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EDITOR’S PREFACE.

TrE Lectures which I have undertaken to edit
were delivered to the students of Trinity College,
* Dublin, from the newly-instituted chair of Moral
Philosophy, of which Mr. W. Archer Butler was
the first occupant. In the interesting Memoir of
the Professor, written by his friends and literary
executor, the Rev. Thomas Woodward, and prefixed
to the volume of sermons published in 1849, we
are informed that this chair was first founded by
Dr. Lloyd the Provost in 1837, and that Mr. Butler
was appointed to fill it “immediately upon the ex-
piration of his Scholarship.” According to the data
furnished by his biographer, this honourable dis-
tinction must have been conferred upon him before
he had completed his twenty-sixth year, and it would
seem that he entered without delay upon the duties
~of his office, which he retained until his premature
death, which took place in 1848. The present Lec-
tures seem to have been delivered during the first
four years of his professorial life, as we may infer

from an interesting notice inserted in the Dubdlin
1% 5
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University Magazine for 1842, in which Lectures on
~ Aristotle (forming the last series in these volumes)
are expressly mentioned. Before that period, how-
ever, the Professor had ceased to write his Lectures
in extonso: for we are told that “in the Ethical
Lectures on which he was then” (1842) “engaged
he had abandoned the custom of 7reading his Dis-
courses.” It would seem to follow that his design
of writing a complete history of Philosophy was
never realized, and that the Lectures which have
been placed in my hands were, in fact, all that their
Author penned upon that subject. A large pile of
papers now in my keeping contains ample materials
for structures never completed, and furnishes strik-
ing evidence of Mr. Butler’s varied and profound
erudition.

In explanation of the delay which has taken
place in the publication of the finished Lectures, it
- may be well to state that the MS. remained in the
possession of Mr. Woodward (whose professional
engagements prevented him from undertaking the
labour of editing it) until some eighteen months
ago, when the present publishers purchased the
copyright from that gentleman. Having previously
- expressed a favourable opinion of some specimen
- Lectures which had been shown to me, (one of

which is annexed to the Memoir before referred
to,) and being further informed that no other Editor
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was forthcoming, I was induced to undertake the
task proposed to me, in the hope of stimulating the
interest in such studies, languid though it be and
intermittent, which does undoubtedly exist in this
country. I hoped, too, that the Lectures, after all
allowance had been made for a posthumous and
unfinished work, would tend to raise rather than
diminish the reputation of an Author whom, though
personally unknown to me, the masterly “Letters

‘on Development” had led me to rank among the

most gifted spirits of his generation. My task has
been rendered both more laborious and more inte-
resting by the fact that the references to original
writers, without which a history of Philosophy is
of little use to the student, were almost entirely
wanting in the MS. In the endeavour to trace
the authorities I have naturally been led to a closer
consideration of some of the Professor’s views,
which, in not a few instances, has induced me to
expand a reference into a note, and in some cases
to give my reasons for dissenting from the state-
ments in the text. With the text itself I have
meddled as little as might be, finding it difficult
to prune the redundancy without impairing the
force and impressiveness of the Author’s language.
Greater liberty has been used with the interspersed
translations, though even here I have mainly con-
fined myself to the tacit removal of inaccuracies by
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which the sehse was affected. These, it is fair to
say, were neither numerous nor very important;
for, though Mr. Butler did not pretend to the title
of an exact classical scholar, the philosophical
acumen of his mind has generally enabled him to
seize the true meaning of even the more recondite
works of Plato and Aristotle.

It is no part of an Editor’s duty to criticize post-
humous writings which are given to the world
partly on his own responsibility. He has a right,
however, to state how far that responsihility ex-
tends; and I say, therefore, without hesitation, that
the Lectures included in the Introductory Series
appeared to me unequal in merit to those that
follow, and that T wished to withhold them. They
~ were evidently hastily composed,—as in fact ap-
~pears from notices in the Author’s handwriting,—
and in some places they bear the appearance of
‘having been produced to meet a sudden demand.
‘Their rhetorical pomp of style, a meaning not always
definite in itself, and frequently obscured by the very
‘excess of illustration, the frequent repetitions, and,
above all, a certain wvacillation of judgment on
speculative questions, are faults which must strike
the intelligent reader, and which would, I am _per-
~ suaded, have been acknowledged by the accom-
plished Professor himself. I have consented to
~ edit them in deference to the opinion of persons
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better able than myself to estimate their probable
reception by the mass of readers, to many of whom,
it is thought, some of the characteristics in question
may prove attractive rather than repellent, while
those of maturer taste may be induced to tolerate
the style in consideration of the really fine vein of
thought and sentiment which it conceals.

Of the Lectures which follow, the most original
are those on Plato and the Platonists, which fill
nearly the whole of the second volume. They are,
unquestionably, as the Author informs us, “the re-
sult of patient and conscientious examination of the
original documents;” and they may be considered as
a perfectly independent contribution to our know-
ledge of the great master of Grecian wisdom. Of
the Dialectic and Physics of Plato they are the only
exposition at once accurate and popular with which
I am acquainted,—being more accurate than the
French and incomparably more popular than the
German treatises on those departments of the Pla-
tonic philosophy. The Author’s intimate familiarity
with the metaphysical writings of the last century,
and especially with the English and Scotch school of
psychologists, has enabled him to illustrate the
subtle speculations of which he treats in a manner
calculated to render them more intelligible to the
English mind than they can be made by writers
trained solely in the technicalities of modern
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German schools, or by those who disdain the use
of illustration altogether. To the Ethics and
Politics of Plato equal justice has not been done,
" but from notes which have come into my possession
I am inclined to think that this defect was in a great
measure supplied in the unwritten Lectures on Ethics
to which allusion has been made.

The brilliant Lecture on Neo-Platonism which
concludes the fourth series I make no apology for
publishing, though sensible that the subject has of
late received additional illustration. How much of
it came from secondary sources, and how much from
the fountain-head, it may be left to the curious to
investigate.

The three Lectures on Aristotle contain an able
analysis of the well-known though by no means
well-understood treatise, mept yvyds. They were
preceded by a discourse on the literary history of
the Philosopher and his writings, which, as the sub-
ject has been treated satisfactorily by others,® it
seemed on the whole better to omit. An unfinished
fifth Lecture on the Physics is omitted only because
- it is unfinished. It is a most promising commence-
ment of a detailed examination of the Aristotelian
theories of nature, which it is to be regretted that
Mr. Butler never completed.

o *Ag ‘by Professor Stahr in Dr. Smith’s Dictionary of Bio-
graphy, Mr. Blakesley in his Life of Aristotle, de.
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In composing his comparatively brief notices of
the earlier Grecian schools, the Author appears to
have made considerable use of the German histories
of Philosophy, especially that of Ritter. His esti-
mate of Socrates, on the other hand, evinces the
same independence of judgment and the same pre-
ference of original documents which mark his Lec-
tures on Plato, and, as far as they go, those on Aris-
totle also: but the subject is handled in a manner

" too slight and cursory for its importance. In the

notes I have endeavoured to direct the attention of
students to sources of more complete information.
The account of the minor Socratic sects, which
concludes the first volume, will be found valuable
by those University students who may wish to
understand the allusions to the tenets of those schools
or their founders with which the Platonic dialogues
abound. The Megarian doctrines are explained with
especial clearness, and the history of this succession
of Sophist-philosophers appears to me to be treated
with remarkable ability.

From these observations it will be seen that the
description of this work in the title-page needs some
qualification. The absence, for instance, of any ac-
count of the Stoics and Epicureans is a grave omis-
sion in a history of Philosophy. It would doubtless
have been supplied had the Author completed his
original design, for very copious collections for the
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purpose are to be found among his MSS. As the
Lectures stand they constitute a history of the Pla-
tonic Philosophy,—its seedtime, maturity, and de-
cay: and on such a work the very omission of the
collateral sects bestows a unity which it might not
otherwise have possessed. To the theologian the
importance of studying this philosophy is becoming
daily more apparent; and it is no slight honour to
the great Protestant University of Dublin to have
furnished the first or one of the first examples in
recent times of an upright and intelligent history
of Platonism written by an uncompromising de-
fender of the catholic truths as well as of the his-
torical evidences of Christianity.

I ought to add that the very complete Index
which will be found at the end of the Second
Volume has been prepared by my friend Mr. H.
MontaGu Butrer, Fellow of Trinity College, to

whom my best thanks are due.
W. H. T.

CauBRrIDGE, Dec. 12, 1855,
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~LECTURE L

ON THE SCIENCE OF MIND, OR PSYCHOLOGY.

(GENTLEMEN :—

In undertaking the important task of direct- Diffiultis
ing, or, at least, of stimulating, your studies ﬁc%ﬁm}
in the general philosophy of man, I am aware o Fuio-

that I appear before you in a character which

greater abilities than I can ever hope to manifest would
require courage to sustain. I enter alone and unarmed
(save, as I trust, by a love of truth and a simple desire of
diffusing it) upon a field of contest where some of the
mightiest intellectual leaders that the world has ever
known are now ouly known in their prostration,—a field
on which a new adventurer, however humble his preten-
sions, exposes himself therefore to the scorn of assailants
who would depreciate either his subject or himself; who
either believe that what Locke and Leibnitz failed to
discover must be undiscoverable, and therefore be lite-
rally non-existent in relation to the powers of man, or (by
what he admits to be a far more reasonable prejudice)
that difficulties which have baffled such sagacity as theirs
can scarcely have been reserved for his vision to pene-
trate. It is no misemployment of your time to occupy
some portion of it with a consideration of at least the
former of these prepossessions. To believe a subject
unworthy your attention is practically to disqualify you
from attending; and as long as the importance of any
. branch of knowledge, or the possibility of its attainment,

: L2% 17
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is questioned, the most laboured general statements of
its nature and bearing may expect to be received with
distrust or inaifference.

Of myself I shall say little. If I have commenced by
expressing my real sense of the peculiar difficulties and
responsibilities of the office I have ventured to under-
- take, it was less in order to attest my own feelings and to
solicit general indulgence (for to these things I trust it
would be almost superfluous to advert) than, by deepen-
ing your feelings of the importance of the subjects we
are met to discuss, to impress upon you, as hearers, the
part which it becomes you to perform in such a capacity.
and th It would little interest you to be told that your
et professor must, for the preseni, be content to
prtioden. come before you with the rapid results of brief
and disturbed reflection—the fragmentary speculations
of occasional leisure; and that with the defects of a
preparation so cursory not ke is to be charged, but the
circumstances of a calling before whose demands—ardu-

ous, constant, and imperative—even the duties of this

chair, urgent as they are, sink into comparative unimport-
~ance. - As little would it interest you to learn that the
‘grateful acknomledcrments which his feelings prompt to-
wards those who have placed him in it only augment the
diffidence under which he labours as to his powers of
~ justifying their choice; that, if he is relieved from the
hazards of a contrast with able predecessors, yet the very
fact that he is so relieved only serves to remind him how
- naturally it will be expected that a choice thus singular
- should be met by merits correspondingly unique ;—nay,
~ that, in the uunavoidable tendency of all hearers to com-
parisons, he is perhaps saved from such a contrast with a
line of immediate predecessors only to be contrasted With
the favourites of each hearer’s studies and experience,
with the philosophic ancestry of ages, with the congre-

gated luminaries of every country and every time. ,These '

"
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are considerations which, however momentous to your
lecturer, are of little moment to you. It would not, in-
deed, be judicious or warrantable to insist on them. To
enlarge on my own convictions of responsibility would be
to suppose that they could be questioned; to suggest to
you a spirit of indulgence would equally be to suppose
you in peril of forgetting what is assuredly the simplest,
and ought to be the least laborious, of human obligations.
Gentlemen, the matter becomes of more importance
when I pass from the Lecturer to his subject.
Let us then endeavour to define, before pro- 55
ceeding to any detailed investigations, What is }Zﬁ,’fé,d‘“
the subject we are to consider? What are its
claims upon your attention? What are the difficulties
or encouragements of the study? And what the regui-
sites for its profitable pursuit? Such considerations are,
indeed, better estimated at the close of a course than at
the commencement of it,—better appreciated as deduc-
tions from the student’s experience than as preliminaries
to it: yet even now they may tend, by exalting our con-
ceptions of the subject, to awaken—and, by defining its
aims, to direct—attention. This study, which involves
the logic of all other studies, has also a logic, and, I will
add, an ethic of its own. The general laws of all in-
quiry undergo some striking modifications in their appli-
cation to the study of man; and the moral habits which
are demanded in «all the researches of truth become pe-
culiarly tested in the management of this. I may per-
haps, then, indulge the hope, that the few preliminary
investigations which I purpose to premise, may in some
measure serve as the same rapid education for this philo-
sophy which this philosophy itself is for universal science.
During some seven or eight Lectures of the present
term it is my intention to discuss these preparatory
topics. For the sTYLE in which the discussion may be
conducted perhaps the best mode of securing your indul-
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gence would be to explain its purpose. That purpose is
determined by the capabilities of the machinery which is
put into my hands to work. There are two ways by
which the thoughts and feelings of a single mind may be
made the thoughts and feelings of many :—by writing and
by speech. Now, though writing be only a series of signs
of speech, it possesses one great and exclusive advantage
 —its parts are not merely successive in one sense, but
coexistent in another: and hence, any point of a writien
argument may be reproduced at pleasure in all its origi-
~ nal vividness, while no point of a spoken communication
is capable of reappearance except in the fainter form of
remembrance, —every such exertion of remembrance
being not only a withdrawal of attention from the pre-
sent, (which the written document also requires,) but a
positive and irrecoverable loss of whatever the present
may be conveying, (which the written document preserves
for inspection.) This distinction, then, at once establishes
the difference of object in establishing the difference of
capabilities between the book and the lecture. In books
we address the thoughtful reflection of the solitary stu-
~ dent in language suitable to the peculiar advantages

~which books alone possess,—that of enabling him to go
‘back upon his progress, to count its steps, and (if atten-
tion ever flags, or the difficulty of the argument require
- it) to bring up his arrears without any present loss. The
necessary deficiency of oral instruction ought (as I con-
- ceive) to make its object in a great measure different, and
its style altogether so. The one case of the experimental
sciences excepted, its true utility will ever be less the
- communication of new and profound truth, if that truth
- require a long course of reasoning, than the pxodugtion '
‘of an interest, the creation of a taste, the stimulus given
to the cireulation of thought. You w111 understand, then,
that my purpose will be not merely to deliver truth, but
= also by any means that occur fo ‘me to make it generally




LECT. I.] The Science of Mind. 21

acceptable; and I request, once for all, that the execu-
tion may be measured by the declared object,—an object
which makes the endeavour to interest your fancy and
your feelings as real and necessary a part of my duty as
the direct communication of truth itself.

The subject of Mental Philosophy may be considered
in two lights, and approached by two correspond-
. . . . Mental
ing roads of access ;—it may be regarded as it is Dritowoply
the beginning, or as it is the end, of all human garded in
studies. These two opposite yet harmonizing
aspects of the subject we will now consider at some
length. Contrasted in their nature and of very different
degrees of practical utility, they nevertheless serve to
reflect on each other a reciprocal illumination which dis-
tinguishes each by enlightening both.

