •• I hav h th t 

whil he p ak ot ur et rnal conactou n • be 1 av 

tl I' tor it. It a tt t 11 • t t., ar hop 1 

1y n t Pn 111 V11. Th unlv r e de up ot fin1 

thl • t b evil 1n every p rt. Ah. but th wh 1e 

1 00. But' wh t t th t if .e nev p h v t d with 

th wh 1 , &1' tinit individual. vi to 
I 

finlte . individual • in f1h1t tlon t time. God 1 

00 • d 0 b n thl ,1 • whtl w re, and can b • 

o far PI' f or Royc h •• c 'n Gua of n th1 

ut 11. Incld ntal1y. th1 1 • dan r u 

d ctr1n. Our b t d 84. dift r from our wor t de d 

, 

niy 1n 4 gr • T mpora11y •• ar doom d t tern.1 ftn-

Stude. terna11Yt if are om hOW to get et~~ 1 00 

c10u n a • we ar . qu lly 0 rta1n f p ~r et10n. How 
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one .hall oonduct him 1t at ny On mo ent 1 . it no 

lasting importance. If n the oth r hand, I main-

tain, the difference between right and wrong 1 fun­

damenDa1, Professor Royoe's theodicy would be aaved, but 

at th exp n e of makin the Ab olute the container of 

intinite vile 

Profe or Royce' theo~y r qulr no lmprov ment 

In the world. The 0&1 1 no temporal tat ,but he 

U ot th whoa, .the elementa of whiCh in any C&6 , be-

ing finite, are vil. We are not Vi v n to~ard an> 

infinitely di tant pert at tate. All that th theory 

require. 1 an lnt1nit number ot finite e1 ent to 

make up the pert ct Whole. Good, bad, and ind1ft rent--

first b d and then good, or fir t ood and then b d, all 

dd up together into a perfeot whole. Granted progr 8 

in the 8 n • that finite goal are al. ya being r aehed, 

though there 1s r trogress1on a ell. that is no ugh. 

Thi i prog~e6 by pure addition. k 1 t infinite, 

and you g t n infinite total. An endles 8ucee8sion 
I 

Of thi v. ~ adulterer and murd rer , w1ll in the end 

give you a perf ct •• hol~ aa a ucoes ion of aint. 

A .utt1c1ent numb r ot bur Iarie. aummed up will ns r 

a •• 11 a nobl act f elt- aoritice • . Our author 

w uld doubtl. 6 . r pud1ate uch a conclusion with gr t 
) 

Vigor, but ,·, to my mind it 1 to tb1. oonelu ion that we 





are forced, if one we cantu 

,/1,5 
the ~rally vl1 with 

th purely finite • . 

OONOLUSION. 

hile I have devot ,d y attention,1n re.t me sure • 
. 

to those thing about Professor Royce' theories tro~ 

whloh I di ent, 1t MU t be added that 1n many 1n8tan~ 

oe8 my objection are rather to his methode than to hi. 

conclu tOri. Many ot the l .. tt r I h.artily aco pt, many 

more •••• unObjeotionable, and at least prObabl t till 

other are things which I at 1 aat ~OP8. But generally 
, 

Profe or Royoe ha not prov d tht.e things, not alto-

trom hi. own fault-- tor t of th m are unprovable. 

The great fund ment 1 vepitte are not matter for 
that i8 to ay, 

proof. The more fundamental they &1' tAth more the~ af-

fect the very ground upon which we atand t the more 1m­

po aibl 1s it to 8ubject them to 10g1ca1 demon tl'atlnn. 

The hi tory of over two thousand y a~8 of 
.. t:bJ 

philo ophy 

prove conolu 1vtly reason cannot 1.ad to 
4 

an ab olute 

conclu 10n tn regard to the concept upon wh1ch it mu t 

base it ope .. t10n • Iha~ philo ophy h 8 done is to de-
~ 

fine it problem and to ugge t po sible n were. The 
1\ 

I' die 11y oppo it. conclu inns to whioh philosoph 1'8 are 

atill I)om1ng ahow that their 'Olutton depend. and mu t 
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alwaY8 dep nd)upon faith. They b long to that 01 of 

thing of the truth of which, as we are told, .e may be 

ourselves conVinced, but oannot hope to convince other •• 




















