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T H E  S U B J E C T

• « o r» •

S E L F  IMPLIED IN  KHOWLEDGE.

 --------------- oOo--------------------

The d e s t r u c t i v e  c r i t i c i s m  o f  D a v id  Hume w h ic h  c u lm in a te d  

i n  th e  d e n ia l  o f  a l l  r e a l  c o n n e c t in g  p r i n c i p l e s  i n  o u r  

e x p e r ie n c e ,  and i n  th e  r e d u c t io n  6'f th e  S e l f  i n t o  th e  sum o f  

i t s  s t a t e s ,  f i n d s  a s t r i k i n g  c o n t r a s t  i n  th e  K a n t i a l  T h e o ry  

o f  K no w ledge , w i t h  i t s  i n s i s t e n c e  upon th e  existence of a 
s e l f  as th e  f o u n d a t io n  on w h ic h  to  c o n s t r u c t  th e  w o r ld  

p r e s e n te d  to  us i n  kn o w le d g e . I lo d e rn  I d e a l i s t s ,  w i t h  t } i e i r  

em phas is  on th e  im p o r ta n c e  o f  a due r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  th e  s e l f  

i n  any c o n s t r u c t i v e  t h e o r y  o f  r e a l i t y ,  draw t h e i r  i n s p i r a t i o n  

f r o m  th e  p r e -e m in e n t  p o s i t i o n  a s s ig n e d  b y  K a n t  to  th e  

t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  u n i t y  o f  a p p e r c e p t io n  i n  h i s  T he o ry  o f  

K n o w ledge . A.due r e a l i s a t i o n  o f  th e  duality of s u b je c t  and 
o b je c t  i n  each and e v e ry  fo rm  o f  e x p e r ie n c e ,  a c o n c e p t io n  so 

f u l l y  em phas ised  by many a p r e s e n t - d a y  p h i lo s o p h e r ,  as, e.g.
D r. James Ward, was w h a t r e a l l y  l e d  to th e  K a n t ia n  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  

method o f  p r o o f  o f  th e  v a l i d i t y  o f  th e  p r e s u p p o s i t i o n s  o f  

kn o w le d g e , A s u b j e c t - i n - i t s e l f  and an o b j e c t - i n - i t s e l f  a re  

m e a n in g le s s  te rm s . I n  and by  th e m s e lv e s  s u b je c t  and o b je c t  

a re  o f  th e (n a tu re  o f  th e  a b s t r a c t  u n i v e r s a l  and th e  a b s t r a c t  

p a r t i c u l a r  r e s p e c t i v e l y .  What r e a l l y  e x i s t s  i s  th e  

i n d i v i d u a l  e x p e r ie n c e , w here  s u b je c t  and o b je c t ,  u n i v e r s a l  

and p a r t i c u l a r ,  a re  i n d i s s o l u b l y  l i n k e d  t o g e t h e r .  Experience 
i n  a l l  i t s  v a r io u s  fo rm s  a lw a ys  g iv e s  us a " s u b j e c t  i n  

r e l a t i o n  to  an o b j e c t . ” O u ts id e  o f  t h i s  fu n d a m e n ta l



su b j e c t - o b j e c t  r e l a t i o n  th e r e  i s  no s e l f  and no o b je c t  o f  

k n o w le d g e . B o th  m u t u a l l y  c o n d i t i o n  each o t h e r .  O n ly  i n  

so f a r  as th e  s e l f  goes o u t ,  as i t  w e re , to  comprehend 

o b je c t s *  th e r e  e x i s t  a s e l f  f o r  u s ,  w h i l s t ,  on th e  o th e r  

hand, o n l y  i n  so f a r  as o b je c t s  become o b j e c t s - f o r - a - s e l f  

do th e y  a c q u i r e  a m ean ing  f o r  u s .  Such i n  e f f e c t  i s  th e  

te a c h in g  o f  th e  T ra n s c e n d e n ta l  D e d u c t io n  i n  th e  C r i t i q u e ,  

th o u g h , as we s h a l l  see l a t e r ,  K a n t  d id  n o t  keep c o n s i s t e n t l y  

to  th e  i m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  such  a d o c t r i n e .

Hume had co n te n de d  t h a t  i n  a l l  h i s  s p e c u la t i v e

ende a vou rs  h i s  way was a lw a ys  b a r r e d  by  an i n s u p e r a b le

d i f f i c u l t y  -  th e  e x is t e n c e  o f  two fu n d a m e n ta l  p r i n c i p l e s

w h ic h  c o u ld  n o t  be re n ou n ce d  -  v i z ,  " t h a t  a l l  o u r  d i s t i n c t

p e r c e p t io n s  a re  d i s t i n c t  e x i s t e n c i e s ,  and t h a t  th e  m ind

n e v e r  p e r c e iv e s  any r e a l  c o n n e c t io n  among d i s t i n c t

e x i s t e n c i e s . "  K now ledge , he m a in ta in e d ,  i s  r e s o lv a b le

i n t o  e v e n ts  w h ic h  a re  e n t i r e l y  lo o s e  and s e p a ra te .  As

a g a in s t  such  a v ie w  K a n t  co n te n d s  t h a t  f ro m  mere u n i t s  o f

sense as such  kn o w ledg e  can n e v e r  a r i s e .  The s e n s a t io n a l

a tom ism  o f  Hume, so f a r  f ro m  e x p la i n i n g  kn o w le d g e , re n d e rs

i t  im p o s s ib le .  Embedded i n  e x p e r ie n c e  i n  a l l  i t s  fo rm s

a re  c e r t a i n  fu n d a m e n ta l  c o n n e c t in g  p r i n c i p l e s .  E v e ry  o b j e c t

as known i n v o lv e s  m u l t i t u d i n o u s  r e fe r e n c e s  to o th e r  o b je c t s

and to  an i d e n t i c a l  s u b je c t  o r  s e l f .  I n  f a c t ,  i t  i s  n o t  too
h _

much to  say t h a t  th e  w ho le  a im  o f  th e  K a n t ia j t  T h o e ry  o f
t

Know ledge i s  to  d e m o n s tra te  th e  n e c e s s i t y  o f  " s y n t h e s i s "  f o r  

a l l  kn o w le d g e , and t h a t  such s y n th e s is  i n  t u r n  p re su p p o se s  

th e  e x is t e n c e  o f  an a b id in g  s e l f  w h ic h  fo rm s  t l ie  p r i n c i p l e  

o f  c o n n e c t io n  o f  o u r  v a r io u s ,  e x p e r ie n c e s .  To v i n d i c a t e  t i e  

p re s e n c e  o f  such a s e l f  we m u s t r e s o r t  to  a c r i t i c i s m  o f  th e  

n a tu r e  o f  kn o w ledg e  i t s e l f .  Such an im m anent c r i t i c i s m ,  

w h ic h  w i l l  l e a d  to  th e  d is c o v e r y  o f  th e  v a r io u s  e le m e n ts
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t h a t  c o n s t i t u t e  e x p e r ie n c e ,  r e q u i r e s  i t s  s t a r t i n g - p o i n t  to be 

beyond  d is p u t e .  Such a f a c t u a l  e x p e r ie n c e ,  as P r o f .  T .K .
I

S m ith  p o in t s  o u t ,  i s  to  be fo u n d  i n  c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  Time 

a lo n e ,  f o r  JIume had a l r e a d y  a rg u e d  t h a t  th e  o t h e r  two fo rm s  

o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  v i z .  c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  s e l f  and c o n s c io u s n e s s  

o f  o b je c t s ,  may be i l l u s o r y ,  w hereas  c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  t im e  i n  

th e  fo rm  o f  cha rge  i s  beyond  d is p u t e .

S t a r t i n g ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  w i t h  c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  t im e  as an 

a c t u a l  f a c t ,  K a n t  shows t h a t  t h i s  i n e v i t a b l y  p re s u p p o se s  th e  

p re s e n c e  o f  a s e l f  t h a t  r e t a i n s  i t s  i d e n t i t y  th ro u g h o u t  th e  

s u c c e s s io n  o f  i t s  v a r io u s  e x p e r ie n c e s .

Now, i t  i s  c l e a r ,  as G a i r d  n o te s  i n  h i s  Commentary to

th e  C r i t i q u e ,  tT ia t  th e r e  a re  two d i f f e r e n t  a s p e c ts  K a n t ’ s

a c c o u n t  o f  k n o w le d g e , v i z .  th e  p s y c h o lo g i c a l ,  and th e

m e ta p h y s ic a l  o r  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  a s p e c t .  S t a r t i n g  w i t h
e

e x p e r ie n c e  as a c t u a l l y  e x i s t i n g ,  K a n t  a n a l y s i s  i t  w i t h  a v ie w  

to  d is c o v e r i n g  i t s  v a r io u s  e le m e n ts .  Such a p ro c e d u re  i s  

t h o r o u g h ly  j u s t i f i a b l e ,  f o r  8.11 advance i n  kn ow ledge  depends
ft

on a f a l y s i s  and s y n t h e s is ,  b u t ,  u n f o r t u n a t e l y ,  such an 

a n a l y s i s  o f  th e  c o n te x t  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  caused K a n t  to  c o n c e iv e  

th e  v a r io u s  e le m e n ts  as c a p a b le  o f  e x i s t i n g ,  th o u g h  

d o u b t le s s  i n  a m o d i f ie d  fo rm ,  a p a r t  f r o m  th e  u n i t y  w h e re in  

th e y  a re  fo u n d  i n  a c t u a l  e x p e r ie n c e .  He s e p a ra te s  th e  

c o n t r i b u t i o n s  o f  sense and th e  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  o f  th e  u n d e r ­

s ta n d in g ,  i n t u i t i o n  and c o n c e p t io n ,  and c o n s e q u e n t ly  he has 

to  i n v e n t  many a r t i f i c i a l  m e d ia  to  t r y  and cem ent th e  

c o n t r i b u t i o n s  o f  th e se  d i f f e r e n t  f a c u l t i e s .  T h ro u g h o u t  th e  

C r i t i q u e  t h i s  d u a l is m  o f  sense and th o u g h t  i s  to  be fo u n d  

s id e  by s id e  w i t h  a sa n e r  v ie w  o f  th e  m u tu a l  dependence o f  

th e  v a r io u s  e le m e n ts  r e v e a le d  i n  th e  c r i t i c a l  a n a l y s i s  o f

Commentary to  K a n t ’ s ^ C r i t i q u e  o f  P u re  Reason/ p .  241



kn o w le d g e . When K a n t  i s  d e v e lo p in g  th e  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  

m ethod to  i t s  l o g i c a l  ou tcom e, as i n  th e  s e c t i o n f o n  th e  

P a ra lo g is m s  o f  R a t io n a l  P s y c h o lo g y ,  th e  s e l f  i s  re g a rd e d  

s im p ly  as th e  p r i n c i p l e  o f  u n i t y  _o£ th e  m a n i f o ld ;  when, 

how e ve r, he i s  t r y i n g  to  t r a c e  th e  g e n e s is  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  

o u t  o f  w h a t  i s  n o t  e x p e r ie n c e ,  he c o n c e iv e s  th e  m in d  o r  

kn o w in g  s e l f  as e x i s t i n g  i n  and by i t s e l f  p r i o r  to a l l  

e x p e r in c e ,  and c o n t r i b u t i n g  i t s  own sha re  to  e x p e r ie n c e  

when i t  i s  b r o u g h t  i n t o  r e l a t i o n  w i t h  th e  o b j e c t - i n - i t s e l f . 

I n  th e  w ords  o f  G a i r d ,  " O f te n  he ( i . e .  K a n t )  makes as i f  he 

were c o n s t r u c t i n g  e x p e r ie n c e  o u t  o f  e le m e n ts  p r i o r  to  

e x p e r ie n c e ,  w h i l e  he i s  r e a l l y  show ing  th e  e le m e n ts  o f  i t  

to  be so c o r r e l a t e d ,  t h a t  th e  a b s t r a c t i o n  by w h ic h  we 

i s o l a t e  them n e c e s s a r i l y  d e s t r o y s  i t s e l f .  And th e r e  i s  an 

u n s o lv e d  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  be tw een  h i s  r e s u l t  and h i s  s t a r t i n g -  

p o i n t ,  because  he n e v e r  r e v i s e d  h i s  f i r s t  c o n c e p t io n  o f  th e  

d i f f e r e n t  f a c u l t i e s  o r  e le m e n ts  o f  kno w le dg e  i n  th e  l i g h t  

o f  t h a t  u n i t y  w h ic h  i t  was th.e f i n a l  r e s u l t  o f  l i i s  w ork  to
I

d e m o n s t r a t e . ” I n  t h i s  e x p o s i t i o n  t h a t  im m e d ia te ly

f o l l o w s ,  to  a v o id  c o n fu s io n ,  I  s h a l l  c o n f in e  a t t e n t i o n  to  

K a n t ’ s i n s i s t e n c e  on th e  n e c e s s i t y  o f  th e  s u b j e c t - o b j  e c t  

r e l a t i o n  f o r  e x p e r ie n c e ;  t h a t  i s ,  I  s h a l l  m e re ly  n o te  

K a n t ’ s t e a c h in g  when he i s  c o n s i s t e n t l y  d e v e lo p in g  h i s  

t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  m e tl iod , d e f e r r i n g  f o r  su b se q u e n t d is c u s s io n  

h i s  t r e a tm e n t  o f  th e  g e n e s is  o f  e x p e r ie n c e ,  w here  th e  s e l f -  

c o n s c io u s  s u b je c t  i s  c o n c e iv e d  as p la y i n g  an e x a g g e ra te d  

r o l e  i n  th e  g e n e r a t io n  o f  o b j e c t i v e  e x p e r ie n c e .

SUBJECTIVE I n  th e  S u b je c t i v e  D e d u c t io n  o f  th e  c a te g o r ie s  as 
DEDUCTION.

g iv e n  i n  th e  f i r s t  e d i t i o n  o f  th e  C r i t i q u e ,  w here  he 

seeks to  d is c o v e r  th e  s u b je c t i v e  c o n d i t i o n s  n e c e s s a ry  to  th e

/
G a ird^  ’ The P h i lo s o p h y  o f  X a n t /  1 s t .  ed . p .  373.
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p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  kn o w le d g e , K a n t  uses  an a rgum en t to  e s t a b l i s h  

blie p re s e n c e  o f  th e  s e l f  w h ic h  caused M i l l  to  w ave r i n  Id s  

s u p p o r t  o f  A s s o c ia t io n is m ,  and o f  w h ic h  Green made such an 

e f f e c t i v e  use i n  h i s  o n s la u g h t  on th e  E m p i r i c i s t s .  The 

a rg um e n t i n  e f f e c t  i s  t h a t  a s e r ie s fo f  f e e l i n g s  c a n n o t  p o s s ib l y  

be aware o f  i t s e l f  as a s e r i e s .  E x p e r ie n c e  o r  c o n s c io u s n e s s  

o f  change, a rg u e d  Green,^ i n v o l v e s  c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  a r e l a t e d  

s e r ie s ,  c o n s c io u s n e s s  w h ic h  m u s t be e q u a l l y  p r e s e n t  to each 

member o f  th e  s e r ie s ,  and so such  a c o n s c io u s n e s s  c a n n o t  be 

a member o f  th e  s e r ie s ;  n e i t h e r  i s  i t  a p r o d u c t  o f  a p r e v io u s  

series o f  e v e n ts ,  o f  w h ic h ,  o f  c o u rs e ,  th e r e  i s  no c o n s c io u s ­

n e s s .  S i m i l a r l y ,  K a n t a r g u e s , i n  th e  S u b je c t i v e  D e d u c t io n  o f  

th e  c a t e g o r ie s ,  t h a t  s in c e  o u r  e x p e r ie n c e s  o c c u r  i n  s u c c e s s iv e  

moments, to know t l i a t  th e  e le m e n ts  ] lave o c c u r re d  i n  im m e d ia te  

s u c c e s s io n ,  and as to g e th e r  m ak ing  up a c e r t a i n  t o t a l ,  as, 

e .g .  when we c o u n t  th e  u n i t s  t h a t  go to  make up  a c e r t a i n  

g ro u p ,  th e  s e r ie s  o f  conte^n ts  m ust be r u n  th ro u g h  and h e ld  

to g e th e r  b e fo r e  th e  m in d .  Such a s y n th e s is ,  how ever, w ou ld  

be im p o s s ib le  w i t h o u t  th e  r e p r o d u c t i o n  i n  image o f  e a r l i e r  

contexnbs, and the  c o m b in a t io n  o f  th e se  w i t h  th e  p r e s e n t  

datum. B u t  r e p r o d u c t i o n  i n  t u r n  has i t s  p r e s u p p o s i t i o n ,  v iz .  

an a b id in g  s e l f ,  w h ic h  i s  c a p a b le  o f  r e c o g n is in g  th e  

re p ro d u c e d  c o n te n t s  as i t s  own p a s t  e x p e r ie n c e s .  " W i th o u t  

th e  c o n s c io u s n e s s  t h a t  w h a t v/e a re  t h i n k i n g  now i s  th e  same 

as w h a t we th o u g h t  a moment b e fo r e ,  a l l  r e p r o d u c t i o n  i n  th e  

s e r ie s  o f  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s  w o u ld  be i n  v a i n . "  K a n t ’ s 

a rg um e n t i s  v e r y  c o n c is e l y  e x p re s s e d  by  P r i c h a r d  as f o l l o w s : -  

" I f  I  am to  c o u n t  a g ro u p  #o f f i v e  u n i t s ,  I  r u s t  n o t  o n ly  add 

them, b u t  a ls o  be c o n s c io u s  o f  my c o n t i n u o u s ly  i d e n t i c a l  a c t  

o f  a d d i t i o n ,  t h i s  c o n s c io u s n e s s  c o n s i s t i n g  i n  th e  

c o n s c io u s n e s s  tliat I  am s u c c e s s iv e ly  t a k in g  u n i t s  up to ,  and

1 . ’ P ro le go m ena  to  E th ic s . ’ I S  16 and 17 .
2. A. S 103 .
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o n ly  up to ,  f i v e ,  and b e in g  a t  th e  saune t im e  a c o n s c io u s n e s s

t h a t  th e  u n i t s  a re  a c q u i r i n g  th e  u n i t y  o f  b e in g  a g ro u p  o f  
1

f i v e . "  Thus c o n s c io u s n e s s  u l t i m a t e l y  p re s u p p o s e s  an 

i d e n t i c a l  s e l f ,  w h ic h  i s  c o n s c io u s  o f  th e  i d e n t i t y  o f  i t s  

a c t i o n  th r o u g h o u t  th e  v a r io u s  s y n t h e t i c  p ro c e s s e s  upon whose 

p re s e n c e  th e  v e r y  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s  depends. " The

w ord  c o n c e p t  could ha.ve sug ge s ted  t h i s  re m a rk ,  f o r  i t  i s  th e

one c o n s c io u s n e s s  w h ic h  u n i t e s  th e  m a n i f o ld  t h a t  has been

p e r c e iv e d  s u c c e s s iv e l y ,  and a f t e r w a r d s  re p ro d u c e d  i n t o  one
%

r e p r e s e n t a t i o n . "  A l l  kn o w le d g e , t h e r e f o r e ,  presupposes a 
s e l f  as a p r i n c i p l e  o f  u n i t y  o f  th e  m a n i f o ld .  The p a r t i c u l a r s  

o f  sense, on w h ic h  Eurne l a i d  such emphasis, can no longer
be v ie w e d  as i n  and b y  th e m s e lv e s  c o n s t i t u t i n g  th e  w o r ld  o f

kn o w le d g e . I f  th e y  a re  to  o b t a in  any s i g n i f i c a n c e  f o r  us , 

th e y  m ust be v ie w e d  as i n  e s s e n t i a l  r e l a t i o n  to th e  u n i t y  of 
th e  s e l f .  E x p e r ie n c e  i s  made up  o f  a m u l t i p l i c i t y  i n  u n i t y ,  

and a p a r t  f r o m  th e  u n i t y  th e  m u l t i p l i c i t y  c a n n o t e x i s t  f o r  

k n o w le d g e .

OBJECTIVE T h is  u n i t y  o f  th e  s e l f ,  w h ic h  i s  so e s s e n t i a l  to
D e d u c t io n .

e x p e r ie n c e  i n  a l l  i t s  fo rm s ,  i s  f u r t h e r  c h a r a c t e r i s e d

b y  K a n t,  i n  th e  O b je c t i v e  D e d u c t io n s  o f  b o th  e d i t i o n s  o f  th e

C r i t i q u e ,  w here  he d e a ls  w i t h  th e  o b j  e c t i v e  v a l i d i t y  o f

k n o w le d g e . The O b je c t i v e  D e d u c t io n  o f  th e  second e d i t i o n  i n

p a r t i c u l a r  i s  v e r y  i l l u m i n a t i n g  as r e g a rd s  th e  m u tu a l

dependence o f  s u b je c t  and o b j e c t .  The re a s o n  f o r  t h i s  i s

t h a t  h e re  K & n t i s  more co n ce rn e d  w i t h  th e  l o g i c a l

p r e s u p p o s i t i o n s  o f  k n o w le d g e , and so th e  l o g i c a l  c h a r a c t e r
n

o f  th e  s e l f  i n  kn o w le dge  r e c e iv e s  more a t t e n t i o n  t i ia #  i n  th e  

O b je c t i v e  D e d u c t io n  o f  the  f i r s t  e d i t i o n .  I n  th e  o b j e c t i v e  

d e d u c t io n s  we f i n d  th e  s e l f  c h a r a c t e r i s e d  u n d e r  v a r io u s  

u n w ie ld y  names, b u t  th e y  s u p p ly  a t r u e  i n d i c a t i o n  o f  i t s  r e a l

1 . ’ K a n t ’ s T h e o ry  o f  Know ledge / p p . 1 7 4 -5 .
2 .  A. # 10 3 .
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n a tu r e  and f u n c t i o n .  I t  i s  " th e  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  s e l f " , ” t i e

t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  a p p e r c e p t i o n " , " th e  p u re  ego" ,  " th e

t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  u n i t y  o f  a p p e r c e p t io n " ,  " t h e  s y n t h e t i c  u n i t y

0 f  app e r c e p t io n "  and " th e  t r  an 3 c en den t a l  u n i t y  o f  s e l f -

c o n s c io u s n e s s . "  K a n t  s h a r p ly  d i s t i n g u i s h e s  i t  f r o m  w h a t he

c a l l s  th e  e m p i r i c a l  u n i t y  o f  a p p e r c e p t io n ,  w h ic l i  i s  th e  o b j e c t

o f  kn o w le d g e  when o u r  t h o u g h t  i s ,  as i t  w e re ,  t u r n e d  in w a rd s .

E m p i r i c a l  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  i t s e l f  u l t i m a t e l y  depends upon

th e  p re s e n c e  o f  th e  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  ego . The e m p i r i c a l  s t a t e s

o f  th e  s e l f  a re  a h  ays t r a n s i e n t .  C o n s e q u e n t ly  we c a n n o t

become c o n s c io u s  o f  a f i x e d  o r  p e rm a n e n t s e l f  by any a c t  o f

i n t r o s p e c t i o n .  The e m p i r i c a l  s e l f  i s  c o n s t a n t l y  u n d e rg o in g

change , and so r e f l e c t i o n  upon i t s  s u c c e s s iv e  s t a t e s  c a n n o t

g iv e  us c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  a s e l f  w h ic h  i s  n e c e s s a r i l y  i d e n t i c a l

w i t h  i t s e l f  t h r o u g h o u t  i t s  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s .  Even i f  i t s

s t a t e s  d id  n o t  change , i t s  i d e n t i t y ,  as P r i c h a r d  n o te s ,  w o u ld
1

be o n ly  c o n t i n g e n t ;  " i t  need  n o t  c o n t in u e  u n c h a n g e d ,"  and t h i s  

f a l l s  s h o r t  o f  w h a t K a n t  c la im s  f o r  h i s  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  s e l f .

The t h i n k i n g  s u b je c t  c a n n o t be known as an o b j e c t  o f  kno w le dge , 

and, t h e r e f o r e ,  p r o o f  o f  i t s  e x is t a n c e  can. o n ly  ta k e  th e  form 
o f  a t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  p r o o f ,  v i z .  b y  show ing  t h a t  i t  i s  p r e ­

supposed  i n  a l l  c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  o b je c t s .  f i n a l y s i s  o f  o u r  

kn o w le d g e  o f  o b je c t s  does show th e  in d is p e n m a b le n e s s  o f  such  a 

t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  u n i t y ,  ITo r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  can a c q u i r e  a 

m e a n in g , f o r  us u n le s s  i t  be a ccom pan ied  b y  th e  " I  t h i n k "  o f  

s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  " f o r  o th e r w is e  s o m e th in g  w o u ld  be 

r e p r e s e n te d  w i t h i n  me t h a t  c o u ld  n o t  be th o u g h t ,  i n  o th e r

w o rd s ,  th e  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  w o u ld  e i t h e r  be im p o s s ib le  o r  n o t ' i i r g ,
Z

a t  l e a s t  so f a r  as I  am c o n c e rn e d . "  So in d i s p e n s a b le  i s  th e  

s e l f  f o r  kn o w le d g e  t h a t  K a n t  c a l l s  th e  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  u n i t y  o f  

a p p e r c e p t io n  an o b . ie c t iv e  u n i t y ,  f o r  i t  i s  th e  c o n d i t i o n  o f

1 .  ’ K a n t ’ s T h e o ry  o f  Knowledge.’ p . 139 .
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o u r  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s  a c q u i r i n g  r e l a t i o n  to  o b je c t s .

C o n s c io u s n e s s  i n  a l l  i t s  v a r io u s  fo rm s  can e x i s t  o n l y  as

u n i  t a r y  c o n s c io u s n e s s .  I n  i t s  u l t i m a t e  fo rm  i t  c a n n o t  be

re g a rd e d  as a mass o f  i s o l a t e d  p a r t i c u l a r s .  The m a n i f o ld

m u s t be re d u c e d  to  s y s te m a t ic  o r d e r  i n  a c c o rd a n c e  w i t h  th e

c o n d i t i o n s  demanded by  th e  u n i t y  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s .  Hume’ s

a s s o c i a t i o n i s t  t h e o r y  i n  e x p la n a t i o n  o f  th e  c o n n e c t io n  i n

e x p e r ie n c e  i s  no lo n g e r  t e n a b le .  B e fo r e  id e a s  can be

a s s o c ia te d ,  we m u s t become c o n s c io u s  o f  such  id e a s ,  and so

a s s o c ia t i o n  p re s u p p o s e s  th e  e x is t e n c e  o f  t h a t  c o n s c io u s n e s s

w h ic h  i t  a t te m p ts  to  e x p la i n .  B e fo r e  th e r e  can be an

a s s o c ia t i o n  o f  id e a s ,  th e r e  mu s t  be a c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  those

id e a s ,  and so th e s e  id e a s  have a l r e a d y  c o n fo rm e d  to  th e
M

c o n d i t i o n s  r e q u i r e d  f o r  a u n i t a r y  c o n s c io u s n e s s .  • # e re  

c o - e x is t e n c e  o f  id e a s  i s  no t  enough f o r  t h e i r  a s s o c ia t i o n .

They m ust o c c u r  t o g e t h e r  i n  c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  and so , b e fo r e  

t h e i r  a s s o c ia t i o n ,  th e y  have been b r o u g h t  u n d e r  t h ^ n i t y  o f  

th e  s e l f .  A s s o c ia t i o n ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  c a n n o t  a c c o u n t  f o r  the  

u n i t y  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s ;  r a t h e r  does i t s  v e r y  p o s s i b i l i t y  

p re s u p p o s e  such  a u n i t y .  As C a i r d  p u ts  i t ,  " . . . . . . . . . . w h e n

th e  p s y c h o l o g i s t  a p p l i e s  th e  la v /  o f  a s s o c ia t i o n  to  th e  g e n e s is  

o f  mi/nd, he i s  o b l i g e d  to  p re s u p p o s e  a f i x e d  and d e f i n i t e  

w o r ld  o f  o b je c t s  a c t i n g  u n d e r  c o n d i t i o n s  o f  space and t im e  

upon th e  s e n s i t i v e  s u b je c t ,  i n  o r d e r  b y  t h i s  means to  e x p la in  

how th e  id e a s  o f  th e  w o r ld  and o f  h im s e l f  may be awakened in
IS

t h a t  s u b je c t .  And th iS /^ tG  suppose t h a t  th e  w o r l d  e x i s t s ,  as

i t  can e x i s t  o n ly  to  m in d ,  b e fo r e  th e  p ro c e s s  w he reb y
1

a s s o c ia t i o n s  a re  p r o d u c e d . "  T h is  i s  w ha t K a n t  means b y  h is  

d o c t r i n e  o f  th e  " o b j e c t i v e  a f f i n i t y "  o f  i d e a s .  I n  becom ing  

c o n s c io u s  S  id e a s  th e y  a re  r e g a rd e d  as i n  n e c e s s a ry  c o n n e c t io n

g L lC a i r d ,  ’ The P h i lo s o p h y  o f  K a n t ’ , 1 s t  ed . p p . 3 9 3 -9 .
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w i t h  one a n o th e r ;  th e y  a re  app reh e nde d  as o b j  e c t i v e . and an

o b j e c t  i s  a " n e c e s s i t a t e d  c o m b in a t io n  o f  i n t e r c o n n e c t e d

q u a l i t i e s  o r  e f f e c t s . "  ̂ These id e a s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  have an
this

o b j e c t i v e  c o n n e c t io n  o r  o b j e c t i v e  a f f i n i t y ,  and i t  i s * o h j e c t i  ve 

c o n n e c t io n  t h a t  r e n d e r s  p o s s ib l e  th e  e m p i r i c a l  a s s o c ia t i o n  o f  

id e a s .

T h e r e fo r e ,  th e  c o n d i t i o n s  o f  u n i t a r y  c o n s c io u s n e s s  a re

th e  c o n d i t i o n s  o f  a l l  c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  and c o n s e q u e n t ly  kno w ledge

can n e v e r  a r i s e  u n le s s  th e r e  be an i d e n t i c a l  s e l f  w h ic h  i s

r e l a t e d  to  each e v e n t  as i t  a p p e a rs  i n  c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  and

com bines  th e  s e r ie s  i n t o  a u n i t y ,  w h ic h  e x p re s s e s  i t s e l f

th r o u g h  a c o n c e p t  on th e  s id e  o f  th e  o b j e c t ,  and s u b j e c t i v e l y

i n  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s .

So f a r  we have  o n ly  shown t h a t  th e  o b j e c t  c a n n o t  e x i s t

e x c e p t  i n  u l t i m a t e  c o n n e c t io n  w i t h  th e  s u b je c t .  K a n t ,  however,
i s  f u l l y  a l i v e  to  th e  m u tu a l  dependence o f  s u b je c t  and o b j e c t .

I f  th e  o b j e c t  can e x i s t  o n l y  i n  r e l a t i o n  to  th e  s u b je c t ,  so

th e  s u b je c t  can e x i s t  o n l y  i n  so f a r  as i t  i s  aware o f  o b je c t s .

I f  th e  m a n i fo l .d  o f  sense can e x i s t  f o r  us o n l y  as u n i f i e d ,

so th e  u n i t y  o f  th e  s e l f  e x i s t s  o n l y  as th e  u n i t y  _of th e

m a n i f o ld .  The s e l f  can become c o n s c io u s  o f  i t s e l f  o n l y  i n  so

f a r  as i t  i s  a c t i v e  i n  th e  d e t e r m in a t i o n  o f  o b j e c t s .

" P a r t i c u l a r s  e x i s t  o n l y  as a m a n i f o ld  r e f e r r e d  th ro u g h  th e

c a t e g o r i s e d  fo rm s  o f  t im e  and space to  th e  u n i t y  o f  th e

s u b je c t ;  and th e  s u b je c t  e x i s t s  o n l y  as th e  u n i t y  o f  th e
t.

m a n i f o l d  whose c e n t r a l  p r i n c i p l e  o f  c o n n e c t io n  i t  i s . "
k

TTiis i s  th e  e le m e n t  o f  t r u t h  i n  t i i e-Kuman d o c t r i n e  o f  th e

s e l f .  The re a s o n  f o r  Hume’ s d e n ia l  o f  th e  e x is t e n c e  o f  a.

s e l f  was t h a t  he c o u ld  n o t  f i n d  an im p r e s s io n  o f  th e  s e l f  

a p a r t  f r o m  th e  s e n s a t io n s  and im ages t h a t  c o ^ t i t u t e  o u r  

e m p i r i c a l  s e l f .  He th u s  ta u g h t  t h a t  th e  s e l f  c a n n o t  e x i s t  

o u t s id e  i t s  own s t a t e s ,  t h a t  c o n s c io u s  s t a t e s  a re  needed to

th e  l i f e  o f  th e  s e l f .  T h is  m u tu a l  dependence o f  th e  s e l f

1 . P r o f  .H .K .  Smi t h ’ s •'Commentary to K a n t ’ s C r i t i q u e  o f  P u re  R e a s o n . ’
2. P r o f .  S e th  P r i n g l e  - P a t t i s o n  in * H e g e l i a n i s m  Ar P e r s o n a l ! t y / p p .

1 7 - l b .
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and i t s  s t a t e s  i s  a l l  t h a t  th e  a rg u m e n t o f  th e  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  

d e d u c t io n  o f  the  c a t e g o r ie s  j u s t i f i e s  us i n  p o s t u l a t i n g ,  hi e 

s e l f  becomes c o n s c io u s  o f  i t s e l f  o n l y  i n  so f a r  as i t  u n i f i e s  

a mass o f  p a r t i c u l a r s .  I t  e x i s t s  as th e  u n i t y  o f  t h i s  

m a n i f o ld ,  and a p a r t  f r o m  th e  d i v e r s i t y  i n  w h ic h  i t  e x i s t s  

th e r e  i s  no u n i t y .  I n  K a n t ia n  la n g u a g e ,  th e  s y n t h e t i c a l  

u n i t y  o f  th e  m a n i f o ld  i s  th e  g ro u n d  o f  th e  a n a l y t i c  u n i t y  

o f  a p p e r c e p t io n ,  t h a t  i s ,  th e  p u re  ego c o n s id e r e d  i n  and b y  

i t s e l f .  I n  i t s e l f  th e  u n i t y  o f  a p p e r c e p t io n  i s  m e re ly  

a n a l y t i c  o r  s e l f - i d e n t i c a l .  I t  i s  an a n a l y t i c  p r e p o s i t i o n ^

I  am I .  The ego i n  i t s e l f  c o n t a in s  no c o n t e n t .  I f o t h in g  

m a n i f o ld  i s  g iv e n  th r o u g h  i t .  C o n s e q u e n t ly  i t  c a n n o t  come to 

kn o w ledg e  o f  i t s e l f  i n  and b y  i t s e l f .  I t  i s  o n l y  th r o u g h  

c o m b in in g  th e  m a n i f o l d  o f  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s  i n  one co n sc iou sness  

t h a t  th e  s e l f  becomes aware o f  i t s  own i d e n t i t y ,  t h a t  i s ,  

t h a t  th e  s e l f  becomes a s e l f  a t  a l l .  "O n lu  because  I  am a b le  

to  c o n n e c t  th e  m a n i f o ld  o f  g iv e n  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s  i n  one 

c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  i s  i t  p o s s ib l e  f o r  me to  r e p r e s e n t  to m y s e l f  

th e  i d e n t i t y  o f  th e  c o n s c io u s n e s s  i n  th e s e  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s ,  

t h a t  i s ,  o n l y  u n d e r  th e  s u p p o s i t i o n  o f  some s y n t h e t i c a l  u n i t y  

o f  a p p e r c e p t io n  does th e  a n a l y t i c a l  u n i t y  o f  a p p e r c e p t io n  

become p o s s i b l e . " *

I  have  p u r p o s e ly  o m i t t e d  many im p o r t a n t  p o i n t s  i n  K a n t ’ s 

d o c t r i n e  o f  th e  s e l f  as g i v e n  i n  th e  D e d u c t io n s  o f  th e  

C a t e g o r ie s .  So f a r  as he i s  t r u e  to  th e  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  

m ethod  o f  p r o o f ,  h i s  a rg um e n t can j u s t i f y  no more th a n  the  

m u tu a l  dependence o f  s u b je c t  and o b j e c t .  He c a n n o t ,  e . g . ,

B. S 133 .
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speak o f  th e  s u b je c t  as c o n t r i b u t i n g  th e  c o n n e c t in g  

p r i n c i p l e s  o f  e x p e r ie n c e ,  and th i : ig  3 i n  themselves as 
c o n t r i b u t i n g  th e  sensuous m a n i f o l d .  The d e d u c t io n s  make 

t h i s  c l e a r .  S e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  is regarded as conditioning; 
c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  o b je c t s ,  and i t  i s  t h i s  c o n s c io u s n e s s  

o f  o b je c t s  t h a t  g e n e r a te s  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s .  Consciousres 
of s e l f  and c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  o b je c t s  g ro w  u p , t o g e t h e r  and

m u t u a l l y  ^ c o n d i t i o n  each  o t h e r .  O n ly  i n  so f a r  as th e  u n i t y  

o f  th e  s e l f  i s  p r e s e n t  i n  them can the  p a r t i c u l a r s  o f  sense

e x i s t  f o r  c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  and o n l y  i n  so f a r  as i t  com b ines  

th e s e  p a r t i c u l a r s  can th e  u n i t y  o f  th e  s e l f  e x i s t  as such .