I. Setting out from THE MIND ITSELF, as the great re-
ceptacle at once and instrument, both of know-

.. . . The in-
ledge and of activity, we may consider it as the guirer may
o v . N set out from
sole original substance of all the diversified temind -

phenomena of the intellectual and the voluntary o

the consi-

life. We may regard science and action as its deration of

its laws
remote product and creature; or rather we may ondfocu-

neglect the product in the process of production. %:i‘f]é%zr
In this view of the relation of things, the human

soul is contemplated as the starting-point, not as the
goal, of knowledge,—as its initial requisite, not as its
final attainment. The mind is regarded as a simple
nature, which, while preserving a perpetual identity with
itself, evolves from its own essence (of course under
certain exterior conditions) all the varieties of scientific
truth. Placed in apposition with external nature, it
begins to labour upon all around it by its own inherent
and mysterious activity: mingling itself with nature, it
transforms and assimilates it to its own likeness,—and
the result is, a mechanical system of the universe, a
‘system of quantitative science or mathematics, a system
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“of opties or acoustics, a system (when, among the num-
ber of its evolutions, in a manner externalizing its own
nature, the machine, at once engine and material, la-
bours on itself) of intellectual and moral principles! In
like manner (in continuance of this view of the Mind
and its Philosophy) the Imagination and the Emotions are
considered to simply reveal themselves in the creation of
Poetry: the world of Nature, which, by the agency of
Reason, was just now elevated to the dignity of a sci-
entific order, is now, by this portion of the same versatile
essence, either employed—its positions and relations
being altered—as the material of new structures, or—re-
maining itself unaltered—becomes charged with all the
emotions of the mind itself; thus giving occasion, as we
shall hereafter see, to the two great divisions of the
poetical genius and its manifestations. From generation
to generation this varied activity, in all its different
directions and intensities, goes on unabated; until at
length it reaches its existing point, (whatever that may
be,) and all that is, at this hour, registered in books, as
well as all that has been but inwardly conjectured—the
verified discoveries and the faint suspicions of philo-

sophy, the recorded visions of poetry, and the unrecorded
but incessant poetry of hope and remembrance in every
age,—all are only the different attitudes assumed by this
one unchanged yet ever-changing essence.

In this view, then, Gentlemen, the Philosophy of the
Mind is to be regarded as the first step of science; be-
cause it is the observation and theory of that without
which science cannot exist. In the logical 1elat1onsh1p
of the sciences it holds this position; and in this view
unquestlonably its study would a,etually be the first
‘undertaken by a Being of a superior world descendlntr
to contemplate and scrutinize the attainments of ours.
Let me illustrate a thought which may illustrate others.

Let us imagine (imaginary suppositions are admissible
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~ in scientific discussions when they enter not as hypothe-
ses for the reason, but as pictures for the fancy) a Being
possessing such enlargement of capacity as to command
in his sensitive and intellectual scope a vast range of the
habitable worlds of the universe; and enabled, by con-
centrating attention, to study any particular individual
of the splendid group, even as we are able to fix atten-
tion upon a single field in an expanded landscape. That
gsuch a conception is not without plausibility sufficient
for its purpose, those will concede who remember that
we ourselves actually stand in a very similar relation to
. the little worlds of animated nature which the microscope’
can discover in every drop of water. Such a Being as I
have supposed, philosophizing upon worlds, would pro-
bably deem no object more worthy of immediate in-
vestigation than the several proportions of knowledge
attainable by each of these divisions of the intelligent
universe. But such a study, if conducted as we study
the literary history of countries, would be a tedious, un-
certain, and, to the gifted spirit we are accompanying, a
superfluous process. He enters upon the special investi-
gation of each with a wide general induction formed
from all. Such a Being, already informed, by contem-
plating his gigantic scheme of analogy, of the several
degrees and capacities of intellect, would have already
learned to pronounce on their relative possibilities of at-
tainment. His sole or chief inquisition would be into the
psychology of each nation of intelligences ; and in its psy-
chology he would see, in a manner, its whole attainments
involved. Each species of intellects would of course labour
upon the field of external knowledge exposed to its view,
and the actual acquirements would vary as it varied; but
yet the laws and the limits of investigation, as general
formulas, should be sought in the respective psycholo-
gies alone. To confirm the truth of this representation
we might ask whether in this world of ours, where the
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field of knowledge is the same to so many species of
animals, the sphere of attainment is not invariably de-
termined by the mental elevation. Knowledge is the
product of Mind into Nature; and where one element
remains the same, the knowledge evolved will be di-
rectly as the other. If then such a Being as we have
been supposing were to fix his curiosity upon our world,

~ the volumes he would first open in order to collect the

general outlines of his information would be—not the
records of our academies of science, not the physics of
Newton nor the mathematics of Lagrange, brilliant but

partial glimpses of our Reason—mnor yet the endless

tomes of our poetry and romance, a still more circuitous
path to his purpose,—but (if he could find any to be
trusted) the simple catalogue of our common faculties, in

which he would see potentially present (to adopt the scho-

lastic distinction) every truth that Reason ever mastered,
and every image that fancy ever unveiled to the poetical
idolatry of mankind.

II. But though it be conceivable that the philosophy
of the human mind might present itself in this
or Mew
Bty 1ts logical priority as the first and principal
may be the
lastarrived object of speculation to the reason of a compre-
* hensive observer, there is also another and a
very different path by which the same great subject may
enter the field of thought. If in the method just de-
seribed it be assumed as the first, it may also be arrived
at as the last term of science. While the accomplished
observer we have imagined, comprehending from the
eminences of a higher intelligence a compass of prospect

~denied to man, might demand it as the simple_ pre-

requisite for all h1s general conclusions as to man’s
susceptibilities of knowledge and of power; it reveals
itself to the humbler facultles of man himself only at

the close of a Iong course of researcheé Let us

- e e e L A -
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pursue the steps of the discovery,—the true mstoricar

genesis of
genesis of philosophy. If your guide on the Puoswhy.
way shall appear to deviate from his object, he will
trust to your candour not to decide until you are in a
position to compare the point of attainment with the
direction of the journey. As the mind is first aroused to
consciousness by sensation, it continues for a long period
to maintain the direction it has originally 1ece1\ed
and the understanding is the last thing understood by
itself. ~Solicited by necessity, and then aroused by
wonder, and then stimulated by curiosity, and then per-
haps rewmded by unexpected discovery, the faculties ave
at first wholly engaged by the vivid and ex- o

an’s fa-

citing world around them That the infancy of i jirs
science resembles in this respect the infancy of U suwara
nature seems to be a fact unquestioned by all its
judicious historians; and the exceptions, to which we
may hereafter refer, will be seen not to disturb the real
sovereignty of the principle. The world is all to man at
first; he forgets that in truth he is-all to the world! The
soul, essentially a foreigner in the earthly sphere of sense,
may at least be permitted to indulge the curiosity of a
foreigner also. Were I appointed to plead its cause in-
stead of to investigate its history, I might remind you on
its behalf, that among its earliest developments of scien-
tific energy have been those which seem to beat against
the outer wall of its dwelling; and that astronomy, the
science of the remotest realms of the sensible universe,
has preceded the classification of earths and the systems
of vegetable and animal nature. The stars which seem
to glitter on the confines of the world of sight are the
earliest objects of its contemplation; and the adoration
that at length mistakes them for their Maker is but the
melancholy resource of an imagination exhausted in the
effort to pass beyond them! May we not say of the soul

at this crisis of its history, that just so a prisoner confined
Vou. 1. 3
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for a time in a narrow cell, at first eagerly assails the
outer door of his gloomy abode, watches each sparkle of
light that seems to gleam from without through its cre-
vices, and at last—finding all unavailing—retires with a
sigh to the corner of his dungeon, and, as his eyes con-
tract to their situation, becomes by degrees reconciled to
the darkness?

To continue the history of intellectual development,—
cursorily, because only with a view to after-conclusions,
—ifrom observations of outward nature more or less ac-
curately collected and disposed in a rude symmetry, the
mind frames its first hasty edifices of natural science;
edifices destined themselves to be but the materials or
the scaffolding of a future and better architec-
sep—rdla- ture. Circumstances probably of casual utility
Space. . first suggest the important abstraction, by which,
neglecting the particularities of material things,
it regards them as all existing in place, and as admitting
accurate admeasurement of their mutual distances; and
then as existing in space, and capable of measurement in
their three dimensions. The conceptions of space and
figure as an object of science being once obtained, they
are not likely to remain unfruitful; more especially as
demanding no further aid from sensible observation these
abstractions meet the favourite tendencies of the medita-
tive genius. Hence originate the mathematical sciences,
the unparticipated creation, and thence the chief glory
of human reason; sciences in which the infinite variety
of relations secures perpetual novelty; and in which the
‘elementary simplicity of the notions which these rela-
~ tions modify entails on all their consequences their own
incomparable distinctness. Happy, if born out of physi-
cal necessities as to their historical use, and ‘out of
sensible perceptions as their metaphysical condition,
these daring sciences had not too long abandoned their
humble parents; until, at perhaps the greatest era of
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human reason, under the guidance of modern genius,
the brilliant wanderer (who in the last flights of the
~ Alexandrian school had, under the auspices of Proclus
and his followers, almost disappeared in the densest
clouds of metaphysical speculation) was once more re-
claimed, deductive sagacity restored to inductive ob-
servation, the abstractions of pure space once more
bound to their physical concretes, and the soul and
body of natural science united in one immortal frame.
Now, Gentlemen, observe to what point we have fol-
lowed the progresses of the scientific genius; and observe
also at what point the limits of these double energies of
observation and reasoning already appear to be Limits of
inexorably set. For it is one of the paradoxes matiemat:
of the human mind, that amongst its earliest
efforts it reaches its furthest limits; the geometry of a

school-boy is conversant with subjects that the geometry ~

of Laplace cannot overpass. The early mind has not in-
deed explored the immeasurable riches of the intervening
country; but nevertheless it has truly reached its bound-
aries! In physical inquiry we perceive that our primi-
tive investigator has observed the constant successions
of many phenomena, and has imagined much, doubtless,
that he has not observed. In Mathematics he has de-
tected many relations of figures, and found them to be
different aspects of the same extensions; many relations
of numbers, and found them to be different expressions
for the same number. For some time, doubtless, the
pursuit of knowledge is so ardent that the pursuer is
lost in his object; and the object, diffusing and enlarging
to the view, seems itself to comprehend all things. The
very confusion of the vast and shifting prospect dazzles
and bewilders, but fixes and fascinates, the eye. The
mind is not yet worthy of a philosophy! Xven if a mo-
ment’s reflection were at this time to revert from the ex-
tent of the prospect to the structure of the intellectual

i
]
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organ that beholds it, and in a relative sense creates
what it beholds, we can easily imagine that the result,
disclosing so much weakness with so much strength,
would at first appear humiliating and repulsive. Ad-
mitted to a glimpse of the interior of the temple of
nature, the early naturalist stands at the portals, asto-
nished by its vastness, and appalled (as yet) by its myste-
rious gloom: far from suspecting that he is himself the
noblest object in the edifice, he only aspires timidly to
borrow respect from his position, not to confer it, to lose
his petty individuality in the immensity of things, and
become, in a manner, a portion of all around him.
Gentlemen, long before the achievements of inductive
science had illustrated the mind itself with the very
light it was casting upon nature, there was a higher
philosophical accuracy in the inspired computation of
the Psalmist. If ke, in his early astronomy, ¢ considers
the heavens, the work of the fingers” of God, and asks,
“What is man,” that he can become an object of affec-
tion and care to the Architect of a universe, it is not
~that he may place man below these splendid but
inanimate structures; his argument—prophetical purport
‘apart—is not directed to sink man below nature but
to exalt God above man and nature. Setting the
human reason far beneath that divine reason which
~formed it and all things, he argues the beneficence of
the Godhead in affirming the elevation of man, and
glorifies the Author of Nature in exalting its interpreter.
“Thou madest him to have dominion over the works
of thy hands; thou bast put all things under his feet!”

But, Gentlemen, that recoil from the outward to the
inward world which man, of his own definite will, might
- perhaps remain forever without effecting, (similar to
that reverse passage from the inward to the outward,
which a great French metaphysical critic of the last
century—and I perfectly agree with him—has called
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an instinet “plus sfir que la raison m&me,—4 franchir”,))
this retreat of the observer upon himself is at last
effected by the spontaneous course of reason. May I
here request your special attention to a train of obser-
vation which will reward the very small exertion it
requires?

It may be conceived that in the mind of some saga-
clous and ample genius, a review is held of all its actual
attainments. I am, for the sake of distinctness and
brevity, aseribing to a single mind what, you will readily
apprehend, is, in point of fact, the gradual process and
combined result of many minds. At first, perhaps, such
2 mind reflects upon that portion of its knowledge which
holds the pre-eminence in utility and in accuracy,—its
knowledge of the mutual distances and positions of
material objects, its various devices for ascertaining
them, for measuring their size, and computing their
numbers. These reflections from their very nature have
concern with abstract magnitude, being independent of
all varieties of sensible structure. By an easy process
of successive analysis the mind of our reflector passes
from results to elements, from propositions proved to
those definitions which, as geometrical data, state the
simplest conceptions and combinations of figure, or, as
names of numbers, the infinite variety of repeated units.
The inquirer pauses. Can the human mind advance no
further? Gentlemen, the geometrician can advance no
further. The science of related magnitudes is arrived
at the limits of its dominion. Reduced to its

v ., . . . . The math

definitions, it resigns its office; content with matician
bl > 3 ;

. N o . , . can give no

investigating the relations of extensions and acconnt o
. . . . . he Jfun:
numbers, it relinquishes to a superior authority metilal 3
. . . - . U .el.. 0

the presiding ideas of extension and number /s science

Erlension

themselves ! and Num-

Perplexed by this unexpected iimita’cion, the

mind we are accompanying next perhaps recurs to its
3%




30 On the History of Philosophy. [INTROD.

Timate  acquirements in the science of the mutual

acts of . R -
ﬁhysmz action and individual structure of bodies

iﬁ%}}% themselves. Here, at least, with all plain
physical in- and palpable to the senses, it may hope to
escape those humbling repulses which checked

its former course. Event follows after event, and body
is bound to body with a definiteness and precision which
leaves nothing in mystery. Clearer eyes, and an ampler
field of vision, might perhaps be desirable; but scarcely
a clearer or an ampler judgment. Yet stay!
Event follows event: does this indeed involve
no subject of speculation apart from the sensible fact?
Is there no relation here detected which physical science
cannot explain, because physical science presupposes it?
Not only this, but the same event follows the same
event. JIs there no new relation inserted here which the
science of nature is not to anatomize as its subject, but
to revere as its parent? As the inquirer advances the
prospect thickens and darkens on his view. This piece
of marble, thus compact and ponderous, may, under
percussion, resolve into dust. What is it that now
- retains these atoms of dust in union? and what is it
that annihilates the union, and for a massive whole pre-

:  sents a heap of severed particles? An obvious
Fowand  analogy calls the agent Force. And what is

force? Shall we style it the unknown cause

of equilibrium and of motion? What then is @ Cause2

How has the relation arisen? And how is it thus

inextricably involved in every exertion of force? If

this mass be subject to such laws, the world, nay, the

universe, is but a large mass; and if this body require a

cause to bind and to loose it, the universe itself
must require a cause. Where then, in" what
reservoir, shall we deposit this great original fountain

~of causation? But more still; it appears that this same
body, unbound by its proper forces, will dissolve in

Sequence.