I n  th e  la r g u a g e  o f  P r o f .  S e th  p r i n g l  e - P a t t i  son, e x p e r ie n c e  

i s  an i n d i v i d u a l  w h o le ,  and such an i n d i v i d u a l  c o n ta in s  

w i t h i n  i t s e l f  th e  u n i v e r s a l  and th e  p a r t i c u l a r  i n  

i n d i s s o l u b l e  u n io n .  I n  and by  th e m s e lv e s  s u b je c t  and o b j e c t  

a re  em pty a b s t r a c t i o n s .  They a re  m e r e ly  ‘d i f f e r e n t  a s p e c ts

o f  th e  c o n c r e te  w h o le  i n  which t h e y  a re  u n i t e d .  " ..........

so f a r  i s  i t  f ro m  b e in g  a f ig u i r e  o f  speech t h a t  th e  s e l f  

e x i s t s  o n l y  th ro u g h  th e  w o r l d  and th e  w o r ld  through tl.e 
s e l f ,  t h a t  we m ig h t  say w i t h  e q u a l  t r u t h  th e  s e l f  th e  

w o r ld  and th e  w o r ld  i s  th e  s e l f .  The s e l f  and  th e  w o r ld  

are o n ly  two sides of th e  same r e a l i t y ;  th e y  a re  th e  same 
i n t e l l i g i b l e  w o r ld  lo o k e d  a t  f ro m  tw o ,o p p o s i t e  p o in t s  o f  

v i e w . " *  Such i n  e f f e c t  i s  a l l  t h a t  th e  a rg u m e n t o f  th e

t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  d e d u c t io n  o f  th e  c a t e g o r ie s  j u s t i f i e s  us  i n  

h o l d i n g , th o u g h  K a n t  did n o t  h o ld  c o n s i s t e n t l y  to  th e  

i m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  such  a d o c t r i n e .

I n  th e  l i g h t  o f  w h a t has been  s a id  above i t  i s  r e a d i l j f  

seen t h a t ,  on th e  K a n t ia n  v ie w ,  th e  v e r y  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  

kn o w le d g e  demands a s e l f  w h ic h  p r e s e r v e s  i t s  i d e n t i t y

1 .  P r o f .  S e th  P r i n g l e - P a t t i s o n ,  ’ E ssays  i n  P h i l o s o p h i c a l  
C r i t i c i s m ;  p .  3 8 .
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t l i r o u g h o u t  th e  s u c c e s s io n  o f  i t s  v a r io u s  e x p e r ie n c e s .

This c o n c e p t io n  o f  a subject or s e l f  as n e c e s s a ry  f o r  

kn o w le d g e  has been d is p u t e d  b y  many p r o m in e n t  p h i l o s o p h e r s ,  

-as, e . g . ;  Hurie, Hartley, Hemes M i l l ,  W i l l i a m  James, e t c .  ,

On th e  one h a nd , t h e r e f o r e ,  i n  v ie w  o f  th e  e x tre m e  em phas is  

l a i d  b y  K a n t  on th e  im p o r ta n c e  o f  th e  s e l f :  and, on th e  

o t h e r  hand , i n  v ie w  o f  th e  p o s i t i o n  ta k e n  u p ^ b y  th e  

A s s o c i a t i o n i s t s  and o t h e r  p h i l o s o p h e r s ,  who deny th e  

e x is t e n c e  o f  such  a s e l f :  i t  b ehoves  us, b e f o r e  p ro c e e d in g  

to  d e a l  w i t h  th e  consequences o f  K a n t ’ s s e p a r a t io n  of the 
s e l f  and i t s  objects, to t r y  and d e c id e  as to  w h e th e r  

e x p e r ie n c e  b y  i t s  v e r y  n a tu r e  i m p l i e s  a s u b je c t  o r  s e l f .
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GEÎCICRAL CRITICISM OF KAITT’ S COITCEPTIOIT 

OF THE NECESSITY OF A SUBJECT 

OR SELF FOR KÎTOY/LEDGE. 

-------------- --------------------------------oOo---------------------------

I t  has been  w e l l  s a id  t h a t  Thomas K i l l  G reen  showed a 

c o r r e c t  i n s t i n c t  i n  e x a m in in g  th e  n a tu r e  o f  man b e fo r e  

e n t e r i n g  upon h i s  p r o p e r l y  e t h i c a l  i n q u i r y ,  as i l l u s t r a t e d  

i n  h i s  P ro le g o m e na  to  E t h i c s .  H is  m e ta p h y s ic a l  r e s u l t s  

w ere  no d o u b t  in a d e q u a te ,  y e t  th e  em pasis  he l a i d  on th e  

im p o r ta n c e  o f  a p r i o r  e x a m in a t io n  o f  human n a t u r e ,  w i t h  a 

v ie w  to  show ing  th e  n e c e s s i t y  o f  a S p i r i t u a l  P r i n c i p l e  f o r  

kno w le dg e  and m o r a l i t y ,  was j u s t i f i e d ,  f o r ,  as P r o f .  S o r le y  

s a ys , "One m u s t know w h a t man i s  b e fo r e  one can say w h a t  h i s  

’ g o o d ’ o r  h i s  d u ty  i s . "  The e v e r - i n c r e a s in g  su ccess  

a t t e n d in g  th e  a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  m e c h a n ic a l  p r i n c i p l e s  had 

d e v e lo p e d  th e  te n d e n c y  to  e x p la in  th e  c o n s c io u s  s u b je c t  and 

a l l  t h a t  h i s  c o n s c io u s n e s s  i m p l i e s  i n  such  a way as w o u ld  

h a rm o n is e  w i t h  th e  c o n c e p t io n s  o f  p h y s i c a l  s c ie n c e .  The 

id e a  o f  a c o n t in u o u s  e v o lu t i o n  p o sse sse s  a s t r o n g  f a s c i n a t i o n  

f o r  th e  s c i e n t i f i c  m ind , and n o t  w i t h o u t  r e a s o n .  Human 

h i s t o r y  and e v e r y -d a y  o b s e r v a t i o n  appea r to  p r e s e n t  u s  w i t h  

a g r a d u a l  e v o l u t i o n  o f  th e  more s im p le  i n t o  th e  more com plex, 

and so th e  i n f e r e n c e  i s  r e a d i l y  drawn t h a t  f u l l e r  i n s i g h t  

w i l l  r e v e a l  human c o n s c io u s n e s s  i t s e l f  as a p h y s i c a l  f a c t ,  

a d m i t t i n g  o f  th e  same k i n d  o f  e x p la n a t i o n  as o t h e r  n a t u r a l  

phenomena w h ic h  a d m i t t e d l y  f a l l  w i t h i n  th e  p r o v in c e  o f  

p h y s i c a l  s c ie n c e .  Such a v ie w  s t r i k e s  a t  th e  v e r y  h e a r t  o f  

m o r a l i t y ,  and Green f u l l y  r e a l i s e d  t h a t ,  i f  th e  s t a n d p o in t  o f  

w o r t h  o r  v a lu e  was to  r e t a i n  i t s  suprem acy i j i  human th o u g h t .
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th e  in a d e q u a c y  o f  th e  m e thod  o f  S c i e n t i f i c  N a t u r a l i s m  to 

a c c o u n t  f o r  th e  f a c t s  o f  m in d  m u s t f i r s t  o f  a l l  be expose d .

The s u b s ta n c e  o f  h i s  c r i t i c i s m  i s  t h a t  kn o w le d g e  b y  i t s  v e r y  

e x is t e n c e  i m p l i e s  a s u b je c t  o r  s e l f ,  a s u b je c t  t h a t  can n e ve r 

be re g a rd e d  as a mere o b j e c t ,  and w h ic h ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  

c o n s t i t u t e s  a p ro b le m  t h a t  can n e v e r  be s o lv e d  f ro m  th e  

s t a n d p o in t  o f  p h y s i c a l  s c ie n c e .  N a t u r a l i s t s  c a n n o t  a d m it  

th e  e x is t e n c e  o f  a s u b je c t  as d i s t i n g u i s h e d  f r o m  th e  m e n ta l  

phenomena to  w h ic h  th e y  a re  p r e s e n te d .  To thmm th e  

i n d i v i d u a l  m ind  i s  a mere s e r ie s  o f  m e n ta l  phenomena w h ic h  

can be a d e q u a te ly  d e te rm in e d  by means o f  m e c h a n ic a l  p r in c ip le ; ^  

and th u s  th e y  i m p e r i l  th e  v e r y  e x is t a n c e  o f  m o r a l i t y .  As 

a g a in s t  th e  n a t u r a l i s t s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  modern e t h i c a l  w r i t e r s  

s t r o n g l y  i n s i s t  upon th e  r e a l i t y  o f  th e  s e l f  as th e  

f o u n d a t io n  o f  k n o w le dg e  and m o r a l i t y  a l i k e .  As R a s h d a l l  

r rm a r k s  i n  h i s  ’ T h e o ry  o f  Good and E v i l , ’ i f  th e  s e l f  i s  

r e g a rd e d  m e r e ly  as a mass o f  i s o l a t e d  f e e l i n g s  o r  p s y c h ic a l  

a tom s, o r  as a mere a t t r i b u t e  o r  a c c id e n t  o f  th e  m a t e r i a l  

o rg a n is m , th e n  m o r a l i t y  i s  im p o s s ib le .

I  have p r e fa c e d  th e  a rgum en t o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  w i t h  th e  

above re m a rks  because  th e  a d v o c a te s  o f  a p u r e l y  ’ o b j e c t i v e '  

t r e a tm e n t  o f  human e x p e r ie n c e  have a lm o s t  i n v a r i a b l y  a d o p te d  

a p s y c h o lo g y  o f  th e  A s s o c i a t i o n i s t  o r  S e n s a t io n a l ,  o r ,  as 

Ward names i t .  P r e s e n t a t i o n a l ,  ty p e ,  c o n s id e r a t i o n  o f  w h ic h  

w i l l  fo rm  th e  p o i n t  o f  d e p a r tu r e  o f  o u r  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  o f  

th e  n a tu r e  o f  human e x p e r ie n c e .  L o c k e ’ s r e s e a rc h e s  had 

pavd  th e  way f o r  such  a t o m i s t i c  t h e o r ie s  o f  m in d .  M e d ia e v a l  

S c h o la s t i c i s m  had g iv e n  w id e  c u r r e n c y  to th e  c o n c e p t io n  o f  

a s o u l - s u b s ta n c e  as a lo n e  c a p a b le  o f  a c c o u n t in g  f o r  th e  

i n t e l l i g e n t  a g e n t  and a l l  t h a t  h i s  i n t e l l i g e n c e  i m p l i e s .
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L o c k e ’ s e x a m in a t io n  o f  th e  human m in d , h o w e ve r ,  had

c l e a r l y  shov/n t h a t  su ch  a ’ s u b s ta n c e ’ was b e yo n d  th e  p a le

o f  s c ie n c e ,  w h i l s t  h i s  n e w ly - c o in e d  p h ra s e  " a s s o c i a t i o n

o f  i d e a s "  fo rm e d  th e  g e n e s is  o f  su b se q u e n t ’ A s s o c i a t i o n -

is rn ’ . B e r k e le y  u t i l i s e d  t h i s  p r i n c i p l e  o f  a s s o c ia t i o n

to a c c o u n t  f o r  th e  f o r m a t io n  o f  p e r c e p ts  and  h ig h e r

s t a t e s ,  and so e n a b le d  H a r t l e y  to  p r e s e n t  an e la b o r a te

t h e o r y  o f  ’ A s s o c ia t i o n i s m ’ , w h ic h  ea rned  f o r  h im  th e

t i t l e  o f  ’ fo u n d e r  o f  I.Io d e rn  ^ A s s o c ia t io n i  sm, • A c c o rd in g

to  t h i s  v ie w  a s s o c ia t i o n  i s  th e  s o le  e x p la n a to r y  principle
i n  p s y c h o lo g y .  T h is  o b v io u s l y  p re s u p p o s e s  t h a t

c o g n i t i o n  i s  th e  one fu n d a m e n ta l  p ro c e s s  o f  m in d .

M o re o v e r ,  i t  p re s u p p o s e s  th e  a to m ic  v ie w  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s -

t h a t  c o g n i t i o n  i s  i n  th e  l a s t  r e s o r t  d e d u c ib le  i n t o  a

c e r t a i n  number o f  s im p le  m e n ta l  u n i t s  o r  s e n s a t io n s  a lo n g

w i t h  t h e i r  r e p r o d u c t i o n s .  A l l  o t h e r  m e n ta l  p r o d u c ts  a re
f

due to  d i f f e r e n t  c o m b in a t io n s  o f  th e s e .  The co m p le x  

p ro d u ig ts  a re  r e g a rd e d  as c o n s i s t i n g  o f  th e  sum o f  ^  
s im p le  u n i t s ,  th e  c o m b in a t io n  i t s e l f  n o t  c o n t r i b u t i n g  

any a d d i t i o n a l  f e a t u r e .  S e n s a t io n s  o r  id e a s  w h ic h  hs,ve 

e x i s t e d  to g e th e r  o r  i n  im m e d ia te  sequence become 

p e rm a n e n t ly  c o n n e c te d  so t h a t  th e  r e c u r r e n c e  o f  th e  one 

i s  f o l l o w e d  by  th e  r e v i v a l  o f  th e  o t h e r .

Some such  a to m ic  v ie w  o f  m ind  has been i n v a r i a b l y  

p r e s e n te d  b y  th o s e  e xp o u n d e rs  o f  e v o l u t i o n a r y  p h i lo s o p h y  

who r e g a r d  b io l o g y  m e re ly  as a b ra n c h  o f  p h y s ic s ,  and 

co n te n d  t h a t  no sha rp  l i n e  o f  d i s t i n c t i o n  can be drawn 

b e tw een  o r g a n ic  and i n o r g a n i c  b e in g s .  The mode o f  

p ro c e d u re  a d o p te d  by  th e s e  e v o l u t i o n i s t s  to  a c c o u n t  f o r  

th e  e x is t e n c e  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s  c o n s is t s  i n  a p ro c e s s  o f  

’ l e v e l l i n g  dow nw ards ’ , so t h a t  s t a t e s  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s
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a re  r e s o lv e d  i n  th e  l a s t  r e s o r t  i n t o  mere r e d u p l i c a t i o n s

o f  m a t e r i a l  s t a t e s .  As p s y c h o lo g is t s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  th e y

embrace some fo rm  o f  ’ p s y c h o lo g ic a l  a to m is m ’ as le n d in g

i t s e l f  more r e a d i l y  to  t r e a tm e n t  on p u r e l y  m e c h a n ic a l  l i n e s .

H i s t o r y ,  h o w e v e r ,  i s  a s u f f i c i e n t  p r o o f  o f  th e  i m p o s s i b i l i t y

o f  a s u c c e s s fu l  d e ve lo p m e n t o f  the  n a t u r a l i s t  t h e o r y .  Had

M i l l  and H u x le y ,  f o r  exam p le , been c o n s i s t e n t  i n  t h e i r

re a s o n in g ,  th e y  c o u ld  n e v e r  had r e c o g n is e d  th e  c l e f t  be tw een

n a tu r e  and m a n k in d  w h ic h  m o r a l i t y  i m p l i e s .  S c i e n t i f i c

N a tu r a l is m , ,  c o n s i s t e n t l y  d e v e lo p e d ,  re d u c e s  e v e r y t h in g  i n

th e  w o r ld  i n t o  q u a n t i t a t i v e  d i f f e r e n c e s ,  and so m ust

d is a p p e a r  t h a t  c o n c e p t io n  o f  w o r th  o r  v a lu e  on w h ic h  p r e s e n t -

day p h i l o s o p h e r s  l a y  so much s t r e s s  as th e  k e y  to  th e  f i n a l

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  th e  u n iv e r s e .  M o re o v e r ,  H e lm h é l t z  has

p o in t e d  o u t  t h a t  th e  c o n c e p t io n  o f  m e c h a n ic a l  c a u s a t io n ,

upon whose u n i v e r s a l  v a l i d i t y  S c i e n t i f i c  N a t u r a l i s m  r e s t s ,

has so f a r  f a i l e d  to a c c o u n t  even f o r  the^ q u a l i t a t i v e  
d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  n a t u r e . I t  can o n ly  a c c o u n t  f o r  th e  q u a n t i ta u L ve

changes . Much l e s s  can i t ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  a c c o u n t  f o r  th o s e  

d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  c o n s c io u s n e s s  w h ic h  a re  e s s e n t i a l l y  

q u a l i t a t i v e  i n  c h a r a c t e r .

C o n s c io u s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  o f  th e s e  d i f f i c u l t i e s ,  many 

e v o lu t i o n a r y  w r i t e r s  have c o n te n d e d  f o r  th e  p resen ce (o f 

c o n s c io u s n e s s  even a t  th e  v e r y  dawn o f  th e  e v o lu t i o n a r y  

p ro c e s s .  We a re  n o t  h e re  d i r e c t l y  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  th e  v a r io u s  

a t te m p ts  t h a t  have been made to  b r id g e  th e  chasm t h a t  i s  

c o n c e iv e d  as e x i s t i n g  be tw een  body and m in d .  S u f f i c i e n t  i t  

i s  f o r  o u r  p u rp o s e  t h a t  th e s e  w r i t e r s  embrace th e  a to m ic  

v ie w  o f  m in d .  However much t h e i r  t h e o r ie s  may v a r y  i n  

d e t a i l ,  w h e th e r  th e y  embrace th e  ’ M i n d - s t u f f ’ t h e o r y ,  th e  

’ H in d - d u s t ’ t h e o r y ,  o r  A s s o c ia t io n i s m  s t r i c t l y  so c a l l e d ,  

y e t  th e y  a re  a t  one i n  m a in t a in in g  t h a t  o u r  m e n ta l  s t a t e s



a re  compounds fo rm e d  by th e  c o m b in a t io n  i n  v a r io u s  ways o f  

more s im p le  and u l t i m t e  c o n s t i t u e n t s  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s .

H e r b e r t  S pencer b e l i e v e d  i n  th e  e x is t e n c e  o f  a * s i n g l e

p r i m o r d i a l  e le m e n t o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s ” , w h ic h  he c a l l e d  a 

’ n e rv o u s  s h o c k ’ ( i . e .  a m e n ta l  s h o c k ) ,  and th e  u n l i k e n e s s e s

among o u r  e x i s t i n g  s i n s a t i o n s  he a t t r i b u t e s  to  ’ u n l i k e n e s s e s

among th e  modes o f  a g g r e g a t io n ’ o f  th j^s u n i t  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s .

"T h e re  may be a s i n g l e  p r i m o r d i a l  e le m e n t  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s ,

and th e  c o u n t le s s  k in d s  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s  may be p ro d u c e d

b y  th e  com pounding o f  t h i s  e le m e n t  w i t h  i t s e l f  and  th e

re co m p o u h d in g  o f  i t s  compounds w i t h  one a n o th e r  i n  h ig h e r

and h ig h e r  d e g re e s :  so p r o d u c in g  in c r e a s e d  m u l t i p l i c i t y ,
1

v a r i e t y  and c o m p le x i t y . "

Those w r i t e r s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  who embrace an a to m ic  v ie w  o f  

m in d  a re  a t  one i n  c o n te n d in g  " t h a t  o u r  m e n ta l  s t a t e s  a re
%

c o m p o s i te  i n  s t r u c t u r e ,  made up  o f  s m a l le r  s t a t e s  c o n jo in e d ,  

I g n o r i n g  o r  d e n y in g  th e  s u b je c t  -  o b j e c t  r e l a t i o n  r e q u i r e d  

f o r  a l l  e x p e r ie n c e ,  th e y  a t t e m p t  to  e x p la in  m e n ta l  

d e v e lo p m e n t as due to  th e  i n t e r a c t i o n  o f  m e n ta l  u n i t s  o r  

a to m s . These a lo n e  a re  r e g a r d e d  as p r i m o r d i a l .  The r a d i c a l  

weakness o f  th e s e  and k i n d r e d  t h e o r ie s  i s  tJriat th e y  ig n o r e  

th e  e s s e n t i a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  m e n ta l  f a c t s  as n e c e s s a r i l y  

i m p l y i n g  a s u b je c t .  E v e ry  m e n ta l  p ro c e s s  o r  f a c t  f r o m  i t s  

v e r y  n a tu r e  i m p l i e s  a s u b je c t  f o r  w h ic h  i t  e x i s t s .  As Ward

p u ts  i t ,  " . .......................whether s e e k in g  to  a n a ly s e  o n e ’ s own

c o n s c io u s n e s s  o r  to i n f e r  t h a t  o f  a l o b s t e r ,  v /h e th e r  

d is c u s s in g  th e  a s s o c ia t i o n  o f  id e a s  o r  th e  e x p re s s io n  o f  

e m o t io n s ,  th e r e  i s  a lw a y s  an i n d i v i d u a l  s e l f  o r  ’ s u b j e c t ’ 

i n  q u e s t i o n . "  B u t ,  c o n t in u e s  Ward, i n  s p i t e  o f  i t s  

o b v io u s n e s s ,  t h i s  c o n c e p t io n  o f  th e  m in d  "h a s  been

1 .  S p e n c e r ’ s ’ P r i n c i p l e s  o f  P s y c h o lo g y . ’  ̂ 6 0 .
2 .  James, ’ P r i n c i p l e s  o f  P s y c h o lo g y . ’ p .  1 4 5 .
3 . ’ P s y c h o lo g ic a l  P r i n c i p l e s . ’ p .  3 5 .
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f o r g o t t e n  among d e t a i l s  o r  th ro ugh , th e  a s s u m p t io n  o f  a 

m e d le y  o f  f a c u l t i e s ,  each o f  them t r e a t e d  as an i n d i v i d u a l  

i n  t u r n ,  so t h a t  among them th e  r e a l  i n d i v i d u a l  was l o s t .

O r i t  has been g a in s a id ,  because  to  a s s e r t  t h a t  a l l  

p s y c h o lo g o c a l  f a c t s  p e r t a i n  to  an e x p e r ie n c in g  s u b je c t  o r  

e x p e r im e n t  was supposed  to  im p ly  t h a t  th e y  p e r t a in e d  to  a 

p a r t i c u l a r  s p i r i t u a l  s u b s ta n c e ,  w h ic h  v/as s im p le ,  i n d e s t r u c t ­

i b l e ,  and so f o r t h ; "  and p s y c h o lo g y  as a s c ie n c e  m u s t 

e x c lu d e  such  an a s s u m p t io n  w h ic h  i s  n o t  e x p e r i a n t a l l y  

v e r i f i a b l e .  In d e d d  th e  h i s t o r y  o f  p h i lo s o p h y  shows t h a t  m ost 

o f  th e  a rg u m e n ts  b r o u g h t  f o r w a r d  a g a in s t  th e  n o t i o n  o f  a 

s u b je c t  o r  s e l f  a re  r e a l l y  d i r e c t e d  a g a in s t  th e  n o t i o n  o f  a 

s p i r i t u a l  s u b s ta n c e  i n  w h ic h  m e n ta l  f a c t s  in h e r e  as 

a t t r i b u t e s .  I t  was h i s  f a i l u r e  to  come a c ro s s  such an 

e n t i t y  as d i s t i n c t  f r o m  o u r  p a r t i c u l a r  e x p e r ie n c e s  t h a t  

r e a l l y  l e d  Hume to h i s  d e s t r u c t i v e  a n a l y s i s  o f  th e  human 

m in d .  He m i s i n t e r p r e t e d  th e  p r o p e r  c h a r a c t e r  o f  th e  s u b je c t  

o r  s e l f  as th e  c o r r e l a t e  and u n i f y i n g  p r i n c i p l e  o f  a l l  

o u r  v a r io u s  * I n s t e a d  lo o k e d  f o r  a

p a r t i c u l a r  perception o f  th e  s e l f ,  f o r  some o b j e c t  i n  

a d d i t i o n  to  and o f  th e  same n a t u r e  as th e  o t h e r  m e n ta l  

phenomena, and o f  c o u rs e  h is  s e a rc h  was i n  v a in .  I t  was 

h i s  f a i l u r e  to  p ro d u c e  th e  im p r e s s io n  c o r r e s p o n d in g  to  such  

an id e a  o f  s e l f ,  w h ic h  a c c o r d in g  to  h im  i s  th e  s o le  c r i t e r i o n  

o f  r e a l i t y ,  t h a t  made h im  m a in t a i n  t h a t  th e  id e a  o f  a s e l f  

i s  a b s o l u t e l y  i l l u s o r y .  As a r e s u l t  o f  t h i s  he re d u c e d  th e  

s e l f  ii/to a co m p le x  o f  id e a s ,  o r  iW)o th e  sum o f  i t s  s t a t e s .  The 

n o t i o n  o f  p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  he r e g a rd e d  as a 

mere i l l u s i o n ,  end c o u ld  be e x p la in e d  as due to  th e  same 

p r o p e n s i t y  o f  th e  im a g in a t io n  as p ro d u c e d th e  n o t i o n  o f  

m a t e r i a l  s u b s ta n c e .  M a n k in d ^  he a f f i r m s  i n  th e  A p p e n d ix  to



Book 1 o f  h i s  ’ T r e a t i s e  o f  Human N a t u r e ’ , " a r e  n o t h in g  h u t  

a b u n d le  o r  c o l l e c t i o n  o f  d i f f e r e n t  p e r c e p t i o n s . "  " A l l  o u r  

d i s t i n c t  p e r c e p t i o n s  a re  d i s t i n c t  e x i s t e n c i e s ,  and th e  m in d  

n e v e r  p e r c e iv e s  any r e a l  c o n n e c t io n  among d i s t i n c t  e x is t e n c ie s ^

D id  o u r  p e r c e p t i o n s  e i t h e r  i n h e r e  i n  so m e th in g  s im p le  o r  

I n d i v i d u a l . o r  d id  th e  m ind  p e r c e i v e  some r e a l  c o n n e c t io n  

among them, th e r e  w o u ld  be no d i f f i c u l t y  i n  th e  c a s e . "

I n  h i s  c h a p te r  on ’ P e rs o n a l  I d e n t i t y ’ he w r i t e s ,  " I f  any 

im p r e s s io n  g iv e s  r i s e  to  th e  id e a  o f  S e l f ,  t h a t  im p r e s s io n  

m u s t c o n t in u e  i n v a r i a b l y  th e  same th ro u g h  th e  v /ho le  co u rs e  

o f  o u r  l i v e s ,  s in c e  s e l f  i s  supposed  to  e x i s t  a f t e r  t h a t  

m a n n e r . "  B u t ,  he c o n t in u e s ,  such  an im p r e s s io n  i s  now here  to 

be fo u n d .  "F o r  my p a r t ,  when I  e n t e r  m os t i n t i m a t e l y  i n t o  

w h a t I  c a l l  m y s e l f ,  I  a lw a y s  s tu m b le  o r  some p a r t i c u l a r  

p e r c e p t i o n  o r  o t h e r  o f  h e a t  o r  c o ld ,  l i g h t  o r  shade, lo v e  o r
b

h a t r e d ,  g a in  o r  p le a s u r e .  I  can n e v e r  c a tc h  m y s e l f  a t  any 

t im e  w i t h o u t  a p e r c e p t i o n ,  and n e v e r  can o b s e rv e  a n y th in g  

b u t  th e  p e r c e p t i o n . "  The id e a  o f  p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y ,  t h e r e ­

f o r e ,  a c c o r d in g  to  Hume, a r i s e s  " e n t i r e l y  f r o m  th e  sm ooth  

and u n in t e r r u p t e d  p r o g r e s s  o f  th e  th o u g h t  a lo n g  a t r a i n  o f  

c o n n e c te d  i d e a s . "  The im a g in a t io n  i s  co n ve ye d  f ro m  one l i n k  

to  a n o th e r ,  and f r o m  t h i s  th e  t r a n s i t i o n  i s  easy  to  "some 

f i c t i o n  o r  im a g in a r y  p r i n c i p l e  o f  u n i o n . "  The sm blance o f  

c o n n e c t io n  i n  o u r  i n n e r  l i f e ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  i s  t r a c e d  by Hume 

to  th e  p r i n c i p l e  o f  a s s o c ia t i o n ,  and th u s  gave r i s e  to  th e  

" A s s o c ia t i o n i s m "  o f  H a r t l e y  and James M i l l .  We s h a l l  now 

p ro c e e d  to  a c r i t i c i s m  o f  th e s e  a s s o c i a t i o n i s t g  and s i m i l a r  

t h e o r ie s  t h a t  seek to  i g n o r e  o r  d is p e n s e  w i t h  th e  n e c e s â ty  of- 
a ’ S u b je c t ’ o r  ’ S e l f ’ to  a c c o u n t  f o r  o u r  e x p e r ie n c e .

The fu n d a m e n ta l  a s s u m p t io n  o f  th e s e  t h e o r i e s ,  t h e r e ­

f o r e ,  i s  t h a t  th e  n a tu r e  o f  a m a tu re  c o n s c io u s n e s s  can be
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e x p la in e d  as made up o f  s e p a ra te  u n i t s  o f  f e e l i n g .  M e n ta l

d e ve lo p m e n t i s  c o n c e iv e d  as c o n s i s t i n g  i n  th e  c o m b in a t io n

o f  c e r t a i n  s im p le  and u l t i m a t e  c o n s t i t u e n t s  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s .

Complex m e n ta l  p r o d u c t s ,  on t h i s  v ie w ,  a re  mere compounds,

c o n s i s t i n g  o f  th e  sum o f  s im p le  u n i t s .  A g a in s t  t h i s
a

’ com pounding* o r  ’ A s s o c i a t i o n ’ o f  d i s t i n c t  ’ i d e a s ’ o r  f e e l -

in g ^ a s  an e x p la n a t io n  o f  th e  h ig h e r  fo rm  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s

v/e can a t  th e  o u t s e t  u rg e  w i t h  James* t h a t  we c a n n o t  m ix  two

d i s t i n c t  f e e l i n g s  so as to  o b t a in  f r o m  th e  m ix t u r e  a t h i r d

f e e l i n g  d i s t i n c t  f r o m  them . We can s im p ly  m ix  th e  ob jec ts

we f e e l ,  "a n d  f ro m  t h e i r  m ix t u r e  g e t  new f e e l i n g s . "  So f a r

i s  i t ,  says James, f r o m  b e in g  t r u e  t h a t  we can m ix  f e e l i n g ç ,

t h a t  a c lo s e  i n s p e c t i o n  o f  th e  f a c t s  o f  m ind  w i l l  r e v e a l  th e

i m p o s s i b i l i t y  even o f  h a v in g  tŵ o f e e l i n g s  i n  o u r  m ind a t

o n ce . C o n t in u in g  w i t h  h i s  c r i t i c i s m  o f  th e  ’ M i n d - ë t u f f ’

t h e o r y ,  James n o te s  t h a t  th e  th e o r y  o f  m e n ta l  u n i t s

’ com pound ing  w i t h  th e m s e lv e s ’ o r  b e in g ’ a s s o c ia t e d ’ i n t o  a

u n i t y  i s  l o g i c a l l y  u n i n t e l l i g i b l e ,  f o r  " a l l  th e  ’ c o m b in a t io n s ’

w h ic h  we a c t u a l l y  know a re  e f f e c t s , w r& u g h t b y  th e  u n i t s

s a id  to  be ’ co m b in e d ’ upon some e n t i t y  o t h e r  th e n  th e m s e lv es*.*

To say t h a t  an id e a  o f  A p lu s  an id e a  o f  B i s  an id e a  o f  A +

B i s ,  he re m a rk s ,  " l i k e  s a y in g  t h a t  th e  m a th e m a t ic a l  sq u a re

o f  A p lu s  t h a t  o f  B i s  e q u a l to  th e  sq u a re  o f  A + B, a

p a lp a b le  u n t r u t h .  Id e a  o f  A + id e a  o f  B i s  n o t  i d e n t i c a l

w i t h  id e a  o f  (A  + B ) .  I t  i s  one , th e y  a re  tw o ; i n  i t ,  w hat

knows A a ls o  knows B ; i n  them , w h a t knows A i s  e x p r e s s ly

p o s i t e d  as n o t  k n o w in g  B ; & c . I n  s h o r t ,  th e  two s e p a ra te

id e a s  can n e v e r  b y  any l o g i c  be made to  f i g u r e  as one and
3

th e  same t h i n g  as th e  ’ a s s o c ia t e d ’ i d e a . "  T he re  i s  no d o u b t  

t h a t  James has h e re  l a i d  h i s  f i n g e r  on  a we^k s p o t  i n  th e  

a s s o c i a t i o n i s t  P h i lo s o p h y .  So lo n g  as c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s  

r e g a rd e d  as a mere s e r ie s  o f  f e e l i n g s ,  c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  a

1 . ’ P r i n c i p l e s  o f  P h i lo s o p h y , ’ p .  1 57 .
2 . I b i d .  p .  1 5 8 .
3 .  I b i d .  p .  1 6 1 .
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’ compounded* id e a  i s  im p o s s ib le ,  "Take  a s e n te n c e  o f  a

dozen w o rd s ,  and ta k e  tw e lv e  men and t e l l  to  each one w ord .

Then s ta n d  th e  men i n  a row  o r  jam  them i n  a b u n ch , and l e t

each  t h i n k  o f  h i s  w o rd  as i n t e n t l y  as he w i l l ;  nowhere  w i l l
/

t h e r e  be a c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  th e  w h o le  s e n te n c e , "  T h is  i s

th e  p o i n t  on  w h ic h  K a n t  l a y s  so much s t r e s s  i n  th e

T ra n s c e n d e n ta l  D e d u c t io n  o f  th e  C a t e g o r ie s .  To be aware o f
c

a s e r ie s  as a serine p re s u p p o s e s  an i d e n t i c a l  s e l f  to  w h ic h
r

each member o f  th e  s e r ie s  i s  p r e s e n te d .  The mere occurrence 

o f  f e e l i n g s  i s  n o t ,  as S pence r assumed, th e  same as th e  

c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  t h e i r  o c c u r r e n c e .  To have th e  c o n s c io u s n e s s  

o f  ejserieB we m ust be a b le  to  d i s t i n g u i s h  them a t  l e a s t  i n  

r e s p e c t  o f  t im e ,  and t h i s  i m p l i e s  t h a t  we have a c o n s c io u s ­

ness o f  a u n i v e r s a l  and n e c e s s a ry  r e l a t i o n ,  v i z ,  t h a t  o f  tdjme. 

E v e ry  o b j e c t  as known i s  known o n l y  i n  d i s t i n c t i o n  f ro m  and 

i n  r e l a t i o n  to  o t h e r  i b j e c t s .  Knowle%e o f  an o b j e c t ,  

t h e r e f o r e ,  w o u ld  be im p o s s ib le  i f  c o n s c io u s n e s s  w ere  

c o n f in e d  e n t i r e l y  to  each d i s t i n c t  and s e p a ra te  f e e l i n g  as 

i t  comes and g o e s .  I f  th e  e x is t e n c e  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s  to 

be a d m i t t e d ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  th e  s e r ie s  o f  f e e l i n g s  m u s t  be 

r e g a rd e d  m e r e ly  as moments i n  th e  l i f e  o f  an i d e n t i c a l  s e l f ,  

whose u n i v e r  s a l i  s in g  a c t i v i t y  e n a b le s  i t  to  g ra s p  to g e th e r  

a w h o le  w o r ld  o f  iH ^ D je c ts ,  The w o r ld ,  says D r, B o s a n q u e t ,  

i s  my id e a .  I t  i s  a m e n ta l  c o n s t r u c t i o n  o u t  o f  w h a t comesjto 

th e  s e l f  p ie c e  by  p ie c e ,  and  K a n t  shov/ed q u i t e  c o n c lu s i v e l y  

t h a t  a s i n g l e  w o r ld  i s  im p o s s ib le  f o r  us  u n le s s  o u r  s u c c e s s iv e  

e x p e r ie n c e s  a re  re g a rd e d  as b u t  moments i n  th e  l i f e  o f  a 

c o n t i n u o u s ly  e x i s t i n g  s e l f .  E x p e r ie n c e ,  he i s  n e v e r  w ea ry  

o f  e m p h a s is in g ,  i s  e s s e n t i a l l y  a s y s te m a t ic  w h o le  o r  u n i t y .