First Cause.
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sunder,—unsupported, will fall to the earth. "As the one
arises from the excess of a superior force, so, doubtless,
does the other. It seems then that the natural
tendency of force is to produce Motion. Motion pisig
is a succession of events, and, like all succes- o
- sions, presupposes that relation of time which we ap-
proached so unavailingly before. But it sup-
poses another element; it is evolved in Space; i
that is, it exists in that elementary nature g‘;“cg‘f’;f
or notion, which in our former mathematical oy m®
researches we were obliged to surrender as the o sender
appanage of a higher and mightier science. o accoutt
Such, Gentlemen, we may imagine to be the baffled
speculations of the inquiring student of material nature
at the close of his researches. Thus it is that,
by slow degrees, and through the steady path mind#
of analysis, the mind is half won to itself from &/ from
the world of external appearances. But even
yet, perhaps, it is not prepared for that happy and
systematic view of things which can alone reduce to
light and order this vague and heaving chaos. Ab-
sorbed in that thoughtful reverie which such concep-
tions of the profoundest mysteries of nature are so apt
to produce, we may represent the mind as now sinking
back upon itself in the very attitude which withdraws it
from the contemplation and influence of external things.
The supposition is perfectly consonant to truth. The
great fundamental notions which I have men- g0 sime,
tioned,* space, time, causation, and so forth, Z’(’;tff;f,‘,‘%ii,
wniermeal-

are in fact the main conduits between the inner atepice be
. atween the
and the outer worlds; appearing to belong suljctiv:
and olyjece

almost equally to both, they form the portals e

% [“The idea of space seems interposed between the two great
worlds of matter and mind, belonging to both and neither. ”—-Author £
MSS. Ev.]
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by which the mind enters upon nature, or retreats
from nature into its own more wondrous depths. Our
reflector, then, leaving these notions as they exist in
the independent reality of the world and its Author,
for the same notions as they exist in the perceiving mind
of man, has already opened to himself the gates of
psychological investigation. He summons the mind
before the tribunal of its own reason; and expanding
in the faithful mirror of memory all or much of its past
experience, he awakes to a truth, which, however ob-
vious when expressed, no one possessing the slightest
philosophical genius ever yet perceived for the jirs/ time
in all its force without an emotion of admiration. He
The i begins to perceive all that knowledge of out-
guirer o, ward nature which he had been accustomed to
Feas regard as wholly terminating in its material
cttet objects,—as a something appertaining to the
stars, the fire, the waters, or whatever else was his sub-
ject of physical inquiry,—itself silently taking its place
as a part of a long train of his habitual thoughts and
feelings. Not only are his conceptions of moral duty,
law, and propriety, beings of the mind, but all the
variety of sciences are the secretions of the faculties.

‘He learns that for all which is added to sensible im-

pressions, which, exclusively of remembrance and com-
parison, could not raise the impressed being to a higher
rank than that of the meanest vegetable, he is solely
indebted to the incessant activity of the invisible prin-
ciple within him; that the mind invests the world with

_ the intellectual chains of its own laws aund
mindre relations, as it invests it with colours; and that,
it o if all which the mind does for the world
i could be abstracted from all which the world
does for the mind, the result would be the same as if
the reader of some splendid work of philosophy or
fiction, a Principia or an Iliad, were in the midst of
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his sympathizing enthusiasm to be struck with total
fatuity, and suddenly sink to beholding an unmeaning
succession of black characters upon a white surface,
instead of that glorious array of visions or speculations

‘which the volume—Ilike the world around it—in merely

suggesting by previous mental laws, seemed itself actu-
ally to contain and produce !

Thus, Gentlemen, by faithfully following the course
of a consecutive analysis, I have brought you to the
same final point from which our philosopher of a higher
world was enabled to set out. You now perceive how
it is that the investigator of the external world learns at
last to discover both (to adopt a Kantean expression)
the “receptivity” and the modifying agency of his own
mind; how he finds that to every branch of human
knowledge, both as to its material and its pro-

. . . . Pri
cess of growth, there is a definite limit beyond Fospi,
. . . to which all
which it cannot pass, and at which every sub- spcia

sciences ne

ordinate science yields up all further authority cesseriy

. . lead up.
to the primary philosophy; and how each
separate species of rational inquiry by successive resolu-
tions into its components, attenuated, as it were, to its
elements, is bound to disappear into this one first, last,
and all-comprehending science. Thus is the mind to
knowledge what the prima materia of the schoolmen
was to the sensible world, the single substance of all its
phenomena; and thus a perfect theory of the mind
would be analogous (though distantly indeed) to what
the coveted ‘“science of substances” was imagined to

- be, as compared with the ordinary natural philosophy of

observed qualities. It teaches not indeed, as that mis-
taken and impossible science was expected to do, to
determine, & priori, all the powers and susceptibilities

of bodies; but even in its present state it can and

does determine, & priori, what is the course of reason-

~ ing adapted to any possible subject, and what are the

.
A }
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last necessary limits of discovery in any possible pur-

suit.
: Of all these illustrations, which of course you
" This Plilo-

soply de- Wil understand to be intended only as such,

i the high and noble purport is, the following
simple but magnificent generalization, that there is a
- philosophy which is to every specific philosophy what
that specific philosophy is to the individual objects of
its classifications, that the sciences which theorize the
world may be themselves theorized, that the subjects
of their inquiry and the relations whose endless varieties
they detect may be themselves resolved into classes of
subjects and classes of relations, that these clusses of
~ subjects and relations are themselves again amenable
 to one grand final classification, as the attributes of a
- single permanent substance. Gentlemen, that substance

¥ is the mind of man, and rtHAT philosophy is the philo-

~sophy of the human mind!
I trust that now you will have perceived the
Broost na MiUtAl bearing of the two directions in which

s L told you our philosophy might be approached.

ek You will have perceived that the one method,
peri  beginning with the analysis of the mind, de-

rives all the sciences from ¢; that the other,
beginning with the sciences, derives the philosophy of
mind from all of them: that the one proceeds from the
centre to the circumference, the other from the circum-
ference to the centre: that the one discovers every thing
in the mind; the other, the mind in every thing. And
it may be necessary to add, that you can easily infer,
bhow unlikely to be chosen, in the actual history of
: human learning, as well as how unwise and
f’:sf,f;;'};e preposterous for a being formed as man is
Gebsennd  formed, would be that former mode of syntheti-

cal inquiry which, from a prior enumeration of

all the faculties of the mind, would conclude as to all



LECT. L] The Science of Mind. 35

the varieties of its development, and all its possibilities
of acquisition ; how impossible is any synthesis which is
not preceded by some analysis; how certainly such a
speculation, if undertaken by man, would be based on
an inadequale enumeration; and how, therefore, in its
full extent, it must be left to those superior intelligences
‘whom I have instanced as employing it, and who may
be supposed (fortified by a vast previous experience in
the natural history of minds) to detect, with one glance
at the world and its interpreter man, the scope of his
reason in its application to his scene. It is indeed a
fortunate adaptation of that presiding wisdom which
rules the growth of the world’s reason as it does that of
an individual, that that philosophy, which, as I have
shown you, is the law of laws, the classification of
classifications, the ultimate term of science, should for
the most part be evolved in its due place: net appear-
ing, as an inductive philosophy, until the reason of man
has sufficiently acted itself out in nature to display the
diversity of subjects and relations which the theory of
the mind undertakes to reduce to system.

But though assuredly I would not presume to offer to
this age and audience any discussion of the theory of
mind which was not essentially analytical, I have, on the
present occasion, sketched its synthetical aspect likewise,
because I am not now considering the method of prose-
cuting the subject, but the subject itself; and this double
view of the science of thought, as the beginning and the
end of human studies, is eminently calculated, by con-
trasted lights, to hold the subject in a strong and steady
illumination. Showing you that it is at once the science
of which all others are cases, and the residual science
whi¢h remains when all others are subtracted; it
evinces, by combining both views, that you cannot
pitch upon any spot, whether public or secluded, in
the vast territory of human knowledge, at which you
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will not find yourselves at the same point, moving o
and moving from this philosophy, while in the very
process of the motion you are practically developing
its truths.

The first- conclusion to be drawn from this
Practical  dominant character, which thus forms the prero-

influence

gl gative of the metaphysical philosophy, is all-
mephy  but expressed in the very statement of the

fact. It is a topic which we shall have here-
after to resume, but which I think it well, for purposes
of immediate use, to anticipate in some degree in this
place. I allude to the practical influence which our
views of the principles of this science must exert over
the progress of every other. Cultivated as the sciences
now are, by separate detachments of labourers, this in-
fluence, I admit, becomes less prominent and percep-
tible; men are more engaged with the details, and less
with the principles; the same hands are seldom busy
at both; and I am not so bigoted to my own pursuits
as not cordially to join in felicitating the world upon
the change. It is the result and it is the cause of the
multiplication of knowledge. I rejoice in the indica-
tion which such divisions and subordinations of labour
afford ; that the intellectual manufacture is thriving, and
that the enlightened tastes of the age keep the market
in perpetual demand. When I speak of the influences
of this more abstract philosophy over the sciences, I
surely do not desire that the influence should be so
unnaturally aggravated as to consume those subject-
sciences it sways; that the government should be in-
creased until it should have nothing to govern, and
supremacy expire in its own completion! No, Gentle-
men; the reciprocal security of physical and metiphy-
gical science is in their constant union and parallel
motion ;—the direct grasp of the one and the compre-
bensive scope of the other make them the hands and the
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eye of philosophy; and they should consent and harmo-
nize, and mutually impart instruction, as you will here~
after learn that these organs do! And, however I may
¢ magnify my office,” I will freely concede that I know
no period of philosophical history so deplorable
as that long and gloomy one (the scholastic
ages) in which men, forgetting the practical developments

Schoolmen.

of reason in the frivolous sophistry which they mistook

for an effective study of reason’s naiure and propertics,
considered that they had done their duty as leaders of
the public intellect when, by the toil of years, they had
succeeded in adding a new page of verbal combinations
to the barren folios of their fathers, and in contributing
by the everlasting “Distinguo” a new illustration of the
almost .infinite divisibility of human thought! I will
go further, and add, that a period not wholly

unworthy of rivalling it in this industrious Sient
perversion of the course of inquiry, and over-

weening  estimate of purely metaphysical deduction,
was that succeeding age, the earlier part of the seven-
teenth century, which, with transcendent merits of its
own, had not escaped the inheritance of its predecessor’s
errors,—an age in which the ambition of each illustrious
thinker to assume the sole throne of the newly-emanci-
pated mind of Europe urged each to attempt embracing
the whole circle of knowledge, and to reject all assist-
ance either of preceding or contemporary genius, and in
which, as an inevitable consequence, there being actually
no time for the tardy process of inductive collection, the
metaphysics of the philosopher almost invariably deter-
mined his entire scheme of physical doctrine.
Who could imagine that the question of free-
will 4t one period has been intimately concerned in the
question of a vacuum,—and, more marvellous still, the

Leibmitz,

- moral character of the Deity involved in the phenomena
of elasticity! The long line of inference which c¢on-

Vor. L. 4
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nected in logical consequence these antipodes of the
“world of thought was not drawn, Gentlemen, in the
brain of some dreaming schoolman; it existed in a
mind which no learned institution should hear even
censured without a reserve of respect and admiration,—
e the mind of Godfrey Leibnitz.! But, while I
meiaphy-  malke these concessions, and admit of the scho-

sics too ex-
Guetves . lastic ages that their metaphysics were too

Cartesian

twarte s exclusive, and of the Cartesian age that its
anblious. metaphysics were too intrusive and arbitrary,
I cannot admit that in our own age they ought to be,
or can be, without influence upon the progress of na-
tural science. Whether in constituting and fixing the’
vast and massive base of all knowledge; by furnishing
and illustrating the primary notions of geometry, or the
science of space and figure, of algebra, or the science of
pure magnitude, of mechanics, or the science of force,
of chemistry, in its thousand provinces, as the science
of material structure, in exhibiting with constancy and
rigour the rules by which alone the edifice can be durably
raised, or in tracing the limits beyond which it is not
given to any human power to extend it, it would be
Lyieuna  preposterous to deny that the metaphysical and

ssofan Jogical principles of an age must act upon its
age must K : P . .

ot s direct scientific labours, inasmuch as those prin-
ubours:  ciples, reduced to a systematic form, are not

only the very essence of its knowledge, but, in a

1[I am unable to cite any passage from Leibnitz which exactly
corresponds to either of the notions here attributed to him. In his
Letters to Clarke (Postseript to Letter IV.) he objects to the doctrine
‘of a vacuum, that it derogates from the Divine Perfection; and in the
Confessio Naturce (an early work) he mentions elasticity as one among
“the properties of bodies which demonstrate the existence of an incox-
poreal principle. See also his proof of Immortality, fbid. I suspect
Professor Butler to have had one or both these places in view; but to
have written from memory. Ebp.]
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manner, the authorized exponent and representative
of the public judgment, deliberately issued, upon its
own intellectual subjects, progress, character, purpose,
and destinies. As the reason of man influences ;.. 4o
his will, so does the mental philosophy (which 2% e
is the collective judgment) of a people influence Smiusd
and guide its scientific activity ; and as the one “**
influence in innumerable cases occurs without any im-
mediate reference to any settled or systematic theory
of conduect, so also that secret but important directive
light, which I may term the latent metaphysic of an age,
may operate irresistibly and incessantly, without having
“its source, its mode, or its power, detected. That such
influences—the invisible electricity of the whole s
body of science—do exist, those indeed only can a'gzlzdfi;tzfz%
deny who deny that the subjects of all inguiry gl

sical:

are ultimately metaphysical subjects, and that rules of in-
the rules of all inquiry are ultimately logical matdy i
rules; a statement, the latter member of which ,
would be to contradict an unquestioned definition, and
the former of which, even considered not as a matter of
definition, but of fact, I trust you will be in no danger
of admitting, after the combined synthetical and analy-
tical investigation of the subject of the philosophy of the
mind which I have had the honour of presenting to your
-acceptance upon this day.

Gentlemen, upon our next day of meeting I propose,
after extending the analytical discovery of this philo-
sophy through its other departments, as poetry, history,
and our personal experience, to attempt exhibiting to
you the primary division of the subject; a division in
which, as I shall feel obliged to depart very widely from
the philosophy now popular in these countries, I fear
I shall have even more reason to require your indulgence
than I have had upon the present occasion. '




G'ENTLEMEN :— ,
Our last meeting in this place was occupied with
a general preliminary account of the nature of our sub-
ject,—an account not certainly so distinct and luminous
as I trust you will have formed for your own use at’
the close of our researches, but serving sufficiently as
an introductory and temporary guide,—an outline map
which you will hereafter fill and colour for yourselves.
In a case like this, we must in some measure anticipate
what is to come, while we cannot take full advantage
of it; we must borrow from the future to illustrate the
present, while yet to borrow much would be only to
obscure it; and in attempting the preliminary ¢ abscissio
infiniti” which is necessary to the methodical delivery
of every course of doctrine, it is often hard to avoid
for a while condemning our hearers to that perplexed
suspense in which it is so much easier to pronounce
what a subject is not than to define what it is. The
exposition of every philosophical subject must, at first
and for a time, repose upon the future which is after-
wards to repose upon it; content with that fwilight illu-
mination whose light is uncertain because reflected from
a sun not yet arisen.
R You will remember, Gentlemen, that I at-
arrdd ai tfampted to. show you by what processes deduc-
going "Ze - tive and inductive the great and dominant
science of sensibility, intelligence, emotion, and
action, is arrived at; how it is assumed at the begin-
40
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ning or detected at the end of the long and labyrinthine
Journey of scientific speculation. It is, as I evinced,
the prime or the wltimale science; the mystic fountain
of all the streams of knowledge, or the ocean as mys-
terious in which their waters are lost. More especially
I insisted upon the latter of these views,—the pyummy
view which is best adapted to an assembly of ¥ 4e
restricted and fallible human intellects,—show-
ing you how in constructing the philosophy of man
we achieve for all science the same lofty generalization
which the sciences themselves achieve for their own
réspective objects; how the same resemblance or iden-
tity of qualities which they apprehend in the multitude
of different instances, and to which they therefore apply
8 common name, is also to be discovered in their own
ultimate subjects of inquiry and processes of inquiry,
and is made amenable to the same principle of nomen-
clature; how, in short, the metaphysician inducts his
universal laws from ¢kem, as they induct their universal
laws from external nature. So far we had proceeded,
and from these views we had begun to draw some ob-
vious but practically important conclusions, when I was
last honoured with your attention.