I t  i s  p e rm e a te d  th ro u g h  and th r o u g h  w i t h  c o n n e c t in g  p r i n c i p l e s  

The o b j e c t  i s  a " n e c e s s i t a t e d  c o m b in a t io n  o f  i n t e r c o n n e c t e d  

q u a l i t i e s  o r  e f f e c t s , "  Hence he f e l t  c o m p e l le d  to

1. James, ’ P r i n c i p l e s  o f  P syc l io lo g y , ' p ,  1 6 0 .
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p o s t u l a t e  an i d e n t i c a l  s e l f  to  a c c o u n t  f o r  th e  u n i t y  o f  

e x p e r ie n c e .  Though we c a n n o t  f o l l o w  K a n t  i n  a s s ig n in g  a l l  

r e l a t i o n s  to  th e  s e l f ,  y e t  h i s  em phas is  on th e  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  

u n i t y  o f  a p p e r c e p t io n  i s  to  he w elcom ed as show ing  th e  

in a d e q u a c y  o f  any ’ a s s o c i a t i o n i s t *  t h e o r y  to  a c c o u n t  f o r  th e  

c o m p le x i t y  o f  o u r  m e n ta l  l i f e .  The m ere ’ a d d in g  to g e th e r *  o f  

a to m ic  p a r t i c u l a r s  can n e v e r  e x p la in  w h a t a c t u a l l y  ta k e s  

p la c e  i n  hJüman e x p e r ie n c e .  A p a r t  f r o m  th e  u n i v e r s a l ,  w h ic h  

th e  a s s o c i a t i o n i s t s  c a n n o t  r e c o g n is e ,  th e  h ig h e r  fo rm s  o f  

c o n s c io u s n e s s  a re  i n e x p l i c a b l e .  In d e e d ,  w i t h o u t  th e  

u n i v e r s a l  th e  la w s  o f  a s s o c ia t i o n  th e m s e lv e s  c a n n o t  o p e r a te .  

I f  A and B a re  m e re ly  i s o l a t e d  a tom s th e r e  i s  no re a s o n  why 

th e y  s h o u ld  become a s s o c ia te d  inerefey because  th e y  happen 

t o g e t h e r .  A s s o c ia t i o n  b y  c o n t i g u i t y  becomes i n t e l l i g i b l e  

o n l y  i n  so f a r  as two e v e n ts  t h a t  happen t o g e th e r  c o n s t i t u t e  

some k i n d  o f  a w h o le .  The e x p e r ie n c e  o f  th e  moment le a v e s  

b e h in d  a t o t a l  d i s p o s i t i o n ,  and when p a r t  o f  t h i s  d i s p o s i t i o n

r e c u r s  i t  te n d s  to  r e v i v e  th e  w l io le .  Tims e x p la n a t io n  i s  n o t  
I

p o s s ib & e  f o r  th e  a s s o c i a t i o n i s t s ,  f o r  th e y  do n o t  r e c o g n is e  

t h a t  A and B fo rm  a w h o le  a t  a l l .  They a re  m e r e ly  s e p a ra te  

a to m s . M o re o v e r ,  even i f  an a s s o c ia t i o n  be tw een  mere 

p a r t i c u l a r s  w ere  p o s s ib l e ,  i t  w o u ld  be o f  no use , f o r  n e i t l i e r  

o f  th e  p a r t i c u l a r s  can eve r r e c u r  a g a in .  The d o c t r i n e  o f  

r e l a t i v e  s u g g e s t io n  c l e a r l y  p ro v e s  t h i s ,  A t h i n  co lum n o f  

smoke c a l l s  up a s m a l l  f i r e ,  w he re a s  a t h i c k  co lum n o f  smoke 

w i l l  c a l l  up a b i g  f i r e ;  hence B r a d le y ’ s s ta te m e n t  -  

" A s s o c ia t i o n  m a r r ie s  o n l y  U n i v e r s a i s . "  A s s o c ia t i o n  e x i s t s

b e tw een  th e  u n i v e r s a l  c o n te n ts  o f  o u r  id e a s ,  and n o t  b e tw ee n  

one p a r t i c u l a r  m e n ta l  o c c u r re n c e  and a n o t h e r .  I f  i n  th e  

p a s t  we have e x p e r ie n c e d  v a r io u s  g re e n  a p p le s  as s o u r ,  th e  

a s s o c ia t i o n  i s  be tw een  th e  c o lo u r  i n  g e n e r a l  and th e  t a s t e  i n
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general, so that the p r e s e n t  g re e n  a p p le  w i l l  c a l l  up  a 

c o r r e s p o n d in g ly  so u r  t a s t e .  T h is  i m p l i e s  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a 
c o n s t r u c t i v e  element as w e l l  as a r e p r o d u c t i v e  e le m e n t  i n  

a l l  th e  s o - c a l l e d  r e v i v a l .

I n  h i s  ’ A n a l y t i c  P s y c h o lo g y ’ D r ,  S t o u t  c r i t i c i s e s  th e  

a s s ociationist theory on the g ro u n d  t h a t  i t  f a i l s  to  

r e c o g n is e  th e jk p p re h e n s io n  o f  a fo rm  o f  c o m b in a t io n  as 

d i s t i n c t  f r o m  th e  a p p re h e n s io n  o f  mere p a r t i c u l a r s ,  and a ls o  

i n  t h a t  i t  makes no a l lo w a n c e  f o r  th e  t r a n s f o r m a t i o n  t h a t  

m e n ta l  e le m e n ts  n e c e s s a r i l y  u n d e rg o  in e n t e r in g  i n t o  nevf 

c o m b in a t io n s ,  M o re o v e r ,  he p o i n t s  o u t  t h a t  them ere  

c o m b in a t io n  o f  p r e - e x i s t i n g  e le m e n ts  c a n n o t  a c c o u n t  f o r  th e  

n o v e l t y  o f  a mental c o n s t r u c t i o n .  Such s t a t e s  as r e v e r i e  

may p e rh a p s  be s a t i s f a c t o r i l y  e x p la in e d  f r o m  th e  s ta n d p o in t  

o f  a s s o c ia t i o n ,  b u t  p ro c e s s e s  o f  s y s te m a t ic  t i i o u g h t  

i n v o l v e  an ’ i m p l i c i t ' a p p r e h e n s i o n ’ o f  th e  fo rm  o f  a w h o le  

w h ic h  e x e r c is e s  c o n t r o l  o v e r  th e  id e a s  w h ic h  emerge. T h is  

i m p l i c i t  a p p re h e n s io n  te n d s  to  pa ss  o v e r  to  e x p l i c i t  

a p p re h e n s io n .  T h is  i s  what is i m p l i e d  i n  th e  te rm  

s c h e m a t ic  a p p re h e n s io n  i . e . ,  th e  p ro c e s s  by  w h ic h  th e  

i m p l i c i t  c o g n i t i o n  o f  a w h o le  d e te rm in e s  th e  s u c c e s s iv e  

emergence o f  th e  p a r t s  i n t o  c o n s c io u s n e s s .  On t h i s  v ie w ,  

t h e r e f o r e ,  e v e ry  new s y n th e s is  t h a t  a r i s e s  i n  c o n s c io u s n e s s  

w i l l  be  th e  r e s u l t ,  n o t  o f  c o m b in in g  t o g e t h e r  d i s t i n c t  

e le m e n ts ,  as th e  a s s o c i a t i o n i s t s  m a in t a in ,  b u t  r a t h e r  o f  

d i s t i n g u i s h i n g  and. d e f i n i n g  th e  parts and r e l a t i o n s  w i t h i n  

a p r i o r  w h o le .  T h is  i m p l i c i t  a p p re h e n s io n  o f  a w h o le  i s  

c l e a r l y  seen i n  th e  case o f  s im p le  p e r c e p t i o n .  As S to u t  

sa ys , to  r e c o g n is e  a n y th in g  as such  o r  such  i m p l i e s  a 

r e f e r e n c e  to  s o m e th in g  b e yo n d  th e  g iv e n  o b j e c t .  We



r e c o g n is e  th e  o b j e c t  as an i n s t a n c e  of^ s o m e th in g  w h ic h  may 

have 0 t h e r  i n s t a n c e s ,  and " t h e  w o rd  ’ o th e r *  i m p l i e s  a 

r e fe r e n c e  be yon d  t i i i s  p a r t i c u l a r  o b j e c t ,  a r e f e r e n c e  to  a 

w ho le  o f  w h ic h  th e  p r e s e n te d  p a r t i c u l a r  i s  a c o n s t i t u e n t  

p a r t .  "

The same in a d e q u a c y  o f  a s s o c ia t i o n  may be shovm f ro m  

a s l i g h t l y  d i f f e r e n t  v ie w .  A l l  c o g n i t i o n  i n v o l v e s  r e fe r e n c e  

to  an o b j e c t .  S to u t  u s e s  th e  te rm  ’ n o e t i c  s y n t h e s i s ’ to 

d e n o te  th e  s y n th e s is  w h ic h  i s  i n v o l v e d  i n  th e  r e f e r e n c e  o f  

a number o f  p r e s e n t a t i o n s  to  th e  same o b j e c t .  We have 

n o e t i c  s y n t h e s is  i n  so f a r  as th e  emergence o f  id e a s  i s  

c o n t r o l l e d  b y  th e  a p p re h e n s io n  o f  th e  s u b je c t  o r  t o p i c  o r  

o b j e c t .  I t  i n v o l v e s  th e  p re s e n c e  o f  i m p l i c i t  a p p re h e n s io n  

and th e  w o r k in g  o f  s c h e m a t ic  a p p re h e n s io n ,  and th e  e le m e n ts  

a re  a lw a y s  b r o u g h t  t o g e th e r  as members o f  a w h o le  and n o t  

as d e te rm in e d  b y  chance  e x p e r ie n c e .

I n  h i s  ’ P s y c h o lo g i c a l  P r i n c i p l e s ’ D r . James Ward 

shows t h a t  th e  a s s o c i a t i o n i s t s  r e a l l y  i n v e r t  th e  t r u e  o r d e r  

o f  m e n ta l  d e v e lo p m e n t.  We do n o t  s t a r t  w i t h  s e p a ra te  and 

d i s t i n c t  s a n s a t io n s  and th e n  com bine them i n t o  a w h o le  o r  

u n i t y .  \¥ l ia t i s  p r e s e n te d  to  u s  a t  th e  b e g in n in g  i s  a t o t a l  

p r e s e n t a t io n - c o n t in u u m  i n  w h ic h  a l l  d i f f e r e n c e s  a re  l a t e n t .  

M e n ta l  l i f e  d e v e lo p s  b y  th e  g r a d u a l  d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n  o f  w h a t 

i s  o r i g i n a l l y  a c o n t in u o u s  w h o le ,  and when d i f f e r e n c e s  

emerge i n  t h i s  v /ho le  as when d i f f e r e n t  s a n s a t io n s  a p p e a r 

th e y  do n o t  l o s e  t h e i r  c o n n e c t io n  w i t h  th.e ' / h o le .

A c o n s i s t e n t  a s s o c i a t i o n i s t  t h e o r y ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  

p r o v in g  in a d e q u a te  to  a c c o u n t  f o r  o u r  m e n ta l  l i f e ,  

p s y c h o lo g i s t s  l ia ve  f e l t  c o m p e l le d  to  i n t r o d u c e  a ’ s e l f ’ 

as t h a t  w h ic h  a lo n e  can r e n d e r  e x p l i c a b l e  th e  u n iq u e n e s s  

t h a t  c h a r a c t e r i s e s  th e  f a c t s  o f  m in d .  In d e e d ,  many w r i t e r s



who a d o p t  th e  fu n d a m e n ta l  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  modern 

a s s o c ia t i o n is m  have been f o r c e d  to  a ckn ow led g e  o p e n ly  

th e  n e c e s s i t y  o f  s o m e th in g  l i k e  a s e l f  p o s s e s s in g  a 

c e r t a i n  p e r s i s t e n c e .  The a s s o c i a t i o n i s t  D.G.Thompson* 

c a n d id ly  a d m i t t e d  t h a t  c o n s c io u s  s t a t e s  im p l y  and p o s t u la t e  

a s u b je c t  Ego, w h i l s t  J .S .  K i l l  was d r iv e n  u n d e r  th e  s t r e s s  

o f  h i s  l o g i c  to  a d o p t  a p o s i t i o n  w h ic h  i s  s c a r c e ly  

d i s t i n g u i s h a b l e  f r o m  th e  s p i r i t u a l i s m  o f  M e d ia e v a l  

S c h o la s t i c i s m .  A c c o rd in g  to  K i l l  t h e r e  i s  so m e th in g  r e a l  

i n  th e  ’ i n e x p l i c a b l e  t i e ’ w h ic h  memory i m p l i e s ,  so m e th in g  

w h ic h  i s  n o t  th e  arbitrary c r e a t i o n  o f  th e  la w s  o f  th o u g h t .  

T h is  so m e th in g  to  w h ic h  K i l l  i s  re a d y  to  a s c r ib e  a r e a l i t y  

he names th e  Ego, o r  S e l f .  "Y/e a re  f o r c e d  to a p p re h e n d  

e v e ry  p a r t  o f  th e  s e r ie s  as l i n k e d  w i t h  th e  o t h e r  p a r t s  by  

s o m e th in g  i n  common w h ic h  i s  n o t  th e  f e e l i n g s  th e m s e lv e s ,  

any  more . th a n  th e  s u c c e s s io n  o f  th e  f e e l i n g s  i s  th e  f e e l i n g s
i,themselves ’’ . The S e l f ,  tr..e r e f o r e ,  is a perraanen t

e le m e n t .  " B u t  beyon d  t h i s  we can a f f i r m  n o th in g  o f  i t

e x c e p t  th e  s t a t e s  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s  t l ie m s e lv e s . The f e e l i n g s

o r  c o n s c io u s n e s s  w h ic h  b e lo n g  o r  have b e lo n g e d  to  i t ,  and i t s

p o s s i b i l i t i e s  o f  h a v in g  m ore, a re  th e  o n l y  f a c t s  th e r e  a re

to  be asserted o f  Self -  th e  o n ly  p o s s ib l e  a t t r i b u t e s ,

e x c e p t  perm anence, w h ic h  we can s a c r ib e  to  i t . "  I n  th e  
4

c h a p te r  on th e  ’ P s y c h o lo g ic a l  T h e o ry  o f  K i n d ’ i n  h i s  

’ E x a m in a t io n  o f  S i r  W i l l i a m  H a m i l t o n ’ s P h i lo s o p h y ’ he 

a f f i r m s  t h a t  i f  we a re  to  a c c o u n t  f o r  o u r  e x i s t i n g  c o n s c in u s -  

nessfve a re  c o m p e l le d  to  a c c e p t  e i t h e r  o f  two a l t e r n a t i v e s  

. . . . . t h a t  th e  m in d ,  o r  Ego, i s  s o m e th in g  d i f f e r e n t  f r o m  any 

s e r i e s  o f  f e e l i n g s ,  o r  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  o f  them, o r  o f  a c c e p t ­

i n g  th e  p a ra d o x  t h a t  s o m e th in g  v /h ic h  ex hypo th e  s i  i s  b u t  

a s e r ie s  o f  f e e l i n g s ,  can be aware o f  i t s e l f  as a s e r i e s . "

Ptytk « I 05 y
1 .  C i t e d  b y  James, ’ P r i n c i p l e s  o f
2 .  M i l l ’ s ’ E x a m in a t io n  o f  S i r .  W .H a m i l to n ’ s P h i lo s o p h y . ’

4 t h  ed . p .  263 .
3 .  I b i d .  p .  263 .
4 . Ch. X l l .
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Commenting on t h i s  l a t t e r  a l t e r n a t i v e  Ward re m a rk s  t h a t

"p a ra d o x  i s  too  m i l d  a w o rd  f o r  i t ;  even c o n t r a d i c t i o n  w i l l
i

h a r d l y  s u f f i c e . "  ’ B e in g  aware o f ’ c a n n o t  he e x p re s s e d  by

one te rm .  The know er can n e v e r  be i d e n t i f i e d  w i t h  th e

known. " I f  a s e r ie s  o f  ’ I ’e e l i n g s ’ i s  w h a t i s  known o r

p re s e n te d ,  th e n  wiiat* knows, w h a t th e  s e r ie s  i s  p re s e n te d  t o ,
z

c a n n o t  be i t s e l f  t h a t  s e r ie s  o f  f e e l i n g s  " There  i s  no

th o u g h t  w i t h o u t  a t h i n k e r ,  no k n o w le d g e  w i t h o u t  a kn o w e r .

"A mere s e n s a t io n  w i t h o u t  a s u b je c t  i s  nowhere  to  be m et w i t h  

as a f a c t . " ^  A g e n t  and o b j e c t  can n e v e r  be th e  same i n  th e
Of k*

s a m e ^ c t . I n  h i s  ’ P ro le g o m e n a  to  E t h i c s ’ G reen w r i t e s ,  "No 

one and no number o f  a s e r ie s  o f  r e l a t e d  e v e n ts  can be th e  

c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  th e  s e r ie s  as r e l a t e d .  N or can any p r o d u c t  o f
â

th e  s e r ie s  be so e i t h e r . . . .  , (^C onsciousness o f  a s e r ie s  o f

e v e n ts )  m u s t be e q u a l l y  p r  erne h t to  a l l  th e  e v e n ts  o f  w h ic h  i t  

i s  th e  c o n s c io u s n e s s . "  N or can  t h i s  c o n s c io u s n e s s  be a 

p r o d u c t  o f  p r e v io u s  e v e n ts ,  f o r  t h i s  o n l y  i n v o l v e s  an I n f i n i t e  

R eg ress  o r  e ls e  th e  in c o n c e iv a b le  id e a  t h a t  c o n s c io u s n e s s  i n  

t h e | f i r s t  i n s t a n c e  r e s u l t e d  f ro m  a s e r ie s  o f  e v e n ts  o f  w h ic h  

th e r e  i s  no c o n s c io u s n e s s .

S i m i l a r l y  S e th .  P r i n g l e - P a t t i s o n  on page 11 o f  ’ H e g e l ­

ia n is m  and  P e r s o n a l i t y ’ w r i t e s ,  "A  k n o w le d g e  o f  se q u e n t 

s t a t e s  i s  o n l y  p o s s ib l e  when each i s  accom pan ied  b y  th e  <I 

t h i n k  o f  an i d e n t i c a l  a p p e r c e p t io n .  Or as i t  has been o t h e r ­

w is e  e x p re s s e d ,  th e r e  i s  a l l  th e  d i f f e r e n c e  i n  th e  w o r ld  

be tw een  s u c c e s s io n  a n d ^ ^ æ m  o f  s u c c e s s io n ,  bè tw een  change
co-K (CIO v j i t e w

a n d ^ a a a æ  o f  change . Mere c h a n g e ,o r  mere s u c c e s s io n ,  i f  such  

a t h i n g  w ere  p o s s ib l e ,  w o u ld  b e , as K a n t  p o i n t s  o u t ,  f i r s t  

A, th e n  B, th e n  C, each f i l l i n g  o u t  e x is t e n c e  f o r  th e  t im e  

b e in g ,  and c o n s t i t u t i n g  i t s  sum, th e n  v a n is h in g  t r a c e l e s s l y

1 .  P s y c h o lo g ic a l  P r i n c i p l e s ,  p .  3 7 .  .
2 . I b i d .  p .  37 .
3 .  L o t z e ,  ’ M e ta p h y s ic , ’ B k . 3 . p a r , 241 .
4 .  p a r s .  16 and 1 7 .
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to g iv e  p la c e  to  i t s  s u c c e s s o r  -  to  a s u c c e s s o r  y e t  w o u ld

n o t  be a s u c c e s s o r ,  s e e in g  t h a t  no r e c o r d . o f  i t s  p re d e c e s s o r  

w o u ld  re m a in .  The change , th e  s u c c e s s io n ,  th e  s e r ie s  can o n l y
co-Ti 5 e I  o ws n a s  ^

be known to  o r  s u b je c t  w h ic h  i s  n o t  i d e n t i c a l  w i t h  any

one member o f  th e  s e r ie s ,  b u t  i s  p r e s e n t  e q u a l l y  to  e v e ry

member, and i d e n t i c a l  w i t h  i t s e l f  t h r o u g h o u t .  C onn e x ion  o r

r e la t e f d n e s s  o f  any s o r t  -  even Humè’ s a s s o c ia t i o n  -  i s

p o s s ib l e  o n l y  t l i r o u g h  th e  p re s e n c e  o f  such  a u n i t y  to  each

te rm  o f  th e  r e l a t i o n . "  Tlie c o m p a r iso n  o f  two ideas^  says

L o tz e  i n  h i s  M e ta p h y s ic  ( Mk. 3, p a r .  241), "p re s u p p o s e s  th e

a b s o l u t e l y  i n d i v i s i b l e  u n i t y  o f  t h a t  w h ic h  compares

th e m ," and he c o n c lu d e s  t h a t  " t h e  i n n e r  w o r ld  o f  th o u g h ts  i s

n o t  a mere c o l l e c t i o n  o f  m a n i f o ld  id e a s ,  e x i s t i n g  w i t h  o r

a f t e r  one a n o t h e r ,  b u t — a w o r ld  i n  w h ic h  th e s e  i n d i v i d u a l

members a re  h e ld  t o g e th e r  and a r ra n g e d  by  th e  r e l a t i n g

a c t i v i t y  o f - W  s i n g l e  p e r v a d in g  p r i n c i p l e ,  "

N e i t h e r  can we d is p e n s e  w i t h  th e  s u b je c t  by h o ld in g  t h a t

each member o f  th e  s e r ie s  i s  s u b je c t  and o b j e c t  i n  t u r n .
V

W i l l i  a i l  James’ s fam ous t h e o r y  o f  th e  ’ g a s s in g  T h o u g h t ’ comes 

u n d e r  t h i s  head . "E ach  p u ls e  o f  c o g n i t i v e  c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  

each though^  d ie s  av/ay and i s  r e p la c e d  by  a n o t h e r .  The o t h e r ,  

among th e  t h in g s  i t  knows, knows i t s  ov/n p re d e c e s s o r ,  and

f i n d i n g  i t  ’ warm ’ ..............  g r e e t s  i t ,  s a y in g ;  ’ Thou a r t  m ine

and p a r t  o f  th e  same s e l f  w i t h  m e . ’ Each l a t e r  T h o u g h t,  

kn o w in g  and i n c l u d i n g  th u s  th e  Though.ts w h ic h  w e n t b e f o r e ,  i s  

th e  f i n a l  r e c e p t a c le  -  and a p p r o p r i a t i n g  them i s  th e  f i n a l  

ovmer -  o f  a l l  t h a t  th e y  c o n t a in  and  own. Each T h o u gh t i s  

th u s  b o rn  an#  owner and d ie s  owned, t r a n s m i t t i n g  w h a te v e r
4tS

i t  r e a l i s e d  i n ^ g ^ s e l f  to  i t s  own l a t e r  p r o p r i e t o r # .  I t  i s  t h i s

t r i c k  w h ic h  th e  n a s c e n t  th o u g h t  has o f  im m e d ia te ly  t a k in g  up
is

th e  e x p i r i n g  th o u g h t  and ’ a d o p t in g ’ i t ,  w h ic h ^ th e  f o u n d a t io n



ze.

o f  th e  a p p r o p r i a t i o n  o f  m ost of th e  r e m o te r  o o n s t i t u t e n t s  of 
th e  s e l f ,  t/lio owns th e  l a s t  s e l f  owns th e  s e l f  b e fo r e  th e

l a s t ,  f o r  w h a t ip o s s e s s e s  th e  p o s s e s s o r  p o s s e s s e s  th e  
1

p o s s e s s e d . "  James, t h e r e f o r e ,  a t te m p ts  to  r e s o l v e  th e  

know er i n t o  th e  known. T h a t  ’ th e  th o u g h ts  th e m s e lv e s  a re  th e  

t h i n k e r s ’ he r e g a rd s  as th e  ’ f i n a l  w ord* o f  p s y c h o lo g y  

c o n c e rn in g  th e  s e l f .  I n  c r i t i c i s i n g  t h i s  t h e o r y  o f James,

Ward w r i t e s ,  "If I were to say to a c h i l d :  I t  i s  th e  spoon 

t h a t  e a ts  th e  p o r r i d g e ,  and th e  f o r k  t h a t  e a ts  th e  m e a t, he 

w o u ld  be p u z z le d ;  and s t i l l  more p u z z le d  if I w ere  to  add: 

B u t ,  o f  c o u rs e ,  i t ’ s you t h a t  e a t  th e  b r e a k f a s t .  I f  anyone 

w ere  to  sa y  : The poems th e m s e lv e s  a re  th e  p o s t ,  or th e  la w s  

th e m s e lv e s  a re  th e  l e g i s l a t o r s ,  we s h o u ld  c o n f i d e n t l y  

d e c la r e  such  s ta te m e n ts  n o n s e n s ic a l .  I n  w h a t  r e s p e c t  i s  

t h i s  ’ f i n a l  w o rd :  th e  th o u g h t  th e m s e lv e s  a re  th e  t h i n k e r s ’ 

f o r m a l l y  d i f f e r e n t ? "  U l t i m a t e l y  Jam es’ s t h e o r y  i s  open to  

th e  same o b j e c t i o n s  as t h a t  o f  Hume. I n  th e  ’ P r i n c i p l e s  o f  

P s y c h o lo g y ’ James n o te s  t h a t  th e  a s s o c i a t i o n i s t s  have a 

te n d e n c y  o f  s m u g g l in g  in s u r r e p t i t i o u s l y  th e  s e l f  w h ic h  th e y  

p r o fe s s  to  d is c a r d .  I t  i s  h a rd  to  see iiow James h im s e l f  does 

n o t  f a l l  u n d e r  t h i s  condemnation, e s p e c i a l l y  i n  th e  a c c o u n t  

he g iv e s  o f  th e  ’ ju d g m e n t ’ o f  P e rs o n a l  I d e n t i t y .  A c t u a l  human 

c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s  too  g r e a t  a p ro b le m  f o r  th e  ’ P a s s in g  

T h o u g h t ’ to  s o lv e .

P r o f .  T i t c h e n e r  a ls o  a rg u e s  a g a in s t  th e  e x is t e n c e  o f  

an i d e n t i c a l  s e l f ,  and w r i t e s ,  " H in d  s p l i t s  up  i n t o

c o n s c io u s n e s s e s .  A c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s  a m e n ta l  p r e s e n t  a

b i t  o f  m in d  t h a t  i s  o c c u p ie d  w i t h  a s i n g l e ,  how ever 

c o m p l ic a te d ,  t o p i c .  Thus to  p u t  th e  m a t te r  c r u d e l y  we b e g in  

th e  day w i t h  a g e t t i n g - u p  c o n s c io u s n e s s  : . t h a t  i s  f o l l o w e d  

b y  a breakfast gon s c io u s n e s s . . . . e t c . " I n  r e p l y  to  t h i s

1 .  James, ’ P r i n c i p l e s  o f  P s y c h o lo g y , ’ p p .  3 3 9 -4 0 .
2 . ’ M ind  (18  92).’ p .  5 3 7 .
3 . (Quoted by  L a i r d ,  ’ P ro b le m s  of th e  S e l f . ’ p .  40



c o n t e n t i o n  o f  T i t c h e n e r ,  P r o f .  L a i r d  a s k s ,  " B u t  who a re

th e  ’ w e ’ who began th e  day, and does n o t  th e  p h ra s e  ’ a b i t

o f  m in d ' i t s e l f  im p ly  t h a t  v e r y  s o u l#  w h ic h  P r o f . T i t c h e n e r
;

i s  so a n x io u s  to  ig n o r e ? "  I n  t r u t h ,  c o n s id e r a t i o n  o f  th e

a s s o c i a t i o n i s t  and k i n d r e d  t h e o r ie s  w i l l  r e v e a l  th e

i m m p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  d e n y in g  th e  e x is t e n c e  o f  a s e l f  w i t l i o u t

a t  th e  same t im e  assum ing  i t .  I f  th e s e  w r i t e r s  so n o t

o p e n ly  a ckn ow led ge  th e  s e l f ,  th e y  a t  l e a s t  assume i t s

e x is t e n c e .  As Ward p u t s  i t ,  how eve r much a s s a i l e d

o r  d iso w n ed , th e  c o n c e p t o f  a ’ s e l f ’ o r  c o n s c io u s  s u b je c t

i s  to  be fo u n d  i m p l i c i t l y  i n  a l l  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  w r i t e r s

w h a te v e r  -  n o t  more i n  B e r k e le y ,  who a c c e p ts  i t  as a f a c t ,
I

th a n  i n  Hume, who t r e a t s  i t  as a f i c t i o n . "  Hume assumes 

th e  e x is t a n c e  o f  th e  s e l f  i n  th e  v e r y  p ro c e s s  by w h ic h  he 

seeks to  e x p la i n  i t  away. Who i s  th e  " I "  t h a t  l o o k s  i n t o  

Hume’ s own m in d  and p e r c e iv e s  a s e n s a t io n  o r  an image?

I t  s u r e l y  c a n n o t  i t s e l f  be a s e n s a t io n  o r  an im a g e . Thus he 

p o s t u la t e s  a p e rm a n e n t s e l f  w l i i c h  r e v ie w s  th e  per o e p t io n s

o f  th e  m in d ,  and f o r  w h ic h  th e y  e x i s t  and a re  a s s o c ia te d .

I t  i s  s i g n i f i c a n t  a l s o ,  as P r o f .  S e t h . P r i n g l e - P a t t i s o n

n o te s ,  t h a t  Hume’ s d e s t r u c t i v e  a n a l y s i s  o f  th e  s e l f  i s  to

be fo u n d  o n l y  a t  t l ie  end o f  h i s  T r e a t i s e .  I t  was e a s ie r

f o r  h im  to  a n a ly s e  th e  m a t e r i a l  w o r ld  i n t o  i# d e a s  f r o m  th e

s t a n d p o in t  o f  s e l f ,  f o r  when th e  s e l f  v/as a b o l i s h e d  n o th in g  
e

re m a in e d  b u t  mere id e a s .

R e je c t i n g  th e  a s s o c i a t i o n i s t  and k i n d r e d  t h e o r ie s ,  

t h e r e f o r e ,  we s l i a l l  w i l l i n g l y  f o l l o w  D e s c a r t e s ’ l e a d * ,  and 

say  t h a t  th e  r e a l i t y  o f  th e  s e l f  i s  o u r  f o u n d a t io n  o f  

T r u t h .  O ur f i r s t  c o n ta c t  w i t h  r e a l i t y  i s  w i t h i n ,  and t h i s

1 .  ^ tiiwWBg L a i r d .  ’ P ro b le m s  o f  th e  S e l f . ’ p .  40
2 . ‘ p s y c h o lo g ic a l  P r i n c i p l e s . ’ p .  3 5 .
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r e a l i t y  o f  o u r s e lv e s  makes i t  p o s s ib l e  f o r  us  to  p r e d i c a t e

r e a l i t y  o f  th e  e x t e r n a l  w o r l d .  A l l  kn o w le d g e  depends upon

th e  r e a l i t y  o f  th e  s e l f .  I f  th e  s e l f  t h a t  knows i s  n o t

r e a l ,  th e n  we c a n n o t  e s t a b l i s h  e x is te n c e  i n  any fo rm ^ The

r e a l i t y  and t r u s t w o r t h i n e s s  o f  o u r  e x p e r ie n c e  depend upon

th e  r e a l i t y  o f  th e  s e l f .  T h is  r e a l i t y  o f  o u r s e lv e s  i s

m a n i f e s t e d  n o t  o n l y  i n  T h o u g h t ,  b u t  a ls o  i n  P e e l in g  and W i l l .

In d d e d ,  many p r e s e n t - d a y  p h i lo s o p h e r s  w o u ld  g iv e  th e  p r im a c y

to  th e  W i l l  as th e  r e v e a le r  o f  th e  s e l f ’ s r e a l i t y .  P r o f .

S e th  F r i n g l e - P a t t i s o n ,  e . g . ,  w o u ld  emend D e s c a r te s '  f o r m u la

i n t o  ’ Ago, e rgo  sum .* The s e l f ,  a c c o r d in g  to  h im , m a n i f e s t s

i t s  r e a l i t y  i n  i t s  a c t i v i t y . B u t ,  i n  w h a te v e r  way i t  i s

r e v e a le d  to  u s ,  th e  te n d e n c y  o f  p r e s e n t - d a y  p h i lo s o p h y  i s  to

em phas ise  th e  n e c e s s i t y  o f  a s e l f  o r  c o n s c io u s  s u b je c t  to

a c c o u n t  f o r  o u r  e x p e r ie n c e * .  "  ............. w i t h o u t  th e  a s s u m p t io n

o f  a s o u l  as a u n i f y i n g  and i n t e g r a t i n g  s u b je c t  o f

e x p e r ie n c e  i t s  p a r t s  f a l l  i n t o  f r a g m e n ts  and i t s  w o r ld  o f

c o n te n t  becomes c h a o t i c . "  The p ro b le m  o f  kno w le dge  becomes

" im p o s s ib le  and a b s u rd "  u n le s s  we assume a s o u l .  " P o r  th e

o n ly  p o i n t  o f  v ie w  f r o m  w h ic h  a c o g n i t i v e  e x p e r ie n c e  can be

c o n c e iv e d  as p o s s ib l e  i s  t h a t  o f  th e  s u b je c t  o f  e x p e r ie n c e

i t s e l f ................. kn o w le dg e  c a n n o t  a r i s e  i n  e x p e r ie n c e  e x c e p t
/

as a f u n c t i o n  o f  a p e r s o n a l  and p e r s i s t e n t  s e l f . "

S in c e  th e  t im e  o f  K a n t  th e  c o n c e p t  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  has 

fo rm e d  th e  s t a r t i n g - p o i n t  o f  m o s t p h i l o s o p h i c a l  sys tem s , 

and e x p e r ie n c e ,  says Ward, i m p l i e s  th e  d u a l i t y  o f  s u b je c t  

and o b j e c t .  The s u b j e c t - o b j e c t  r e l a t i o n  i s  fu n d a m e n ta l  

f o r  a l l  e x p e r ie n c e .  E x p e r ie n c e  i s  n o t  s im p ly  a s e r ie s  o f  

m e n ta l  phenomena. I t  i s  e s s e n t i a l l y  a u n i t y ,  and s o m e th in g  

i s  r e q u i r e d  to  a c c o u n t  f o r  t h i s  u n i t y ,  v i z .  th e  s y n t h e t i c  

a c t i v i t y  og th e  s e l f  o r  c o n s c io u s  s u b je c t .  I n  e v e ry  mode o f  

c o n s c io u s n e s s  t h i s  r e f e r e n c e  o f  an o b j e c t  to  a s u b je c t  i s

. 0 rmo nd , ’ Po un da t  i  o n s o f  Kn o w l  e dg e.’ p . 2 6 6 .
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i m p l i e d .  U n l i k e  B r a d le y ,  he i n s i s t s  t h a t  no e x p e r ie n c e ,

how ever h ig h  o r  however lo w ,  i s  p o s s ib l e  a p a r t  f r o m  t h i s

d i s t i n c t i o n  o f  s u b je c t  and o b j e c t .  Even th e  e x p e r ie n c e  o f

God i n v o l v e s  t h i s  d u a l i t y  i n  u n i t y .  O rm o n d , in  h i s

’ F o u n d a t io n s  o f  K n ow ledge j em phas ises  th e  same v ie w .

" W i th o u t  th e  p r e s u p p o s i t i o n  o f  some k in d  o f  d u a l i t y ,  th e

v e r y  n o t i o n  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s  lo s e s  i t s  i n t e l l i g i b i l i t y . " I n

th e  m os t r u d im e n ta r y  s t a t e s  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s  "some d u a l i t y

i s  i n v o l v e d  o u t  o f  w h ic h  th e  f u l l - f l e d g e d  d i s t i n c t i o n  o f
1

s u b je c t  and o b je c t  g r a d u a l l y  e m e rg e s ."  Ward, o f  c o u rs e ,

w o u ld  n o t  say  t h a t  t h i s  r e l a t i o n  i s  a c o n s c io u s  r e l a t i o n  a t

a l l  l e v e l s  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  b u t  H a m i l to n  i n  h i s  ’ L e c tu r e s  on

M e ta p h y s ic s ’ w o u ld  even a c c e p t  t h a t .  "We may l a y  down as «-"’v

u n d is p u te d  t r u t h ,  t h a t  c o n s c io u s n e s s  g iv e s ,  as an u l t i m a t e

f a c t ,  a p r i m i t i v e  d u a l i t y :  a kn o w ledg e  o f  th e  ego i n

r e l a t i o n  and c o n t r a s t  to  th e  n o n -e g o ;  and th e  kn ow ledg e  o f

th e  non -e go  i n  r e l a t i o n  and c o n t r a s t  to  th e  ego. The ego
%

and non-ego  a re  th u s  g iv e n  i n  an o r i g i n a l  s y n t h e s i s . "

How i t  i s  c l e a r  t h a t  c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  th e  s u b j e c t - o b j e c t

r e l a t i o n  i s  b y  no means p r i m o r d i a l  i n  c h a r a c t e r .  I t

e v i d e n t l y  p re s u p p o se s  a lo n g  p ro c e s s  o f  m e n ta l  e v o lu t i o n .

T h is ,  h o w e ve r ,  c a n n o t ,  as B r a d le y  a p p e a rs  to  t h i n k ,  be u rg e d

a g a in s t  Ward, who m a in t a in s  t h a t  th e  absence o f  s e l f -
e

c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s  no p r o o f  o f  th e  absence o f  a s e l f .

B r a d le y  d e n ie s  th e  u n d e r i v a t i v e  c h a r a c t e r  o f  t l :e  s u b je c t -  

o b je c t  r e l a t i o n ,  and c o n c e iv e s  o f  a p r e - r e l a t i o n a l  s ta g e  

o f  e x p e r ie n c e  w h ic h  he d e s ig n a te s  as ’ f e e l i n g ’ . T ] i is  s t a t e  

he d e s c r ib e s  as " th e  im m e d ia te  u n i t y  o f  a f i n i t e  p s y c h ic a l  

c e n t r e . "  I t  i s  " t h e  g e n e ra l  c o n d i t i o n  b e fo r e  d i s t i n c t i o n s  

and r e l a t i o n s  have been d e v e lo p e d , and w here  as y e t  n e i t h e r  

any s u b je c t  n o r  o b je c t  e x i s t s .  And i t  means i n  th e  second 

p la c e ,  a n y th in g  w h ic h  i s  p r e s e n t  a t  a::iy s ta g e  o f  m e n ta l  

l i f e ,  i n  so f a r  as t h a t  i s  o n ly  p r e s e n t  and s im p ly  i s . "  

1 . 0 . 3 3 .
2 . V o l .  1 .  p .  2 9 2 .
3. ’ A ppearance  and R e a l i t y . ’ p .  459.



JZ.

As a " v e r y  o b v io u s  in s t a n c e "  o f  t h i s  p r i m i t i v e  e x p e r ie n c e ,

he m e n t io n s  "a  s im p le  p a in  o r  p le a s u r e ,  o r  a g a in  th o s e

e le m e n ts  o f  o u r  C o e n e s th e s ia  to  w h ic h  we do n o t  a t t e n d . "

Commenting on t h i s  passage . D r .  G. Dawes H ic k s  says , "A%<n
y

o r i g i n a l  sensuous & 7/ p o v , p s y c h ic a l  i n  c h a r a c t e r ,

w h ic h  i n  some m y s te r io u s  way i s  f e l t ,  and o u t  o f  w h ic h ,

th ro u g h  a r t i c u l a t i o n ,  know ledge  o f  i n t e l l i g i b l e  f a c t

emerges, i s  a n o t i o n ,  I  c o n fe s s ,  w h ic h  I  have v a i n l y

s t r u g g le d  to  g ra s p ;  i t  s t r i k e s  me r a t h e r  as a conundrum
i

th a n  as the s o l u t i o n  o f  a p r o b le m . "  B r a d le y ’ s p o s i t i o n  

i s  based  o n  th e  a s s u m p t io n  t h a t  i f  we a re  n o t  c o n s c io u s  

o f  a t h i n g ,  t h e i - ^ t  does n o t  e x i s t .  Tlrus, s in c e  a 

r u d im e n ta r y  c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s  n o t  aware o f  a c t i v i t y ,  he 

t h i n k s  t h a t  p r i m i t i v e  c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s  n o t  an a p p re h e n d in g  

a c t i v i t y ,  b u t  a ’ mass o f  f e e l i n g . ’ "The p e r c e p t io n  o f  

a c t i v i t y , "  he sa ys , "comes f ro m % e  e x p a n s io n  o f  th e  s e l f  

a g a in s t  th e  n o t - s e l f . "  C o n sc io u sn e ss  o f  a c t i v i t y  as 

im p l y i n g  th e  id e a  o f  change i s  p o s s ib le  o n l y  a f t e r  a lo n g  

p ro c e s s  o f  m e n ta l  d e v e lo p m e n t.  The same i s  t r u e  o f  th e

s u b j e c t - o b j e c t  r e l a t i o n .  I t  i s  n o t  p r im a r y ,  b u t  d e r i v a t i v e .

i \ l l  t h i s ,  h o w e v e r , says Ward, i s  based  on a m is ta k e n  

a s s u m p t io n .  B e fo r e  we can a pp rehend  a n y th in g  i t  m ust 

e x i s t .  Though a r e l a t i o n  may n o t  f o r  a t im e  be a c t u a l

f o r  u s . y e t  i t  m us t e x i s t  b e fo re  i t  can e v e r  be a p p re he nde d .

"Two and two s im p ly  a re  n o t  f o u r ,  b u t  th e y  axe th e  g ro u n d  

o f  p u t t i n g  two and two t o g e t h e r .  So m e n ta l  a c t i v i t y  t h a t  

i s  ’ o n l y  p r e s e n t  and s im p ly  i s *  i s  n o t  th e  a p p re h e n s io n  

o f  an a g e n t  a c t i n g ,  b u t  i t  i s  th e  g ro u n d  t h a t  makes such 

a p p re h e n s io n  p o s s ib le  and i s  b e s id e s  i t s  n e c e s s a ry  

p r e s u p p o s i t i o n . "  A g a in ,  Ward a s k s ,  " . . . . w h a t  g iv e s  

o f  f e e l i n g ’ u n i t y  and a c e n t r e  i n  th e  absence o f  a s u b je c t ,

■p ’
1 . ’ p ro c e e d in g s  o f  the  A r i s t o t l e i a n '  S o c ie t y  (1 9 0 7 -C S ) -p .  135 .
2 . I b i d .  p .  2 3 3 .



33.

and  w h a t e x a c t l y  does ’ m e n ta l  l i f e ’ im p ly ?  R e la t i o n s  and 

d i s t i n c t i o n s  do n o t  c o n s t i t u t e  t h e i r  te rm s  o r  fun d am e n t# ,
1how, then, c o u ld  th e y  be d e v e lo p e d  i n  th e  absence o f  th e s e ? "  

D e a l in g  w i t h  th e  c o n c e p t io n  o f  a p u r e l y  A n o e t ic  

C o n sc io u sn e ss  i n  h i s  ’ A n a l y t i c  P s y c h o lo g y ’ S to u t  says t h a t  

a p ro c e s s  o f  d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n  and c o m p l i c a t io n  c a n n o t  g iv e  

r i s e  to  th o u g h t  o u t  o f  mere s e n t ie n c e .  A "more com p lex  and 

d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  s e n t ie n c e "  w o u ld  be th e  o n ly  r e s u l t  o f  t h i s .  

" O b je c t i v e  r e fe r e n c e  s u p e rv e n in g  on  p u r e l y  anoetic 
experience w o u ld  be a c o m p le te ly  nev; p s y c h ic a l  f a c t . "  I t  

i s  e r ro n e o u s ,  he re m a rk s ,  to  t h i n k  t h a t  t h e j l i i s t inotion
be tw een  subject and object can emerge o u t  o f  "mere f e e l i n g  

th ro u g h  s p e c ia l  c o n s t i t u e n t s  o f  th e  t o t a l  s e n t ie n c e  a c q u i r i n g  

s a l ie n c e  and prominence. " T h is  can o n ly  mean t h a t  s p e c ia l  

s e n s a t io n s  a re  i n t e n s i f i e d  o u t  o f  p r o p o r t i o n  to  t h e r e s t .

B u t  an i n t e n s i f i e d  s e n s a t io n  i s  m e re ly  a s e n s a t io n  

i n t e n s i f i e d ,  and n o t ,  eo i p s o ,  th e  p e r c e p t i o n  o f  an o b j e c t . "

I t  i s  u n d o u b te d ly  t r u e ,  as D r .  G. Dawes H ic k s  

n o te s ,  t h a t  as we descend f r o m  th e  h ig h e r  to  th e  lo w e r  fo rm s  

o f  c o n s c io u s  l i f e  t h e r e  i s  a c o r re s p o n d in g  lo s s  o f  

" q u a l i t a t i v e  d e f i n i t e n e s s  and d i s t i n c t n e s s  i n  se n se -  

c o n te n ts  o f  any k i n d . "  M o re o v e r ,  i t  i s  t r u e  t h a t
4L

"c o n fu s e d n e s s "  and  "A bsence  of i n d i v i d u a l i t y "  a re  

" c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  e s p e c i a l l y  o f  p le a s u r e  and p a i n . "  Th is^ 

h o w e v e r , c a n n o t  j u s t i f y  us i n  h o ld in g  t h a t  th e  t l i r e e  modes 

o f  m a tu re  c o n s c io u s n e s s  a re  u l t i m a t e l y  merged i n  one mode, 

v i z .  f e e l i n g .  F e e l in g ,  as a mode o f  n a tu r e  c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  

has i t s  own s p e c i& l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  due to  a lo n g  p ro c e s s  

o f  m e n ta l  e v o l u t i o n .  We m ust r a t h e r  b e l i e v e  t h a t  th e  t . ' iree  

modes n e v e r  l o s e  t h e i r  i d e n t i t y  c o m p le te ly .

?
1 . ’ p ro c e e d in g s  o f  th e  A r i s t o t l è i a n  S o c ie t y  (1 9 0 7 -0 8 ) . ’ p .  233.
2 . I b i d ,  p .  186 .
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"YHiat we a re  e n t i t l e d  to  assume i n  th e  case o f  th e  

r u d im e n ta r y  co n sc io u s n e s s  is  t h a t ,  w h i l s t  i t s  modes of b e in g  

w o u ld  be w ro n g ly  d e s ig n a te d  by  any one o f  th e s e  g e n e ra l  

t i t l e s  ( i . e .  c o g n i t i o n ,  f e e l i n g  and s t r i v i n g ) ,  tliey contain 
i n  th e m s e lv e s  th e  r o o t s  f r o m  w h ic h  th e  th r e e  d iv e r g in g  stems 

ta k e  t h e i r  r i s e .  I n  th e  p r i m i t i v e  c o n s c io u s n e s s  th e r e  muat 

be the. germs o f  th o s e  l i n e s  o f  a c t i v i t y  t h r o u g h  w h ic h  later 
d i s t i n c t  se n se -co n  t e n t s  a re  apprehended , f e e l i n g s

/ w
experienced, and definite movements executed." D r .  * : i c k s ,  

h o w e ve r, w o u ld  demur to  c h a r a c t e r i s i n g  th e  r e l a t i o n  be tw een  

a p r i m i t i v e  c o n s c io u s n e s s  and a r e a l  object as th e  s u b je c t -  

o b j e c t  r e l a t i o n  o f  m a tu re  c o n s ^ e io u s n e s s ,  b ecause , 

b e l i e v i n g  t h a t  " r e l a t i o n s  a re  g ro u n d e d  in th e  n a tu re  o f  

t h e i r  ter:ms, " he c o n c lu d e s  t h a t  th e  r e l a t i o n  be tw een a s e l f -  

c o n s c io u s  m in d  and i t s  o b je c t  i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c a l l y  

different from tJie r e l a t i o n  s u b s i s t i n g  be tw een  a m ind  t h a t  

i s  n o t  s e l f - c o n s c io u s  and i t s  o b j e c t ,  and he w o u ld  r e s e r v e  

th e  t i t l e  "gubject-objeot relation" for th e  fo r m e r .

The r e s u l t  o f  o u r  d is c u s s io n ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  i s  to  u p h o ld

th e  K a n t ia n  a n a ly s i s  of experience into a s u b je c t  in
relation to  an o b j e c t .  E x a m in a t io n  o f  th e  t h e o r ie s  t h a t  seek

to  d is p e n s e  w i t h  th e  s u b je c t  has o n ly  shown th e  more c l e a r l y

th e  need o f  such  .a s u b je c t  to  a c c o u n t  f o r  e x p e r ie n c e  i n  each

and  e v e ry  f o r m .  C o n sc io u sn e ss  i s  im p o s s ib le  a p a r t  f r o m  th e

synthetic a c t i v i t y  o f  th e  s e l f .  "Th.at w h ic h  I  see, t h a t

w h ic h  I  h e a r ,  t h a t  w h ic h  I  t h i n k ,  t h a t  w h ic h  I  f e e l ,  changes
A

and passes  away w i t h  each  moment o f  my v a r ie #  e x is t e n c e .  I ,  

who see and h e a r  and t h i n k  and f e e l ,  am th e  one c o n t in u o u s  

s e l f ,  whose e x is te n c e  gives unity and connexion to the 
w h o le . "  So u n a s s a i la b le  i s  th e  c o n s c io u s  s u b je c t  t h a t  we 

c a n n o t  deny, w i t h o u t  a t  th e  same t im e  a s s e n t in g ,  its
1. Dr. G.Dawes K ic k s  i n  ’ P ro c e e d in g s  o f  th e  A r i s t o t l e i a n  

S o c ie t y  (1 9 0 7 -0 8 ) . ’ p .  1 8 8 .
2. H a n s e l ,’B amp to n  L e c tu re s . ’ Lecture 3.
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existence. Tliis is Une inexpugnable f a c t  w h ic h  fo rm e d  th e

p o i n t  o f  d e p a r tu r e  o f  m odern p h i lo s o p h y  i n  D e s c a r te s .  The

c e le b r a t e d  C a r te s ia n  D oub t fo u n d  an in s u rm o u n ta b le  b a r r i e r  i n

th e  c e r t i t u d e  o f  th e  i n d i v i d u a l ’ s own e x is t e n c e .  T r a d i t i o n
thù

and b e l i e f  f e l l  away b e fo re y ^ s c e -p t ic ’ s m ig h t ;  th e  s e l f  a lo n e  

w i t h s t o o d  th e  shock  o f  d o u b t .  I n  s h o r t ,  deny th e  r e a l i t y  o f  

th e  s e l f ,  and  human l i f e  v / i l l  be no more s u b s t a n t i a l  th a n  a 

d re iun .

T h is  i n s i s t e n c e  on th e  r e a l i t y  o f  th e  s e l f  does n o t ,  

h ow e ve r,  mean t h a t  e v e ry  c o n s c io u s  b e in g  i s  s e l f - c o n s c i o u s ,  

o r  t h a t  i n  o u r  t h i n k i n g  we a re  a lw a ys  c o n s c io u s  o f  s e l f .  Some 

p h i l o s o p h e r s  have contended that all c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s  s e l f -  

c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  f o r  o th e r w is e  we s h o u ld  be i n v o l v e d  i n  an 

i n d e f i n i t e  r e g r e s s .  T h is ,  h o w e ve r ,  i s  n o t  a f a t a l  o b j e c t i o n  

to  o u r  h o ld i n g  t h a t ,  e .g .  to  f e e l  and to  know t h a t  we f e e l  o re  

two d i f f e r e n t  s t a t e s .  As Ward says , " I f  i t  w ere  im p o s s ib le  to  

f e e l  w i t h o u t  a ls o  kno w ing  t h a t  you f e e l  o r  to  know w i t h o u t  

a ls o  k n o w in g  t h a t  you know, and i f  f u r t h e r  t h i s  s o - c a l l e d  

r e g r e s s  r e a l l y  m eant n o t  p r o g r e s s  i n  e x p e r ie n c e  b u t  a n te c e d e n t^

c o n d i t i o n s  o f  i t s  e x is t e n c e ,  th e  o b j e c t i o n  w o u ld  be s e r i o u s . "

So f a r  i s  t h i  si», h o w e ve r ,  f r o m  b e in g  th e  case  t h a t  we can  t r u l y

say  t h a t  we a re  c o n s c io u s  b e fo r e  we become s e l f - c o n s c io u s . A s  
2.

L a i r d  p u ts "  i t ,  "To know i s  th e  p r i u s  o f  kn o w in g  t h a t  you  know. 

C o g n i t i o n  does n o t  l o g i c a l l y  depend upon  s e l f - c o g n i t i o n ,  n o r
u

one a c t  o f  s e l f - ^ o g n t i o n  upon  th e  n e x t . "  S e l f - n e s s " ,  says 

I I c T a g g a r t ,  #oes n o t  i n v o l v e  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s , "  fo i /o ^ h e rw i  se 

each o f  m u s t be  s a id  to  g a in  and l o s e  t h ^ r i g h t  to  th e  name o f  

s e l f  many t im e s  a day, s in c e  we a re  o f t e n  n o t  s e l f # c o n s c io u s .  

I t  a p p e a rs  o b v io u s  t h a t  we can be c o n s c io u s  o f  e x t e r n a l

1 .  P s y c h o lo g i c a l  P r i n c i p l e s . ’ p .  372 N3.
2 .  ’ P ro b le m s  o f  th e  S e l f . ’ ,
3 . A r t i c l e / ’ P e r s o n a l i t y *  i n  E n c y c lo p a e d ia  o f  R e l i g i o n  and E th ic s . '

V o l . 9 .
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o b je c t s  w i t h o u t  b e in g  c o n s c io u s  o f  o u is e l v e s .  I t  i s  no answer

to  t h i s  c o n te n t io n  to  m a in t a in  t h a t  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  and

c o n s c io u s n e s s  à r e -.a lways- to  be fo u n d  t o g e t h e r ,  b u t  t h a t  th e

s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s  so faint as to escape d a s e r ^ ^ t io n  when

we d e s c r ib e  o u r  e x p e r ie n c e ,  f o r ,  as M cT a gg art v e r y  t r u l y

re m a rk s ,  i f  t h e r e  i s  no d i r e c t  e v id e n c e  o f  t h i s  s e l f -

c o n s c io u s n e s s  why b e l ie v e  t h a t  i t  e x i s t s .  In d e e d ,  th e  more

we a re  a b so rb e d  i n  e x t e r n a l  o b je c t s  th e  l e s s  i s  th e  r e fe r e n c e

to  th e  s e l f ,  L o tz e  says , " ............ e ve ryone  i s  f a i i i l i a r  w i t h

t h a t  a b s o r p t io n  i n  th e  c o n te n t  o f  a sensuous p e r c e p t io n

w h ic h  o f t e n  makes us e n t i r e l y  f o r g e t  o u r  p e r s o n a l i t y  i n  v ie w

o f  i t . " ^ The c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  s e l f  i s  i n  f a c t  a h in d ra n c e

to  th e  m ost p r o fo u n d  and s u c c è s s f i i l  t h i n k i n g ,  w h i l s t  b e in g s  who

have n o t  re a c h e d  th e  l e v e l  o f  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  c a n n o t

become c o n s c io u s  o f  t h e i r  s e lv e s  at all. The r e s u l t  y i e l d e d

by o u r  w ho le  d is c u s s io n ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  i s  n o t  t h a t  e v e ry

c o n s c io u s  b e in g  i s  a lw a ys  and n e c e s s a r i l y  s e l f - c  n s c io u s ,  "hut
r a t h e r  t h a t  e v e ry  m e n ta l  f a c t  i m p l i e s ,  by i t s  v e r y  n a tu r e ,

r e fe r e n c e  to a s u b je c t  f o r  w h ic h  i t  e x i s t s .  As Ward p u ts

i t ,  "  w h e th e r  s e e k in g  to  a n a ly s e  o n e ’ s own c o n s c io u s n e s s

o r  to  i n f e r  t h a t  o f  a l o b s t e r ,  w h e th e r  d is c u s s in g  th e

a s s o c ia t i o n  o f  id e a s  o r  th e  e x p re s s io n  o f  e m o t io n s ,  th e re  i s
%

a lw a y s  an i n d i v i d u a l  s e l f  o r  s u b je c t  i n  q u e s t i o n . "  We do n o t  

as y e t  make any a s s e r t i o n s  c o n c e rn in g  th e  n a tu r e  o f  t h i s  s e l f  

o r  s u b j e c t .  T h a t  q u e s t io n  w i l l  meet us  l a t e r .  Here we 

m e re ly  em phasise th e  n e c e s s i t y  o f  a s e l f  f o r  e x p e r ie n c e .

I h i s  i s  th e  g r e a t  t r u t h  to be fo u n d  i n  th e  T ra n s c e n d e n ta l  

D e d u c t io n  o f  th e  C a te g o r ie s  i n  th e  C r i t i q u e  o f  P u re  Reason,^ 

b u t  K a n t  w en t f u r t h e r  and a s s ig n e d  an e x a g g e ra te d  r o l e  to th e  

s e l f  i n  th e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  th e  w o r ld  as r e v e a le d  to  us i n

1 . ’ M e tap J iys ic . ’ B k .  3 . p a r , 241 .
Z. T s t f c k o t o j i e a X  T r l  T\ e i  p U s ,^  3 f .



3 i

k n o w le d g e .  The s e l f  i s  c o n c e iv e d  as b u i l d i n g  up a u n i f i e d  

e x p e r ie n c e  o u t  o f ^ d is c o n n e c te d  m a n i f o ld  g iv e n  th ro u g h  sense, 

T h is  v ie w  o f  th e  s e l f  w i l l  fo rm  th e  n e x t  s u b je c t  f o r  

d i s c u s s io n .

oOo'
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THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF THE SELF IN  THE CONSTRUCTION 

OF THE WORLD OF KNOV/LEDGE.

As we have a l r e a d y  n o te d  i n  d e a l in g  w i t h  th e  s u b je c t -  

o b je c t  r e l a t i o n  i n  kno w ledg e , so lo n g  as K a n t  i s  c o n s i s t e n t  

w i t h  th e  immanent c r i t i c i s m  o f  th e  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  m ethod, th e  

q u e s t io n  o f  the  s p e c ia l  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  o f  th e  S e l f  i n  and by 

i t s e l f  can n e v e r  a r i s e .  Once we a t a r t  s p e a k in g  a b o u t  a 

s u b j e c t - i n - i t s e l f  and an o b je c t - i n - i t s ê l f  we have t ra n s c e n d e d  

th e  bounds o f  kn ow le dg e , and c o n s e q u e n t ly  no a s s e r t i o n s  

w h a ts o e v e r  can be p r e d i c a t e d  o f  such a b s t r a c t i o n s .  I t  i s  

o n ly  as c o n s c io u s  s u b je c t s  t h a t  th e  w o r ld  has any s i g n i f i c a n c e  

f o r  u s ,  and f o r  such s u b je c ts  e x p e r ie n c e  i s  a f i n i s h e d  

p r o d u c t  i n  th e  sense that i t  i s  a l r e a d y  a u n i f i e d  e x p e r ie n c e .  

C o n s e q u e n t ly  th e  a c t i v i t i e s  g e n e r a t i v e  o f  such  an e x p e r ie n c e  

ca n n o t be a s s ig n e d  to one of i t s  e le m e n ts  w h ic h  can o n ly  be 

c o n c e iv e d  i n  a b s t r a c t i o n  a p a r t  f r o m  th e  u n i f i e d  w ho le  w h e re in  

i t  d e r iv e s  i t s  m eaning and s u s te n a n c e .  To s e p a ra te  th e  te rm s 

o f  th e  s u b je c t - o b j e c t  r e l a t i o n  and t a l k  o f  them  as i f  th e y  

c o u ld  e x i s t  i n  and b y  th e m s e lv e s  c a n n o t  be j u s t i f i e d  on 

t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  p r i n c i p l e s .  T h is ,  how ever, i n  e f f e c t  i s  w ha t 

K a n t  does when he i n s i s t s  t l i a t  th e  m a t te r  o f  a l l  e x p e r ie n c e  

i s  g ive^n^us f r o m  w i t h o u t  b y  th e  a c t i o n  o f  t h in g s  i n  them­

s e lv e s  upon th e  S u b je c t ’ s s e n s i b i l i t y ,  w hereas the  fo rm  i s  

d e r iv e d  f ro m  th e  s e l f ’ s ov/n a p p re h e n d in g  n a t u r e .  K a n t 's  

r e a l  p ro b le m  i n  th e  C r i t i q u e  i s  *to d is c o v e r  th e  l o g i c a l  

p r e s u p p o s i t io n s  o f  know ledge  and th e re b y  show t h e i r  m u tu a l  

dependence, b u t  K a n t  n e v e r  f u l l y  r e a l i s e d  th e  i m p l i c a t i o n s  

o f  th e  a rg um e n t he i s  d e v e lo p in g ,  and so he i s  a t  t im e s  

d e s e r t in g  th e  im m anent p o i n t  o f  v ie w  and g i v i n g  an a c c o u n t  

o f  th e  g e n e s is  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  o u t  o f  w ha t i s  n o t  e x p e r ie n c e .
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As G a i r d  p u ts  i t ,  when K a n t  i s  a s k in g  how f a r  e x p e r ie n c e  can

be p ro d u c e d  o u t  o f  sense and u n d e rs ta n d in g ,  he seemed to  ta k e

th e  p o s i t i o n  o f  a s p e c ta to r  w i t h  an a l r e a d y  d e v e lo p e d  m in d

w a tc h in g  th e  g ro w th  o f  a n o th e r  m ind  o u t  o f  i t s  e le m e n ts .

"He seemed to  f o r g e t  f o r  th e  moment t h a t  i t  was h i s  own m ind

he was e x a m in in g ;  and, t h e r e f o r e ,  he gave to  a p ro c e s s  w h ic h  i s

r e a l l y  th e  e x h i b i t i o n  o f  th e  n e c e s s a ry  r e l a t i o n s  o f  a l l  th e

e le m e n ts  o f  d e ve lo p e d  kn o w le dg e , th e  f a l s e  a p pea rance  o f  an

o b s e r v a t io n  o f  th e  g e n e s is  o f  k n o w le d g e ."  B u t ,  C a i r d

c o n t in u e s ,  " o b s e r v a t io n  o f  th e  g e n e s is  o f  kn o w le d g e  o r ,  w ha t

i s  th e  same th in g ,  o b s e r v a t io n #  by th e  m in d  o f  i t s  own g e n e s is ,
I

i s  th e  c ro w n in g  a b s u r d i t y  o f  s p e c u l a t i o n . . . . "  ("Y/e) c a n n o t  

p o s s ib l y  t r a c e  ba ck  know ledge  to  f a c u l t i e s  o r  e le m e n ts ,  w h ic h  

have a c h a r a c te r  in d e p e n d e n t  o f  t h e i r  r e l a t i o n  i ^  kn o w le d g e .

We have no s ta n d in g  g ro u n d  o u t s id e  o f  th e  u n iv e r s e  o f  th o u g h t
3

f r o m  w h ic h  we can d e te rm in e  th e  f a c t o r s  t h a t  p ro d u ce  i t , "

Though K a n t ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  r e a l i s e d  t h a t  e x p e r ie n c e  i s  a d u a l i t y

i n  u n i t y ,  y e t  he d id  n o t  c l e a r l y  see th e  n a tu r e  o f  th e  r e l a t i o n

t h a t  s u b s is t s  be tw een th e  v a r io u s  e le m e n ts  w i t h i n  t h i s  u n i t y .

He d id  n o t  r e a l i s e  t h a t  th S ^  e lem e n ts  a re  mere a b s t r a c t i o n s

o u t s id e  o f  t h a t  r e l a t i o n  w h e re in  th e y  a re  fo u n d  i n  e x p e r ie n c e .

Sense and u n d e r s ta n d in g  a re  re g a rd e d  as f a c u l t i e s  ca p a b le  o f

p r e - e x i s t i n g  i n  and by  th e m s e lv e s  b e fo r e  th e y  a re  b ro u g h t

i n t o  r e l a t i o n  i n  kn o w le d g e . I f ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  we a re  to  f i n d

o u r  way th ro u g h  th e  l a b y r i n t h  o f  th e  T ra n s c e n d e n ta l  D e d u c t io n

o f  the  C a te g o r ie s  as g iv e n  i n  th e  A n a l y t i c  we m us t b e a r  i n

m in d  th e se  two d i f f e r e n t  a s p e c ts  o f  K a n t ’ s a rg u m e n ts ,  v i z .

th e  p s y c h o lo g ic a l ,  and th e  m e ta p h y s ic a l  o r  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l

a s p e c t  r e s p e c t i v e l y ,  and t h a t  K a n t  t r e a t s  o f  b o th  a l t e r n a t i v e l y

w i t h o u t  g i v i n g  us any w a rn in g  o f  a change o f  s t a n d p o in t .  T h is

s u p p l ie s  th e  ke y  to K a n t ’ s v a c i l l a t i n g  a t t i t u d e  to w a rd s  th e

s e l f  i n  th e  T ra n s c e n d e n ta l  D e d u c t io n .  When he i s  c r i t i c i s i n g
3

1 .  C a i r d ,  ’ The P h i lo s o p h y  o f  K a n t ’ . 1 s t  ed. pp A 7 ? -4 .
2 . I b i d .  p .  374 .
3 . I b i d .  p .  274 ,
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kn o w le dg e  f ro m  th e  i n s i d e  th e  m u tu a l  dependence o f  s u b je c t

and o b j e c t  i s  f u l l y  ackn ow led g ed , b u t  when he c r i t i c i s e s  i t

f ro m  th e  o u t s i d e ,  th e  s u b je c t  i s  now c o n c e iv e d  as c a p a b le

o f  e x i s t i n g  i n  and by  i t s e l f ,  and as c o n t r i b u t i n g  i t s  own

sha re  f o r  th e  g e n e r a t io n  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  a f t e r ,b e in g  b ro u g h t

i n t o  r e l a t i o n  w i t h  t h in g s  i n  th e m s e lv e s .  As P r o f .  S e th

P r i n g l e - P a t t i  son p u ts  i t ,  " I t  i s  o b v io u s  t h a t  w h i l e  K a n t

i n v e s t i g a t e s  th e  l o g i c a l  p r e s u p p o s i t io n s  o f  know ledge  o r

e x p e r ie n c e  ( f i n d i n g  them i n  th e  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  u n i t y  o f

a p p e r c e p t io n ,  th e  c a te g o r ie s  and th e  fo rm s  o f  space and t im e

as a p p l i e d  to a sensuous m a t t e r ) ,  t h i s  kno w ledge  i s  a lw a ys

f o r  h im  th e  know ledge  b y  a r e a l  b e in g  o f  a w o r ld  o f  r e a l

b e in g s ;  and t h e r e f o r e  i t  has i t s  r e a l  p r e s u p p o s i t io n s  i n  th e

e x is te n c e  o f  th e  noumenal s e l f  and o f  w ha t he c a l l s  t h in g s  
1

i n  th e m s e lv e s . "  I f  we c o n c e n t ra te  a t t e n t i o n  on th e  

t r a n s c end e n ta l  a s p e c t  o f  K a n t ’ s a rg um e n t, we have no r i g h t  to  

p o s t u la t e  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  a noumenal s e l f  and to a t t r i b u t e  

to  i t  th e  c o n n e c t in g  p r i n c i p l e s  r e q u i r e d  f o r  kn o w le d g e . T h is  

i s  c l e a r l y  showm by  K a n t  h im s e l f  i n  th e  s e c t io n s  on th e  

P a ra lo g is m s  o f  R a t io n a l  P s y c h o lo g y  as g iv e n  i n  th e  D i a l e t i c .  

The te a c h in g  o f  v a r io u s  passages  i n  th e  T ra n s c e n d e n ta l  

D e d u c t io n ,  how ever, i s  n o t  so f u l l y  d e v e lo p e d  as t h a t  o f  the  

D i a l e t i c ,  and b e s id e s ,  even when K a n t  had come to  r e a l i s e  th e  

n e g a t iv e  c o n c lu s io n s  to  be drawn f ro m  h i s  c r i t i c a l  s ta n d p o in t ,  

h i s  p e r s o n a l  c o n v ic t io n s  s t i l l  c lu n g  to  many te n e ts  u t t e r l y  

a t  v a r ia n c e  w i t h  M s  g e n u in e ly  c r i t i c a l  t e a c h in g .  P r o f .  K .K .  

S m ith  n o te s  th e  a m b ig u i t y  o f  K a n t ’ s s ta te m e n ts  i n  th.e

T ra n s c e n d e n ta l  D e d u c t io n  as re g a rd s  th e  " s y n th e s e s "  r e q u i r e d  

f o r  kn o w le dg e , b u t  he co n te n d s  t h a t  K a n t  was f e e l i n g  h i s  way 

tow a i’ ds an a c c o u n t  o f  th e s e  " s y n th e s e s "  as w o u ld  be c o n s is t e n t  

1 . ’ H e g e l ia n is m  and P e r s o n a l i t y , ’ p .  2 1 . n.
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w i t h  h i s  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l is m ^  D r .  S m ith  m a in ta in s  t h a t  th e r e  

a re  two te n d e n c ie s  r u n n in g  th ro u g h  th e  e n t i r e  bo dy  o f  th e  

C r i t i q u e ,  v i a .  th e  " s u b j e c t i v i s t "  and th e  " p h e n o m e n a l is t "

te n d e n c y  r e s p e c t i v e l y .  When th e  fo rm e r  te n d e n c y  i s  i n  th e

a s c e n d a n t  th &  w o r l d  i s  c o n s t r u c te d  o u t  o f  a m a n i f o ld

c o n s is t in g  o f  th e  s e n s a t io n s  o f  th e  s p e c ia l  se nses , w h i l s t

i t  i s  th e  kn o w in g  s e l f  th ro u g h  i t s  own c o n s c io u s  a c t i v i t i e s

t h a t  com b ines th e  m a n i f o ld .  D r .  S m ith  f u l l y  a d m its  t h a t  on
a,

t h i s  v ie w  " t h e  w o r l d  i n  sp *ce  i s  m e re ly  my r e p r e s e n t a t i o n , "  

b u t  he co n te n d s  t h a t  th e r e  a re  passages i n  th e  C r i t i q u e  

w h ic h  a re  a b s o l u t e l y  opposed to  t h i s  d o c t r i n e ,  and he t h i n k s  

t h a t  th e s e  passages a re  s u f f i c i e n t l y  i l l u m i n a t i n g  to  e n a b le  

th e  co m m en ta to r  to  b u i l d  up an e la b o r a te  sys tem  o f  

"p h e n o m e n a lism "  such  as we f i n d  i n  h i s  own Commentary, I f  

i t  i s  t r u e ,  P r o f .  S m ith  a rg u e s ,  t h a t  th e r e  i s  no c o n s c io u s ­

ness a p a r t  f ro m  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  and such s e l f - c o n s c i o u s -  
o*n.ly

n ess  i s  p o s s i b l e ^ a f t e r  th e  s y n t h e t i c  p ro c e s s e s  g e n e r a t i v e  o f  

e x p e r ie n c e  have a l r e a d y  c o m p le te d  th e m s e lv e s ,  th e n  we 

c a n n o t  c la im  t h a t  we have a c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  th e s e  p ro c e s s e s ,  

The p ro c e s s e s  th e m s e lv e s  m us t be n o n -c o n s o io u s ,  and so we 

c a n n o t  say  t h a t  th e y  a re  th e  a c t i v i t i e s  o f  a noumenal s e l f . 

We c a n n o t  even say  t h a t  th e y  a re  m e n ta l .  The noumenal 

c o n d i t i o n s  o f  th e  s e l f  o f  w h ic h  we a re  c o n s c io u s  a re ,  

t h e r e f o r e ,  c o m p le te ly  unknov/n. The same h o ld s  t r u e  o f  th e  

noum ena l c o n d i t i o n s  o f  b o d ie s  i n  space. They a re  e n t i r e l y  

beyond  th e  re a c h  o f  kn o w le d g e . Now, th e  noum ena l c o n d i t i o n s  

o f  b o d ie s  i n  space a f f e c t  th o s e  noum enal c o n d i t i o n s  o f  th e  

s e l f  w h ic h  c o n s t i t u t e  o u r  " s e n s i b i l i t y " ,  and g e n e r a te " a  

g iv e n  m a n i f o l d . "  The o t h e r  a s p e c t  o f  e x p e r ie n c e ,  v i z .  i t s  

fo rm  i s  c o n t r i b u t e d  b y  th e  noum enal c o n d i t i o n s  o f  th e  s e l f .