But, Gentlemen, I request you particularly to [l
observe that when I represent our science as a Jgidua
generalization from all the varieties of Natural
Science, though I describe truly I do not define adequately.
Such a description, though valuable for its present pur-
poses, is far from doing complete justice to the claims
of this philosophy. In narrating the generation of the
universal science, I have derived it, historically, from a
more or less advanced physical science, from which both in
the order of time and in the order of reasoning it naturally
evolves itself. But though, certain disturbing influences
excepted, it is thus true that it is not through the path-

ways of feeling and imagination that men travel into
4
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metaphysical inquiry, yet the science whose birth I have
traced for you from the speculative reason soon asserts
a dominion coextensive with human nature itself. I
~ have shown you that what is termed the Philosophy
of Mind is the ultimate science of nalure; you must
remember that it is also the ultimate science of man,
and the science of man “humani niki alienum putat.”
rmesi.  Were the labours of the mind in the collec-
enceswob  tion of facts and the ascertainment and appli-
gupation o cation of laws, or in the logical comparison of
Juedties: — its own conceptions, the whole story of its ac-
tivity,—were the character which Voltaire has some-_
where bestowed upon Clarke (that of being a “mill
for reasoning”) an adequate definition of universal
humanity,—to have proceeded thus far would be to have
reached the limits of our scope as natural philosophers
of mind. The heritage of our metaphysics would be
confined to the transcendental problems bequeathed by
our mathematical and physical seiences,—a rich inherit-
ance indeed, and a responsible one, but not yet all
that humanity has to offer to its own reflection. The
sciences—mighty monuments as (even in their present
state, without regard to their future development) they
unquestionably are to the dignity of the spirit of man—
are not to be considered as its only glory. It has as-
sumed other positions which demonstrate other facul-
tles ,—positions the evidence of which is among us in
i a thousand forms. In its treasures of poetry
magind-
tmemo- gl fiction it has ceased to reason, in order to
imagine and to feel. Here then the science of
mind addresses itself to unew problems; and, in the
analysis of the great productions of verbal or pictorial
Simes of  poetry, resolves poetry into the poet actm

man in-

s g and, by its cautious course of successive o*eue-
fhase Jupul: ralizations, attaing to the mental laws of ima-

gerere  ginative agency in its relation to the produe-
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tion of elevating or pleasurable emotion, as it at-
tained to the law of the gravitating force in its pro-
duction of all the diversified yet consenting harmonies
of the universe. The Iliad is to an Aristotle what the
planetary appearances were to a Newton; that is to say,
each is equally an aggregate of phenomena which con-
fusedly pointed to some predominating law or laws,

‘themselves the utterance and the development of some

presiding mind.  All intellectual arts disclose the intel-
lect that originates them, and are the outward por-
traiture of inward faculties and laws. This is true

_alike of creation itself, and of the secondary and sub-

ordinate creation which is denominated poetry; the Art
or, to speak more correctly, the Science of Criticism
is the physics of the World framed by imagination
under the guidance of taste; in both, phenomena very
different indeed in their nature but very similar in
their scientific aspect are resolved and classified; poetry -
is the “nature” of genius, and, if you will have it so, .
nature itself is—-—the poetry—or the poem—of God.

Here, then, in virtue of its systematizing authority,
we have extended the domain of our philosophy beyond
the region of the sciences; and we find that it traverses
the fairy-land of fiction and of feeling with as assured
a step as that with which it marks its supremacy in the

. former territory,— gathering and classifying the orna-

mental flowers of fancy as carefully as before it classified

-the useful fruits of speculative truth. The facility and

amusement of the investigations may indeed differ in
these very different provinces, but the principle of pro-
gress to the psychological theorist is the same, whether
it lie through the pleasure-grounds of imagination, or
through those regions which, though containing mines
of internal wealth, may perhaps be, as is always remarked
of the districts rich in mineral treasures, externally deso-
late, rugged, and difficult of access. The science of
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~ observed nature, whether mental or material, is ever
uniform with itself; the position of the mind in rela-
tion to these subjects of its inquiry admits of one mode
of progress, and admits of it alone.
Phivsply And the‘ same phﬂos.ophleal analysis which I
o #iwory  have described as reducing to law and order the
e P recorded processes of science and the recorded
impulses of imagination, is obviously applica-
Dle to every other record of mental action. (I am still
regarding our science in its more popular aspect, as
the ultimate science not of nature but of man.) His-

Coneral tory, then, which in its widest sense may, be de-

cnception  fined as the record of “the development of -

of History. . . . ’ .. A
things in time,”” and in its more restricted sense

becomes the register of only human changes, is itself
no more than an assortment of facts for our arrange-
ment: a truth of boundless importance and fertility,
which it has been reserved for later ages to discern,
and for future ages to verify. ¢ What species of amuse-
ment or instruction,” says Mr. Godwin, “would history
afford us, if there were no ground of inference from
moral causes to effects, if certain temptations and in-
ducements did not in all ages and climates produce a
certain series of actions? The amusement would be
inferior to that which we derive from the perusal of a
chronological table, where events have no order but
that of time.” (Pol. Just. i. 268.) A great principle is

always first carried to excess; it rushes into the mind.

with a force which impels it to the opposite extreme,
and across every barrier of caution; like the lightning
in suddenness and brilliancy, it seems, like it too, to
fill at once the whole breadth of the horizon of thought.
Mr. Godwin does not stand alone in modern times, in
exaggerating beyond its real limits that greatest of con-
ceptions, the philosophy of history; and the authority
and ability of Frederick Schlegel have already, I fear,

1
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urged the notion to extravagance, in his views, so widely
circulated abroad, of the historical development of the
laws of intelligence. But, Gentlemen, the disguises of
a truth must not tempt you to doubt its substantial
reality; and it is one of the most valuable lessons in
the ethics of philosophical inquiry, to learn how to see
truth in its excesses, and to defend it even when it
deserts itself. Principles, great and novel, seem, like
men, to have their wild season of youth, and seldom
pass to their sober application without a previous period
of extravagance. And there exists a philosophy of his-
_ tory, though it be never destined for the perfection of
our philosophy of nature; there are periods, and gene-
rally determinable periods, in the march of men and
empires, though the perturbations be too intimate and
their causes too minute to allow us to give these his-
torical recurrences the accuracy of our astronomical
eycles. But on the present school of philosophical his-
tory I must postpone any further comment until our
next term, when, in rapidly surveying the history of
philosophy itself, I shall hope to find opportunities of
noticing this kindred subject. But, in addition to all
these more deliberate manifestations of nature and of
man which I have presented to you as subjects for your
philosophical anatomy, and subjects in two lights, both
as to the matters upon which they are engaged, the
truths they reveal, (which terminate by resolving into
the final topics and truths of metaphysics,) and as to
the mental procedures they call into action; in addition
to these great specimens of nature and of mind which
are contained in the museums of science and literature,
I have finally to note another, a fourth rich material
for reflective analysis with which you are provided,
not by erudition, but by nature. We have detected
our metaphysics where man probably first found it; in
the labours of physical science searching for truth of

»
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laws and principles; we have discovered it in history
recording truth of facts and events; we have found it,
more latent but not more inactive, in poetry, beautify-
ing and transmuting both the former, and have known,
or, I trust, will hereafter know, how to interpret the
deep-thoughted sentence of Aristotle, @:dogopdrepoy xai
emovdacbrepoy molgoee fotoptag dotiv.  (Poet. c. 9.)  DBut,
mawima DEyond all these records of “instantie preero-
cperiencs gativee” for your psychological inductions, we

are mate-

Z}i‘,‘,ﬁfg’{;ﬁ?”' are not to forget another vast and important
| fwduction golume, that diary whose pages are forever
augmenting in number,—the volume of your personal
‘experience! In that region of knowledge every man’
‘is his own historian; and in it (though, as a distinct
source of attainable truths, I have placed it apart) we
may all find the miniature representation of that wider

historie theatre which has

“ A kingdom for a stage, princes to act,
And monarchs to behold the swelling scene.”

Such indeed is the sameness of human motives and
all the variety of external scenes of action, that each

i individual is truly a microcosm of the whole
viwale — moral universe; and if, not confining ourselves
to the actual experiences, we were to consider
the susceptibilities, of any given human being, it might
be affirmed intelligibly enough that a single mdlwdual
contains within himself an undeveloped infinity of in-
- dividuals, that each man is in possibility all men, and
 that each life renewed amid other scenes might be
multiplied into a history of the world. And perhavpn,

R Poetry is a thing more philosophical and weightier than history.”
Ep]
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were history to be considered—or could it he Pditicat
history an”
constructed—as the record of the progress of agoregats
. ersona
the human race towards happiness, it is with Hisris
such biographies that it would mainly be concerned;
for the happiness of a nation is after all only the aggre-
gate of personal happinesses, and the philosophy of its
history the philosophy of personal motives. The pride

of human nature seems indeed to have consecrated the

same—perhaps fortunate—fallacy in its patriofism, which

the reason of human nature so long admitted in its
logical speculations: in each alike we have learned to
invest our arbitrary genera and species with existence,
“to forget that the “singulars” alone possess it; and by
a sort of realism of the emotions, the long predica-
mental line of country, province, county, family, and
the rest, assume a definite being and attributes—their
interests and their honour are matter of thrilling im-
port—to many who scarcely recognise the existence ot
value the happiness of any one individual included
under these idolized abstractions!

There are some occasions indeed in which Eeamples

of thisiden~

the connection, or rather the identity, of these &t
two great spheres of psychological induction—

personal and historical experience—is strongly and in-
structively established; I allude to those instances in
which we can actually detect the agency of private
motives in effecting vast national changes,—instances
which at once break the powerful spell that, by sepa-
rating the fields of individual and national humanity, so
constantly exalts the life of past history into a certain
godlike or superhuman scene, in which if individuals
- like ourselves are conceived at all to act, they are, as
it wére, dilated into the vastness of the mighty mul-
~ titudes they control, and assume to themselves the mag-
‘nitude of the interests they are directing. An illusion,
I may add, in its general purport and effects not unlike
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that old and authorized dogma of the essential difference
of the heavenly and earthly motions, which was one among
the many reasons that left it to an Englishman of the
seventeenth century to explain the theory of the universe.
The instances of which I speak, though they occur
oftenest under despotic governments, are least often de-
~ tected there; and, accordingly, it is in the contemplation
of such scenes, or in living under such constraints, that
the illusion has its fullest sovereignty. There the kingly
~ nature is not merely superior to that of ordinary men:
it is of another origin and essence; it acts by peculiar
laws, and owes no allegiance to the inductions of psy-
chology. Yet there, precisely, its melancholy commu-
nity of being is most firmly established; and there even
the attribute of superior power may most feasibly be
doubted. The Philosophy of Mind vindicates to itself
the biography of courts and the history of power, in
reducing power itself when most uncontrolled to the
control of the invincible laws of universal humanity.
“Domination itself,” says Rousseau, *“is servile when
it depends on opinion. You depend on the préjudices
~ of those whom you govern by prejudices. To conduct
‘them as you please, you must conduct yourself as they
please.” ¢ Oh!” he afterwards adds, after quoting the
well-known anecdote of Themistocles and his child,!
“what little conductors we should often discover for
the greatest empires, if from the prince we could de-
scend by degrees to the first hand that gave the impulse
in secret!” (Hmile, liv. il.) A thought which might
suggest a comparison of such a government to an unequal
bulk of matter in mechanics, whose centre of gravity

*.[“ Ce petit gargon que vous voyez 13, disoit Themistocle & ses amis,
est Varbitre de la Grdce; car il gouverne sa mdre, sa mdre me gou-
verne, je gouverne les Atheniens, et les Atheniens gouvernent les
Grecs.”  Ep.]
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(that centre on which the whole is set to rest for support,
and where its entire force is accumulated for action)
lies not at either extreme, but at some point not far
from the preponderating side, but secret and invisible
in the interior of the mass. I introduce the compa-
rison in order to extend it in strict adherence to our
present subject; for in the machinery of public and
historical affairs, even such a director as this unseen
manager of empires is himself the creature of motives
produced by other agents in endless variety and suc-
cession; just as the mechanical point of which I have
been speaking is itself, wherever it be placed, the result
of a thousand combining influences, every atom of the
mass really contributing to determine it! Thus it is
that there is a sort of horrible “representative” govern-
ment even in the favouritism of an Oriental tyranny.
But these are only one class of the innumerable
cases in which history itsclf teaches us to identify, as
subjects of philosophical contemplation, the life of in-
dividuals and of nations. And we require such admo-
nitions. That it is an enormous complication of per-
sonal motives which composes the whole actual sub-
stance of the grand totalities of history, is, as a specu-
lative truth, easily understood and admitted; but when
the whole is presented, we mneglect the innumerable
parts: and a historical view of an empire, especially
where our guide aims at elegance of style and systematic
narration, (such a history as Gibbon's,) may be com-
pared to the view of the natural body; in the sym-
metrical ““effect” of the entire we forget that it is indeed
an effect, that the shape is only the determining surface
of masses of interwoven tissues and endless anatomical
detaild, the visible result of which is that outward com-
plexion of harmony and grace, whose very beauty it is
to hide them. The same value is thus attached by
Vor. L 5 :

il
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The cvirse psychological students of history to minute dis-
gtermined  closures, which is attached by the anatomist
causes. to those rare surgical opportunities which allow
the play of the living machine to be witnessed. To the
tears of a certain woman many ages ago (to cite an
instance from Helvetius) Europe demounstrably owes
its present situation, and (I may add) the whole history
of modern times, its precise development and character.
If the tears of Veturia had not disarmed Coriolanus,
the Volsci would doubtless have destroyed Rome; if
Rome had fallen, the world would never have known
that long chain of victories which in elevating a single
empire changed the state of every other; modern Ku-
rope would not have triumphed over its ruins or received
the impression of its powerful influences, nor, therefore,
have been what it s to-day. I take the liberty of adding
Helvetius’s instance, that we might trace the same great
results to even meaner parentage, and find, by a similar
course of deduction, in the geese of the Capitol the an-
cestors in order of events to the dynasties and policies
pugsier. Of the Cmsars and the Bourbons! Minute
Jomabgiss personal agencies, then, abound in all histo-
ries; for they are, in truth, the ultimate atoms into
which all the events of history are finally resolvable.
The Philosophy of History, therefore, (if you will allow
me one more illustration,) bears to the philosophy of
personal experience much the same relation which Me-
chanics bears to Chemisiry : the one theorizes the forces
and motions of the masses; the other the ultimate strue-
- ture of each, and the arrangement and disposition of its
component particles. When the influences of private
and individual minds are detected, we have the two
departments united; as when the practical mechanician
. becomes a temporary chemist in examining the strength
~and structure of his materials: such records restore the
1nity of human nature, remind the reason of what the
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imagination is so apt to forget, and teach us that the
history of mankind is still the history of men.
Gentlemen, I have now won the right of reminding
you with how accurate an obedience to the inductive
spirit of the age (in its own sphere so invaluable) we
have conducted our investigations of the subject of the
metaphysical philosophy. Without any formal display
of the external apparatus of the scholastic method of divi-
sion and subdivision, which for obvious reasons of utility
it is my object in this place to avoid as much as is
practicable, I have exhibited to you four great g,
fields for the cultivation of psychological in- Jg@d .
quiry. These are, the truths, subjects, and pro- "2
cesses of science; the recorded results and processes of
imagination; the facts, causes, and general laws of
history; and the treasures of direct personal experience.
I have not pretended, as you will conclude or conjecture
from the style (purposely unscholastic) in which I have
discussed them, to present these divisions as possessing
the adequacy of a scientific distribution, but as being
sufficient to suggest to you the extent and the variety
of those territories over which our philosophy exerts
a direct and perpetual control. It exerts such a control,
I have told you, because it is the last and highest gene-
ralization from them all. Seience in all its branches is,
as it were, the rich and variegated tapestry which is
woven upon this common ground; Poetry in its widest
sense, and all its many kinds and divisions, is but the
practical form of a portion of this philosophy; mankind
in the grand and melancholy review of Hislory are but
performing its evolutions; and in the private experience
of mere individual life, every action is an experiment,
‘every practical rule a tacit theorem, in the same uni-
versal science of the soul. I have now, therefore, de-
scribed to you the philosophy of the mind under a
purely inductive aspect; that view under which it takes
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Telttind i‘f.s plae'e with lofty 1_1umility as the .ﬁrst of phy-
apiyisal  gical sciences, but still a physical science, above
U all others in the extent of its conclusions,
agreeing with all in its method of obtaining and em-
ploying them.