I t  w i l l  be r e a d i l y  seen , t h e r e f o r e ,  t h a t  th e  p ro c e s s  o f  

c o n s t r u c t i n g  e x p e r ie n c e  ta k e s  plagw? e n t i r e l y  v / i t h o u t  ouA 

kn o w le d g e  and a p a r t  f ro m  any co no s a s s is ta n c e  on o u r

p a r t .  So th e  w o r ld  o b t a in s  a r e l a t i v e  in d e p e n d e n c e .  The 

i n d i v i d u a l  s e l f  i s  no l o n g e r  v ie w e d  as c o n s t r u c t i n g  th e  

w o r l d  i n  space and t im e  by  c o m b in in g  s u b je c t i v e  s e n s a t io n s  in  

a c c o rd a n c e  w i t h  c e r t a i n  fu n d a m e n ta l  p r i n c i p l e s .  îh e  e m p i r i c a l  

w o r l d  has been c o n s t r u c te d  b y  th e  unknown noumenal c o n d i t i o n s  

o f  th e  s e l f  and th e  w o r ld ,  so t h a t ,  when we become c o n s c io u s
as

o f  i t ,  i t  i s  p re s e n te d  to us^an a l r e a d y  f i n i s h e d  p r o d u c t ,  

and th e  p ro b le m  f o r  n s  now i s  n o t  how  ̂ s u b je c t i v e  r e p r e s e n t ­

a t i o n s  a re  r e f e r r e d  to  o b je c t s  th ro u g h  th e  c o n s c io u s
*

a c t i v i t i e s  o f  th e  i n d i v i d u a l  s e l f ,  b u t  how, i f  a common 

w o r ld  i s  a lo n e , im m e d ia te ly  apprehended , th e  i n n e r  p r i v a t e

l i f e  o f  th e  s e l f - c o -n s c io u s  b e in g  can be p o s s ib l e ,  and how
i

such i n n e r  e x p e r ie n c e  i s  to  be i n t e r p r e t e d . "  Now I  am f a r

f ro m  m in im is in g  th e  s i g n i f i c a n c e  o f  v a r io u s  " p h n e o m e n a l is t "

p a ssage s  i n  th e  C r i t i q u e ,  b u t  s t i l l  P r o f .  S m ith  a p pe a rs  to
P

em phasise  K a n t ’ s "p h e n o m e n a lism " too much a t  th e  expense o f  

h i s  " s u b j e c t i v i s m " .  I t  i s  u n d o u b te d ly  t r u e  t h a t  K a n t  a t  t im e s  

i s  n o b ly  i n c o n s i s t e n t ,  and le a v e s  b e h in d  h i s  s u b je c t i v e  

s t a n d p o in t ,  b u t  on o u r  v ie w  such cases a re  more o f  th e  n a tu r e  

o f  la p s e s  on K a n t ’ s p a r t  when c o m p e l le d  b y  c i r c u m s ta n c e s  to
font*

fa ce ^  s p e c ia l  p ro b le m s ,  and so i  c a n n o t  f o l l o w  P r . S m ith  when 

he i m p l i e s  t h a t  th e  " p h e n o rn e n a l is t "  t r a c e s  a re  so f r e q u e n t  and 

p r e c is e  as to  e n a b le  th e  com m enta to r to  c o n s t r u c t  a sys tem  

o f  "p h e n o m e n a lism " such  as we f i n d  i n  P r o f .  S m i th ’ s
a

C om m entary . G r a n t in g  f u l l y  t h a t  a t  t im e s ,  such as i n  th e  

t r e a tm e n t  o f  th e  A n a lo g ie s  o f  E x p e r ie n c e  and i n  th e  s e c t io n  

o n  th e  R e f u t a t i o n  o f  I d e a l i s m  as g iv e n  i n  th e  2nd E d i t i o n  

o f  th e  C r i t i q u e ,  th e  w o r ld  i n  space o b t a in s  a r e l a t i v e  

in d e p e n d e n c e , y e t  th e  C r i t i q u e  as a w h o le  does n o t  appear to 

p p . 270-8. 4
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s u p p ly  us w i t h  s u f f i c i e n t  e v id e n c e  i n  s u p p o r t  o f  a m a n i f o ld

and fo r m  as d i s t i n c t  f r o m  th e  m a n i f o ld  o f  th e  s p e c ia l  senses

and th e  fo rm  w h^ch  th e  i n d i v i d u a l  s e l f  c o n t r i b u t e s  to  t h i s

m a n i f o l d .  M o re o v e r ,  i f  th e  e m p i r i c a l  w o r ld  i s  p re s e n te d  to

u s  s im p ly  as a f i n i s h e d  p r o d u c t ,  as t h i s  "ph e n o m e n a lism "

i m p l i e s ,  w h a t j u s t i f i c a t i o n  have we, on C r i t i c a l  p r i n c i p l e s ,

f o r  s a y in g  t h a t  i t s  fo rm  i s  due to  one s e t ' o f  unknown noumenal

c o n d i to n s ,  and i t s  m a t te r  to  a n o th e r  s e t  o f  s i ' h l a r  c o n d i t io n s ?

In d e e d ,  P r o f .  S m ith  r e a l i s e s  t h a t  we a re  n o t  j u s t i f i e d  i n

h o ld in g  to t h i s  d o c t r i n e  o f  m a n i f o ld  and fo rm ,  h u t  he c la im s

t h a t  K a n t  i s  h e re  s im p ly  a rg u in g  a n o lo g y  f r o m  vh ia t happens

i n  c o n s c io u s  e x p e r ie n c e ,  .uid t h a t  he f u l l y  r e a l i s e s  t h a t  s e

c a n n o t  p r o f e s s  to  comprehend the  h a re  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  such

n o n -c o n s c io u s  s y n t h e t i c  p ro c e s s e s  a c t i n g  upon  a g iv e n  m a n i f o ld .
It

I n  f a c t ,  i t  i s  q u i t e  p o s s ib l e  t h a t ^ i s  th e  same t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  

o b je c t  t h a t  u n d e r l i e s  o u t e r  appea ra nces  and a t  the/same t im e  

s e rv e s  as th e  s u b je c t  o f  o u r  t h o u g h ts .  P r o f .  S m ith  makes 

e x te n s iv e  u se  o f  th e  n e g a t iv e  c o n c lu s io n s  drawn i n  t l i s  

D i a l e t i c  i n  th e  s e c t io n s  on th e  P a ra lo g is m s  o f  R a t io n a l  

P s y c h o lo g y ,  b u t  i t  m ust be rememberéd t h a t  th e  v a r io u s  

s u g g e s t io n s  th ro w n  o u t  i n  th e  s e c t io n s  a re  s im p ly  m e n t io n e d  

as p o s s ib l e  s u g g e s t io n s  i n  o r d e r  to  expose th e  weakness o f  

th e  p r o o f  a d o p te d  b y  R a t io n a l  P s y c h o lo g y .  K a n t ’ s own p r i v a t e  

v ie w s  as r e g a r d s  th e  noum ena l c o n d i t i o n s  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s  

c o in c id e d  W i th  th o se  o f  th e  r a t i o n a l  p s y c h o l o g i s t s ,  and he

c lu n g  f a s t  to  th e  id e a  o f  an im m o r ta l  s o u l .  How, t h e r e f o r e ,
«

can i t  be m a in ta in e d  t h a t  K a n t ,  $ven  a t  t h a t  p e r io d -o f  h i s  l i f e  

when he was c h i e f l y  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  m o ra l  q u e s t io n s  w h ic h  

re /v e a le d  th e  im p o r ta n c e  o f  th e  mournenal s e l f ,  was g r a d u a l l y  

f e e l i n g  h i s  way to w a rd s  a v ie w  w hi ch v /ou ld  i n v o l v e  th e  d e n ia l
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o f  such a s e l f ?  I n  f a c t ,  i n  th e  2nd e d i t i o n ,  I'dien K a n t  w .hes  

some a d d i t i o n s  to  th e  C r i t i q u e  i n  th e  l i g h t  o f  a m a tu re r  

s t a n d p o in t ,  i n s t e a d  o f  p r e s s in g  h i s  c r i t i c i s m  o f  R a t io n a l  

P s y c h o lo g y ,  he i s  more l e n i e n t  to w a rds  th e se  p s y c h o lo g i s t s .

T here  does n o t  a p p e a r ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  to  he s u f f i c i e n t  e v id e n c e  

t h a t  K a n t  was re a d y  to  deny th e  p a r t  p la y e d  b y  th e  s e l f  i n  

kn o w le d g e  as th e  c o n t r i b u t o r  o f  th e  fo r m , w h i l s t  t h i n g s  i n  

th e m s e lv e s  s u p p ly  th e  m a n i f o ld  b y  a c t i n g  upon th e  s u b j e c t ’ s 

s e n s i b i l i t y .  On th e  o t h e r  hand , we can u n d e rs ta n d  K a n t  

h o ld i n g  th e  v ie w  o f  a d is c o n n e c te d  mass o f  a to m ic  s e n s a t io n s  

as b e in g  th e  m a t te r  o f  th e  s p e c ia l  senses , f o r  i t  i s  h i s  

d i r e c t  i n l i e r i ta n c e  f ro m  Hume. I n  f a c t ,  K a n t  was too  much u n d e r  

th e  i n f l u e n c e  o f  Hume to  abandon h i s  " s u b j e c t i v i s m "  so much 

as P r o f .  S m ith  w o u ld  have u s  b e l i e v e .

K a n t ’ s m a in  p o s i t i o n  as I  u n d e rs ta n d  h im  may, t h e r e f o r e ,  

be summed up as f o l l o w s : -  A l l  t h a t  i s  g iv e n  us f ro m  w i t h o u t  

i s  a mass o f  i s o l a t e d  d a ta  o f  sense w h ic h  embody no p r i n c i p l e  

o f  c o m b in a t io n  w h a ts o e v e r .  D a v id  Huile had p ro v e d  so much 

to  K a n t ’ s s a t i s f a c t i o n .  B u t  th e  w o r ld  o f  o u r  e v e ry -d a y  

e x p e r ie n c e  i s  n o t  a w o r ld  o f  mere p a r t i c u l a r s  o f  se n se . R a th e r  

i s  i t  a w o r ld  p e rm e a te d  th ro u g h  and th ro u g h  w i t h  c o n n e c t in g  

p r i n c i p l e s .  Such c o n n e c t in g  p r i n c i p l e s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  can o n ly  

be a c c o u n te d  f o r  as due to  th e  s u b j e c t ’ s owm a p p re h e n d in g  n a tu re .  

As th e se  p r i n c i p l e s  s u p p ly  th e  fo rm s  u n d e r  w h ic h  e v e ry

i n t e l l i g e n c e ,  endowed w i t h  th e  same f a c u l t i e s  as o u r s e lv e s ,  

m us t t h i n k  o b je c t s  b e fo r e  i t  can p o sse ss  kn o w le d g e  o f  any k in d ,

th e  w o r ld  as p re s e n te d  to  us  i n  kn o w le d g e  w i l l  have  a r e l a t i v e  

o b j e c t i v i t y  as b e in g  the  same n e c e s s a r i l y  and U n i v e r s a l l y  

f o r  a l l  human b e in g s .  I  am v e r y  f a r  f ro m  d e n y in g  t h a t  th e r e  

a re  pa ssage s  i n  th e  C r i t i q u e  w h ic h  c a n n o t  be r e c o n c i l e d  w i t h  

th e  above v ie w .  Hy c o n t e n t i o n  i s  t h a t  even i n  th e  passages 

when he a p p e a rs  to  h o ld  t h a t  th e  m a n i f o ld  i n  i t s e l f  c o n ta in s  

p r i n c i p l e s  o f  c o n n e c t io n  w h ic h  r e q u i r e  o n l y  to  be d is c o v e r e d .
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u pon  w h ic h  th e  a d v o c a te s  o f  "phenom ena lism " f a s t e n ,  as , e . g . ,  

when he a s s e r t s  t h a t  th e  s p e c ia l  law s  o f  n a tu r e  can o n l y  he 

a s c e r t a in e d  a p o s t e r i o r i ,  o r  when he i n s i s t s  t h a t  th e  p r i n c i p l e  

o f  c a u s a l i t y  m u s t he a l r e a d y  embedded i n  e x p e r ie n c e  b e fo r e  

we can d i s t i n g u i s h  a ca u sa l s u c c e s s io n  f r o m  a more 

q u a n t i t a t i v e  s u c c e s s io n ,  K a n t  w o u ld  s t r e n u o u s ly  m a in t a in  t l : .a t 

a l l  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  c o n n e c t io n  a re  due to  th e  n a tu r e  o f  th e  

s u b je c t .  I t  was s im p ly  v/hen s p e c ia l  p ro b le m s  r e q u i r e d  

s o l u t i o n  t h a t  K a n t  m o d i f ie d  h i s  " s u b j e c t i v i s m " ,  and th e  success  

o f  h i s  e f f o r t s  i n  th e s e  s p e c ia l  cases depended upon  & is  

t r e a tm e n t  assum ing th r o u g h o u t  a r e a l i s t  p o s i t i o n ,  t h a t  i n  

p e r c e p t io n  we p e r c e iv e  p h y s ic a l  o b je c t s  and n o t  " id e a s "  i n  a 

s u b je c t i v e  sense . C o n s id e r a t io n  o f  K a n t ’ s R e f u t a t i o n  o f  

I d e a l i s m  as g iv e n  i n  th e  2nd e d i t i o n  o f  th e  C r i t i q u e  w i l l  make 

t h i s  c l e a r .  K a n t  i s  t h e r e  m a in t a in in g  t h a t  kno w le dge  o f  o u r  

i n n e r  s t a t e s  i n v o l v e s  a p r i o r  kn ow ledg e  o f  s o m e th in g  p e rm a n e n t,  

and t h i s  pe rm a ne n t i s  to  be fo u n d  o n ly  as a t h i n g  i n  space .

T h is  i m p l i e s  a d i f f e r e n c e  be tw een  b o d ie s  i n  space and 

s u b je c t i v e  r e p rg s e n ta t io n s .  Eow, t h e r e f o r e ,  a re  we to  a c c o u n t  

f o r  o u r  kn ow le dge  o f  such  a t h i n g  i n  space as d i s t i n c t  f ro m  

mere r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s ?  The answer a p p e a rs  to  be t h a t  th e  

C r i t i c a l  P h i lo s o p h y  can g iv e  no e x p la n a t io n  a t  a l l  o f  th e  

e x is t e n c e  o f  such a t h i n g . K a n t  h im s e l f  fo u n d  i t  v e r y  

d i f f i c u l t  to  a v o id  th e  p i t f a l l  o f  s u b je c t i v e  i d e a l i s m .  He 

does succeed i n  p a s s in g  an u n an sv /e ra b le  c r i t i c i s m  on v a r io u s  

ty p e s  o f  " i d e a l i s m ,  " b d t  i f  we o n l y  exam ine h i s  p r o o f s  we see 

c l e a r l y  t h a t  he em ploys d i f f e r e n t  means f o r  r e f u t i n g  d i f f e r e n t  

ty p e s  o f  i d e a l i s m .  P o r  exa m p le , v;e f i n d  h im  a t  one p la c e  

r e f u t i n g  D e s c a r te s ’ p o s i t i o n  b y  a d o p t in g  th e  more ex tre m e  

s u b je c t i v e  s t a n d p o in t  o f  B e r k e le y .  A t  o t h e r  t im e s  h i s  b e l i e f



i n  th e  e x is t e n c e  o f  t h in g s  i n  th e m se lve s  s e rv e s  h i s  p u rp o s e ,  

th o u g h  he a d m its  t h a t  such t h in g s  i n  th e m s e lv e s  a re  q u i t e  

unlcnoVvTi and u n k n o w a b le .  How, t h e r e f o r e ,  oJ*e we j u s t i f i e d  i n  

p o s i t i n g  t h e i r  e x is te n c e ?  I n  t # r u t h ,  v/e have to  a d m it  t h a t  

K a n t  u n d e r  th e  s t r e s s  o f  p o le m ic a l  d is c u s s io n  was f o r c e d  i n t o  

i n c o n s i s t e n c ie s ,  th o u g h  he nowhere a t te m p t^ s  to r e o n c i l e  tn e s e  

i n c o n s i s t e n c ie s » w i t h  h i s  main p o s i t i o n .  H is  h o n e s ty  o f  

p u rp o s e  and p e n e t r a t i n g  i n s i g h t  l e d  h im  i n  t h i s  s e c t i o n  o n  th e  

R e f u t a t i o n  o f  I d e a l i s m  i n t o  an a d m is s io n  o f  a d i f f e r e n c e  

be tw een  b o d ie s  i n  space and i n n e r  a p p e a ra n ce s , th o u g h  i t  d id  

n o t  l e a d  M m  to  g iv e  up h i s  main p o s i t i o n .  When he i s  a b le  to 

make use  o f  h i s  ’' s u b j e c t i v i s m ” he em ploys i t  w i t h o u t  any 

h e s i t a t i o n .  In d e e d ,  we f i n d  h im  even a f t e r  e \) in g  f o r c e d  i n t o  

adm iss ions  i n c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  h i s  o r i g i n a l  s u b je c t i v e  s t a n d p o in t  

s t i l l  a d h e r in g  to  i t .  The r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  i n c o n s i s t e n c ie s  

i s  n o t  a lw a y s  a p r o o f  t l m t  an a u th o r  i s  re a d y  to abandon h i s  

m a in  p o s i t i o n ,  e s p e c i a l l y  when vie see h im  p e r s i s t i n g  i n  

o c c u p y in g  i t  a f t e r  h a v in g  a p p a r e n t l y  r e a l i s e d  i t s  i n a d e q u a c y . 

These a d m is s io n s  o f  th e m s e lv e s  c a n n o t j u s t i f y  us  i n  h o ld in g  

t h a t  K a n t  was s e r io u s ly  c o n te m p la t in g  l a y i n g  a s id e  h i s  o r i g i n a l  

p o s i t i o n  because  o f  th è s e  i n c o n s i s t e n c ie s  and d e v e lo p in g  an 

e n t i r e l y  d i f f e r e n t  t h e o r y .  The f a c t  o f  th e  m a t t e r  a p pe a rs  

to  be t h a t  K a n t ,  l i k e  e v e ry  o t h e r  p h i l o s o p h e r ,  was f o r c e d  a t  

t im e s  i n t o  i n c o n s i s t e n c ie s ,  b u t  he d id  n o t  u t i l i s e  th e s e  

i n c o n s i s t e n c ie s  to  t h i n k  o u t  a t h e o r y  o f  ‘’ p hen o m e na lism ” as 

i s  g iv e n  b y  P r o f .  IT .K .S m ith  i n  h i s  Commentary to th e  C r i t i q u e .  

K a n t  c a n n o t  a c c o u n t  f o r  o u r  kn ow le dge  o f  th e  p e rm a n e n t t h i n g  

i n  space . Jîe d e n ie s  t h a t  such a "p e rm a n e n t"  can be fo u n d  among 

o u r  s u b je c t i v e  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s ,  and so i n  sh ow in g  th e  

weakness o f  i d e a l i s m  he assumes i n  h i s  p r o o f  t h a t  we have a 

kn o w ledg e  o f  a t h in g  e x t e r n a l  to us as d i s t i n g u i s h e d  f ro m  a 

r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  a t h i n g  e x t e r n a l  to  u s ,  i . e . ,  he a g ree s  

w i t h y ^ r e a l i s t  t h a t  we have a d i r e c t  p e r c e p t i o n  o f  a " p h y s i c a l  

o b je c t "  i n  space . R e a r in g ,  how e ve r, t h a t  he had  gone too  f a r ,
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i n  th e  c o n c lu s io n  K a n t  h a s t i l y  r e t r a c t s  h i s  f o o t s t e p s .

He c a n n o t  a d m it  t h a t  we have a know ledge  o f  t h in g s  i n  

th e m s e lv e s ,  f o r  th e  t h i n g  i n  i t s e l f  i s  a lw a y s  f o r  K a n t  

th e  t h i n g  as i t  e x i s t s  o u t s id e  th e  s u h je c t - o h j e c t  

r e l a t i o n .  I n  com ing i n t o  r e l a t i o n  w i t h  th e  s u b je c t  K a n t  

th o u g h t  t h a t  th e  t h i n g  m ust a lw a ys  u nde rgo  a change, 

so t h a t  Vve c a n n o t  know i t  i n  i t s e l f ,  and l i k e  many a n o th e r  

i d e a l i s t  b e fo r e  and s in c e  h i s  t im e  he th o u g h t ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  

t h a t  w h a t  we can know o f  in d e p e n d e n t  t h i n g s  a re  th e  

s u b je c t i v e  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s  w h ic h  th e y  g e n e ra te  i n  u s .

T h is  i s  w h a t we f i n d  i n  th e  R e f u t a t i o n  o f  I d e a l i s m  i n  th e  

2nd e d i t i o n .  To d is c o v e r  th e  "p e rm a n e n t"  r e q u i r e d  f o r  

h i s  p r o o f  he i s  f o r c e d  to  a d m it  t h a t  we have a kn o w ledg e  

o f  t h i n g s  w h ic h  ido n o t  depend upon th e  m in d  f o r  t h e i r  

e x i s t e n c e . These, h o w e ve r, c a n n o t  be a d m i t t e d  to  be 

t h in g s  i n  t h e m s e lv e s  f o r  th e s e  have o v e r  and o v e r  a g a in  

been  p ro n o u n c e d  unknown and u n kn o w a b le .  W hat, t h e r e f o r e ,  

i s  t h i s  b o d y  i n  space w h ic h  i s  in d e p e n d e n t  o f  us? When 

K a n t  has  to  fa c e  t h i s  q u e s t io n ,  how ever am biguous h i s  

la n g u a g e  may b e ,  he has to  a d m it  t h a t  u l t i m a t e l y  such 

o b je c t s  re d u c e  i n t o  mere a p pe a ra n ce s , w h ic h  las such 

have  o n l y  an e x is t e n c e  i  n u s .

C a i r d ,  i n  h i s  vo lum es on th e  C r i t i q u e ,  t r i e s  to  

m in im is e  K a n t*  s " s u b j e c t i v i s m "  as much as p o s s ib l e ,  and 

i n s t e a d  o f  a d m i t t i n g  t h a t  b o d ie s  i n  space a re  mere 

a p p e a ra n c e s ,  as K a n t  h im s e l f  e x p r e s s ly  d e c la r e s ,  he uses  

th e  p u r e l y  i n d e f i n i t e  te rm  " o b j e c t s - f o r - a - s e l f . "  I f  

t h i s  te rra  does n o t  mean t h a t  o b je c t s  i n  kn o w le d g e  a re  

mere m e n ta l  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s ,  i t  can o n l y  mean t h a t  K a n t  

m a in ta in e d  t h a t  th e  w o r ld  m ust u l t i m a t e l y  be i n t e r p r e t e d  

i n  s p i r i t u a l  te rm s ,  a c o n te n t io n  t h a t  f a i l s  to  do j u s t i c e  

to  th e  f u l l  i m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  K a n t*  s T h e o ry  o f  K n ow le d ge .



T a k in g  up o u r  a rgum en t a g a in  a t  th e  p o i n t  where th e

d ig r e s s io n  on K a n t ’ s R e f u t a t i o n  o f  I d e a l i s m  s t a r t s ,  so

lo n g  as K a n t  keeps  c o n s i s t e n t l y  to  h i s  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l is m

he i s  n o t  j u s t i f i e d  i n  r e g a r d in g  th e  u n i t y  o f  a p p e r c e p t io n

as  c a u s a l l y  d e te r m in in g  e x p e r ie n c e .  As P r o f .  S m ith  sa ys ,

a l l  t h a t  K a n t  has p ro v e d  i s  t h a t  " s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s *  i s  a

mere fo rm  t l i r o u g h  w h ic h  c o n te n ts  t h a t  n e v e r  th e m s e lv e s

c o n s t i t u t e  th e  s e l f  a re  y e t  apprehended  as b e in g  o b je c t s  to  
i

th e  s e l f . "  Y e t ,  when K a n t  i s  a t t e n d in g  to  th e  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  

a s p e c t  o f  h i s  a rgum en t he i s  u n d e r  th e  im p re s s io n  t h a t  i n  

p o s t u l a t i n g  th e  n e c e s s i t y  o f  a s e l f  f o r  kn o w le d g e  he has
CL

p o s t u la t e d  th e  e x is te n c e  of^ noumenal s e l f .  When he i s  

c o n c e n t r a t in g  a t t e n t i o n  on th e  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  a s p e c t  o f  h i s  

p rob lfem  th e  s e l f  i s  c o n c e iv e d  as a mere l o g i c a l  p r i n c i p l e ,  

b u t  when he i s  d e a l in g  w i t h  th e  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  a s p e c t  th e  

s e l f  i s  now ta k e n  as é q u i v a la n t  to  a r e a l  oijfnoumenal s e l f ,  

m a n i f e s t i n g  i t s e l f  th ro u g h  i t s  fu n d a m e n ta l  f a c u l t y ,  v i z .  

th e  u n d e r s ta n d in g .  T h is  a lo n e  w i l l  a c c o u n t  f o r  K a n t ’ s 

v a r y in g  u t t e r a n c e s  i n  th e  T ra n s c e n d e n ta l  D e d u c t io n  o f  th e  

C a te g o r ie s .  K a n t  h im s e l f  was o f  o p in io n  t h a t  th e  u n i t y  o f  

c o n s c io u s n e s s  repœ sen ted  a r e a l  s e l f  th o u g h  t h a t  c a n n o t be
71

d e m ^ s t ra te d  on t h e o r e t i c a l  g ro u n d s .  I n  th e  D i s s e r t a t i o n  th e  

s e l f  had  been  v ie w e d  as u l t i m a t e  i n  an o n t o l o g i c a l  sense .

I t  p re c e d e d  e x p e r ie n c e  and to  i t s  s y n t h e t i c  a c t i v i t i e s  th e  

g e n e r a t io n  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  was t r a c e d .  S e c t io n  A . 104-110  

i n  th e  C r i t i q u e ,  w h ic h ,  as em bodying th e jd o c t r in e  o f  th e  

t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  o b je c t ,  i s  r e g a rd e d  by  D r .  S m ith  s la t p r e -  

c r i t i c a l  o r  s e m i - c r i t i c a l ,  a ls o  r e p r e s e n ts  th e  s y n th e s is  

o f  th e  m a n i f o ld  as due to  th e  a c t i v i t i e s  o f  an i n d i v i d u a l  

s e l f ,  w h ic h  comes to  c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  i t s e l f  b y  b e in g  

c o n s c io u s  o f  th e  i d e n t i t y  o f  i t s  a c t i v i t y  i n  u n i f y i n g  i t s

1 .  ’ Commentary to  K a n t ’ s C r i t i q u e  o f  P u re  R ea so n ’ , p .  251.
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v a r io u s  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s .  " F o r  t h i s  u n i t y  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s  

w o u ld  be im p o s s ib le ,  i f  th e  m ind  i n  th e  kn ow le dg e  o f  th e  

m a n i f o l d  c o u ld  n o t  become c o n s c io u s  o f  th e  i d e n t i t y  o f  th e  

f u n c t i o n  w he re b y  i t  u n i t e s  th e  m a n i f o ld  s y n t h e t i c a l l y  i n
r

one k n o w le d g e . "  "The m ind  c o u ld  n e ve r  t h i n k  th e  i d e n t i t y

o f  i t s e l f  i n  th e  m a n i f o l d  o f  i t s  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s ,  and t h i s

a p r i o r i ,  i f  i t  d id  n o t  c l e a r l y  p e r c e iv e  th e  i d e n t i t y  o f

i t s  a c t i o n #  w h ic h  s u b je d ts  a l l  s y n th e s is  o f  a p p re h e n s io n

(w h ic h  i s  e m p i r i c a l )  to  a t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  u n i t y ,  and f i r s t
a

makes p o s s ib l e  i t s  c o n n e c t io n  a c c o rd in g  to r u i è s . "  The

s e l f  i s  r e g a rd e d  h e re  as th e  so u rce  o f  a l l  u n i t y  i n  o u r

e x p e r ie n c e .  I t #  re n d e rs  p o s s ib l e  th e  f o r m a t io n  o f  e m p i r i c a l

c o n c e p ts  w h ic h  m e d ia te  o u r  c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  th e  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l

o b j e c t  as c o n s t r a i n i n g  us to  t h i n k  th e  o b je c t  i n  a c e r t a i n

m a nne r. T h is  e n t i r e  s e c t i o n ,  how e ve r, was o m i t t e d  i n  th e

2nd e d i t i o n  o f  th e  C r i t i q u e ,  and so K a n t  m ust have  come to

p e r c e iv e  i t s  u n s a t i s f a c t o r y - c h a r a c t e r ,  b u t  s t i l l  th e

em phas is  w h ic h  he c o n t in u e d  to  l a y  on  th e  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l

u n i t y  o f  a p p e r c e p t io n  i s  h a r d l y  c o n s is t e n t  w i t h  i t s

c h a r a c t e r  as t h a t  o f  a mere l o g i c a l  p r i n c i p l e .  I f  th e

t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  s e l f  i s  a mere a b s t r a c t i o n  when c o n c e iv e d

a p a r t  f r o m  th e  m a n i f o ld  w h e re in  i t  f i n d s  e x is t e n c e ,  we

s h o u ld  n a t u r a l l y  e x p e c t  K a n t  to  h e s i t a t e  to  d e a l  so b o l d l y

w i t h  i t  i n  i t s  i s o l a t i o n  as he does i n  th e  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l
P

de^duétlon .. He too  o f t e n  speaks o f  i t  as " R e c e d in g  a l l  

d a ta  o f  i n t u i t i o n , "  as th e  o r i g i n a l  a p p e r c e p t io n ,  e t c l ,  

a s s e s r t i o n s  w h ic h  te n d  to  make us  b e l i e v e  t h a t  th e  

t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  a p p e r c e p t io n  i s  a noumenai s e l f .  M o re o v e r ,  

we even f i n d  h im  c h a r a c t e r i s i n g  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  a p p e r c e p t io n  

as a f a c u l t y . "  " . . . . w e  s h a l l  no l o n g e r  be s u r p r i s e d  t h a t  we 

o n l y  see h e r  ( i . e . n a t u r e )  th ro u g h  th e  fu n d a m e n ta l  f a c u l t y

1 .  A. 1 0 8 .
2 .  A . 1 0 8 .
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o f  a l l  o u r  kn o w le d g e , n a m e ly ,  th e  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  a p p e r ­

c e p t i o n ................................ " ........... h u t  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  th e

l o g i c a l  fo rm  o f  a l l  kn ow ledge  r e s t s  n e c e s s a r i l y  on  th e  

r e l a t i o n  to  t h i s  a p p e r c e p t io n  as a f a c u l t y . "  I n  A . 94 

a ls o  he r e g a r d s  i t  as a f a c u l t y  o r  power o f  th e  s o u l  a lo n g  

w i t h  sense and th e  im a g in a t io n ,  and so h e re  i t  p e r fo rm s  

th e  same o p e r a t io n s  as he e ls e w h e re  a t t r i b u t e s  to th e  

u n d e r s ta n d in g  ( t h i s  p a ra g ra p h  was o m i t t e d  i n  th e  2nd 

e d i t i o n ) .  A .  115 a g a in  s u p p l ie s  us w i t h  th e  f o l l o w i n g  

s t a t e m e n t ; -  , saw t h a t  th e r e  a re  th r e e  s u b je c t i v e  

s o u rc e s  o f  kn o w ledg e  on w h ic h  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  a l l  

e x p e r ie n c e  end o f  th e  kn ow le dge  o f  a l l  o b je c t s  depends, 

n a m e ly ,  se n se . ~ im a g i n a t i o n , and a p p e r c e p t i o n . " I t s  

i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  w i t h  th e  u n d e r s ta n d in g  i s  c l e a r l y  s t a t e d  

i n  A 119 -  " T h is  u n i t y  o f  a p p e r c e p t io n  w i t h  r e f e r e n c e  

to  th e  s y n th e s is  o f  im a g in a t io n  i s  th e  u n d e r s ta n d in g , 

and. th e  same, u n i t y  w i t h  r e fe r e n c e  to  th e  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  

s y n th e s is  o f  th e  im a g in a t io n ,  th e  pu re  u n d e r s ta n d in g . "

S in c e  K a n t  i s  c o n t i n u a l l y  r e i t e r a t i n g  th e  a s s e r t i o n  t h a t  

a l l  c o m b in a t io n  i s  an a c t  o f  th e  u n d e r s ta n d in g ,  he 

t h e r e f o r e  g iv e s  us  s u f f i c i e n t  cause f o r  h o ld in g  t h a t  i t  

i s  th e  u n i t y  o f  a p p e r c e p t io n  w h ic h  s u p p l ie s  a l l  

f p d n c ip le s  o f  c o n n e x io n  to  o u r  e x p e r ie n c e .  I n  ¥ .  135 

he names i t  " t h e  supreme p r i n c i p l e  o f  a l l  o u r  k n o w le d g e . "

I n  t h i s  c o n n e c t io n  P r o f .  IT .K .S m ith  m a in t a in s  t h a t  th e  te rm s  

K a n t  em p loys h e re  a re  m is le a d in g  and do n o t  a d e q u a te ly

r e p r e s e n t  h i s  r e a l  t e a c h in g .  The " u n f o r t u n a t e  
f
P h ra s e o lo g y "  he t r a c e s  " t o  th e  s p i r i t u a l i s t i c  o r

3
L e i b n i z i a n  c h a r a c t e r  o f  K a n t ’ s e a r l i e r  s t a n d p o i n t , "  and 

a ls o  to  K a n t ’ s p e r s o n a l  c o n v ic t io n s  as r e v e a le d  i n  h i s

1 .  A . 1 1 4 .
2 . ^A. 117 n« »
3 .  Commentary to  K a n t ’ s C r i t i q u e  o f  P u re  Reason, p .  260.
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e t h i c a l  w r i t i n g s .  However, i n  th e  n e x t  s e c t i o n ,  i n

d e a l in g  w i t h  "The H a tu re  o f  th e  S e l f " ,  we s h a l l  d is c u s s  

s e v e r a l  passages  w here  K a n t co n te n d s  t h a t  th e  " I  t h i n k "  

i m p l i e s  th e  " I  am ." Even i n  th e  " P a ra lo g is m s "  he does 

n o t  deny th e  e x is t e n c e  o f  an i n d i v i d u a l  s e l f .  He m e re ly  

says t h a t  th e  " I  t h i n k "  o f  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  c a n n o t  i n  

i t s e l f  g u a ra n te e  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  a s u b s t a n t i a l  s o u l . .

We c a n n o t  on t h e o r e t i c a l  g ro u n d s  p ro v e  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  a 

noum ena l s e l f  f r o m  th e  mere r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  " I  t h i n k . "

C o n s id e r a t io n ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  o f  a l l  th e s e  te n d e n c ie s  on 

K a n t ’ s p a r t  appe a rs  to  j u s t i f y  us  i n  c o n c lu d in g  t h a t  th e  

c o n n e c t io n  i n v o l v e d  i n  e x p e r ie n c e  i s  due to  th e  a c t i v i t i e s  

o f  th e  i n d i v i d u a l  s e l f .  Though th e  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  s e l f  as 

r e v e a le d  b y  th e  t h e o r y  o f  kn o w le dge  i s  a mere p r i n c i p l e  

o f  u n i t y ,  y e t  K a n t  d id  u n d o u b te d ly  b e l i e v e  t h a t  th e  u n i t y  

r e q u i r e d  f o r  a l l  kn ow le dge  i s  due to  th e  i n d i v i d u a l  

c o n c r e te  s u b je c t  w h ic h ,  by  i t s  f a c u l t y  o f  s p o n t a n e i t y ,  v i z .  

th e  u n d e r s ta n d in g ,  com b ines th e  m a n i f o ld  o f  sense 

r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s  i n  a cc o rd a n c e  w i t h  th e  c a t e g o r ie s .  K a n t  

does in d e e d  o c c a s io n a l l y  say t h a t  th e  s y n th e s is  o f  th e  

m a n i f o l d  i s  due to  th e  a c t i v i t y  o f  th e  p r o d u c t i v e  

i m a g i n a t i o n , b u t  c l o s e r  r e a d in g  le a d s  us  to  i d e n t i f y  t h i s  

im a g in a t io n  w i t h  th e  u n d e r s ta n d in g  i t s e l f .  I t  i s  th e  

u n d e r s ta n d in g  w o rk in g  u n r e f l e c t i v e l y . I n  B .1 6 2  n .  he says 

t h a t  " i t  i s  one and th e  same s p o n t a n e i t y  w h ic h  a t  one t im e  

u n d e r  th e  name o f  im a g in a t io n ,  a t  a n o th e r  t im e  u n d e r  t h a t  

o f  u n d e r s ta n d in g ,  i n t r o d u c e s  c o n n e x io n  i n t o  th e  m a n i f o ld

o f  p e r c e p t i o n . "

T h e r e fo r e ,  o u r  v ie w  o f  th e  s e l f  w i l l  v a r y  a c c o rd in g  

to  t h a t  a s p e c t  o f  K a n t ’ s a rgum en t t h a t  we w is h  to  em phas ise .



sz.
I f  we c o n f in e  a t t e n t i o n  to  ' t h e  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  a s p e c t  o f  h i s  

a rg u m e n t,  we a re  n o t  j u s t i f i e d  i n  s a y in g  t h a t  th e  s e l f  i s  

more th a n  a mere p r i n c i p l e  o f  u n i t y .  I n  th e  T ra n s c e n d e n ta l  

D e d u c t io n  o f  th e  2nd e d i t i o n ,  where he a d h e re s  more s l r i c ^ t l y  

to  h i s  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  m ethod  o f  p r o o f  th a n  i n  th e  1 s t  e d i t i o n ,  

K a n t  does n o t  now r e g a r d  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  a,s c o n s i s t i n g  

i n  th e  c o n s c io u s n e s s  by th e  s e l f  o f  th e  i d e n t i t y  o f  i t s  

a c t i v i t y  i n  c o m b in in g  th e  m a n i f o ld ,  as he had m a in ta in e d  i n  

c e r t a i n  passages  i n  th e  T ra n s c e n d e n ta l  D e d u c t io n  o f  th e  1 s t  

e d i t i o n .  C o n sc io u sn e ss  o f  th e  a n a l y t i c a l  u n i t y  o f  a p p e r ­

c e p t i o n  i s  now made to  r e s t  upon  a p r i o r  s y n th e s is  o f  th e  

m a n i f o l d ;  i t  i s  o n l y  a f t e r  th e  m a n i f o ld  has  been th u s  

s y n th e s is e d  t h a t  we r e c o g n is e  th e  i d e n t i t y  o f  i t s  u n i t y  as 
th e  u n i t y  o f  th e  m a n i f o ld .  As P r i c h a r d  o u ts  i t ,  " I n s t e a d  o f  

b e in g  re g a rd e d  as th e  c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  t h i s  a c t i v i t y  ( " i . e .  

th e  a c t i v i t y  o f  th e  s e l f  i n  th e  c o m b in a t io n  o f  th e  m a n i f o l d ) ,  

i t  i s  r e g a rd e d  as p re s u p p o s in g  th e  c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  th e  

p r o d u c t  o f  t h i s  a c t i v i t y , S i n c e ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  s e l f -  

c o n s c io u s n e s s  p re su p p o se s  th e  p r o d u c t  o f  th e  s y n t h e t i c  

p ro c e s s e s ,  we c a n n o t  say t h a t  th e s e  p ro c e s s e s  a re  th e  

a c t i v i t i e s  o f  th e  i n d i v i d u a l  s e l f .  Y e t ,  th o u g h , f r o m  t h i s  

p o i n t  o f  v ie w ,  K a n t  i s  n o t  j u s t i f i e d  i n  a t t r i b u t i n g  th e  

s y n th e s e s  to  the  s e l f ,  when he comes to  c o n c e iv e  o f  th e  

g e n e s is  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  o u t  o f  p r e - e x i s t i n g  f a c u l t i e s  th e  s e l f  

i s  ta k e n  as e q u i v a le n t  to  a r e a l  b e in g ,  w h ic h ,  th ro u g h ^  i t s  

f a c u l t y  o f  s p o n t a n e i t y ,  w h e th e r  u n d e r  th e  name o f  im a g in a t io n  

o r  u n d e r s ta n d in g ,  com bines th e  m a n i f o ld  o f  sense so t h a t  

th e r e  r e s u l t s  a u n i f i e d  e x p e r ie n c e  f o r  a u n i t a r y  c o n s c io u s n e s s .

1 .  'K a n t ’ s T h o e ry  o f  Knovrledge.’ p .  1 9 9 .
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I  s h a l l ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  a t  t h i s  p o i n t  c r i t i c i s e  K a n t ’ s 

v ie w  o f  r e l a t i o n s  as n o t  i n h e r i n g  i n  th e  o b j e c t  b u t  as 

im po se d  by  th e  s u b je c t  upon a n , a l i e n  m a t t e r .  T h is  

d i r e c t l y  le a d s  to  K a n t ’ s f u i - t h e r  c o n te n t io n  t h a t  we a re  

c o n f i n e d  to  a kno w ledge  o f  mere phenomena, and can n e v e r  

know t h in g s  i n  th e m s e lv e s ,  and so I  s h a l l  ta k e  b o t h  

p o s i t i o n s  t o g e th e r  i n  th e  f o l l o w i n g  c r i t i c i s m .

■oOo-
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CRITICISM OR KART’ S COITCEPTIOR OR THE SRLR 

AS THE SOITRCE OR 313] RELATICITS

TC; BE ROUITD IH  EXPERIENCE.
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I n  c r i t i c i s i n g  th e  a s s o c i a t i o n i s t  p h i lo s o p h y  we saw 

t h a t  i t s  fu n d a n e n ta l  weakness l a y  i n  i t s  te /i idenxy to w a rd s

p s y c h o l o g i c a l ”̂ a tom ism , and i t s  co nseq ue n t f a i l u r e  to  

a c c o u n t  f o r  th e  u n iq u e  u n i t y  t h a t  c h a r a c t e r i s e s  o u r  m e n ta l  

l i f e .  R e s o lv in g  th e  m ind  i n t o  a mass o f  d is c o n n e c te d

p a r t i c u l a r s  th e  u n i t y  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  p ro v e d  ain in s u r m o u n t ­

a b le  d i f f i c u l t y  to  th e  a s s o c i a t i o n i s t s , and c o n s e q u e n t ly  

we see M i l l  p r o v in g  u n f a i t h f u l  to  h i s  fu n d a m e n ta l  

p r i n c i p l e s ,  and l o o k in g  ro u n d  f o r  so m e th in g  s c a r c e ly

d i s t i n g u i s h a b l e  f ro m  th e  s u b s t a n t i a l  s o u l  o f  m e d ia e v a l
o

s c h o la s t i c i s m .  I f  th e  s e n s o ry  e le m e n ts  " g iv e n "  f r # m  

w i t h o u t  c a n n o t  p r o v id e  f o r  th e  r e la t e d n e s s  and c o n n e c t ­

edness w h ic h  a c t u a l  e x p e r ie n c e  ap pe a rs  to  demand, i t  was 

b u t  n a t u r a l  to  t u r n  f o r  an e x p la n a t io n  o f  them to  th e  

o n l y  o th e r  s o u rce  f ro m  w h ic h  i t  c o u ld  p o s s ib l y  come, 

n a m e ly ,  th e  n a tu r e  o f  th e  c o n s c io u s  s u b je c t .  Hence we 

f i n d  James^ s a y in g  t h a t  th e  r e a l  re a s o n  why th e  

t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  p h i lo s o p h e r s  p o s i t e d  an Ego was t h a t  th e y  

b e l i e v e d  i n  Hume’ s " b u n d le " , and t h e r e f o r e  th e y  r e q u i r e d  

so m e th in g  f ro m  w i t h i n  to  t i e  up t h i s  bun c l  e . The Ego i s  

" in v e n t e d  f o r  t h a t  use  a lo n e . "  I t  i s  t h i s  l i n e  o f  

r e a s o n in g  t h a t  r e a l l y  l e d  K a n t  to  h i s  T ra n s c e n d e n ta l  

U n i t y  o f  A p p e r c e p t io n .  He u n f o r t u n a t e l y  i n h e r i t e d  f r o m  

Hume th e  c o n c e p t io n  o f  a p r i m o r d i a l  " m a n i f o ld  o f  sense , " 

and c o n s e q u e n t ly  he p ro c e e d e d  on th e  a s s u m p t io n  t h a t  

" s y n t h e s i s "  i s  th e  one t h i n g  t h a t  c a n n o t  be " g iv e n "  f ro m  

w i t h o u t .  Hume, h ow eve r, no l e s s  c l e a r l y  th a n  K a n t ,

1 . ’ P r i n c i p l e s  o f  P s y c h o lo g y ’ . V o l .  1 .  p .  370
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r e c o g n is e d  t h a t  a ju m b le  o f  d is c o n n e c te d  p a r t i c u l a r s  

does n o t  c o n s t i t u t e  t l ie  w o r ld  o f  o u r  e ve ryda y  e x p e r ie n c e .

The w o r l d  as we know i t  e x h i b i t s  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  n e c e s s a ry  

c o n n e c t io n ,  and sense , a rg u e d  Kume, c a n n o t a c c o u n t  f o r  

n e c e s s i t y .  The p r i n c i p l e  o f  c a u s a l i t y ,  e .g .  c a n n o t  be 

i n f e r r e d  i n d u c t i v e l y  f r o m  e x p e r ie n c e ,  and b e in g  a ls o  

s y n t h e t i c  i n  c h a r a c t e r  i t  c a n n o t  be re g a rd e d  as s e l f -  

e v id e n t ,  as th e  r a t i o n a l i s t s  a ppe a r to  h o ld .  How, t h e r e ­

f o r e  i s  t i l l s  p r i n c i p l e  to  be j u s t i f i e d ?  Hume ca n n o t 

a n s w e r .. A c c o rd in g  to  h im  a s c e p t i c a l  a t t i t u d e  a lo n e

becomes a p h i l o dopher i n  th e  fa c e  o f  such  a p ro b le m .  K a n t ,
H

h o w e ve r ,  c o u ld  n o t  r e s t  c o n te n t  w i t h  fu m e ’ s s c e p t i c is m .  He 

r e a l i s e d  t h a t  Hume’ s a rgum en ts  w ere  a p p l i c a b l e  to  a l l  o u r  

s c i e n t i f i c  p r i n c i p l e s ,  and c o n s e q u e n t ly  i t  was o f  th e  

u tm o s t  im p o r ta n c e  to  o f f e r  some k i n d  o f  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  f o r  

o u r  s c i e n t i f i c  b e l i e f s .  Hume had s t a t e d  a p o s s ib le  way o f  

escape f ro m  s c e p t i c is m .  I n  th e  A p p e n d ix  to  V o l .  1* o f  h i s  

" T r e a t i s e  o f  Human N a tu r e "  he w r i t e s ,  " D id  o u r  p e r c e p t io n s  

e i t h e r  in h e r e  i n  so m e th in g  s im p le  and i n d i v i d u a l ,  o r  d id  

th e  m ind  p e r c e iv e  some r e a l  c o n n e c t io n  among them, th e r e  

w o u ld  be no d i f f i c u l t y  i n  th e  c a s e . "  K a n t  p o n d e re d  o v e r  

th e s e  a l t e r n a t i v e s ,  and u l t i m a t e l y  d e c id e d  upon  t i ie  f i r s t  

as a lo n e  a d eq u a te  to  a c c o u n t  f o r  th e  u n i v e r s a l i t y  and. 

n e c e s s i t y  o f  th e  p r o p o s i t i o n s  o f  m a th e m a t ic s  and o f  

n a t u r a l  s c ie n c e .  The f u l l  i m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  th e  p e r n i c i o u s  

tw o -s u b s ta n c e  d o c t r i n e ,  w h ic h  D e s c a r te s  had o p e n ly  espoused, 

w ere  w o rke d  o u t  to  t h e i r  l o g i c a l  c o n c lu s io n  i n  th e  

p h i lo s o p h y  o f  Hume, and t h i s  e x e r c is e d  a p e r v e r t i n g  i n f l u e n c e

upon K a n t ’ s su b sequ en t r e a s o n in g .  Y / i th o u t  h e s i t a t i o n  he 

a d o p te d  t ] ie  p r e v a le n t  v ie w  o f  th e  im m e d ia te  d a ta  g iv e n  

t l i r o u g h  sense as b e in g  p u r e l y  s u b je c t i v e  i n  c h a r a c t e r .

These s e n s a t io n s  he re g a rd e d  as p o s s e s s in g  o n l y  i n t e n s i v e ,  

n o t  e x te n s iv e ,  m a g n i tu d e .  A l l  r e l a t i o n s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  

i n c l u d i n g  th o s e  o f  space and ti:::ie, he a t t r i b u t e d  to  th e  

s u b j e c t ’ s own a p p re h e n d in g  n a tu r e .  A l l  c o n n e c t io n  i n  o u r
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e x p e r ie n c e  i s  due to  th e  s y n t h e t i c  a c t i v i t y  o f  th e  s e l f ,  

W h ich  re d u c e s  " t h e  m a n i f o ld  o f  sense" to  s y s te m a t ic  

o r d e r ,  and th u s  makes p o s s ib le  o u r  e x p e r ie n c e  o f  a

cosmos o r  w o r ld .

K a n t ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  s e t  o u t  f ro m  th e  a s s u m p t io n  t h a t  

th e  r u d im e n ta r y  c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s  to  be re g a rd e d  as 

c o n t a in in g  a mass o f  d i s t i n c t  and s e p a ra te  d a ta  o f  sense,

and t h a t  m e n ta l  d eve lo p m e n t ç o n s is t s  i n  th e  p u t t i n g

t o g e th e r  o f  th e se  m e n ta l  u n i t s  by th e  a c t i v i t y  o f  t l ie

s e l f .  A l l  r e l a t i o n s  a re  th u s  c o n c e iv e d  as s u p e r in d u c e d

by th o u g h t^% ^  an a l i e n  d is c o n n e c te d  m a n i f o ld ,  how, as

a g a in s t  t h i s  v ie w  o f  K a n t ,  we can a t  once u rg e  t h a t  th e  
t

a c c o u n t  i f  o f f e r s  o f  th e  d e ve lo p m e n t o f  m in d  i s  c o n t r a r y  

to  th e  r e s u l t s  o f  modern p s y c h o lo g ic a l  i n v e s t i g a t i o n .

The s u p p o s i t i o n ,  says Ward, t h a t  p s y c h ic a l  l i f e  b e g in s  

w i t h  a co n fB se d  d is c o n n e c te d  m a n i f o ld  o f  s e n s a t io n s ,  f i n d s  

no w a r r a n t  e i t h e r  i n  d i r e c t  o b s e r v a t io n ,  o r  i n  i n f e r e n c e  

f ro m  b io l o g y ,  o r  i n  a p r i o r i  c o n s id e r a t i o n s .  "The 

p ro c e s s  ( o f  m e n ta l  d e v e lo p m e n t,  i n s t e a d  o f  c o n s i s t i n g  

fu n d a m e n ta l ly  i n  th e  c o m b in a t io n  and r e c o m b in a t io n  o f  

v a r io u s  e le m e n ta ry  u n i t s , )  seems much more l i k e  a 

s e g m e n ta t io n  o f  w h a t i s  o r i g i n a l l y  c o n t in u o u s  th a n  an

a g g r e g a t io n  o f  e le m e n ts  a t  f i r s t  in d e p e n d e n t  and 

d i s t i n c t . "  Ward, t h e r e f o r e ,  c o n c e iv e s  o f  an o r i g i n a l  

t o t a l  " p r e s e n ta t io n - c o n t in u u m "  i n  w h ic h  d i f f e r e n c e s  a re
I

l a t e n t *  E x p e r ie n c e  advances b y  th e  " d i f f e r e n t a t i o n "  o f

t h i s  " p r e s e n t a t i o n - c o n t in u u m " .  T h is  i s  r e a d i l y  seen i f  
c

we o n ly  Compare h ig h e r  m ind s  w i t h  lo w e r .  " ............. we f i n d

i n  th e  h ig h e r  c o n s p ic u o u s  d i f f e r e n c e s  be tw een 

p r e s e n t a t io n s  w h ic h  i n  th e  lo w e r  a re  i n d i s t i n g u i s h a b l e  

o r  a b s e n t  a l t o g e t h e r .  The worm seems to  be aware o n l y  o f

1 . ‘ P s y c h o lo g ic a l  P r i n c i p l e s ’, p .  76 .
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th e  d i f f e r e n c e  between l i g h t  and d a rk .  T;ie steel- 
Vv'roTær seens h a l f  a dozen t i n t s  where o t h e r s  ne^nly

1
a u n i f o r m  g lo w . "  Thus Ward m a in ta in s  t h a t  t h e  r u d e s t  

b e g in n in g s  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  m ust n o t  be c o n c e iv e d  as 

c o n t a in ! n g " a  s u c c e s s io n  o f  a b s o lu t e l y  new se n sa t io n s ,

w h ic h ,  com ing o u t  o f  n o th in g n e s s ,  a d m it  o f  b e in g  s t r u n g

upon th e  ’ t h re a d  o f  io n is c io u B n e s s ’ l i k e  beads p ic k e d

up a t  random , o r  o f  b e in g  cemented i n t o  a mass l i k e  th e

b i t s  o f  s t i c k  and sandw ÿ th  w h ic h  th e  young c a d d is
%

c o v e rs  i t s  nakedness , " b i / t  r a t h e r  as c o n t a in i n g  a

ccKTttinuum to  who^e g ra d u a l  d i f f  e r e n t a t i o n  p r e s e n t a t io n s  

and o b je c t s  owe th e  d i s t i n o t ness which they now possu^s  

f o r  c o n s c io u s n e s s .

A c a r e f u l  c o n s id e r a t i o n  o f  K a n t ’ s r e a s o n in g  will 
r e v e a l  t h a t  K a n t  J j i im se lf  o f f e r e d  no p r o o f  t l i a t  relations
c a n n o t  be g iv e n  to  us b y  way o f  s e n s a t io n .  L i k e  many a 

l a t e r  w r i t e r  he assumed t h a t  s e n s a t io n s  i n  th e m se lve s
3

have  o n l y  i n t e n s i v e  m a g n i tu d e .  As P r o f .  S m ith  n o te s ,  

K a n t  does n o t  appea r to  s u g g e s t  i n d i r e c t l y  an a rg um en t 

i n  s u p p o r t  o f  t h i s  c o n t e n t i o n  when l ie  says t h a t  space 

c a n n o t  by i t s e l f  a c t  upon th e  senses , b u t  such  an 

a rgum en t r e s t s  upon th e  p r e s u p p o s i t i o n  t h a t  space can 
be conceived a p a r t  f r o m  o b j e c t s .  " I t  i s  no$  p r o o f  that 

an e : j ^ n d e d  o b je c t  may n o t  y i e l d  e x te n d e d  s e n s a t i o n s . I  

K a n t  c o m p le te ly  ig n o r e s  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  f o r m a l  

r e l a t i o n s  may be g iv e n  i n  and w i t h  th e  s e n s a t io n s .  I f

o u r  s e n s i b i l i t y ,  in consequence of t h e  ac tio n  o f ob jects  

upon i t ,  i s  a b le  to  g e n e ra te  q u a l i t a t i v e  s e n s a t io n s ,  

why, as V a ih in g e r  v e r y  pertinently e n q u i r e s ,  s h o u ld  i t  

be d e n ie d  th e  power o f  a ls o  p ro  d u e ln g , i n  consequence o f  

th e se  same causes , Im p re s s io n s  o f  q u a n t i t a t i v e  formal 
n a tu re ?  I^ e n s a t io n s ,  on Kant’s v ie w ,  a re  th e  product 
o f  m ind  much more th a n  o f  o b je c t s .  Why, fh e n ,m a y  n o t

1 . ’ P s y c h o lo g ic a l  P r i n c i p l e s . ’ p .  76 .
2 . I b i d .  p . 77 .
3 .  ’ Commentary to  K a n t ’ s Critique o f  P u re  be uson  ̂ 1
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space i t s e l f  be s e n s a t io n a l?  Prom th e  p o i n t  o f  v ie w  o f

e m p i r i c a l  s c ie n c e  th e r e  i s  no such r a d i c a l  d i f f e r e n c e

be tw een  cause and e f f e c t  i n  th e  l a t t e r  case as e x i s t s

i n  th e  f o r m e r . "  I n  t h i s  c o n n e c t io n  D r .  S m ith  r e f e r s
Z

to S t o u t ’ 8 Manual of P s y c h o lo g y ^  üirhere th e  author 
em phas ises  th e  im p o r ta n c e  o f  e x t e n s i t y  as an a t t r i b u t e  

o f  p r e s e n t a t io n s  i n  o u r  apprehension o f  space r e l a t i o n s ,  

and  a ls o  to  R i e h l ’ s K r i  t i c i  srnus, w here th e  w r i t e r  says, 
"The r e l a t i o n s  o f  s e n s a t io n s ,  t h e i r  d e te rm in e d  

c o - e x is t e n c e  and sequence, W p r e s s  c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  j u s t  

as do th e  s e n s a t io n s .  We f e e l  t h i s  im p r e s s io n  in the  

c o m p u ls io n  w h ic h  th e  d e te rm in a te n e s s  o f  th e  e m p i r i c a l  

m a n i f o ld s  l a y s  upon th e  p e r c e i v i n g  c o n s c io u s n e s s .  The 

mere a f f e c t i o n  o f  consci e u s ness b y  th e s e  r e l a t i o n s  does 

n o t ,  in d e e d ,  by  i t s e l f  s u f f i c e  f o r  t h e i r  a p p re h e n s io n ;  

b u t  n e i t h e r  does i t  s u f f i c e  f o r  apprehension o f  th e
5

s e n s a t io n  i t s e l f .  Thus th e re  i s  i n  th e s e  r e s p e c t s  

no d i f f e r e n c e  be tw ee n  th e  m a t t e r  and th e  fo rm  o f  

a p p e a ra n c e . "

The sh a rp  d i - s r i n c t i o n  be tw een sense and th o u g h t  

i m p l i e d  i n  K a n t ’ s d o c t r i n e  o f  m a t te r  and fo rm  c a n n o t  be 

e n t e r t a in e d  b y  modern p s y c h & lo g is t s  who seek to  e v o lv e  

th e  h ig h e r  p ro c e s s  o f  m in d  f ro m  th e  lo w e r .  I n  th e  

* A e s t h e t i c  th e  s e n s i b i l i t y  and th e  u n d e r s ta n d in g  a re

re g a rd e d  as tvra d i s t i n c t  and s e p a ra te  f a c u l t i e s ,  c a p a b le  

o f  y i e l d i n g  d i f f e r e n t  k in d s  o f  k n o w le d g e . T h is  teaching 
o f  the  A e s t h e t i c ,  how eve r, i s  p r o b a b ly  m e re ly  p r o v i s i o n a l ,  

f o r  i n  th e  A n a l y t i c  th e  c o n s t r u c t i v e  a c t i v i t y  o f  th e  

u n d e r s ta n d in g  i s  spoken o f  as in d is p e n s a b le  f o r  

kn o w le d g e  o f  a | | f  k i n d ,  and  th e  sha rp  d i s t i n c t i o n  between 

sense and u n d e rs ta n d in g  i s  somewhat s o f te n d d  when K a n t  

speaks o f  them as two stems o f  human knowledge " w h io h  

p e rh a p s  s p r in g  f ro m  a common b u t  to  us unknown r o o t , "

1 .  P r o f .  ÎT .K .S m ith  i n  ’ Commentary to  K a n t ’ s C r i t i q u e  o f  P u re  
Reason,’ p p . 8 6 -7 .

2. 3 rd  ed. pp 465-6  .
3. p. 104.
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3̂ e t to  th e  v e r y  l a s t  he con tinue rs  to  l a y  too  much e/.iphasis

0  n th e  a n t i  th e  s i s  h e tw  een sense an d t h o u g h t . I t  i s  f r o m

t h i s  d u a l i s t i c  p o i n t  o f  v ie w  t h a t  K a n t d e v e lo p s  h i s  d o c t r i n e

o f  a " m a n i f o ld  o f  sense g iv e n  to  th e  m i n d / ’ and th o u g h t

a f t e r w a r d s  s u p p ly in g  i t  w i t h  fo r% . The g e n u in e ly  C r i t i c a l

te a c h in g  shows q u i t e  c l e a r l y  t h a t  such a " m a n i f o ld "  i s  a

p u re  a b s t r a c t i o n ,  in c a p a b le  even o f  b e in g  r e c o g n is e d  as a

m a n i f o l d  a p a r t  f ro m  the  f r o m - g iv i n g  a c t i v i t y  o f  th e  m in d .  
s

I t  i s  K a n t ’ #  c le a r  r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  th e  i m p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  

k n o w in g  a mere " m a n i f o ld "  t h a t  l e d  to  th e  i n t r o d u c t i o n  o f  the  

c o n s t r u c t i v e  im a g in a t io n  to  u n i t e  th e  g iv e n  m a t e r i a l  b e fo r e  

i t  i s  b ro u g h t  to  c l e a r  v i s i o n  th ro u g h  th e  e x e r c is e  o f  t l ie  

u n d e r s ta n d in g .  T h e re fo re ,  f ro m  h i s  C r i t i c a l  p o i n t  o f  view/, 

K a n t  does r e c o g n is e  t h a t  no a p p re h e n s io n  on o u r  p a r t  can 

be a n ' a p p re h e n s io n  o f  a d e ta c h e d  m a n i f o ld .  K is  v a c i l l a t i n g  

a t t i t u d e  i n  c h a r a c t e r i s i n g  th e  im a g in a t io n  shows t h i s  o n ly  

th e  more c l e a r l y .  The im a g in a t io n  i s  spoken o f  e.s a b l i n d  

f a c u l t y ,  a f a c u l t y  o f  w h ic h  we a re  h a r d l y  eve r  c o n s c io u s .

T h is  shows t h a t  i t  i s  an a l r e a d y  c o n n e c te d  m a n i f o ld  t / j a t  

th o u g h t  has to  d e a l w i t h .  I f ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  we a re  n e v e r  aware

o f  a d is c o n n e c te d  m a n i f o ld ,  b u t  a lw a ys  a re  p re s e n te d  i n
ed

c o n s c io u s  e x p e r ie n c e  w i t h  a fo rm # ,  m a t e r i a l ,  w h a t 

j u s t i f i c a t i o n  have we f o r  h o ld in g  t h a t  th e  c o n n e c t io n  

o r i g i n a t e s  f r o m  w i t h i n ,  and, fo rm s  no p a r t  o f  th e  s e n s e -g iv e n  

m a t e r i a l  i t s e l f ?  The t r u t h  o f  th e  m a t t e r  a p pe a rs  to  be 

t h a t  K a n t  has s im p ly  b lu n d e r e d  h e re  because  he was u n d e r  th e  

i n f l u e n c e  o f  an o ld e r  p s y c h o lo g y  w i t h  i t s  d o c t r i n e  of a 

m e d le y  o f  d i f f e r e n t  f a c u l t i e s .  Modern p s y c h o lo g y ,  w i t h  i t s  

id e a :  o f  a c o n t in u o u s  e v o lu t i o n ,  r e c o g n is e s  an i d e n t i t y  o f  

p ro c e s s  be tw een dense a p p re h e n s io n  and th o u g h t .  I n s t e a d  o f  

h o ld i n g  t h a t  we f i r s t  o f  a l l  possess  a mass o f d i s t i n c t  and 

s e p a ra te  p r e s e n t a t io n s  upon w h ic h  th o u g h t  th e n  e x e r c is e s  

i t s  a c t i v i t y ,  we have to  "assume t h a t  w h a t  a ppe a rs  to  u s ,  

f r o m  th e  l a t e r  p o s i t i o n  we occu^%y, as an i s o l a t e d  f a c t
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upon w h ic h  t h i n k i n g  may he e ^ p c is e d ,  has o n ly  g r a d u a l l y  come 

to  he th u s  re c o g n is e d ,  th ro u g h  a lo n g  s e r ie s  o f  

d i s c r i m i n a t i v e  a c t s , "  w h i l s t  " t h e  a p p re h e n s io n  o f  even th e  

c r u d e s t ,  m ost i n d e f i n i t e ,  s e n s e -c o n te n t  to  w h ic h  th e  name 

p r e s e n t a t i o n  can he a s s ig n e d ,  r e a l l y  i n v o l v e s  an a c t  o f  

d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  s i m i l a r  i n  k in d ,  hov/ever d i f f e r i n g  i n  d e g re e , 

f r o m  th e  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  in v o l v e d  i n  th e  a p p re h e n s io n  o f  a

c o n t e n t  r e l a t i v e l y  c l e a r  and d i s t i n c t  I n  no s ta g e  o f

k n o w ld d g e  a re  we m e re ly  p a s s iv e  r e c i p i e n t s  o f  w h a t i s  g iv e n  

f ro m  w i t h o u t .  Prom th e  v e r y  davm o f  e x p e r ie n c e  a p p re h e n s io n  

i n  a l l  i t s  fo rm s  has a lw a ys  i n v o lv e d  a c t i v i t y  on th e  p a r t  o f  

th e  s u b je c t .  The f i r s t  m a t e r i a l  g iv e n  to  c o n s c io u s n e s s  was 

a l r e a d y  a fo rm e d  m a t e r i a l .  Though t s e t  o u t  on i t s  f i r s t  

j o u r n e y ,  w i t h  a v ie w ,  n o t  to c r e a t i n g  a fo r m  f o r  th e  m a n i f o ld ,  

b u t  r a t h e r  to d is c o v e r in g  th e  fo rm  a l r e a d y  embedded i n  th e  

m a t e r i a l  s u p p l ie d .  A " m a n i f o ld  o f  sense" i s  nowhere to  be 

m et w i t h  as a f a c t .  As P r o f .  M a cke nz ie  re m a rk s  i n  h i s

’ E le m e n ts  o f  C o n s t r u c t i v e  P h i lo s o p h y ’ , th e  d a ta  o f  sense 

s u p p ly  us w i t h  u n i v e r s a l s  and a ls o  f a l l  i n t o  d e f i n i t e  o r d e r s ,  

and so th e y  c a n n o t  be s a id  to  c o n s t i t u t e  a d is c o n n e c te d
r

m a n i f o l d .  S i m i l a r l y ,  Hobhouse, i n  #$he T h e o ry  o f  know ledge# , 

d e n ie s  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  a " m a n i f o ld  o f  s e n s e " ,  and t h a t  th e  

w o r ld  as e x p e r ie n c e d  i s  a th o u g h t  c o n s t r u c t i o n .  P r i m i t i v e  

a p p re h e n s io n ,  he says , i s  an a p p re h e n s io n  o f  fo rm e d  o b je c t s  

i n  space and t im e ,  and n o t  o f  u n d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  s e n s a t io n s .

"As lo n g  as we re g a rd  two s e n s a t io n s ,  one, say, o f  s i g h t  and 

one o f  to u c h ,  as ’ g i v e n ’ s p a c e le s s  and p o s i t i o n l e s s ,  and 

’ r e f e r r e d ’ b y  some a c t  o f  i n t e l l e c t u a l  s y n th e s is ,  o r  w h a t 

n o t ,  to  t h e i r  p o s i t i o n s  i n  space, a d i f f i c u l t y  w o u ld  c e r t a i n l y

a r i s e  when we co3ae to th e  q u e s t io n  how two s e n s a t io n s  o f  

d i f f e r e n t  k in d s  apprehended  b y  means o f  d i f f e r e n t  o rg a n s

1 . P r o f .  G.Dawes K ic k s  i n  ’ P ro c e e d in g s  o f  th e  A r i s t o t l e i a n  
S o c ie t y  ( ] ^ o 7 - 0 3 ) . ’ p p . 2 0 7 -0 3 .
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come to  be r e f e r r e d  to  th e  same p o in t  i n  th e  sazue -pace  

( a t  one and th e  same t im e ) ,  T l ie re  seems, in d e e d ,  no 

manner o f  re a s o n  why a po s i  t i o n le s s  u n e x te n d e d  c o n te n t  

s h o u ld  be r e f e r r e d  to  a/wy p o s i t i o n  a t  a l l ,  much le s s  to 

th e  sane p o s i t io n  as some d t h e r .  I f ,  how ever, a s e n s a t io n  

as g iv e n  i s  ex te n d e d  and has p o s i t i o n ,  i f  th e  p o s i t i o n  i s  

ci p a r t  o f  w ha t i s  g iv e n ,  th e n  th e re  i s  no q u e s t io n  a b o u t  

th e  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  n a tu r e  o r  l o g i c a l  v a lu e  o f  th e  a s s e r t i o n  

o f  t h a t  p o s i t i o n .  I t  i s  s im p ly  a p a r t  o f  th e  a c t  o f  

a p p r e h e n s io n . "  M e n ta l  advance , t h e r e f o r e ,  c o n s i s t s ,  n o t  i n  

c o n f e r r i n g  a fo rm  upon a fo r m le s s  m a n i f o ld ,  b u t  r a t h e r  i n  

th e  d eve lo p m en t o f  t h i s  s im p le  a p p re h e n s io n .  James a ls o  

a rg u e s  a g a in s t  th e  e x is t e n c e  o f  # p r i m i t i v e  d is c o n n e c te d  

s e n s a t io n s ,  and con ten ds  f o r  a m ov ing  c o n t in u u m  i n  w h ic h  

q u a l i t i e s  and r e l a t i o n s  a re  m erged.

When we t r a c e  backw ards  th e  p ro c e s s  o f  m e n ta l  

e v o lu t i o n  we f i n d  t h a t  th e r e  i s  no j u s t i f i c a t i o n  w h a ts o e v e r
t/we

f o r  s h a r p ly  d i s t i n g u i s h i n g  th e  m a t t e r  a n d ^ê s *  fo rm  o f  an
(L

o b je c t ,  th e  u n i v e r s a l  and th e  p a r t i c u l a r .  The o b j e c t  i s  
I

known # s  a c o m b in a t io n  o f  th e  u n i v e r s a l  and th e  p a r t i c u l a r ,

w h i'ch , i n  and by  th e m s e lv e s ,  a re  mere a b s t r a c t i o n s .  W liat
t  ^

i s  known i s  n o t  #he  # a re  u n i v e r s a l  o r  th e  b a re  p a r t i c u l a r  

b u t  th e  i n d i v i d u a l ,  w h ic h  i s  a u n i t y  o f  th e  u n i v e r s a l  and 

th e  p a r t i c u l a r .  I n  e v e ry  r e a l  a c t  o f  kn ow ledge  th e s e  two 

e le m e n ts  a re  a lw a ys  fo u n d  u n i t e d  t o g e t h e r ,  and so we a re  n o t  

e n t i t l e d  to  a t t r i b u t e  them  to  two d i f f e r e n t  s o u rc e s .  As 

W atson n o te s ,  th o ug h  we may be c a l l e d  r e c e p t i v e  i n  so f a r  

as o u r kn ow ledge  comes to  us p ie c e  by p ie c e ,  y e t  we a re  n e v e r  

r e c e p t i v e  o f  mere f e e l i n g s .  "The kn o w le dg e  w h ic h  comes to  

u s  i n  f ra g m e n ts  i s  n o t  th e  l e s s  c o n c r e te :  i t  i s , i n  K a n t ’ s

la n g u a g e ,  n o t  a  mere ’ m a n i f o l d ’ b u t  a m a n i f o ld  r e f l e c t e d  

on a u n i t y ;  i t  i s  n o t  p u re  s e n s a t io n  b u t  s e n s a t io n



LI.

in f o r m e d  b y  t h o u g h t . "  P s y c h o lo g y  no lo n g e r  r e c o g n is e s  th e

e x is t e n c e  o f  th e  mere s e n s a t io n .  There i s  no a b s o lu te

d i s t i n c t i o n  b e tw ee n  th e  se n so ry  and th e  i n t e l l e c t u a l  f a c t o r

i n  c o g n i t i o n ,  as i s  c l e a r l y  shown by th e  d o c t r i n e  o f  P r im a r y

and S eco nda ry  o r  A c q u ir e d  m ean ings o f  s e n s a t io n .  I n  G re e n ’ s

’ P ro log om e na  to  E t h i c s ’ we meet w i t h  an e m p h a t ic  d e n ia l  o f  th e

e x is t e n c e  o f  th e  mere s e n s a t io n ,  and y e t  th e  a u th o r  u t i l i s e s

th e  c o n c e p t io n  o f  such a pu re  s e n s a t io n  to  c o n s t r u c t  an

e la b o r a te  m e ta p h y s ic a l  t h e o r y .  Green a rg u e s  t h a t  a l l

r e l a t i o n s  a re  th e  w o rk  o f  th e  m in d , w h i l s t  a d m i t t i n g  a t  th e

same t im e  t h a t  v/̂ mever come a c ro s s  a mere m a n i f o ld  p r i o r  to

i t s  u n i f i c a t i o n  by s p i r i t .  The u n r e la t e d  s e n s a t io n ,  he sa ys ,

" c a n n o t  amount to  f a c t . "  I t  i s  a "p h ra s e  t h a t  r e p r e s e n t s  no

r e a l i t y . "  To th e  v e r y  l a s t  Green r e fu s e d  to  a t t r i b u t e  any

k i n d  o f  r e a l i t y  to  th e  u n r e la t e d  p a r t i c u l a r  s e n s a t io n .  Y e t

c a r e f u l  c o n s id e r a t i o n  o f  h i s  l i n e  o f  re a s o n in g  w i l l  r e v e a l

th e  s t a r t l i n g  f a c t  t h a t  h i s  v/hole a rgum en t i n  f a v o u r  o f  a

s p i r i t u a l  p r i n c i p l e  t h a t  o r i g i n a t e s  a l l  r e l a t i o n s  tu r n s  upon

th e  e x is te n c e  o f  a d is c o n n e c te d  m a n i f o ld  r e q u i r i n g

u n i f i c a t i o n .  " F i r s t  to  p u l v e r i s e  th e  u n iv e r s e  i n t o  a

m a n i f o ld  o f  in d e p e n d e n t  e le m e n ts  i n  o r d e r  to  d e m o n s tra te

th e  need o f  a p r i n c i p l e  o f  s y n th e s is ,  and th e n ,  h a v in g

se c u re d  th e  p r i n c i p l e  o f  s y n th e s is ,  to  t u r n  ro u n d  upon th e

in d e p e n d e n t  e le m e n ts  and d is c a r d  them as sh e e r  i m p o s s i b i l i t i e s ,

i s  c e r t a i n l y  a p r e c a r io u s  v/ay o f  e s t a b l i s h in g  th e  t r u t h  o f  a
Z

p h i l o s o p h i c a l  t h e o r y . "

I n  t r u t h ,  th e  K a n t ia n  c o n c e p t io n *  o f  r e l a t i o n s  as 

o r i g i n a t i n g  w i t h i n  th e  m ind  c a n n o t be e s t a b l i s h e d  on*' 

p s y c h o lo g ic a l  o r  m e ta p h y s ic a l  g ro u n d s .  Such a v ie w ,  says 

P r o f .  T a y lo r  i n  h i s  ’ E le m e n ts  o f  M e ta p h y s ic s , ’ v i o l a t e s  th e  

fu n d a m e n ta l  p r e s u p p o s i t io n s  o f  m e ta p h y s ic s ,  n a m e ly ,  t h a t  

r e a l i t y  i s  a c o h e re n t  w h o le .  A c c o rd in g  to  th e  K a n t ia n  v ie w  

th e  s y s te m a t ic  c h a r a c t e r  o f  r e a l i t y  i s  a mere i l l u s i o n ,  

b e in g  an u n w a r ra n te d  a d d i t i o n  o f  o u r  own. M o re o v e r ,  we 

c a n n o t  a c c o u n t  even f o r  th e  i l l u s i o n  o f  a system , i f
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d is c o n n e c te d  M m p le  q u a l i t i e s  a lo n e  c o n s t i t u t e  th e  r e a l  

w o r l d .  S i m i l a r l y ,  P r o f .  S e th  P r i n g l e - P a t t i s o n  w r i t e s ,  "Even  

th e  i l l u s i o n  o f  c o n n e c t io n  i s  d e m o n s tra b ly  im p o s s ib le  u n le s s  

th ro u g h  th e  su p p re ssed  p re se n ce  o f  c e r t a i n  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  r e a l
3

s y n t h e s i s . "  A g a in ,  i n  h i s  ’ S c o t t i s h  P h i lo s o p h y , *  he r e m a rk s ,

" In d e e d ,  i f  we b u t  r e f l e c t ,  i t  must s t r i k e  u s  as an 
n

incc^g ruous  id e a  t h a t  t h i s  human m ind o f  o u rs  s h o u ld ,  as i t

w e re ,  s u p p ly  th e  d e fe c ts  o f  th e  w o r ld ,  and b r e a th e  i n t o  i t

p r i n c i p l e s  o f  w h ic h  i t  c o n ta in s  i t s e l f  no h i n t . "  ^
ip

I n  h i s  ’ K a n t ’ s T h e o ry  o f  K now ledge ' # r i  ch a rd  p o in t s  o u t  

t h a t , e v e n , i f  we do a d # t  th e  m a in  p r i n c i p l e s ,  th e r e  a re  s t i l l  

in s u r rn o u n ta b le  d i f f i  c u l t i  es 1 nvo 1 v e d i n  K a n t ’ s t h e o r y  

c o n c e rn in g  th e  m e n ta l  o r i g i n  o f  a l l , r e l a t i o n s .  Prom K a n t ’ s 

p o i n t  o f  v ie w  i t  i s  n o t  a t  a l l  c le a r  how th e  m ind  can p e r fo rm  

d i f f e r e n t  k in d s  o f  s y n th e s is  on m a n i f o ld s  o f  d i f f e r e n t  k i n d s .