o But, Gentlemen, I should not be acting with
Prisaly the sincerity which forms an important article

mtexdis in those ethics of philosophical inquiry to which
dwetie. T have already alluded, if I did not confess it as
my opinion that the philosophy which is now and in
these countries usually designated by the title of the
Philosophy of Mind, has, when rightly considered, a_
scope beyond the inductive inquiry of contingent truth;
and that even when I ventured to describe it to you as
the grand and final classification of all the varieties of
all the sciences,—being to them what they are to nature,
as the physies to which experimental science was itself
an experiment, geometry a fact, and algebra another
fact,—as including the “axiomata maxime generalia’ of
which the Paradise Lost might be a poetical instance, the
age of chivalry a historical,—even in these representa-
tions I had not exhausted the claims and offices of
philosophy. There is, Gentlemen, a region which lies
beyond the scope of the popular metaphysic of our age
and country, a region upon which the heavy clouds of
the scholastic and mystical theology have indeed long
been suffered to rest, and whose substantial existence,
confounded to the common eye with the mists that
encompassed it, has at last been almost rejected in
guestionof ;ejecting them. I J:Gfer to th.at profound, per-
wedlity of aps abstruse, certainly most important, depart-
Frowtdss - ment of speculation, which is devoted to investi-
gating the objective reality of our knowledge, and the
inferences as to real and independent existences which
can be concluded from the constitution "and principles
of our intellectual being. Such a branch of study—
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the second great division of the system of metaphysical
inquiry which I propose to you—would include as its
~chief subjects those important topics, the in- of material b
dependent reality of material substance, the e
reality and value of abstract truth, the absolute #<%ne;
nature of time and space, and, above all, the real eternal
and necessary existence and attributes of that great
animating principle of all things which anti- oo
quity, by a noble and just analogy, entitled the soul of 1
the universe, and whom it is given us,—while by the
force of irresistible convictions of his Deity we can
place him on the throme of the universe,—by the
revelation of his assumed Humanity, to welcome to ,
the almost mnobler throne of the heart. All these
considerations are of the kind which have been termed

a priori reasonings,—that is, reasonings which _
conclude the reality of certain existences from gﬁwfﬁgﬂ
notions and convictions shown to be insepa- Rt
rable from our intellectual nature, as distinguished from
conclusions obtained by the aid of experience and
analogy. Whether the human reason is competent to
effect this vast and momentous transit from relative
and subjective classification to objective and absolute
reality, has in all ages been a matter of disputation.
Rescarches of this kind, prosecuted indeed with Causes of
very various success, and sometimes pursued il 4 e

. into the boundless forests of intricate verbal of el

distinctions with a very deplorable waste of ‘science.
industry, formed the great theme of metaphysical sci-
ence almost until the age of Descartes, who was himself
one of the most enlightened cultivators of this region
of speculation. The scholastic metaphysicians, how-
~ever,—on whom the yoke of an external authority
pressed heavily, and who, set in the close harness of
. ecclesiastical dogmas, were too laboriously employed
dragging the ponderous chariot of the church in tri-

5%
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 umph to have opportunity for exulting in the wide
champaign of speculation,—were scarcely ever attracted
to the profound logical questions that this branch of
knowledge involves. Occasional skepticism, the great
stimulant of philosophical activity, was either too feeble
to rouse them to examine the basis of their enormous
fabrics of ontological science, or was consumed in
skirmishing among the intricacies of its outer fortifi-
" cations. The great question—perpetually recurring to
the few who think in metaphysics—whether reason can
directly recognise the absolute, is, so far as I have ever
seen, untouched in their writings. At this time the,
triumphs of the inductive physics seem in these coun-
tries to have destroyed the taste for such inquiries, and
- when contemplated in the clear, piercing, and brilliant
light of positive discovery, the dim shadows of ontology,
if seen at all, seem only the gaunt and ghastly spectres
of a departed philosophy, phantoms which haunted the
- midnight of science, and, lingering through its early
dawn, have not even yet wholly vanished before its
~growing splendours. The majority of the chief authori-
ties of our country in later times not only neglect this

U i high metaphysic of absolute truth, but deny

sehodt its legitimate existence. Dr. Hartley only ap-
proached, Mr. Hume disbelieved, Dr. Reid doubted, Mr.
Stewart reiterated his doubts, and Dr. Brown—the genius
and spirit of whose philosophy is that of Hume, with the
negligent morning-gown of Hume exchanged for a gor-
geous and spangled court-dress—denies the possibility
of & priori deduction as applied to the Deity, reduces the
knowledge of mind as a substance to the evidence of
memory, traces the knowledge of matter to such an
- application of the Humian theory of physical sequences
as I conceive contradicts the theory itself by still sup-
posing a principle beyond it, and discourages all re-
~searches of real existence not contained in -direct ex-

B
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perience and the law of the belief of similarity of
future to past, by constantly affirming that every form
of knowledge must be relative to the knowing mind,—a
certain truth indeed within its proper limits, A metaphy-
but one which still leaves open the further sibwed

on, but
question, whether there may not be principles Zeueend

ing, psycho-
in the mind, forms of our intellectual con- ¥
sciousness, which, though, considered as a portion of
consciousness, they be relative and personal, yet, con-
sidered in themselves, are the all-sufficing proofs of
independent irrelative existences. Whether there be
not absolute apprehension of absolute natures, as well
as relative belief of relative truths: whether, by a pro-
cess wholly indescribable because altogether unique, the
“pure Reason” (to adopt a phrase that marks i
an epoch in philosophical history) does not %
assert its own incommunicable privileges as a revela-
tion from the reason of the universe to man, and not as
a projection of man upon the universe, a revelation pre-
sent to all, appropriated by none, and bearing with it
essentially a character of objective, independent, and
absolute. It is with a view to this identity of the
absolute reason in all minds, that the sublimest of the
Latin fathers as well as one of the loftiest of philo-
sophical speculatists (St. Augustine) has spoken fsiaiiy
so constantly of the “Intus in domicilio cogita- ¢ duus
tionis, nec Hebraa, nec Graeca, nec Latina, nec
Barbara veritas.” (Confess. ii. 18.) But need I recur to
the authority of that incomparable person for proofs of
the depth of that conviction of all patient uncorrupted
thinkers, —that our perceptions of Truth de- reogmition
scend upon us from on high, and that our ;ﬁf‘zgeaf;.
reason is the faint but faithful shadow of the greves

thinkers in
reason of God? What do you suppose gave allages
permanence or power to the mystical numbers Pyerag-

ras und

of Pythagoras and the realized ideas of Plato? P




56 On the History of Philosophy. [INTROD.

e What secret ?nﬂuel?ce .ta:ught one of: the gubtlest
and Des- of modern minds his vision f)f a,ll. things in Goa,

or so long supported the idealism of the fol-
lowers of Descartes? Never be induced to believe,
Gentlemen, by any dexterity of sleight or sarcasm, that
such diviners of truth as these, if they did go astray,
went astray with a folly which, if you believe the vulgar
representations of their views, was truly grosser than the

hallucinations of lunacy. Those who honour
cpeis  me with their attention will hear, I avow it, a
philosopli- . . e e -
wiori- very different species of criticism. I would

gladly teach you to prefer contemplating the
truth that gave such systems their still undestroyed
charm, to resting in the errors that disfigured and en-
feebled them. I would willingly lead you to a rever-
ence for the leaders of our human reason, even when,
misled by the double fascinations of imagination and
emotion, they sometimes rather wished a theory than
established it. While you sternly discountenance the
result of error, accustom yourselves, by tracing out its
origin, to disintricating the germ of truth it invested;
refute incomplete views not by rejecting but by com-
pleting them; and remember that even when, by too
fondly worshipping a partial vision of truth, great
thinkers have erred, a certain modified ambition is
due to those very errors which flow from an excess
of intellectual elevation. It is a feeling of this kind
which, in despite of logical reclamations, will ever give
an echo in exalted minds to the celebrated declaration
of Cicero, that even an error shared with Plato was
- better than the truth of others. In the particular in-
stance before us, the hypotheses of Plato, Augustine,
Norris, Cudworth, Malebranche, and the rest, seém to
me to have all been the sensible or imaginative forms
of real truth. The inseparable conviction that reason is
in its essential nature irrelative, that “states of mind”
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and “modifications of thought,” and the rest of the
vocabulary of the popular philosophers of the day, will
never exhaust the mighty mysteries of absolute truth
which the mind directly contemplates when it recognises
the necessity of causes and substances, and a first cause
and a first substance,—the conviction, often undefined
but always present, that to know by the reason is to
know in the God who is Himself the reason of the
universe, —this was the one great basis of all these
various structures of philosophical system, which, how-
ever fantastic in their architecture, were none of them
unsolid in their foundation.

But to enter into any actual discussion of this great
question would now be premature. I confess, and with
the sincere humility which becomes me in differing from
my first masters in these studies, that my apprehension
of the importance of the science of Real Ex-  gurment
istence, as a legitimate branch of metaphysi- %o
cal speculation, which was among the earliest *“**
convictions of my mind, has not diminished with its
growth. Nor has my anxiety to see these profound
questions established and elucidated been overcome even
by the repulsive obscurity of the small portion which I
have been able to penetrate of those antagonists of
Kant, who, since the death of that great man, and
during the latter section of his life, have been mainly
engaged in discussing them; or by the seductive popu-
larity, grace, and brilliancy of those very opposite teach-
ers, who, by a prejudice not perhaps allogether to be
regretted, reject every species of investigation which
cannot be reduced to the forms of the DBaconian
logic, .and tolerate no metaphysical science but that
which our admirable Scottish contemporaries have
denominated the Inductive Philosophy of the human
mind.
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Assertion And, Gentlemen, while I have just now vin-
of the pos- . . . .

sibiity of dicated to the metaphysical philosophy a class
metaphysi- . R . .

cab mtin- of investigations to which there is no analogy
computi ) . .

vitha due 3 1 ] o ever, while I con-
i g in any inductive science whatever, while I

giewie tend that we impair the majesty of the First
selemce. Philosophy when we confine it to the rich but
restricted field which the authors to whom I have last
alluded were content to cultivate and adorn, I trust that
from the manner in which I depicted the former (or
psychological) division of our subject, you will acquit
me of any weak or presumptuous purpose of disparaging
the philosophy of induction. I am not worthy to praise
it as it should be praised; yet even I can contemplate
with astonishment its conquests, vast, various, and se-
cure, that invincible caution with which it has progres-
sively mastered territories of truth so long abandoned
to a dogmatism that had subjugated every thing to its
authority but Nature herself; and with which, by substi-
tuting unwearied vigilance in this great warfare for the
rash and rapid errors of the former tactique, this slow
but triumphant method, like Fabius of old, « cunctando
restituit rem.” These are avowals almost superfluous in
the countryman of Boyle, speaking the language of
Newton.

- I shall close this subject with two observations which,
as not demanding much previous reflection, may fittingly
be introduced in this early part of our discussions.

Relation of The first is this; that you may discover in
ety the twofold distribution of Universal Metaphy-
 geeoy o sics into the Philosophy of the Mind properly

Ly that ' : H
e so called, and the Science of Real Existence, an

2%;%@1 analog 6 not uanrthy of notice, to the cor-
; : responding resolution of the complex Science
of Physics into the departments of observation or exper:-
ment, and of mathematical deduction. In pure psycho-

logy, as in experimental science, we abstract in order to
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classify; in ontology, as in mathematics, we abstract in
order to apprehend the necessary relations of our ab-
stractions. The one is the reproduction of conscious-
ness under the form of system; its aim is to transform
it by successive simplifications from a confused aggre-
gate of mental states into a definite catalogue of func-
tions; as it were, to take asunder the many-coloured
web of experience and lay the unravelled threads in
bundles according to their colours and shades of colours,
the whole web being still present, but the whole under a
new form and collocation. But if we retain the whole,
we retain nothing more; psychology is never wider than
" the consciousness it reconstructs. If it be the object of
the science to be “the whole truth,” it is equally its
object to be “nothing but the truth.” In all this its
identity of aim and method with the material sciences
of observation is obvious; and has been illustrated in a
thousand forms by authors with whom I may presume
my academical hearers sufficiently acquainted. The
other division, having duly received this strict and
methodized report from reflection of the entire con-
tents of the consciousness, proceeds by the instrumen-
tality of reason to hold judgment upon reason itself,
to examine the scope and value of this rich inventory
of knowledge, and to determine its relation to the
eternal realities of absolute nature. The similarity of
this species of inquiry, (I no longer say its “identity,”
for the relation here detected, of the relative to the ab-
solute, is purely sui generis,) the resemblance to the mathe-
matical sciences, consists in this, that in both we search
for relations not only fixed in fact but necessary in essence,
which we not merely belicve will, but know must, exist.
If these views be correct, it may naturally [

aniqali.n-
be expected that as the busy experimenter, a }‘j::{;{’;ﬁ}?}’
Priestley or a Boyle, is seldom the profound 33 Gemm-

stcal in-

mathematician, so the devoted psychologist guiry:
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will not generally be so deeply interested in those
high speculations which contemplate the relation of
reason to the universe. And this parallelism is verified
in the history of philosophy. You do not look for a
theory of association from Spinoza or Schelling. Again,
smorepe 1t may be expected that these divisions of meta-
pudar, physical speculation should correspond with
their physical counterparts in their velative popularity
with the mass of thinking men; and that the same pre-
ference which the variety and activity of the chemical
discoverer obtains above the abstractions of the pure
mathematician should also belong to the inductive in-
quiry of consciousness, as compared with the absorbed
and remote investigations of the source, scope, and
authority of reason.

and usually A third scholium is this:—that as mathe-
f’ﬁﬁjﬁﬁi% matics take their first rise out of abstractions
tme. from physical experience, so the ultimate re-
searches of ontology may be observed to originate in
at least a partial pre-existent psychology; and we may