I f  th e  m a n i f o ld s  as g iv e n  a re  a b s o lu t e l y  u n r e la t e d ,  how, e .g .  

can we d i s t i n g u i s h  between a c a u s a l o rd e r  and a m e re ly  

q u a n t i t a t i v e  o rd e r?  T h is  weakness i n  th e  K a n t ia n  T heo ry  i s  

v e r y  e f f e c t i v e l y  exposed by D r .  S t i r l i n g  i n  h i s  w r i t i n g s  on th e  

p h i lo s o p h y  o f  K a n t .  He shows q u i t e  c o n c lu s i v e l y  t h a t  on 

K a n t ia n  p r i n c i p l e s  i t  i s  im p o s s ib le  to d i s t i n g u i s h  be tw een  an 

o b j e c t i v e  s u c c e s s io n  and a m e re ly  s u b je c t i v e  s u c c e s s io n .  O f 

c o u rs e ,  i t  i s  n o t  co n te n d e d  h e re  t h a t  a f a i l u r e  to  d i s t i n g u i s h  

be tw een  th e s e  d i f f e r e n t  k in d s  o f  s u c c e s s io n  d e t r a c t s  f r o m  th e  

e f f e c t i v e n e s s  o f  K a n t ’ s v in d i% ca t io n  o f  th e  c a te g o ry  o f  

c a u s a l i t y .  I n  t r u t h ,  i t  i s  e x t r e m e ly  u n f o r t u n a t e  t h a t  K a n t  

has r e f e r r e d  to  th e se  k in d s  o f  s u c c e s s io n  i n  th e  o p e n in g  

p a ra g ra p h s  o f  th e  s e c t i o n  d e a l in g  w i t h  th e  c a te g o ry  o f  

c a u s a l i t y ,  f o r  i t  o n ly  te n d s  to  m is le a d  us  as to  th e  r e a l  

f-o rne  o f  h i s  p r o o f  o f  th e  v a l i d i t y  o f  t h a t  p r i n c i p l e .  H is

1 .  p .  1 4 5 .
2 .  p p .  214



r e a l  v i n d i c a t i o n  o f  th e  c a te g o ry  o f  c a u s a l i t y  has noh,hing to  

do w i t h  t l ie  d i s t i / n o t i o n  between an o b je c t i v e  and a s u b je c t i v e  

s u c c e s s io n ,  b u t  r a t h e r  c o n s is t s  i n  showing t h a t  casu.a l 

c o n n e c t io n  i s  a l l - p e r v a d i n g  i n  c h a r a c t e r ,  t h a t  even to  

a p p re h e n d  a n y th in g  i n v o lv e s  a n e c e s s a ry  c o n n e c t io n  be tw een 

i t  and e v e r y t h in g  e ls e .  A l l  t h a t  we i n s i s t  upon h e re  i s  t h a t  

we do i n  a c t u a l  e x p e r ie n c e  d i s t i n g u i s h  be tw een  d i f f e r e n t  k in d s  

o f  s u c c e s s io n ,  and t h a t  t h i s  w o u ld  be im p o s s ib le  i f  th e  

m a n i f o l d  s u p p l ie d  c o n ta in s  i n  i t s e l f  no h i n t  as to  vfhat 

p a r t i c u l a r  k i n d  o f  s y n th e s is  i t  r e q u i r e s .  P r i o r  to  a l l  

e x p e r ie n c e  th e  c a te g o r ie s  l i e  dormant i n  th e  m in d ,  w a i t i n g  

f o r  th e  m a t e r i a l  o f  sense to  c a l l  them f o r t h .  I f  th e  

m a n i f o ld  i t s e l f ,  how ever, can f u r n i s h  no ’ c u e ’ , why does th e  

c a te g o ry  o f  c a u s a l i t y  answer th e  summons i n  th e  one case, 

and t h a t  o f  q u a n t i t y  i n  th e  o th e r?  In d e e d ,  we a re  f o r c e d  to  

adnji/t t h a t  th e  re a so n  why we c a l l  one s u c c e s s io n  c a u s a l  and 

th e  o th e r  q u a n t i t a t i v e  i s  because o f  d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  th e  f a c t s  

p re s e n te d  to  u s .  Be p e r c e iv e  t h a t  th e  f a c t s  i n  th e  one case a re  

c a u s a l l y  r e l a t e d ,  and n o t  so i n  th e  o t h e r .  The r e l a t i o n  

be tw een  th e  f a c t s  i s  a l r e a d y  i n v o l v e d  i n  th e  f a c t s  th e m s e lv e s ,  

f o r  o th e r w is e  a l l  p a r t i c u l a r  s y n th e s e s  w o u ld  be u n i n t e l l i g i b l e ,

" ............  . to  com bine th e  m a n i f o ld  i n t o  a p a r t i c u l a r  shape,

th e r e  i s  needed n o t  m e re ly  th e  th o u g h t  o f  a f i g u r e  i n  g e n e r a l ,
i

b u t  th e  th o u g h t  o f  a d e f i n i t e  f i g u r e . "

P r i c h a r d  n o te s  f u r t h e r  t h a t  th e  " fu n d a m e n ta l  m is ta k e "  

o f  K a n t ’ s t h e o r y  i s  t h a t ,  " m is le d  b y  h i s  t h e o r y  o f  p e r c e p t i o n ,  

he R egards  ’ te rm s ’ as g iv e n  by t h in g s  i n  th e m s e lv e s  a c t i n g  

o n  th e  s e n s i b i l i t y ,  and ’ r e l a t i o n s ’ as in t r o d u c e d  by th e  

u n d e r s ta n d in g ,  w hereas th e  f a c t  i s  t h a t  i n  th e  sense i n  w h ic h  

te rm s  can be s a id  to  be g iv e n ,  r e l a t i o n s  can and m u s t a ls o
:  f

be s a id  to  be g i v e n . "  The d i s t i n c t i o n  be tw een  te rm s  and

1 .  P r i c h a r d ,  ’ K a n t ’ s T h e o ry  o f  Knowledge,’ p .  216 .
2 . I b i d .  p .  226 .
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r e l a t i o n s  c a n n o t be re g a rd e d  as t h a t  between u n iv e r s a l  and 

i n d i v i d u a l ,  i n  th e  sense t h a t  th e  i n d i v i d u a l  i s  g iv e n  o r  

p re s e n te d  to  u s ,  w h i l s t  th o u g h t  subsumes t h i s  i n d i v i d u a l

u n d e r  i t s  c o r re s p o n d in g  u n i v e r s a l .  A r e l a t i o n  i s  as much ,

an i n d i v i d u a l  as a te rm , and b o th  i ç ip l y  c o r re s p o n d in g  

u n i v e r s a l s .  T h e re fo re ,  i f  t h i n k in g  i s  th e  a c t i v i t y  by which 

we subsume th e  i n d i v i d u a l  u n d e r  th e  u n i v e r s a l  so as to  

r e c o g n is e  i t  as an in s ta n c e  o f  a c e r t a i n  k in d ,  th e n  th e

a p p re h e n s io n  o f  a te rm  r e q u i r e s  t h i n k in g  q u i t e  as much as th e

a p p re h e n s io n  o f  a r e l a t i o n .
i

I n  an a r t i c l e  #n  th e  "P ro c e e d in g s  o f  th e  A r i s t o t l e i a n  

S o c ie t y "  M r. A. Boutw ood a ls o  a rg ue s  i n  f a v o u r  o f  th e  v ie w  

t h a t  th e  u n i t y  o f  th e  w o r ld  i s  n o t  p ro d u c e d , b u t  m e re ly  

d is c o v e r e d ^bv u s .  I n  a sense, he re m arks , th e  u n i t y  o f  th e  

w o r ld  may be spoken o f  as " t h e  w o rk  o f  th e  m in d " in  t h a t  i t  

" i s  n o t  an e m p i r i c a l l y  g iv e n  f a c t ,  b u t ,  i n  o u r  m inds  as a 

p r e d i c a t e  o f  th e  w o r ld ,  i t  i s  a lw a ys  due to  th e  c h a r a c t e r ­

i s a t i o n  o f  t h o u g h t , "  b u t  f o r  a l l  t h a t  th e  u n i t y  i s  a l r e a d y  

embedded i n  th e  w o r l d .  ' " I f  th e  f a c t s  w ere  t r u l y  u n o rd e re d -  

i f  th e y  w e re , in d e e d ,  ' f o r m l e s s '  -  th e  t h i n k i n g  m ind  w ou ld  

be p o w e r le s s  to  o rg a n is e  them . I t  i s  o n l y  because  th e

w o r ld  i s  a c t u a l l y  an o rd e re d  w o r ld  t h a t  o u r  th o u g h t  i s  a b le
i

to  c o n s t ru e  i t  as much. "
a

P r o f .  N .K .S m i th  has r e c e n t l y  em phas ised th e  two 

c o n f l i c t i n g  te n d e n c ie s  t h a t  a re  to  be fo u n d  th r o u g h o u t  th e  

C r i t i q u e  o f  P u re  Reason, naunely, th e  " s u b j e c t i v i s t "  and th e  

" p h e n o m e n a l i s t " . The fo rm e r  te n d e n c y , w h ic h  p re d o m in a te s ,  

a s s ig n s  a m e n ta l  o r i g i n  to  a l l  r e l a t i o n s ;  when th e  l a t t e r

te n d e n c y  i s  i n  th e  a s c e n d a n t th e  c o n n e c t io n  o f  th e  w o r ld  i s
m

c o n c e iv e d  o f  as in d e p e n d e n t  o f  th e  B in d  t h a t  p e r c e iv e s  i t .

The e x ig e n c ie s  o f  h i s  p o s i t i o n  o f t e n  f o r c e  K a n t  to

1 .  (1 9 0 1 -0 2 )  p .  103.
2 . 'C om m entary to  K a n t ' s  C r i t i q u e  o f  P u re  R e a s o n . ’
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r e c o g n is e  some k i n d  o f  c o n n e c t io n  i n  th e  o b je c t .  Hence we 

f i n d  h im  a d m i t t i n g  t h a t  " e m p i r i c a l  la w s "  c a n n o t  be d e r iv e d  

f ro m  th e  u n d e r s ta n d in g .  I t  i s  th e  n a tu re  o f  th e  m a t te r  

a lo n e  t h a t  w i l l  d e te rm in e  th e se  la w s ,  so t h a t  a f t e r  a l l  th e  

m a n i f o ld  i s  n o t  p u r e l y  u n r e la t e d .

I n  an a r t i c l e  i n  th e  'P ro c e e d in g s  o f  th e  
1

A r i s t o t l e i a n  S o c ie t y '  P r o f ,  G. Dawes H ic k s ^ re m a rk s  t h a t  

" t h e  n o t i o n  o f  s e n s e - p r e s e n ta t io n s  as ' im p r e s s io n s '  o r  

a f f e c t i o n s  o f  th e  m in d ' "  i n e v i t a b l y  le a d s  to  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  

a to m ism , and th e  con seq u en t v ie w  o f  r e l a t i o n s  as e x t e r n a l  

to  th e  m a t e r i a l  o f  sense . Prom t h e i r  ovm p o i n t  o f  v ie w ,  

c o n t in u e s  P r o f .  H ic k s ,  Hume and K a n t w ere  p e r f e c t l y  

j u s t i f i e d  i n  r e g a r d in g  " im p r e s s io n s "  as b e in g  i n  th e m s e lv e s  

i s o l a t e d  and d is c o n n e c te d .  To i n f e r  f r o m  t h i s ,  how eve r, , 

t h a t  th e  r e l a t i o n s  o f  o u r  w o r ld  as e x p r ie n c e d  o r i g i n a t e  

i n  th e  m in d  i s  due to  a f a l s e  th e o r y  o f  s e n s e - p e r c e p t io n .

We do n o t  f i r s t  p e r c e iv e  im p re s s io n s  as m e n ta l  s t a t e s ,  

w h ic h  a f t e r w a r d s , th ro u g h  o u r  c o n s t r u c t i v e  a c t i v i t y ,  

a c q u i r e  r e fe r e n c e  to  o b je c t s .  As a m a t te r  o f  f a c t ,  such 

i n f e r e n c e  w o u ld  be im p o s s ib le .  I f  we s t a r t  w i t h  m e n ta l  

s t a t e s  as th e  s o le  o b je c t s  d  know ledge  we s h a l l  n e v e r  be a b le  

to  go beyond  th e  l i m i t  o f  s e l f  a t  a l l .  The p s y c h o lo g i s t ,

i t  i s  t r u e ,  r e g a rd s  id e a s  as mere s u b je c t i v e  s t a t e s ,  b u t  

f o r  th e  i n d i v i d u a l  p e r c e p ie n t  h i s  own id e a s  a re  f ro m  th e  

b e g in n in g  kno w ledge  o f  r e a l i t y .  We do n o t  s t a r t  w i t h  th e  

i n t e r n a l ,  and th e n  i n f e r  t h e  e x t e r n a l .  R a th e r  do we know 

o b je c t s  i n  space b e fo r e  we b e g in  to  r e f l e c t  on o u r  ovn 

s u b je c t i v e  s t a t e s .  T h is  i s  th e  n e rv e  o f  K a n t 's  a rgum e n t i n  

th e  s e c t i o n  on th e  R e f u t a t i o n  o f  I d e a l i s m  added i n  th e  

second e d i t i o n  o f  th e  C r i t i q u e .  S e l f  and n o t - s e l f  m u t u a l l y  

c o n d i t i o n  each o t h e r .  They d e v e lo p  p a r i  p a s s u .

1 .  ( 1 9 0 7 -0 8 ) .
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Commenting on th e  th e o r y  o f  R e p r e s e n ta t iv e  R e c e p t io n
i

Ward w r i t e s  i n  ’ N a t u r a l i s m  and A g n o s t ic i s m , ’ "S h i t t  i n  

w i t h i n  a c i r c l e  o f  i d e a s ,  how c o u ld  th e  m ind  know th e  t h in g s  

beyond  w h ic h  t h i s  v e r y  c i r c l e  s h u ts  o u t?  How c o u ld  i t  t r u s t  

th e  c o p ie s  i f  th e  o r i g i n a l  w ere f o r  e ve r  beyond re a c h ,  

n a y ,  how know t h a t  th e re  w ere  âny o r i g i n a l s  a t  s h l? "  I t  i s  

r e a l i t y  i t s e l f  t h a t  i s  g iv e n  to  us i n  kno w le dge , and notm a 

mere copy o f  th e  r e a l .  As P r o f .  M ackenz ie  says i n  h i s  

’ E le m e n ts  o f  C o n s t r u c t i v e  P h i lo s o p h y ' ,  when I  am c o n s c io u s  o f  

m y s e l f ,  o r  a p a in ,  o r  h e a t ,  e t c . ,  I  am c o n s c io u s  o f  m y s e l f , 

o f  p a i n , o f  h e a t , and n o t  o f  p i c t u r e s  o f  them.

The th o e r y  t h a t  we know o r i l y  o u r  own m e n ta l  s t a te s  

d i r e c t l y  has a r is e n  ow ing  to  a c o n fu s io n  b e tw ee n  two d i s t i n c t  

m ean ings  o f  th e  w ord  " i d e a " ,  a d i s t i n c t i o n ,  as P r o f .  L lo y d  

Morgan p u ts  i t ,  betw^een th e  a p p re h e n d in g  and th e  a p p re h e n d e d. 

The R e a l i s t s  have re n d e re d  v a lu a b le  s e r v ic e  i n  k e e p in g  d i s t i n c t  

th e s e  two m ean ings  o f  th e  w ord  id e a .  I t  i s  u n d o u b te d ly  t r u e  

t h a t  th e  p ro c e s s  i n  and th ro u g h  w h ic h  we a pp rehend  an o b je c t  

e x i s t s  wJkthin th e  m ind , b u t  th e  o b j e c t  app rehended  i s  b y  no 

Sêaftg m e n ta l .  I d e à l i s t s  i n  th e  p a s t  have been w o n t to r e g a r d  

id e a s  as e x i s t i n g  as a k i n d  o f  t e r t i u m  q u id  be tw een  th e  m ind  

and r e a l i t y .  T h is ,  h ow eve r, i s  m is le a d in g ,  f o r  when we t a l k  

o f  " id e a s  o f  t h i n g s "  we do n o t  mean t h a t  id e a  and t h in g  a re  

two t h i n g s .  "To have an id e a  o f  a t h i n g  m e re ly  means t h a t  

we know i t ,  o r  t h i n k  i t .  An id e a  i s  n o t  g iv e n ;  i t  i s  a 

t h i n g  w h ic h  i s  g iv e n  i n  th e  id e a .  An id e a  i s  n o t  an a d d i t i o n a l  

and i n t e r v e n i n g  o b je c t  o f  o u r  know ledge  o r  supposed k n o w le d g e . 

T h a t  a t h i n g  i s  o u r  o b je c t  o f  th o u g h t  i s  a n o th e r  w o rd  f o r  i t s  

b e in g  o u r  id e a ,  and t h a t  means we know i t . "  From th e  v e r y  

0  s t a r t  o u r  m e n ta l  s t a te s  a r e ’’' s ta te s  o f  o b je c t s .  T h e re  i s  no

ç iean ing  i n  t a l k i n g  o f  kno w in g  m e n ta l  s t a t e s ,  w h ic h  a f t e r w a r d s  

a c q u i r e  r e fe r e n c e  to  an o b j e c t .  Take away th e  o b je c t  and th e  

m e n ta l  s t a t e  v a n is h e s .

1 .  V o l .  1 1 .  p .  10 9 .
2. W a l la c e  i n  ’ H e g e l ’ s P h i lo s o p h y  o f  M in d ’ , p . ##.CV.
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U n l i k e  D e s c a r te s  and Locke  th e  R e a l i s t s  do n o t

assume th e  e x is te n c e  o f  a m e n ta l  t e r t i u m  q u id ,  c a l l e d  a 
es

p r ^ e n t a t i o n ,  and i n f e r  p h y s ic a l  e x is te n c e  f ro m  i t .  They

h o ld  t h a t  l e x t e r n a l  o b je c t a  a re  known d i r e c t l y .  Know ledge ,

a c c o r d in g  to  them, a lw a ys  p resup p oses  th e  e x is t e n c e  o f

t h a t  w h ic h  i s  knov/n, and th e  w o rk  o f  th o u g h t  c o n s is t s  i n

d i  SCO v e r y  and n o t  i n  e o n s t r u c t i o n . Y/hen we p e r c e iv e  an o b je c t^

says  P r o f .  G. Dawes H i cks,^ w h a t r e a l l y  ta ke s  p la c e  i s  t h a t

a c e r t a i n  o b je c t  makes a p h y s ic a l  im p re s s io n  upon th e  o rg an

o f  sense, e . g . ,  "a  c e r t a i n  d e f i n i t e  s t i m u la t i o n  o f  th e

s e n s o ry  o rg a n "  o c c u rs .  T h is  im p re s s io n  g iv e s  r i s e  to  "a

c e r t a i n  p h y s ic a l  change o r  d is tu rb a n c e  i n  th e  o p t i c  n e rv e ,

w h ic h  change o r  d is tu r b a n c e  i s  conveyed to  th e  c e re b a l  c e n t r e ,

w i t h  w h ic h  t h e . o p t i c  n e rv e  i s  c o n n e c te d .  " There  th e n

r e s u l t s  somehow " a  s p e c i f i c  mode o r  s t a t e  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s , "

i n  and th ro u g h  w h ic h  we apprehend  an e x t e r n a l  o b je c t ,  say,
s ^a h o u s e .  N e i t h e r  th e  " p h y # i« a l  im p r e s s io n "  n o r  th e  "n e rv o u s  

change" fo rm s  any p a r t  o f  th e  c o n te n t  app rehended , n o r  does 

i t  p ro d u c e  any o f  th e  q u a l i t i e s  o f  th e  o b je c t  a p p re h end ed . 

A c c o rd in g  to t h i s  th e o r y ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  w h a t we p e r c e iv e  a re  

n o t  m e n ta l  o b je c t s ,  b u t  r a t h e r  p h y s c ia l  r e a l i t y .  We have 

s t i l l  to  r e c o g n is e  a d i f f e r e n c e  between a c t u a l  r e a l i t y  and 

th e  r e a l  as known to  u s ,  be tw een th e  noumenon and th e  

phenomenon, b u t  t h i s  d i f f e r e n c e  i s  s im p ly  " t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  

be tw een  a f r a g m e n ta ry  and p a r t i a l  a s p e c t  o f  th e  r e a l  and 

th e  r e a l  i n  i t s  c o n c re te  r i c h n e s s  and f u l l n e s s ,  -  a 

d i f f e r e n c e ,  i n  o th e r  w o rd s ,  be tw een r e a l i t y  as i t  i s  b u t  

i n c o m p le t e ly  and as i t  m ig h t  be c o m p le te ly  k n o w n ."  i n

*The id e a  o f  God# P r e f .  S e th  P r i n g l e - P a t t i s o n  w r i t e s  as

1 .  'P r o c e e d in g s  o f  th e  A r i s t o t l e i a n  S o c ie t y  (1 9 0 7 -0 8 ) .  p .  206.
2 . p r o f .  G.Dawes K ic k s  i n  'P ro c e e d in g s  o f  th e  A r i s t o t l e i a n  

S o c ie t y  ( 1 9 0 7 - 0 8 ) / p .  201.
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f o l l o w s : -  "The phenomenon th e  noumenon so f a r  as i t  

has m a n ife s te d ,  i t s e l f ,  so f a r  as vie have g ra s p d d  i t  i n  

k n o w le d g e , I n  a s t r i c t  sense, i t  i s  n o t  r e a l l y  c o r r e c t

to  say t h a t  we know phenomena; i t  i s  l i k e  s a y in g  tw ic e

o v e r  t h a t  we know. I t  i s  th e  noumena o r  r e a l  t h in g s  t h a t

we know, and th e  phenomena a re  w hat we know a b o u t  th e m ."

The c o n c e p t io n  o f  an unknown and unknow ab le  A b s o lu te  m u s t,  
e

t h e ^ f d r e ,  be r e j e c t e d ,  as r e s u l t i n g  f ro m  a f a l s e

l i m i t a t i o n  o f  know ledge  to mere m e n ta l  phenomena. I t  vms

th e  s u b j e c t i v i t y  o f  t h e i r  t h e o r y  o f  know ledge  t h a t  le d
*

K a n t ,  L o tz e ,  S pence r, Comte, R i t s c h l ,  # t c , to  a d v o c a te  

th e  c o n c e p t io n  o f  some Unknowable as l u r k i n g  b e h in d  th e  

known q u a l i t i e s  o f  o b je c t s .  From th e  t im e  o f  D e s c a r te s  

up  to  th e  t im e  o f  Spencer man and n a tu r e  w ere  re g a rd e d

as two " r e s  c o m p le ta e . "  The kno w in g  s u b je c t  s to o d  on one 

s id e  o f  th e  chasm, and a t o t a l l y  in d e p e n d e n t  w o r ld  on th e  

o t h e r .  I n  know ledge  the se  two a re  b r o u g h t  t o g e th e r ,  w i t h  

th e  p r o d u c t i o n  o f  c e r t a i n  e f f e c t s  i n  u s , and as 1he e f f e c t s  

w i l l  depend to  a c e r t a i n  e x ta n t  upon o u r  c o n s t i t u t i o n ,  

th e y  c a n n o t  g iv e  a t r u e  p i c t u r e  o f  th e  o u t s id e  w o r ld .  Even 

i f  th e  p i c t u r e  d id  c o r re s p o n d  w i t h  r e a l i t y ,  we c o u ld  n e v e r  

become aware o f  th e  t r u t h  o f  the  c o r re s p o n d e n c e ,  f o r ,

a c c o rd in g  to  t h e " c o p y - t h e o r y " , th e  in d e p e n d e n t  w o r ld  i s
so

beyond  o u r  re a c h ,  and.we c a n n o t compare th e  p i c t u r e  w i t h  

i t s  o r i g i n a l .

We c o n c lu d e ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  t h a t  we have a r e a l  kn ow le dge  

o f  t h in g s  so f a r  as i t  g o e s . Know lddge i s  n o t  c r e a t io n ,  

b u t  th e  d is c o v e r y  o f  th e  r e a l  q u a l i t i e s  o f  a r e a l  w o r ld .  

N e i t h e r  th e  p r im a r y  n o r  th e  s e co n d a ry  q u a l i t i e s  o f  o b je c t s

can be j u s t l y  re g a rd e d  as b e in g  m e re ly  s u b je c t i v e  i n  

c h a r a c t e r .  Many p h i lo s o p h e r s  r e g a rd  th e  p r im a r y  q u a l i t i e s

1. p . 163.
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S.S o b j e c t i v e  b u t  w i t h h o ld  t h i s  c h a ra c te r  f ro m  th e  s e co n d a ry  

q u a l i t i e s .  A c c o rd in g  to  th e  v ie?/ we a re  m a in t a in in g  h e re  

th e  se c o n d a ry  q u a l i t i e s  a ls o  m ust be re g a rd e d  as o b j e c t i v e ,

n o t  m e r e ly  i n  th e  sense t h a t  th e y  have p h y s ic a l  c o u n t e r ­

p a r t s ,  b u t  i n  t h a t  th e y  a re  p r e d ic a te s  o f  th e  r e a l .

What ha,s been s a id  above w ou ld  appear o b v io u s  were 

i t  n o t  t h a t  we a re  a l l  i n f l u e n c e d  to  some g x t e n t  by  th e  

common-sen se d i s t i n c t i o n  o f  body and m in d  as t h a t  o f  tŵ o 

s e p a ra te  and d i s t i n c t  s u b s ta n c e s .  We a re  th e n  fa c e d  w i t h  

th e  p ro b le m  o f  th e  i n t e r a c t i o n  o f  th e se  two d i f f e r e n t  

s u b s ta n c e s .  T h is ,  how ever, as Ward a rg ue s  so f o r c e f u l l y  i n  

’ N a t u r a l i s m  and A g n o s t ic is m ’ and i n  #The Realm o f  E nds, ’ 

i s  a p ro b le m  o f  o u r  own m a k in g . We n e v e r  i n  e x p e r ie n c e  

come a c ro s s  a d u a l is m ;  e x p e r ie n c e  f ro m  th e  v e r y  b e g in n in g  

p r e s e n ts  us w i t h  a d u a l i t y  m f  s u b je c t  and o b je c t ,  and 

t h i s  r e l a t i o n  IS  i n e x p l i c a b l e  because i t  i s  u l t i m a t e ,  i t  i s

th e  b a s a l  f a c t  o f  e v e ry  f i n i t e  e x p e r ie n c e .  I t  i s  due to  o u r  

a b s t r a c t i o n  -  m ak ing  i n t e l l e c t  t h a t  t h i s  one w o r ld  o f  

e x p e r ie n c e  i s  sundered  in t o * t w o  h a lv e s .  P re s e n te d  w i t h  a 

s y n th e s is  o f  s u b je c t  and o b j e c t ,  t h o u g h t  n e c e s s a r i l y  

p ro c e e d s  a n a l y t i c a l l y ,  anden de svou rs  to  d is c o v e r  th e  

d i v e r s i t y  i n h e r e n t  i n  th e  u n i t y .  H a v in g  d is c o v e re d  th e  

v a r io u s  c o n s t i t u e n t s  o f  t h i s  u n i t y ,  th o u g h t  te n d s  to  r e g a r d  

th e se  as c a p a b le  o f  e x i s t i n g  i n  and b y  th e m s e lv e s ,  

c o n fu s in g  a n a ly s i s  f o r  th e  t im e  b e in g  w i t h  d i v i s i o n

w h ic h  n e c e s s a r i l y  d e s t r o y s  a  u n i t y .  H a v in g  once d e s t ro y e d  

th e  u n i t y  we a re  c o n f r o n te d  w i t h  th e  ta s k  o f  b r i d g i n g

th e  chasm w h ic h  we have o u r s e lv e s  made be tw een  th e  

v a r io u s  e le m e n ts  o f  e x p e r ie n c e .  We have an i n s t a n c e  o f  

t h i s  i n  K a n t ’ s e f f o r t s  to  b r id g e  th e  g u l f  between sense and 

th o u g h t  b y  means o f  th e  c o n s t r u c t i v e  im a g in a t io n *
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I h e  community o f  n a tu re  t h a t  e x is t s  "between man and the  

w o r ld  has  been w e l l  em phasised b y  P r o f .  S e th  P r i n g l e -  

Pattison, i n  " The Id e a  o f  G o d .” Man he re g a rd s  as ’’orgB.nic 
to  th e  w o r l d , "  "a s  th e  last te rm  i n  th e  s e r ie s  of 
d e v e lo p m e n t , "  as b e in g  n e c e s s a ry  f o r  th e  c o m p le t io n  o f  th e  

w o r la ,  "The i n t e l l i g e n t  b e in g  i s ,  as i t  w ere , t l ie  o r  ran 

th ro u g h  w h ic h  th e  u n iv e r s e  b e h o ld s  and e n jo y s  i t s e l f . "  The 

w o r l d  i s  th e  embodiment o f  a p u rpose  w h ic h  i s  c o n t in u o u s ly  

w o r k in g  i t s  way o u t .  T h is  i s  the  m eaning o f  d e ve lo p m e n t.

The w o r ld  as i t  appears  to th e  know ing  s u b je c t  is t r u e r  th a n  

i t  would he apart from h im . We know th e  r e a l  w o r ld  so f a r  

as i t  has been re v e a le d  to u s .  P u l l e r  r e v e l a t i o n  w i l l  depend 

upon o u r  developing Txkth m e n t a l l y  and m o r a l l y .  God w i l l  

r e v e a l  h im s e l f  a c c o rd in g  to o u r  p ro g re s s .

P r o f .  L a u r ie  has w orked  o u t  th e  same c o n c e p t io n  i n  h i s
CL

" S y n t h e t i c * " ,  where he/says -  "The r e a l  i s  t r u l y  to be fo u n d

i n  th e  f in i^ ^ ^ _ ^ r je s e n t^ t i^ ^ ^ t (^ _ ^ g u b j ,g ^ ^ ." " f h e  w o r ld  w i/kh o u t

c o n s c io u s  s u b je c t  i s  a w o r ld  w a i t i n g  f o r  i t s  m eaning -  an
t

u n c o m p le te d  c i r c l e  waiting to be c lo s e d . "  This t e l e o l o g i c a l  

interpretation o f  th e  u n iv e r s e  is more th a n  su gge s ted  by  

K a n t  h im s e l f .  In th e  C r i t i q u e  o f  Judgment he a t te m p t * s  to 
overcome th e  dualism of H is  th e o r y  o f  kn o w le d g e . I n  th e  

unknown g ro u n d  u n d e r l y in g  m in d  and n a tu r e  th e r e  may be a 

s i n g le  p r i n c i p l e  com prehend ing  bo^H purposiveness and 
m echan ism . T h is ,  a c c o rd in g  to  H o f f d i n g , " i s  th e  p r o fo u n d e s t  

th o u g h t  i n  K a n t . "

I n  th e  l i g h t  o f  t h i s  r a t i o n a l l y  c o n s t i t u t e d  c h a r a c te r  

o f  th e  u n iv e r s e  th e  K a n t ia n  c o n c e p t io n  o f  th e  c a te g o r ie s  as 
so many in n a t e  f a c u l t i e s  m us t be r e v i s e d ;  We m us t now 

r e g a r d  them as so many a t te m p ts  on th e  p a r t  o f  th e  c o n s c io u s

1. quo te d  hy Prof. Geth-Pr ingle P a t t i  son i n  * The Id e a  o f  God'
2. Ibid.
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s e l f  to  i n t e r p r e t  i t s  w o r l d .  I n s te a d  o f  b e in g  s e p a ra te d ,  as

K a n t  th o u g h t ,  th e  c a te g o r ie s  a re  a l l  c o n n e c te d  t o g e th e r ,  one

c 0 n 0 ex' x i  o n n a tu  r  a l l y  l e a d in g  to an o th  e r  as kn ow ledge a dv a n ce s .

As Watson p u ts  i t  i n  "K a n t  and h i s  E n g l i s h  C r i t i c s , "  space and

t im e  a re  n o t  r e l a t i o n s  s u p e r in d u c e d  by th o u g h t  upon an

u n c o n n e c te d  m a t e r i a l ,  b u t  " a re  j u s t  th e  s im p le s t  p o i n t  o f  v ie w

f ro m  w h ic l i  th e  r e a l  w o r ld  can be c o n te m p la te d . "  These
d

r e l a t i o n s  a re  s im p ly  in a d e q u a te  e x p re s s io n s  o f  th e  t r u e

n a t u r e  o f  R e a l i t y .  We a re  q u i t e  j u s t i f i e d  i n  e m p lo y in g  su cm.

c o n c e p ts  to  c h a r a c t e r i s e  th e  w o r ld  s o g lo n g  as we a re  c o n s c io u s

o f  t h e i r  l i m i t a t i o n .  I t  i s  u n d o u b te d ly  t r u e ,  as K a n t

i n s i s t e d ,  t h a t  th e  c a te g o r ie s ,  as, e . g . , cause and e f f e c t ,
t

su b s ta n c e  and a t t r i b u t e ,  e t c . ,  o r i g i n a t e  fro m  wi/:hln in th e  

f i r s t  in s ta /n c e ,  b u t  f o r  a l l  t h a t  th e y  a re  fo u n d  to be t r u e  

e x p re s s io n s  o f  v a r io u s  a s p e c ts  o f  r e a l i t y .  The id e a  o f  f o r c e  

o r  pow er, w h ic h  we a s s o c ia te  w i t h  c a u s a l i t y ,  c a n n o t  be g iv e n  

f ro m  w i t h o u t .  I t  i s  d e r iv e d  f ro m  o u r  own V o l i t i o n a l  n a tu r e ;  

b u t  i t  i s  n o t  m e re ly  s u b je c t i v e ,  c o r re s p o n d in g  to no t h in g  i n  

n a tu r e  w i t h o u t .  I t  m e re ly  g iv e s  an e x p re s s io n  to a c e r t a i n  

c o n n e c t io n  e x h ib i t e d  by n a tu r e  i t s e l f .  As Ward p u ts  i t ,

"The  m ain  s t r u c t u r e  o f  o u r  c o n c e p t  o f  N a tu re  i s  e n t i r e l y

a n th ro p o m o rp h ic .................... The c a te g o ry  o f  c a u s a l i t y  we owe

to th e  i n t e r a c t i o n  o f  a c t i v e  s u b je c ts  w ith  t h e i r  e n v i r o m ie n t  

and e s p e c i a l l y  w i t h  each o t h e r ,  and we a t t r i b u t e  i t  

a n a l o g i c a l l y  to  w h a t we th e n  c a l l  th e  i n t e r a c t i o n  o f  n a t u r a l  

a g e n t s . "  The same i s  t r u e  o f  th e  r e g u l a r i t y  o f  TTature.