~ perceive—what we might have conjectured—that reason

is not weighed in the balance until some previous at-
tempt has been made to ascertain its shape and dimen-
sions. The actual position of German philosophy —the
great theatre of this mode of speculation—will very defi-
nitely illustrate this observation, which I introduce not
as an isolated fact, but as a principle of method. The
existing German schools owe their historical origin to
the appefuance of the Critigue of the Pure Reason, in
rroce. 1181, What was the ovigin of that perform-
manpre - gnee, which even its dGQplbers (who, I believe,

- ceded by the

Seottil are in this country much rore numerous than
its readers) must allow to have achieved an
epoch in the history of the mind, if not by its merits,

~ at least by its influence? Gentlemen, the Ciitique was
in reality the genuine descendant of the early Scottish
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school of Reid, which was itself traceable to the alter-
nate coincidences and controversies of the ultra-Lockians
with the last brilliant remnants of the Cartesian spirit-
ualism. Now, the labours of Kant were themselves an
effort—though certainly a cautious and measured effort
—at vindicating the authority of reason in relation to
the world it interprets; and so far as they were such they
arose out of a previous psychological system, the system
of Kant himself, as it grew into its enormous Xunt.

proportions out of his own slow and laborious classifica-
tions of the categories of reason. But the many who
believe that the great professor of Konigsberg betrayed
the cause of human reason will oblige me to pass to a
late period. Pause then upon the daring edi-  my uoes
fices of Fichte and Schelling, and examine if **

the principle does not hold, that ontological systems
are chronologically subsequent to philosophies of mind.
These systems—at least the systems of Schelling and
his followers—suppose the Kantism they oppose; that is,
they, for the most part, admit the logical analyses of
Kant, while they despise the timidity of his restricted
conclusions; that is, their ontology, be it sound or
visionary, is built upon a preconceded analysis of the
intellectual powers and laws, and from an antecedent
formal logic originates that substantial or essential logie
which directs its efforts to give to the reason itself an
immediate contemplation of absolute objective being.
Gentlemen, I do not now venture to decide; perhaps,
under the circumstances of the case, I owe an apology
for at present canvassing, at such length, the general
legitimacy, or the processes, or the successes, of these
etforts. They form a branch of metaphysical investiga-
tion of which the very phraseology is probably novel to
many of you, and which has been (as I have already
remarked) almost wholly neglected by our most influen-

tial guides in later times. I may, however, add that I
Vor. L : 6
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have for my own part derived little satisfaction from the
bold solution offered by the most famous of our German
contemporaries—the Plotinus of this age—for the great
problem of reason, and that I must agree with that cold
but just decision of Dugald Stewart with which the
great Scottish psychologist frowns from his presence
that monster unacknowledged by consciousness, the
“intellectual® contemplation” of Schelling, renewed by
the master of the French eclectic school under the title
of a “pure apperception:” yet I cannot consent to re-
linquish the vast inquiry, and I still believe that a
middle course (something like that which, as fur as I
can collect from very imperfect sources of information,
has heen adopted by Bouterwek?) may be found, which

¢ [Anschauung. (Intellectuelle as distinguished from sinnliche.) Schel-
ling thus describes the difference hetween his own use of this term, and
that of his more cautious predecessor:—Kant gieng davon aus: das
Erste in unserer Erkenntniss sey die Anschauung. Daraus entstand
gar bald der Satz: Anschauung sey die niedrigste Stufe der Erkennt-
‘mniss.”  “Aber,” rejoins Schelling, ““sie ist das Hochste im menschlichen
Geiste, dasjenige, wovon alle unsere iibrigen Erkenntnisse erst ihren
Werth und ihre Realitdit borgen.” And elsewhere:—*“Uns wohnt ein
geheimes, wunderbares Vermigen bei, uns aus dem Wechsel der Zeit in
unser Innerstes, von allem, was von aussenher hinzukam, entkleidetes
Selbst zuriickzuziehen, und da unter der Form der Unwandelbarkeit das
Ewige in uns anzuschauen. Diese Anschauung ist die innerste eigenste
Erfahrung, von welcher allein alles abhingt, was wir von einer iiber-
sinnlichen ‘Welt wissen und glauben. Diese Anschauung zuerst tiber-
 zeugt ung, dass irgend etwas im eigentlichen Sinne is¢, withrend alles
‘tibrige nur erscheint, worauf wir jenes Wort dtbertragen.” Schelling’s
Plilosophische Schriften, pp. 165, 208. Compave Plato, Theet. p.
185, B, gatverar Td pdv abri O adric 4 Yuxd émoromelv 4 08 Gua Tév Tob
obuarog. Svvdueav— AAd piv $abveral ye—Ilorépwy obv rilye iy obolav;—
"Byd pdv v abry 4 Yuxy kel abriy émopéyerar.  Also the context from
p.184, ¢. En.] *
* [Better known as the historian of Modern Poetry and Eloquence,—
a popular and eloquent rather than profound writer. His philosophieal
- reputation, which is of a secondary order, is said to rest on his 4podeik-
- tie, and his Handbook of the Philosophical Sciences, (1820.) Bouterwek
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shall establish the internal independence of reason, in
some sense its essential “objectivity,” and direct appre-
hension of absolute truth. But this is matter for future
consideration; and, whichever way your opinion in-
clines, you will at least admit that the subject deserves
the honour of inquiry. I must remind you, however,
for fear of misconstruction, that the force and cogency
of all demonstrations of existence, as demonstrations, will
remain unaltered, whether you assign them an absolute
reality or only a relative and inferential truth.

On the whole, you will, I trust, agree with me as to
the object of these latter remarks, that we shall best
pursue that method which has been pointed out by the
progressive developments of the human mind, and in our
discussions in this place postpone these speculations of
the higher logic until we shall have examined with some
care the actual furniture of the human mind.

Here then we pause for the present, and, bound by
the strict necessities of method, defer to a future period
our conceptions as to that world

“To us invisible, or dimly seen,”

which lies beyond our consciousness, and of which the
pure reason reveals ouly the bare existence and the pri-
mary attributes. On our next day we shall again return
to the mind itself, and to the humbler, but perhaps safer,
philosophy which classes its varieties,—a restricted sub-
jeet, perhaps, if compared with the former, yet how vast
if it be remembered to include every form of thought,
knowledge, and feeling! Leaving that mighty sphere of

was first a Kantian, but afterwards adopted the views of Jacobi. In his
Introduction to the Philosophy of the Natural Sciences he reasserts the
Physical principles of Aristotle. Ep.]
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essential reality for our daily and less ambiguous region
of experience, I might tell you, with Milton,—

“ Half yet remains unsung, but narrower bound
Within the visible diurnal sphere;
Standing on earth, not rapt above the pole,
More safe I sing.”

On our next day of meeting, then,—after briefly sum-
ming, and more explicitly enforcing, the views which in
a merely suggestive form I have adduced to-day,—I will
attempt to sketch for you some of the various aspects
under which the philosophy of which we have now
gained the general idea has been contemplated in
various periods of the world’s history. This task (a
natural completion of our present topic) I shall hope
‘at least partially to accomplish, in citing and illustrating
some of the numerous titles by which it has been desig-
nated, —as “ Wisdom,” ¢Philosophy,” ‘Metaphysics,”
and the rest. As I am not aware of this information
having been anywhere reduced to an available form,
such a discussion will serve the great object which I
still propose in these discourses,—that of constantly
making them a stimulant and supplement to your own
independent researches. And, at all events, these con-
siderations, historical and philological, will possess the
popular merit of being less abstruse and obscure than the
subject which occupied the latter half of this lecture
can ever admit of being.



LECTURE IIL

COMPASS AND MEANING OF THE TERM ONTOLOGY.

GENTLEMEN :—

In my last address to you, I completed the first great
division of the general subject of Philosophy. i
I endeavoured to explain to you that I was ™™
disposed to divide it in direct reference to the objects
of its consideration, that is to say, according as these
objects were simple phenomena, or the great realities
deducible from the existence of these phenomena: ac-
cording, therefore, as its method was inductive or spe-
culative, enumerating the facts of consciousness, or in-
vestigating existences not cognizable by, but involved
in, that consciousness. The one division of the pz0my
science, for example, resolves the whole inter- 2% indue
nal experience into a few faculties, (or ultimate P
modes of consciousness;) it reduces all the known va-
rieties of mental posture into phenomena of sensation,
phenomena of intellect, phenomena of sentiment, phe-
nomena of volition. The other, basing itself upon the
“return’” handed in by this analytical inquiry, and de-
tecting in the phenomena it contains, or some of them,
certain characters that involve realities beyond the
scope of immediate consciousness, finds in the laws of
the human reason—speculative and practical—-a revela-
tion of the absolute laws of the universe, and more
especiatty the involved ecertainty of that Supreme causa-
‘tive and reasonable nature, who is the Law of Laws,
and the depositor in the human mind of those prin-

ciples of truth which we possess as the testimonial and
: 6% 65
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manifestation of his all-containing and all-disposing
existence. “Cogito, ergo sum,” was the well-known
postulate of Descartes: to those who can reflect, “Co-
gito, ergo Deus est,” will not appear a less cogent con-
clusion.

I acknowledged that in this distribution I had de-
parted from the philosophical chart designed by our
most popular authorities. To enter into any defence
~of such a course would be at present misplaced: the
event will vindicate it, or nothing can; and I am not
sorry to defer as long as possible a trial where success
alone can justify revolt. I might indeed produce coun-
tervailing authorities, but that I do not wish to occupy
your time with a conflict of names where reason only
should decide.

Psyetology. I ought to observe, however, that when I
Ontdegy- term these departments the Philosophy of the
Mind, and the Philosophy of Real Existence,—or, to
use the compendious Greek forms, Psychology and
Ontology,—I employ this latter term in a sense con-
siderably different from that which was so long con-
onrgyar secrated by scholastic usage. The ontolo:gy
menanpr Of the schools (however we may adopt Leib-
flable: nitz’s' well-known remark as to the general
merits of these disputants) was unquestionably a very
misguided and unprofitable branch of speculation. The
Reasm of  TeASON i3 obvious: they disjoined it too much
it from the anatomy of the mind itself, and conse-
quently suffered this most sublime and interesting in-

! [Leibnitz observes in reference to the schoolmen, * Iniquos esse
qui illorum temporam lapsus tam acerbe perstringunt: tu sk illic sis,
aliter sentias.... Nec vereor dicere Scholasticos vetustiores nonnullis
hodiernis et acumine et soliditate, et modestia, et ab inutilibus quees-
tionibus circumspectiore abstinentia longe praestare.”’—De Stilo Ni-
zolii, c. 27. Eb.]
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quiry to lose itself in a wilderness of words. The same
reason will account for the fact which I noticed in my
last lecture,—that they omitted altogether, or almost
altogether, the logical question, how far absolute truths
and real existences can be concluded from mental states
that at first appear to be wholly relative and subjective.
Now, in the investigation which I would propose to you
under the title of ontology, these inquiries would form,
as assuredly they ought to form, a principal article of
discussion. And thus the rational ontology of #%is school,
instead of being “scientia maxime universalis circa ens,
ejusque proprietates genericas, seu circa genericas reruimn
notiones quibus singulares comprehenduntur occupata,”
would form for the most part an important department
of universal logic. “Logic,” Gentlemen, is the science
of those relations which constitute human knowledge.
(As an “art” its definition flows from this, ex- ‘
actly as the idea of any art from its correlative o
science: it is the practical application of the .
truths which the science discloses.) Scientific or Theo-
retic Logic may therefore be said to consist of two
departments, which, though I dislike instituting new
titles, might perhaps be conveniently styled formal
and substantial Logic: the former being the
Logic which analyzes the reason as it evolves o Jormas:
. - and sub-
itself in the formation of knowledge, and thus gianiil
a portion of general psychology; the latter, the
investigation of the connection between the relations
formed by the mind and the reality of things, and thus
constituting a principal part of the speculation, which
for brevity I have included under the title of Onto-
logy. A more extended use of this word, .4

which has been sometimes adopted, I notice 274 .

. . . 7
to exclude. It is that in which, all human g;zgz;i;jm
science being considered as the science of what ***

is or what ought fo be, the former branch is designated

{
|
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- as “ontology.” This employment of the term has
the weight (whatever that may be) of Lord Brough-
am’s authority. There seems, however, to be no great
advantage gained by disturbing established nomencla-
ture in order to convey the old distinction of physical
and ethical knowledge. The Science of Ontology,
therefore, as I would define and distingnish it, com-
prehends investigations of every real existence either
beyond the sphere of the present world, or in any other
way incapable of being the direct object of conscious-
ness, which can be deduced immediately from the pos-
session of certain feelings or principles and faculties by
the human soul.
Objection It may be asked, why adopt this long and
v e, mystical Greek term to express a class of in-
answered: quiries which you seem just now to have con-
sidered as a portion—an exalted portion doubtless, but
still a portion—of ZLogical Science? Because though
we arrive at them through conclusions of the conscious
reason, and therefore through the path of Logical
Science, and though the legitimacy of this transit from
consciousness to absolute truth may be a fundamental
~question in the inquiry, yet the entire inquiry swells
beyond the limits of that substantial or higher logic
of which I spoke. It does so, first, because though it
be within the competency of logic to establish the con-
Doy ?wction of the phegon:xena,l with the real, yet it
pranseends 13 n0% accurately w1t'h1n the compass of logic to
it of discuss the real existence itself. The higher
logic and the higher physics differ, in short, as
the common logic of physical inquiry from the subject
of that inquiry. Secondly, and chiefly, because the
science of logic is the theory of the relations tf.at con
stitute knowledge, and the deductions of which we are
now speaking are capable of being raised upon other
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portions of our nature besides the purely intellectual.
This is a consideration of importance; and may

perhaps evince that the science of Real Exist- Iirowd

ence is capable of an extension beyond what is  Z /e frm

conceived by its most devoted cultivators in

our age. The innovation, Gentlemen, requires your
indulgence; yet I will dare to claim your attention. It
is a general principle that the human mind, in all its
aspects equally, supposes some. corresponding counter-
part of positive reality. The idea is of immense com-
pass and importance. Regard the infellectual ;0,0
part: i concludes a “sufficient reason” for all fereson
things, and a final sufficient reason, which by irrefraga-
ble proof gives us the Divine Intellect. Regard o vaition,
the voluntary part, (in combination with the reason:) it
claims a source of existence to all things, and finally
a mightier source of existence than can be supplied by
any secondary ancestry, and thus through the principle
of caunsality (a principle of reason developed by the
experience of the will) learns directly to rest in a first
and Divine will. On this point a considerable number
of reasoners, who admit the cogency of ontological
reasoning in general, pause. But can we mno further
clear away the dust of sense, and expose the mirror
which contains the full image of God in the soul of
man? Regard the moral nature of this same 00,
mind; remembering that every original capa- ™™
bility of the mind is egually liable to the supervening
influences of cultivation, or neglect, or perversion, but
that to be duly estimated it should be regarded in the
state of cultivation, carefully considering that the “cul-
tivation” of which I speak is not to add fo the capability,
but simdly to give it brightness and prominence. Just
as we judge the true purposes and beneficial tendencies
of the earth, neither by the barren wilderness which
neglect has produced, nor by the wild unprofitable vege-
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tation of a field of weeds, but by the result which is
evolved from the application of reason to the native
capabilities of the soil. Contemplate then the moral
nature, and may it not be shown that the inherent sense
of right and wrong, when brought into its full develop-

ment by the high culture of education and reflection, -

(not to speak of any higher influences,) does truly esta-
blish the real existence of some superior nature—no
longer Creator, but Judge—which by its own essential
constitution necessarily acts by the principle -thus de-
posited in the human mind as the perpetual testimony
of the existence and agency of such a being? Hither
also some few of our English and foreign guides have
ventured to advance. They have granted that a Divine
Judge may be inferred in the same manner as we have
inferred a Divine Intellect and a Divine Will. DBut,
Gentlemen, man does not merely reason and will,—and
by the inevitable force of an instinctive deduction regard
his reason and will as the counterparts of a Final Reason
and Will; nor does he merely recognise the distinctions
of justice and injustice, and recognise them through
the densest mists of passion and prejudice, which, like

‘every other atmosphere, distort the direction of the

light rather than destroy it: he also, by as real a sus-
ceptibility of his original constitution, feels all the variety
of passions and emotions. Shall I advance, Gentlemen,
or will you dread the vulgar charge of mysticism when
you accompany me in proclaiming that there is for this
portion of the human spirit likewise a real and perma-
nent object correspondent?—in short, that there is an
“ontology’’ of the emotions, whose aim is to de-
%fofzeemo- monstrate that they also demand and attest a

scene beyond the present, and an objecf such as
no modification of passing consciousness can supply?

that by an invincible conviction each desiring heart
~ may be made to feel the truth which each reflective
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intellect can prove? Thus it is that man's entire nature
may be made to display the testimony of a God, and
the prophecy of a future world; and that such proofs
and speculations belong immediately to the science
termed Ontology you will not deny, if you remember
that I have already defined it as that science which
undertakes to show what inferences as to real existences,
not capable of being in this world direct objects of con-
sciousness, can be deduced fmmediately from the existence
of certain states and functions of the human mind. I
have introduced the qualifying term “immediately,” in
order to discriminate these conclusions from the mul-
titude of inferences as to past and future existences
which are attainable by mere analogy; and I have stated
that the existences deduced by these ontological reason-
ings are not “ capable of becoming direct objects of con-
sciousness in our present state,” in order to distinguish
these convictions from those which principles equally
immediate produce relative to things not present; for
instance, the veracity of memory, and of that law of our
mind which gives to the future a certainty not inferior
in degree (though only conditional in kind) to that which
the faculty of memory bestows upon the past: the law,
namely, which compels our belief in the stability of
nature, that is, to express plainly a matter which has
often been made perhaps needlessly mysterious, the law
which obliges us to believe that the same continues the
same, and the relations of all things continue umnaltered
in whatever part of time or space they be considered.
From such conclusions as these of memory, or of the
constancy of nature, the reasonings which I have been
- considering at such length are discriminated, then, in
‘this reshect, that the latter are not capable, as are the
former, of being themselves, at least in the present
scheme of our nature, portions of our immediate con-
~sciousness, whether past or future. This, however, does
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not in the slightest degree invalidate the certainty with
which—breaking the bonds of that present scheme—
the reason of man perceives beyond itself a universal
reason, beyond the will a universal cause, beyond the
moral faculty a principle of universal right, beyond the
affections a scene adequate to their expansion and an
object adequate to their concentration. We do no jus-
tice to the primal elements of our human nature when
we deny a place in our philosophical systems to these
vast and assumed conclusions; nor is it fitting that these
majestic convictions—the topics with which poetry
adorns her pages and oratory animates her thousands—
should be suffered to stray through the world, without
being at length claimed and reduced into the fold of a
strict and scientific method. They teach us that we
are not only formed for eternity, but actually living in
eternity ; that our nature may well bear the shock of a
“change’” which is in truth no change; and that much
which is yet to be known by experience is now known by
inference. We see indeed “through a glass darkly;”
but remember that, though the dimness of a glass may
cloud the rich colouring and the perfect beauty of an
object, it does not hide or alter one inch of the general
outline!

Different Gentlemen, the science which I have thus

names of

oesionce  distinguished into its two great departments
guished. . of relative phenomena and absolute existences, _
which in the former view we have cousidered as
a purely inductive philosophy, like all its brethren,
(though more exalted in its scope than any,) patiently
observing and constantly classifying, —the prize lying
here for him who has the keenest eyes to detect, and
disentangle from all the variety of complex “thought,
those circumstances of generic identity which form a
basis for classification,—which, again, in the latler aspect
we have seen interrogating the functions and principles
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thus established, and discovering involved in them a true
objective world presided over by a mighty Spirit, who,
in making our minds the mirror of his own, has enabled
us in gazing on the mirror to refer the reflection to the
reality :—this great science, as it has been in most ages
of the world cultivated under some form or other, so it
has received a great variety of titles, many of which are
still almost indiscriminately applied to it, and some have
nearly or altogether perished with the peculiar views
which produced them. A slight consideration of these
designations is not only recommended by respect for
antiquity, and by the natural progress of the subject,
which has now brought us to a point where we can
afford to pause, but will also, if I mistake not, be found
of considerable advantage in illustrating its general na-
ture. A difference of names for (apparently) the same
notion will be usually found to correspond to a differ-
ence of aspect under which it has been viewed; and in
studying the progress of the human mind you will often
find that an explanation of terms might be made to
amount to a history of philosophy.

At an early period in the annals of know- splis,or
ledge, when its compass was so limited as to
admit of being easily comprised within a single head,
the general appellation of “wisdom,” or its equivalents,
was applied to it all; and it is in this comprehensive
sense that the term was attributed to the earliest Greek
sages, to the Egyptian and Oriental teachers of know-
ledge, and among them to that illustrious monarch whose
name even in fable is still the talisman of the Fast, and
whose title of Wise seems to have included not merely
the “understanding heart to judge the people,” but also
a large sproportion of learning derived from purely phy-
sical observation. It appears, however, to be certain
that the “wisdom™ of primitive Greece was principally
~ of a moral and political character; and the definition of
Vor. L. 1
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Horace which refers the doctrine of that period’ to legis-
lative prudence, and the regulation of civil life, is pro-
bably a correct historical depiction :—

“ Fuit haec sapientia quondam
Publica privatis secernere, sacra profanis,
Concubitu prohibere vago, dare jura maritis,
Oppida moliri, leges incidere ligno.”

From this prominently moral aspect of that universal
learning which was then entitled wisdom, you can easily
understand the subsequent process by which the same
title became appropriated to all investigations of the
nature of the mind and of those laws of duty which,
collected from the mind itself, are elevated by reflection
into rules of conduct to control that mind from which
they originate. Omitting for the present the investiga-
tion of the kindred appellation gogearyc, in the time of
Aristotle I find the term, if not more restricted, cer-
tainly more speculative in its import. With him wis-
dom (§ aogta) is the investigation of the first elements
and causes of things, including, The Good and the rea-
son of things, among these causes: in his own concise
words—~de? adrip (thy coptay, sc.) Tdy mpdTwy doydy xai
aire@y evae Ocwpyroy, xat yop tdyalloy xat to 0D Svera Sy Tdy
attiwy dorey.  (Metaph.i.2.) As the philosophy of Greece
advanced, the Stoics, whose views, as far as they were
novel or influential, were principally of an ethical cha-
racter, again appropriated the phrase to the conduct
of life; and their ““wise man,” whom Horace has so
shrewdly satirized, and whom Epictetus has so sublimely
depicted, was independent of all merely scientific learn-
ing but that which tanght him the general principles of
that universal system with which it was his duty to link
his destinies. The passive fatalism of the Stoie, how-
ever, passed away, leaving, upon the highroad of that
history of the soul which one day will so far outweigh
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the poor chronology of empires, a mighty monument,
not indeed of the wonders which the unassisted human
mind can attain, but (what is scarcely less important) of
all which it is competent to conceive and desire. In the
subsequent use of the same word by the inspired writers
of the New Testament, though we may observe an occa-
sional reference to the merely sectarian and scholastic
usage, (as where it is said that “the world by wisdom
knew not God,”) yet the direct and chosen import is
wholly moral and practical, as in the singularly beautiful
description which St. James gives of what he terms the
wisdom from above, and which, as you all doubtless are
aware, is wholly composed of its influences and opera-
tions upon the heart and affections. In modern times,
however, this term, “completing the eycle of its history,”
seems to have reverted back to something not very
unlike its original signification among the gnomics of
Greece; and no one expects in the 7raité de Sagesse of
Charron, and still less in the conversational use of the
word among ourselves, any thing more or less than the
direction of high intellectual power by high moral
principle.

I may remark in passing, as a fact for those who culti-
vate that most curious and interesting branch of inquiry,
the history of Words, that both the Greek and Latin
forms of this important term have suffered an almost
equal degradation in our English usage; the Greek form
being, with perhaps one technical exception, only repre-
sented by “sophist” and its derivatives, and the Latin
form “sapience,” “sapient,” &e. being strangely enough
condemned to the almost exclusive purposes of irony.

A similar extension, for similar reasons, was  puu..
in the first ages given to that humbler term, #*
“Philosophy,” which has since borne so important a
part in the history of human advancement. This cele-

brated word, which, originating in early Greece, has
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since visited nearly all European languages, owes its
birth, according to uniform tradition, to Pythagoras of
Samos, who it appears, first of all the great thinkers of
old, was “wise” enough not to call himself so. ¢ Wis-
dom,” says his Alexandrian commentator, “is conver-
sant about those fair things which are first, and divine,
and incommixt, and always the same; by participation
whereof we may call other things fair. But ¢philosophy’
is an imitation of that science, which likewise is an
excellent knowledge, and did assist toward the reforma-
tion of manners.” (Iamblich. Vit. Pyth. 59.) Surely you
cannot now remain ignorant of what Wisdom and Philo-
sophy signify! But, to remove the veil of mystical lan-
guage, Pythagoras’s notion® was plainly this, that the
title of Wisdom should be appropriated to that kind of
knowledge which the Architect of the universe possessed
of his own works material and moral, which he beheld
as the outward image and adumbration of his own eter-
nal mind; and that the title of Philosophy, or the aspira-
tion after Wisdom, was suited to the imperfect, gradual,
and progressive knowledge which the Awman spirit is
permitted to attain of the laws enacted by the Divine.

- This, then, may serve as an instance of the instruction

which I told you was sometimes derivable from the
history of a single term, and with this purpose it may
be useful as well as interesting to dwell for a while upon
the infancy of a title whose long career of existence has
been since so famous. In the adoption of this word
(combined with some slight but authentic traditional
records of his doctrine) you discover two cardinal prin-
ciples held and proclaimed by the illustrious founder of
the Italic school. First, that the eternal mind alone de-
served the title of “Wise,” or perfectly intelligent; a
principle which it is impossible not to connect with

* [ Qu. his biographker’s? Eb.]
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certain declarations in those inspired writings of which
some have supposed Pythagoras may not have been
wholly ignorant, but by which it is at all events easily
conceivable that the Oriental instructors of Pythagoras
may have been indirectly, or even directly, influenced.
“The Lord possessed me,” says the author of the book
of Proverbs, speaking of that which we term Wisdom,
“in the beginning of his way, before his works of old. I
was set up from everlasting, from the beginning, or ever
the earth was,” &c. In this article of the Pythagorean
exposition, you may already perceive the faint® germs of
the bolder Platonic theory of the reality and pre-existence
of the Divine ideas,~—a coincidence between which and
the inspired passage I have quoted was doubtless in the
mind of Milton, when, describing the consummation of
the work of creation, and after previously borrowing
from this very passage one of his most daring images,*
he tells us that the Divine Artist returned to his heaven
of heavens to contemplate how the new-formed world
showed

‘In prospect from His throne, how good, how fair,
Answering Iis great Idea.” vii. 557.

The second doctrine involved in the selection of this
term by its inventor was not less important in relation
to man than the former in relation to the Deity. It was
implied in the connection of the sogia and ¢gelogogpia, that
the great object of human science was the discovery and
contemplation of the order thus impressed, and because
it was impressed, by the Divine nature upon the mate-
rial and moral universe,—a principle which again, ac-

% [The doctrine in Iamblichus is Neo-platonism,—not “faint,” but
full-fledged. Pythagoras is indebted for much of his “wisdom” to the
same source. Hence, doubtless, its “Oriental” aspect. Ep.]

# «The golden compasses prepared

In God’s eternal store.”” See Prov. viii. 27.
""')'r
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cording as it was viewed in its speculative or its practical
aspect, evolved itself in the Platonic definition of science
as the contemplation of ideas, and in the Platonic crite-
rion of moral perfection as assimilation to God. I need
searcely pause to remark what a striking example these
successive modifications present of a tendency, which,
in tracing the historical filiation of sects and systems, I
shall hereafter have constant opportunities of noticing,—
the tendency which great ideas have, when once breathed
abroad upon the world, to become at once more distinct
in their expression, and more intense in their degree, with
the progress of thought; how conjectures fructify into
doctrines, speculations rise into systems, and the vague
diffusive suppositions of one century harden and crystal-
_ lize into the definite positions of another.

So far, then, for the primitive application of the term
Philosophy, which, like the “Wisdom” of which it was
intended as the copy and counterpart, at first involved
the whole mass of knowledge which the period pos-
sessed, beyond the practical informations of immediate
‘experience. But as science broke asunder into the
‘sclences, and the objects of knowledge came near
~enough to the eye to be seen in different directions,
these separate objects, and of course the separate pursuit
~of them, received distinct designations; and the term
Philosophy, sometimes preserving its generality, stood for

- the habitual prosecution of any kind of learning; and

sometimes, contracting its range, became appropriated, as
by Aristotle, to the investigation of those supreme prin-
ciples which give law to all the subordinate departments
of knowledge. In the former usage it stood for science
universally; in the latter, for the universal science.
‘When the term was thus unfixed you may easily imagine
with what latitude it was sometimes employed; and I
suppose none of you have read without a smile the
definition which (at the opening of mearly the most
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perfect fragment of contemplative antiquity) the Roman
philosophical orator has given us of “Philosophy;”’ a
definition in which we may see something more of the
orator than of the philosopher,—much more of the rhe-
torician, perhaps, than of either. ¢Philosophy,”* says
he, “is the art of speaking with copiousness and elegance upon
the greatest questions.” It would be doing much in-
justice, however, to Cicero to conclude that these words
(though it cannot be denied that they are very charac-
teristic of the writer) comprise his full conception of
the objects and compass of studies which he repeatedly
describes in terms not more glowing than comprehensive.
As a general fact it may be observed that he, as well
as the other Latin writers, leans rather to the moral
than the intellectual use of the term;* in this practical
sense of the term (when no gualifying adjective is united
with it) Cicero has been followed almost uniformly by

* [The passage runs thus in the original:—* Hanc enim perfectam
philosophiam semper judicavi, quee de maximis queestionibus copiose
posset ornateque dicere.”—Tusc. Qu. i. 4, 7. The context, as well as
the words themselves, prove that this was not meant for a general
definition of philosophy. Cicero is speaking of the compatibility of
philosophical with rhetorical studies, and of the particular philosophy
which, as an orator, he himself preferred. As well might *Philoso-
phia commentatio mortis”” be quoted as a definition. Cicero had stu-
died dialectical nearly as attentively as ethical science, and describes
_its functions with singular fulness and precision. (See Orafor, c. 4,
16.) Nor is his threefold distribution of philosophy “in naturs
.obscuritatem, in disserendi subtilitatem, in vitam atque mores,” less
correct than it is elegant. (De Orat. i.ec. 15.) Those who are dis-
posed, in compliance with a common prejudice, to think meanly of
Cicero’s philosophical understanding, would do well to read the Aca-
demic Questions. Eb.]

#* ¢ Ty Inventrix legum, tu magistra morum ef discipline.”’ And
in the same book, (Tuse. Qu.5:)—“Est autem unus dies bene et ex
preeceptis tuis actus, peccanti immortalitati anteponendus I (a thought
of which we have the religious aspect in the 84th Psalm.)
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the long line of authors and conversers who have spoken
and written since the classic ages.

e Gentlemen, to the Platonic theory of the prin-
Dialectic. . .

ciples of knowledge its great propounder seems to
have given the title of Dialectic, (a term in which you
trace the influences of his Socratic education.) By his
rival, however, this term was degraded to signify the
logic of probabilities ;* and in modern times it has be-
come synonymous with logic in general, being perhaps
more directly applied to the arts and artifices of argu-
mentative disputation. With reverence to the mighty spirit
of Plato, it may, I think, be fairly said that his applica-
tion of the term was the least justifiable of the three.

The Platonic ¢ Dialectic” appears in the writ-
ings of Aristotle under the celebrated title of
Metaphysics. For this word, under whose imposing
auspices so much that is valuable and so much that is
absurd has since been given to the world, you are, I
presume, aware that we are not indebted to Aristotle
himself, but to one of his ancient commentators, Andro-
nicus of Rhodes, who is supposed to have intended by
the inscription upon his manuscripts, e perd ta ¢uowd,
that the fourteen books so styled were to follow the
physical treatises in the order of place and transcription,

Metaphy-
sics.

® [1 think that this statement is founded on o misconception of Aris-
totle’s meaning in the first chapter of the Rheforic. It would be more
correct to say that he limits dialectic to the refutation of fallacies.
See Soph. Blench. 2.  Awdexrucol ol ¢k téw dvdéfwy cvidoyisrol dvripdoew.
“The Dialectician is one who syllogistically infers the contradictions
implied in popular notions,”’—evidently a description of the Socratic
method.  In this same chapter he distributes discassion (75 diadéyectar)
under the four heads of didascalic, (his own method,) dialectic, pei-
rastic, (arguing for exercise or trial of strength,) and eristic, (arguing
for victory,) oddly enough making dwdexreny a branch of 7o dwadéyeobfac.
In another place (Mefaph. iii. 2, 20) he distinguishes dialectic from
philosophy, of which, in its highest sense, dialectic is in Plato the
synonym. Compare also Soph. Elench. ¢. 11. En.]
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perhaps in that of study, perhaps in that of rank and
dignity. It is not very certain that in any of these
respects the methodizer perfectly understood the inten-
tions of his author. From this equivocal and accidental
parentage, however, subsequent ages have received a
term which sometimes stands for all philosophical in-
quiries into the mind and its conceptions, and sometimes
for every speculation, when it becomes unintelligible.
Its stricter signification is still pretty much the same
with its ancient one,—the investigation of the causes
and principles of things, as far as reason can pene-
trate and arrange them.® The portion of Aristotle’s
writings which pass under this title have, in every age,
been the peculiar study and perplexity of critics; and
I have little doubt that their prolonged and almost des-
potic authority is a good deal traceable to the very con-
ciseness of their oracular sentences, which, sometimes
signifying every thing or nothing, as the reader pleased, by
a very singular contrast allowed every speculator to find his
own fancies authorized by a writer who was yet the most
curt, condensed, and dogmatical the world has everknown!
To speculations of this kind the title has also Pune

been given of The First Science, (§ modey copta, wie

or gdosogia,) and “The Mother-Science;” the authorities
of Aristotle, Descartes, and Lord Bacon, (not to speak of
innumerable names of minor note,) sanctioning its appli-
cation, though not all to accurately the same notion.” In
one passage of his writings Lord DBacon conveys in
his own peculiar style (certainly the most admirable

# “Prima pars philosophiz,” (says Descartes, in strict consonance
with his peculiar method,) “est metaphysica, ubi continentur principia
cognitionis,—inter quee occurrit explicatio pracipuorum Dei attribu-
torum, immaterialitatis animarum nostrarum, neecnon omnium cla-
rarum et simplicium notionum quz in nobis reperiuntur.”  In another
place he styles Philosophy a tree whose roots are metaphysics, trunk
physics, and the branches all the separate sciences. (Epist. Auik.)
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combination of picturesqueness and precision that ever
was devoted to philosophical purposes) much the same
views which I have been endeavouring to convey to
you of the relation in which these studies stand to all
others,—adopting to express them the title we are now
considering,— Alius error est, quod post singulas scien-
tias et artes suas in classes distributas, mox a plerisque

universali rerum cognitioni et philosophice prime renun-

ciatur; quod quidem profectui doctrinarum inimicissi-
mum est. Prospectationes fiunt a turribus aut locis
preealtis,—et impossibile est, ut quis exploret remotiores
interioresque scientise alicujus partes, si stet super plano
ejusdem scientiee neque altioris scientiee veluti speculum
conscendat.”—De Augm. i. Descartes’s use of the same
phrase, which he employs as precisely synonymous with
metaphysics, (“Heec est que prima Philosophia, aut
etiam Metaphysica, dici potest,” he says in the prefatory
epistle of his Principia,) is so constant as to make it unne-
cessary to cite any particular instance. It is enough
to say that the celebrated Meditations, which, when they
first appeared, produced an impression upon the Eu-
ropean mind only rivalled by that of Locke’s Essay

about fifty years later, and which are still deeply worth

the perusal of all who take an interest in these pursuits,
were originally published in 1641, under the title of
Meditationes de Prima Philosophia. Descartes’s notion
of this “First Philosophy” was nearly or wholly the
same with that of Aristotle;® and both include under

¢ [Aristotle’s description of the Philosophia Prime is worth tran-
seribing:—EL udv odv ph éorl ti¢ érépa obola wapd Tic Phose cvvesTprviag, 4
guoucy dv ely mpdry émeoriuy el & fotl Tic obola axlvyrog, abry wporipa kal
purocopia. mpdry, kal kabélov obrwg bre mwplTy* kal mepl Tob Svrog 9 v, Tabrye
v ely Bewpfoat, kad i tote xal td dwdpyovra ff v, Metaph. v. 1, 12: “If
there is no existence apart from the compound existences in nature,
physics must be the first science. On the other hand, if we assume
an immutable existence, that existence must take precedence of the
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it, though by a very different chain of connection, all
abstract discussions of the existence and attributes of
the Divine nature. The Aristotelian theology is the
ultimate term of the Aristotelian physics; the Cartesian
theology, of the Cartesian philosophy of mind: each
arrives at the necessary existence of God, the one through
the external world of matter and motion, seizing the
great truth of a prime Mover,—the other, from a con-
templation of the internal world of thought, pronouncing
the reality of that infinite Being whose “idea” we
can neither exclude from the mind, nor modify when
there. You can easily conceive how these very opposite
aspects of the same great truths heightened the resolute
hostility of the two schools; a hostility somewhat obtru-
sively expressed in the old editions of the Principia of
Descartes, (that edifice of sublime hypothesis,) where
the bold soldier of Touraine is depicted setting his right
foot upon the prostrate volumes of his master, with an
inscription beneath proudly importing that he who had
solved all the miracles of nature remained himself the
only unexplained miracle on earth :—

‘“Assignansque suis queevis miracula causis,
Miraculum reliquum solus in orbe fuit!”

I have already given you some account of the objects
which by the scholastic authors were included under the
title of “Ontology;” and I have, I hope not ineffectually,
endeavoured to exhibit to you the more definite and

important topies which I would wish under the same
lesignation to substitute in their place. 'We may there-

former, and the corresponding science must be the first, and, because
the first, a universal, philosophy. The office of this philosophy must
~ be the contemplation of substance or existence as such,—of its essence
and its essential attributes.” He had previously styled it Theology,
(rpeic &v elev gedoobgear Gewprrucat, pabyparuh, gvoud, Oeodoyud.)  Ep.]
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fore pass to the old and convenient term which has
Payciio- lately been revived by many of our conti-
ooy nental contemporaries, * Psychology,” which
is intended to express with perfect simplicity the in-
vestigation of the appearances and laws of the mind
apart from all ulterior applications. To form an expres-
sive contrast with Ontology, a term has been given cur-
rency by some living philosophers, (philosophers are
fond of triumphing over the Roman emperor’s impossi-
bility ;) and though I believe the coinage has not got
much circulation in this realm, it certainly passes for
Phenome. & legal tender in Germany. The term is phe-
nelogy. nomenology,” and is cautiously expressive of its
precise objects,—the apparent in contrast with the real,
70 powbpsvoy as distinguished from 6 dv. By the word
Prewnate . Lneumalology was formerly intended the general
togy: science of spirit under its various subdivisions,
angelie, diabolical, and spectral, as well as the living
soul of man; in short, a universal spiritual physics.
Although in this bold theory of the superior intelligences
the positions must have been, apart from the authority
~of fathers and a few scriptural passages, wholly arbitrary,
this difficulty did not prevent some of the schoolmen
from calmly apportioning to each class its respective
science; and those who left to wither in neglect the rich
field of the human heart understood perfectly the capa-
cities of the archangel Michael, and could appropriate

* [The word was coined, I believe, by Hegel. It is not synonymous
with ‘“psychology,” rational or empirical; but is rather the science of
Man as he develops himself in history: if we may venture to put that
interpretation on the description of the Phiinomonologie des Geistes,
with which we are favoured by a recent historian of recent German
philosophy:—* Die Welt ist das Phiinomen, und also die Wissenschaft
die Phinomenlehre des sich selbst als eine Gemeine freier Ich erscheinen-

‘den Ich? **the science of the phenomena of the Ego appearing to
“itself as a community of free Egos!” Ep.]
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their separate offices to every order of the heavenly
hierarchy. We are told that in the mystic volume of
man’s destinies there are “things which the angels desire
to look into:” the bolder curiosity of man has not only
“desired” to reciprocate the knowledge, but more than
once has dared to imagine it in his possession! ¢Pneu-
matology,” however, to follow the fortunes of the term,
rapidly became the exclusive science of the human spirit,
—the brother-spirits being either relegated to their dis-
tinet provinces, (Angelography, Demonology, &e. &e.,)
or appended as a supplementary subject to the depart-
ment of Natural Theology. In this sense the designa-
tion is still often employed; though as a philosophical
term it has been, perhaps justly, censured as including,
or insinuating, something hypothetical as to the physical
nature of the mind. It is a curious example of the
metaphorical and the literal use of words or ideas, that
in this instance we actually possess two important and
wholly dissimilar sciences, named from the same original
term, the one (Pneumatics) in its literal and the other
(Pneumatology) in its figurative application: it will, per-
haps, surprise you to be informed that even by so late a
writer as Adam Smith the word Preumatics was still em-
ployed to denote the science of the soul.

The authority and ability of M. Destutt-Tracy dedosy.
have given some limited circulation to the term ¢Ideo-
logy,” as a title for the philosophy of the mind. When
you remember what are the doctrines which this writer
(a follower, though an independent one, of Condillac)
labours to support, you will sympathize with the degra-
dation of a term, which, from once standing for the
mysterious exemplars of the intellectual world of Plato,
has sunk to serving the purposes of the philosophy of

“mere sensation. Indeed, the story of this famous word
might form a varied and instructive tale; and in the
long fortunes of the “Idea,” sometimes exalted above

Vor. I. 8
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the sphere of earth, and as invariably depressed by the
very extravagance of its own ambition, the Scott of
philosophical romance might find at once a hero and a
moral.

With particular and special titles for the mental philo-
sophy (such as, for instance, ¢ The Theory of the Repre-
sentative Faculty”) I do not now concern myself; as,
originating out of peculiar views, the names are there a
part of the systems, and only to be canvassed in canvass-
ing them.

Among some of our contemporaries® it is not unusual
to style this philosophy ¢“Egoism,” or the “Science of
Ego;” a mode of expression which aims at evaporating
every particle of hypothesis in selecting a phrase of pure
and extreme simplicity; but which, though often highly
convenient for purposes of exposition, scarcely compen-
sates by occasional utility for perpetual barbarism.
Prtosoply The phrase Philosophy of the Mind, which has
of the obtained so much celebrity from the victories

‘ which the Scottish School have achieved under
its banner, is not liable to any strong objection. I would
~ only repeat, that if it be understood as merely including
the physiology of the consciousness as a succession of
phenomena, it does not cover the amplitude of legitimate
human speculation upon the theory of thought.  But
fortunately, as the term ‘Philosophy may comprise any

8 [T know not to whom Professor Butler alludes. *“Egoism” is com-
monly used to denote a particular theory of perception, which resolves
all phenomena into modifications of the conscious suhject; e.g. the
theory of Fichte. So applied the word is expressive enough, and
hardly deserves the sarcasm in the text. It is not more barbarous
than its homonym “egotism,” and much less so than “egomism,”
~which-oceurs in ¢ Baxter On the Soul,” (1737,) where it is attributed
to certain Cartesians, Sir W.ITamilton finds the same word in a Scotch
author, also of the last century. See his notes on pp. 269 and 293 of
‘the collected edition of Reid’s Works. Ep.]
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speculation whatever, and as “The Mind” may be re-
garded as directly concerned in every speculation that is
busied with the human nature, or faculties, or fortunes,
the phrase can always expand or contract with the pur-
poses of the employer; and this facility, invaluable in a
general title for a progressive science, will always make
this designation too convenient to be forgotten.

We have now, Gentlemen, closed our rapid review of
the principal titles by which men in different ages have
represented to themselves the great speculation as to the
constitution and destinies of their spiritual nature. I
trust you agree with me that such a résumé is not either
uninteresting or unprofitable. You observe in the titles
chosen the aspects contemplated ; you see vagueness and
accuracy of conception uttering itself in corresponding
vagueness and accuracy of expression; the well-formed
figure giving its own symmetry to the dress that clothes
it. But, more than this, in such a review you ecatch
glimpses of the history itself of philosophy opened in
these its varying designations; a few words, when linked
with the knowledge of their origin and uses, become the
rallying-points round which our scattered ideas cluster;
and we hear in each no more a few arbitrary syllables,
but the disputes and the decisions, the wisdom and the
follies, of an age.

Gentlemen, having arrived at this point of progress in
our introductory course, it becomes my duty to canvass
the question to which I have already slightly alluded,—
of the importance of the studies which I have been endea-
vouring to describe. In our next lectures we shall enu-
merate some of the popular objections which prejudice
has advanced against its cultivation; and we shall pro-
ceed, in the first instance, to answer them, not so much
by any direct reply (which would be a tedious task) as by

~the more instructive method of establishing the claims
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. of all knowledge, and of this philosophy as a real portion
of knowledge. This argument, stated at length, and in-
volving subjects of the highest moment to the welfare of
humanity, (would that I could do them adequate justice!
but I still rely upon your indulgence,) will form the prin-
cipal topic of the next (or Monday’s) discourse.



LECTURE IV.

ON THE POSSIBILITY OF AN INDUCTIVE SCIENCE OF
THE MIND.

GENTLEMEN :—
" ArrEr considering at some length the subject of our
present studies in its two great divisions, I closed this
preliminary statement in my last Lecture with a brief
review of the various appellations which this philosophy
has received in different ages,—*“ Wisdom,” ¢“Philo-
sophy,” “Metaphysics,” “Pneumatology,” and the rest;
and I did so, not only because I was not aware of any
antecedent authority to which I could refer you for the
information in a combined and succinet form, but also
because it appeared to me that in discussing these names
we were, in point of” fact, obtaining rapid but useful
glimpses of the position which the general subject has
held in the minds of men in various stages of the history
of human reason. From the whole I think you ;.00
may draw a few valuable deductions; as, first, 272
that the subject itself at a wvery early period =™
attracted the notice of contemplative minds; again,
that, though at first involved with every other in a
common mass, it soon detached itself, and that in every
successive age this separation became more decisive and
complete. Thirdly, that, as it may be viewed in both a
sp