" I t  i s  a p o s t u la t e  t h a t  has i t s  r o o t  i n  o u r  p r i m i t i v e  

c r e d u l i t y .  Were t h i s  a n t i  c i  p a t i o  m e n t is  n e v e r  c o n f i rm e d ,  

kn o w ledg e  w o u ld  be im p o s s ib le ;  b u t  c o n f i rm e d  as i t  i s  

c o n t i n u a l l y  i n  o u r  e a r l i e s t  e x p e r ie n c e  we th u s  advance to  

an i n t e r o r e t a t i o  n a tu ra e  as an o r d e r l y  and i n t e l l i g i b l e
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sys tem , a cosmos t h a t  e v in c e s  d i r e c t l y  o r  i n d i r e c t l y  th e  

a l l - p e r v a d i n g  p re se n ce  o f  m ind ."^^  The v m r ld  i s  a 

c o n n e c te d  o r d e r ,  and, as know ledge advances, th e  d is c o v e r y  

o f  f r e s h  i m p l i c a t i o n s  i n  o u r  w o r l 'd  f o r c e s  us to  abandon 

lo w e r  f $ r  h ig h e r  c a te g o r ie s .  One c a te g o ry  le a d s  n a t u t a l l y  

to  a n o th e r ,  u n t i l  we re a c h  a c a te g o ry  t h a t  w i l l  a d e q u a te ly  

e x p re s s  th e  n a tu r e  o f  the  w ho le  w o r ld ,  v i z . ,  t l ie  c a te g o ry  

o f  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s .  I t  i s  s i g n i f i c a n t  t i i a t  K a n t  h im s e l f  

th o u g h  he d id  n o t  re c o g n is e  deve lopm en t, y e t  s t a r t e d  w i t h  

t l i e  c o n c e p ts  o f  space and t im e , and then  p ro ce e d e d  to a 

d is c u s s io n  o f  the  c a te g o r ie s .  The co n ce p ts  employed by  th e  

v a r io u s  s c ie n c e s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  can be p la c e d  i n  an a s c e n d in g  

s e r ie s  -  th e  co n cep ts  o f  m a the m a t ics  le a d in g  to  th o se  o f  

p h y s ic s ,  th e n  th o se  o f  c h e m is t ry ,  then  th o se  o f  b io l o g y ,  

and  f i n a l l y  th o se  o f  p s y c h o lo g y .

I f  th e  w o r ld ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  i s  one co n ne c ted  o r d e r ,  and 

th e  c a t e g o r ie s  a re  m e re ly  th e  ways i n  w h ic h  we c h a r a c t e r i s e  
t h i s  w o r ld ,  can t h i n k in g  be re g a rd e d  s t i l l  as a p ro c e s s  o f  

s y n th e s is ?  Our answer m ust be i n  th e  a f f i r m a t i v e .  Though
CL

we s e t  o u t  fro ra ^ t ,  co n t inu u m , y e t  t h i s  co n t in u u m  m ust be

r e c o n s t r u c t e d  by th o u g h tb é fo re  th e re  con e x i s t  f o r  us  a

cosmos o r  w o r ld .  P r o f .  M ackenz ie  t h in k s  t h a t  t h i s  i s  th e

p o i n t  t h a t  K a n t  r e a l l y  w ish e s  to emphasise i n  th e  C r i t i q u e
Z

o f  P u re  R e a s o n .  A d  h e  p u ts  i t  i n  M n d ,  " I t  i s  n o t  th e

m a n i fo ld n e s s  b u t  th e  b l in d n e s s  o f  s e n s a t io n  on w h ic h  K a n t

i n s i s t s .  The e s s e n t ia l  p o in t  o f  th e  C r i t i q u e  i s  n o t  t h a t

T h o u g h t com bines u n r e la te d  s e n s e -d a ta ,  b u t  r a t h e r  t h a t ,

b u t  f o r  th e  r e c o n s t r u c t i v e  v i s i o n  o f  th e  U n d e rs ta n d in g ,
t&m

th e r e  c o u ld  n e v e r  be f o r  us th e  e x p e r ie n c e  o f  a s y s ^ a a t i c

w o r l d . " A l l  know ledge  demands b o th  a n a ly s i s  and t h e s i s .  

"The c ru d e  indeterm inate mass o f  p r i m i t i v e  p e r c e p t io n  i s

1 .  ’ The Realm o f  E n d s . ’
2 .  (1 8 96 ) p .  400.
# .  P r o f .  O.D%wes h i  cue in  ^ProcK^ d i v ..

4& e ic ty  ( l dc%'%d)
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g r a d u a l l y  b ro k e n  up ; w ha t i s  o r i g i n a l l y  c o n fu s e d ly  

a p p re h e n d e d  as i n  c o n ju n c t io n  becomes sundered  i n t o  d i s t i n c t  

and s e p a ra te  o b je c t s .  Then. no d o ub t,  i t  i s  p o s s ib le  f o r  

o u r  a b s t r a K t in g  i n t e l l i g e n c e  to r e g a r d  such o b je c t s  more o r  

a p a r t  -:.roïïi t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s ,  and, a t  t the-sam e" t im e ,  to 

r e p r e s e n t  to  o u r s e lv e s  th e  p ro ce ss  o f  t h i n k in g  as th e  

a c t i v i t y  by means o f  w h ic h  these  a p p a r e n t ly  i s o l a t e d  

o b je c t s  a re  ’ b ro u g h t  i n t o ’ c o n n e c t io n  w i t h  one a n o th e r ,  

th r o u g h  such id e a s  o f  r e l a t i o n  as tho se  o f  c a u s a l i t y  and th e  

l i k e .  T h a t  how r e l a t i o n s  come to be re c o g n is e d  as 

r e l a t i o n s . " ^  T h is ,  how ever, does n o t  p ro ve  t h a t  a l l  

c o n n e c t io n  i n  th e  w o r ld  i s  due to th e  a c t i v i t y  o f  the  

kn o w in g  s u b je c t ,  and t h a t ,  i n  i t s e l f ,  th e  r e a l  world i s  

s im p ly  a mass o f  d is c o n n e c te d  q u a l i t i e s  .

We h ave , t h e r e f o r e ,  a r r i v e d  a t  a " r e a l i s t "  v ie w  o f

th e  f u n c t i o n  and  n a tu re  of know ledge , w h i l s t  a t  th e  same

t im e  m a in t a in in g  t h a t  th e  w o r ld  i s  ■ p e n e t ra b le  by th o u g h t ,

t h a t  r e a l i t y  m ust u l t i m a t e l y  be i n t e r p r e t e d  i n  s p i r i t u a l
e

te rm s .  N a tu re ,  we i n s i s t ,  a d m its  o f  a t e l j l o l o g i c a l
t k >

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  As L o tz e  says i n  th e  * M ik ro * o s m o s ,?  o u r  

p r i n c i p l e  o f  e x p la n a t io n  i s  to  be fo u n d  w i t h i n  th e  w o r ld  

o f  v a lu e s .  Hence, S o c ra te s ,  P la t o ,  and A r i s t o t l e  showed 

a c o r r e c t  i n s t i n c t  when th e y  so ugh t f o r  a p r i n c i p l e  w h ic h  

w o u ld  e x p la in  w hy , and n o t  s im p le  how, tn e  u n iv e r s e  

c o n fo rm e d  to  one s p e c i f i c  p la n  more th a i t  to  o t h e r s .

P l a t o ’ s c o n c e p t io n  o f  th e  " Id e a  o f  th e  G ood ,"  and A r i s t o t l e ’ s 

c o n c e p t io n  o f  M a t te r  and fo rm ,  i n d i c a t e  th e  im p o r t a n t  

p o s i t i o n s  a s s ig n e d  to t e l e o lo g y  i n  t h e i r  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  

' i n v e s t i g a t i o n s *  I t  i s  tru.e x / ia t  many w r i t e r s  have o b je c te d  

to  t h i s  c o n c e p t io n  o f  t e l e o lo g y  as th e  f i n a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  

o f  th e  u n iv e r s e  on th e  g roun d s  o f  i t s  j - i n i t e n e s s .  p u rp o se

1 .  P r o f .  G.Pawes H ic k s  i n  ’ P ro c e e d in g s  o f  th e  A r i s t o t l e i a n  
S o c ie t y  ( l 9 0 7 - 0 3 ) / p p » 210-11♦
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i n  oui. l i n u  ued e x p e r ie n c e  im p l i e s  an End t h a t  i s  i n  some 

sense e x t e r n a l  to  th e  Means, h u t  t h i s  i s  m e re ly  "because, 

as x i n i t e  i n d i v i d u a l s ,  o u r  l i v e s  a re  n o t  s e l f - s u f f i c i n g  

and s e l f - e x p l a n a t o r y .  As P r o f .  M ackenzie  p u ts  i f ,  "Human 

l i f e ^  ta k e n  b y  i t s e l f ,  does n o t  c o n ta in  th e  e x p la n a t io n  o f  

th e  c i r c u m s ta n c e s  i n  w h ic h  i t  grows up and th e  c o n d i t i o n s  

w i t h  w h ic h  i t  has to d e a l .  Hence th e  end to  w h ic h  i t  s t r i v e s  

may be t r e a t e d  as e x te r n a l  to  these  c i r c u m s t a n c e s , " ^  

T h e r e fo r e ,  P r o f .  H osanquet re fu s e s  to a p p ly  to th e  A b s o lu te  

the conception o f  w i l l  o r  pu rpose  as "a  p s y c h o lo g ic a l ,  

t e m p o r a l ,  and e t h i c a l  i d e a . "  Porm and m a t te r ,  how eve r, 

c a n n o t  be s h a r p ly  d is t in g u is h e d .  To do so w o u ld  l e a d  to  

a h o p e le s s  d u a l is m .  B u t  th e  human m ind can n e v e r  be 

s a t i s f i e d  w i t h  a d u a l is m . I n t e l l i g e n c e  i s  one, and ow ing  

to i t g  v e r y  n a tu r e ,  i t  demands t h a t  e x is te n c e  s h o u ld  be one 

i n t e l l i g i b l e  w h o le .  I n  an u l t im a t e  sense, p h i lo s o p h y  m ust
dt (U

re^st o n ^ f a i t h ,  Jjiope, a t r u s t ;  b u t  t h i s  f a i t h  i s  re a s o n a b le  

f a i t h .  I t  i s  n o t  th e  f a i t h  t h a t  r e s t s  on ig n o ra n c e ,  b u t  

r a t h e r ,  as L o tz e  p u ts  i t ,  " th e  c o n f id e n c e  o f  re a so n  i n  

i t s e l f . "  We a re  co m p e l le d  to re g a rd  e x is te n c e  as one 

i n t e r c o n n e c t e d  system  "because  o f  the  n a tu r e  o f  human 

re a s o n ,  w h ic h  obeys an i r r e s i s t i b l e  n a t u r a l  im p u ls e  i n  i t s  

s t r i v i n g s  a f t e r  u n i t y . "  I n  th e  H e g e l ia n  m o d i l i c a t i o n  

of th e  o n t o lo g ic a l - a r g u m e n t  f o r  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  God 

i n t e r n a l  c o h e re n cy  i s  ta k e n  as an e v id e n c e  o f  t r u t h ,  

" n e c e s s a ry  i m p l i c a t i o n  in  th o u g h t "  i s  re g a rd e d  as e x p re s s in g  

"a  s i m i l a r  i m p l i c a t i o n  i n  r e a l i t y . "  Thus th e  u n iv e r s e  m ust 

be re g a rd e d  u l t i m a t e l y  as the  embodiment o f  a P u rp o s e .  We 

f e e l  t h a t  a l l  o u r  e f f o r t s  a re  d i r e c t e d  to w a rd s  an i d e a l ,  

w h ic h ,  th o u g h  i n  i t s  com p le te ne ss  beyonW human kno w le dg e ,

1 . ’ E le m e n ts  o f  C o n s t r u c t iv e  P h i lo s o p h y /  p .  432.
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f e t  i s  b e in g  c o n t i n u a l l y  r e a l i s e d  i n  the  p ro c e s s e s  o f  th e  

UaJ. v -.'-se and i n  o u r own l i f e s .  T h is  c o n c e p t io n  o f  an 

im m anent t e l e o lo g y  does n o t  se p a ra te  th e  end f ro m  th e  means *

I n  th e  w ords  o i  L a t t a ,  " I n  so f a r  as th e  means a re  u t i l i s e d

th e  end i s  r e a l i s e d ..............  « The s p e c i f i c  n a tu r e  o f  th e

means i s  an e le m e n t i n  the  end; the  end, a p a r t  f r o m  th e  means,
•f

i s  n o t  th e  end t l i a t  we r e a l l y  s e e k ."  P r o f .  M ackenz ie  ta k e s

a w o rk  o f  a r t  as an i l l u s t r a t i o n  o f  t h i s  c o n c e p t io n .  As he

p u ts  i t ,  th e  " f i n a l i t y "  must be " im m anent"  i n  th e  sys tem .

The end o f  th e  u n iv e r s e  i s  i t s  own p e r f e c t i o n ,  w h ic h ,

c o n s e q u e n t ly ,  m ust be a c h ie v e d  e n t i r e l y  w i t h i n  i t s e l f .  T h is

c o n c e p t io n  o f  W o r th  o r  V a lu e  fo rm s th e  c e n t r a l  f e a t u r e  o f

m o s t modern system s o f  p h i lo s o p h y .  I t  i s  em phasised by

B o s a n q u e t and B r a d le y ,  H o f f  d in g  and Eucken, no l e s s  th a n  b y

S p in o z a ,  L e ib n i z ,  and K a n t ,  To K a n t th e  w o r ld  i s  a m o ra l

o r d e r ,  w he re  th e  m ost p ro m in e n t  p o s i t i o n  i s  g iv e n  to the

g o o d - w i l l ,  as som e th ing  i n t r i n s i c a l l y  good a p a r t  f ro m  i t s

m a t e r i a l  consequences . I n  t r u t h ,  i t  i s  K a n t ’ s f i r m

c o n v i c t i o n  i n  th e  u l t im a t e  v a lu e  o r  w o r th  o f  th e  u n iv e r s e  as 
s

a " r e a lm  o f  end" t h a t  s u p p l ie s  the  key  to h is 'w h o le  

p h i l o s o p h y . *  As i t  has been p u t ,  E t h i c a l  T e le o lo g y  i s  

th e  m id d le  te rm  i n  th e  C r i t i c a l  P h i lo s o p h y .  The p ro b le m  

o f  th e  th re e  C r i t i q u e s  i s  one p ro b le m , and a p a r t  f r o m  th e  

p o s i t i v e  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  o f  th e  C r i t i q u e  o f  Judgm ent, th e  

p ro b le m  o f  th e  C r i t i q u e  o f  Pu re  Reason ca n n o t be u n d e rs to o d .  

The outcome o f  th ^  K a n t ia n  P h i lo s o p h y  i s  th e  C o n c e p t io n  o f  

N a tu r e  as a m o ra l  o r d e r .  I n  th e  D i a l e c t i c  M e ch a n ic ism  i s  

shown to  be in c a p a b le  o f  c o m p le te ly  e x p la i n i n g  N a tu re  

w i t h o u t  i n t r o d u c i n g  T e le o lo g y  as a h e u r i s t i c  p r i n c i p l e .  The 

f e e l i n g  o f  u n i t y  u n d e r l i e s  a l l  o u r  s p e c u la t i v e  e n d e a vo u rs .  

Reason, f ro m  i t s  v e r y  n a tu r e ,  s t r i v e s  a f t e r  th e  u n c o n d i t i o n e d .

p , ’ P ro c e e d in g s  o f  th e  A r i s t o t l e i a n  S o c ie ty  ( 1 9 0 7 -0 .j ) ’̂
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Though t h i s  u n c o n d i t io n e d  i s  beyond e x p e r ie n c e ,  th o u g î i  th e  

c o n e i . l 01?. 01 bjie s y s te m & t ic  u n i t y  o f  n a tu re  as co m p le te  

t e l e o l o g i c a l  u n i t y  i s  an i d e a l ,  y e t  i n  th e  f a c t  o f  f re e d o m  

we have  an in s ta n c e  o f  a Pure T e le o lo g y ^  and t h i s  c o n c e p t io n  

o f  Freedom  s u p p l ie s  the  ke yn o te  to a t e l e o X ^ i c a l ' i n t e r p r e t ­

a t i o n ' o f  N a tu r e .  The v a l i d i t y  o f  B i i ' t ic s  p re sup p o ses  th e  

s u b o r d in a t i o n  o f  n a tu re  to a m o ra l  p u rp o se . There  i s  a c lo s e  

k i n s h i p  be tw een  n a tu re  and the  m ora l p e r s o n a l i t y .  I t  i s  

o n l y  i n  a m o r a l l y  o rd e re d  w o r ld  t h a t  the  m o ra l  man can
ia t t a i n  to  m o ra l  c u l t u r e .  Though K a n t s t r e n u o u s ly  p r o t e s t s

a g a in s t  th e  i n t r o d u c t i o n  o f  a Supreme B e in g  to  e x p la in

p a r t i c u l a r  phenomena, and demands an e x p la n a t io n  o f  th e

c o u rs e  o f  t i l i n g s  on m e ch a n ica l l i n e s ,  ye t t h i s  mechanism i s

n o t  r e a l l y  c o n t r a d i c t o r y  to T e le o lo g y  i n  th e  t r u e  sense. The

M echan ism  he fa-^jours i n  th e  C r i t i q u e  o f  Judgment i s  one t h a t

t r a n s c e n d s  th e  d i s t i n c t i o n  o f  Mechanism and T e le o lo g y .  I t

i s  n a t u r e  re g a rd e d  as p u rp o s iv e  w i t h o u t  a p u rp o s e ,  a t h e o r y
t

t h a t  has  been compared to  B e rg s o n ’ s " c r e a t i v e  e v o l u t i o n . "

IX & P ro f .  P r i n g l e - P a t t i s o n  i n  ’ The Id e a  o f  G o d . ’
2 .  M a c m i l la n ,  ’ The C row n ing  Phase o f  the  C r i t i c a l  P h i lo s o p h y .
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THE NATURE OE THE . SELE.

Modern p h i lo s o p h y  opens i n  D e sca r te s  w i t h  a 

fu n d a m e n ta l  o p p o s i t i o n  between th e  t h i n k in g  s u b je c t  on th eo.'n.d
one h a n d ^ th e  w o r ld  o f  ex tended  m a t te r  on th e  o t h e r .  The 

p e r n i c i o u s  two -  subs tance  d o c t r in e  i s  o p e n ly  espoused, 

and many o f  i t s  f a t a l  consequences a re  e x p l i c i t l y  d ra n n .

As a r e s u l t  D e s c e r te s  sh u ts  h im s e l f  up w i t h i n  th e  c i r c l e  

o f  h i s  own id e a s ,  and can never re a c h  a w o r ld  o f  e x t e r n a l  

o b j e c t s .

Spinoza, w ith  h i s  o m i s  d e te rm in a t io  e s t  n e g a t io ,  

d e n ie s  th e  s u b s t a n t i a l i t y  o f  the  f i n i t e  s e l f .  S ubstance  

i s  d e f in e d  as t h a t  w h ic h  i s  i n  i t s e l f  and i s  c o n c e iv e d  

th ro u g h  i t s e l f ,  and such a c h a ra c te r  can be a s c r ib e d  o n l y  

to God, th e  A b s o lu te  S ubs tance .

L e i b n i z ,  how ever, co n c e iv e d  th e  u n iv e r s e  as çiade up 

o f  a m u l t i p l i c i t y  o f  s p i r i t u a l  su b s ta n ce s , and saves h i s  

sys te m  f r o m  th e  charge  o f  A tom ism s im p ly  b y  h o ld in g  t h a t ,  

th o u g h  n o t  a r e a l , y e t  an i d e a l , c o n t i n u i t y  o b ta in s  be tw een  

th e  mo n a d s •

The E m p i r i c i s t s ,  Locke and B e r k e le y ,  u p h o ld  th e  v ie w  

o f  th e  s e l f  as a s u b s t a n t i a l  e n t i t y ,  though  Hume, coin ing 

ii. 'n .iedvia te ly a f t e r ,  s t r e n u o u s ly  d e n ie d  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  

such  a h y b r i d ,  and r e s o lv e d  th e  s e l f  i n t o  th e  sum o f  i t s

own s t a t e s .

K a n t ,  com ing a f t e r  Hume, was a t  f i r s t  s te ep ed  i n  th e  

p h i lo s o p h y  o f  W o l f f ,  and so i t  i s  n o t  s u r p r i s i n g  t h a t  h i s  

p r e - C r i t i c a l  w r i t i n g s  abound i n  passages w h ic h  u p h o ld  th e  

s u b s t a n t i a l i t y  o f  th e  s e l f .  W o l f f  ex tended  th e  L e i b n i z i a n  

p h i lo s o p h y  i n  th e  d i r e c t i o n  o f  A tom ism . He even w avers  i n  

h] s a d o n t io n  o f  th e  id e a  o f  a p r e - e s t a b l i s h e d  harmony 

be tw een s o u l  and body  as b e in g  h a r d l y  r e c o n c i l a b l e  w i t h
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bhe e x t i  erne h e te r o g e n e i t y  w h ic h ,  on } i is  v iev /, o b ta in s  

be tw ee n  th e s e  two su b s ta n ce s . The pu re  s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n  

o f  su os tc i i ic e s , upon w h i cn L e ib n iz  had l a i d  so jnuch s t r e s s ,  

i s  even e x a g g e ra te d  b y  W o l f f . No wonder, t h e r e f o r e ,  t h a t  

K a n t ’ s e a r l i e r  w r i t i n g s  show t r a c e s  o f  such a v ie w .  The 

-.jei : - n iz ia n  c o n c e p t io n  o f  a m u l t i p l i  c i t y  o f  s p i r i t u a l  atoms, 

b u t  m o d i f i e d  i n  acco rdance  v / l f h  th e  N ew ton ian  d is c o v e r ie s ,  

i n f l u e n c e d  h i s  th o u g h t  f o r  a c o n s id e ra b le  p e r io d .  The 

c o n c e p t io n  o f  th e  s e l f  as a s p i r i t u a l  subs tance  p e r s i s t s  

oven th r o u g h o u t  th e  D is s e r t a t i o n  o f  1770 and th e  e a r l i e r  

p o r t i o n s  o f  th e  C r i t i q u e  o f  Pu re  Reason. I n  th e  D i s s e r t a t i o n  

t l ie  s e l f  as an i d e n t i c a l  e n t i t y  i s  co n ce ive d  as e x i s t i n g  

p r i o r  to  a l l  e x p e r ie n c e ,  and to  i t s  s y n t h e t i c  a c t i v i t i e s  

i s  a s s ig n e d  u c r e a t i v e  power i n  th e  g e n e r a t io n  o f  a u n i t a r y  

e x p e r ie n c e ,  f o r  a u n i t a r y  c o n sc io u sn e ss . A s i m i l a r  v ie w  i s  

p r e s e n te d  i n  th ose  passages o f  th e  C r i t i q u e  o f  Pure  Reason 

w here  K a n t  i s  n o t  t r u e  to  h i s  own t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  m ethod. He 

n e v e r  ap pe a rs  to  have f u l l y  r e a l i s e d  the  i m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  the  

s t a n d p o in t  he i s  a im in g  a t ,  and so we f i n d  h im  a c t u a l l y  

t r y i n g  to g iv e  an a c c o u n t  o f  th e  g e n e s is  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  

o u t  o f  w h a t i s  n o t  e x p e r ie n c e .  B u t  as Ward i n s i s t s  i n  h i s  

’ N a t u r a l i s m  and A g n o s t ic i s m ' ,  i f  e x p e r ie n c e  i s  e s s e n t i a l l y  a 

d u a l i t y  i n  u n i t y  i t  i s  g r a t u i t o u s  to t ra n s c e n d  th e  bounds o f  

such  an e x p e r ie n c e  and speak o f  a s u b je c t - i n - :  i t s e l f  end an 

o b j e c t - i n - :  i t s e l f .  We c a n n o t ,  says Ward, e x p la in  

e x p e r ie n c e ;  we ca n no t show how i t  a r i ses f ro m  w ha t i s  n o t  

e x p e r ie n c e .  K a n t ,  how ever, though  he con tends t h a t  

e x p e r ie n c e  i s  a d u a l i t y  i n  u n i t y ,  y e t  t r i e s  to  a c c o u n t  f o r  

th e  o r i g i n  o f  such an e x p e r ie n c e  o u t  o f  a sub j e c t - i n - . f  t s e l f  

and an o b j  e c t - i n - i t s e l f . I t  i s  h e re  t h a t  v/e see th e  

i n f l u e n c e  o f  th e  d u a l is m  o f  h i s  p re d e c e s s o rs ,  j. iom  ./.uich 

K a n t  n e v e r  a ppea rs  to  have s u c c e s s f u l l y  f r e e d  h im s e l f .



So.

When, t h e r e f o r e ,  lie i s  d e v e lo p in g  t h i s  d ua lis ra , he o o n a e ive s  

0  ̂ vlie ^ e l f  as c a p ab le  o f  e x i s t i n g  i n  and by  i t s e l f  p r i o r  to  

a l l  e x p e r ie n c e .  The g e n u in e ly  C r i t i c a l  te a c h in g ,  However, 

cas ^3 .10 l i g ] . i t  on th e  e x is te n c e  o f  such a s e l f  as p re c e d in g  

a l l  kn o w le d g e  o f  o b je c t s .  On C r i t i c a l  p r i n c i p l e s ,  the  s e l f  

c^n  e x i s t  o n l y  i n  so f a r  as i t  goes o u t  o f  i t s e l f ,  as i t  

w e re ,  to  d e te rm in e  o b je c t s .  I t  e x i s t s  s im p ly  as th e  u n i t y  

o f  th e  m a n i f o l d .  I t  i s  f ro m  t h i s  s ta n d p o in t  t h a t  K a n t  

o v e r th r o w s  th e  d o c t r in e  o f  R a t io n a l  P s y c h o lo g y .

To u n d e rs ta n d  K a n t ’ s te a c h in g  i n  th e  s e c t io n  on the

P a ra lo g is m s  o f  R a t io n a l  P syc h o lo g y  i t  i s  n e c e s s a ry  to  b e a r  i n
S

m ind th e  i m p l i c a t i o n  o f  h i s  d o c t r in e  o f  In n e r  Sense. What

r e a l l y  l e d  h im  to a d o p t  such a d o c t r in e  were the  p r e s u p p o s i t io n s

l a i d  b a re  i n  th e  a n a ly s i s  o f  know le dg e . The r e s u l t s  o f  th e

C r i t i c a l  a n a ly s i s  have d e f i n i t e l y  shown t h a t  th e re  can be no

kn o w le d g e  a p a r t  f ro m  a Sensuous m a t e r ia l  g iv e n  i n  th e  m in d .  I n

c-jid b y  th e m s e lv e s  th e  c a te g o r ie s  o f  th e  u n d e rs ta n d in g  a re

l o g i c a l  f u n c t i o n s ,  empty fo rm s , w h ic h  d e r iv e  m eaning and

s i g n i f i c a n c e  o n ly  i n  so f a r  as t.tiey a re  r e a l i s e d  i n  th e  a l i e n

m a t te r  whose p r i n c i p l e s  o f  c o n n e c t io n  th e y  a re  fo u n d  to  b e .

Know ledge  i s  g iv e n  o n ly  th ro u g h  p e r c e p t io n ,  and p e r c e p t io n

in v o l v e s  p a s s i v i t y .  The m ind  i s  a f f e c t e d  by th e  a c t i v i t y  o f

t h in g s  i n  th e m s e lv e s ,  w i t h  the  r e s u l t  t h a t  app e a r  an ces are^

o rodu ced  i n  u s ,  and o u r  know ledge  o f  e x te r n a l .
n o ^ i t d q e .  tficse. e ) ( t e r n a , L  e c  S $— I t ,  iAcse. e x t e r n a . L  raO ft e c  S $

can n e v e r  know th in g s  i n  the m se lve s , whic.n a re  ao-olu t c l y

indcÿ• in d e n t of th e  m in d . S i m i l a r l y ,  i f  th e  m ind  i s  to know 

i t s e l f  i t  m us t p e r c e iv e  i t s e l f ,  and, j u s t  as e x te r n a l  

'osrception is possiule only in so f a r  as th e  mine, i s  a f i  e c te d  

b y  th e  a c t i v i t y  o f  in d e p e n d e n t  t h in g s  i n  th e m s e lv e s ,  88 

i n t e r n a l  p e r c e p t io n  r e q u i r e s  f o r  i t s  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  th e  

m in d  be a f f e c t e d  by  i t s  own a c t i v i t y .  M o re o ve r ,  j u o t  ao
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e x t 011:0,1 p e r c e p t io n  i s  con ce ived  as bein.g due to a p a s s iv e

f a c u l t y ,  c a l l e d  e x t e r n a l  o r  o u te r  sense, so the  m ind  i s

c 0n ce i/ye d  cri, a f i e c u in g  i t s e l f  i n  v i r t u e  o f  a s i m i l a r  f a c u l t y ,

c a l l e d  i n t e r n a l  o r  i n n e r  sense. C on se q u e n t ly ,  we n e v e r  do know

o u r s e l v e s . Our know ledge  o f  o u rs e lv e s  i s  l i m i t e d  to  a

kn o w le d g e  o f  the  a f f e c t i o n s  p roduced  i n  us by  th e  m in d ’ s own

a c t i v i t y .  Hence, when we lo o k  in w a rd s  and c o n te m p la te  o u r

i n n e r  l i f e ,  w ha t a re  r e v e a le d  to us a re  mere appearances due

to  o u r s e l v e s ,  and n o t  o u r s e lv e s .  The s ta te s  and p ro c e s s e s  o f

th e  e m p i r i c a l  s e l f  a re  mere appearances, and know ledge  o f

a p p e a ra n c e ,  K a n t co n te n d s ,  i s  r a d i c a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  f ro m

kn o w ledg e  o f  t h a t  w h ich  p roduces  the  appea rance . Hence, th e

l i m i t e d  c h a r a c t e r  o f  o u r  know ledge debars us f r o m  m aking  any

d e f i n i t e  a s s e r t i o n s  c o n c e rn in g  the  n a tu re  o f  o u r  r e a l  b e in g .

The t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  s u b je c t ,  to  Yhiose a c t i v i t i e s  e m p i r i c a l

c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s  u l t i m a t e l y  due, i s  unknovm and u n kn o w a b le .

T h is  v ie w  o f  i n n e r  sense i s  n o t  r e c o g n is e d  by C a i r d ,  and he

i n t e r p r e t s  i n n e r  sense to mean in n e r  r e f l e c t i o n . K a n t  h im s e l f

does o f t e n  ta k e  i t  i n  t h i s  l a t t e r  sense, b u t  so lo n g  as he

c o n s i s t e n t l y  d e v e lo p s  h i s  C r i t i c a l  p r i n c i p l e s  he has to  deny

kn o w le d g e  o f  a r e a l  s e l f  by mere s e l f - c o n s c io u s  r e f l e c t i o n .

M e n ta l  s t a t e s  and p ro ce sse s  as known a re  mere a p pea rance s ,

m e c h a n ic a l l y  d e te rm in e d  i n  e x a c t l y  th e  same way as th e  o b je c t s

o f  o u t e r  se nse , and to g e th e r  rriaking up an e m p ir ic a , l . - y

o b j e c t i v e  w o r ld .  B u t  K a n t  n o t i c e s  a n o th e r  a s p e c t  o f  th e

n a t u r e  o f  th e  s e l f - c o n s c io u s  s u b je c t .  A man’ s phenomenal

g e l f  i s ,  as i t  w e re ,  l i m i t e d  to h i s  ov/n b ody , and i s  r e g a rd e d

mer e l  y  as one o b je c t  among o th e r s .  On the^y ther hand, how ever,

t h e r e  i s  t h a t  in  h im  i n  v i r t u e  o f  w h ic h  he i s  e n a b le d  to

t r a n s c e n d  h i s  f i n i t e n e s s ,  h i s  p a r t i c u l a r i t y ,  arid c o n te m p la te

th e  u n iv e r s e  f r o m  a u n iv e r s a l  p o i n t  o f  v ie w .  I n s te a d  o f  b e in g
e

a mere p a r t i c u l a r  among o t h e r s ,  the  u n i v e r s a l  aspe/v o f
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c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  t h a t  i s ,  th e  t r a n n c en,d e n ta l  u n i t y  o f  a p p e r ­

c e p t i o n ,  e n a b le s  th e  co n s c io u s  s u b je c t  to  comprehend 

in n u m e ra b le  o b je c t s  and re d u ce  them i n t o  a s y s te m a t ic  w h o le  

o r  w o r ld .  R a n t s h a rp ly  d i s t in g u is h e d  th e se  two a s p e c ts  o f  

c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  and c o n s e q u e n t ly  he re g a rd e d  kno w ledge  o f  th e  

one as newt e q u iv a le n t  to know ledge  o f  th e  o t h e r .  The 

u n i v e r s a l  a s p e c t  o f  the  s e l f  c a l l s  f o r  an e x p la n a t io n  wOiich 

i n n e r  a p pe a ra nce s , ow ing to  t h e i r  c o n t in g e n t  c h a r a c t e r ,  can

n e v e r  s u p p ly .  Know ledge o f  the  one a s p e c t  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s
gr

m u s t b € s h a r p ly  d is t in § u is h e d  fro m  know ledge  o f  th e  o th e r

a s p e c t .  I n  t r u t h ,  the  u n i v e r s a l i t y  o f  the  s e l f  m us t a lw a ys

re m a in  a m j^s te ry  to  u s ,  f o r  o u r  s o le  o b je c t  o f  kn o w le dg e ,

when th e  m ind  i s '  tu rn e d  in w a rd s ,  i s  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  phenomenal

s e l f  w h ic h  a p pe a rs  to be n e c e s s a r i l y  bound up w i t h  th e

p re s e n c e  o f  a f i n i t e  body , and, t h e r e f o r e ,  i t  seems as i f  i t

w e re  a t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  s e l f  f ro m  t h a t  w h ic h  e n a b le s  a man

to  t r a n s c e n d  h i s  f i n i t u d e  and c o n te m p la te  th e  u n iv e r s e  f ro m

a u n i v e r s a l  p o i n t  o f  v ie w .  I t  i s  t h i s  d i f f e r e n c e  be tw een th e

two a s p e c ts  o f  o u r  c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  w h ic h  te n d s  to  make us

r e g a r d  them as two s e p a ra te  s e lv e s ,  t h a t  u n d e r l i e s  K a n t ’ s

t r e a tm e n t  o f  th e  P a ra lo g is m s  and i s  r e s p o n s ib le  f o r  h i s

u n f o r t u n a t e  d o c t r i n e  o f  I n n e r  Sense as we have o u t l i n e d  i t  
above,

C a i r o ' s  v e r s io n  o f  " I n n e r  Sense" f a i l s  to  g iv e  e x p re s s -A

i o n  to  th e s e  d i s t i n c t  a s p e c ts  o f  c o n sc io u sn e ss  as c o n c e iv e d  

by K a n t ,  w h i l s t  th e  v ie w  we have adop ted  o f  I n n e r  Sense does 

f u l l  j u s t i c e  to  K a n t 's  c o n c e p t io n  o f  th e  e m p i r i c a l  ego and 

th e  p u re  ego as b e in g  tv/o d i s t i n c t  and sepciXate s e lv e s .  S in c e  

o u r  k n o w le d g e , t h e r e f o r e ,  i s  l i m i t e d  to  t h a t  o f  th e  e m p i r i c a l  

g o l f ,  i t  m us t be  m a in ta in e d  t h a t  th e  s u b je c t  i n  i t  s e r f  i s  

e s s e n t i a l l y  u n k n o w a b le .  I t  must be a d m i t te d ,  how e ve r, t h a t  

K a n t  a t  t im e s  seems to w aver i n  h i s  a s s e r t io n s  c o n c e rn in g  th e
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u nkno w ab le ness  o f  th e  r e a l  s e l f ,  but t h i  3 can he s e t  down 

to h i s  p r i v a t e  c o n v i c t i o n s .  The L e ib n i z i a n  s p i r i t u a l i s m  

had  sunk too deep to  be e a s i l y  e r a d ic a te d ,  an.d so he fo u n d  

i t  v e r y  d i f f i c u l t  to  deny a b s o lu t e l y  any kn ow le dge  o f  a 

noum ena l s e l f .

T u r n in g ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  to  th e  s e c t io n s  on th e  P a ra lo g is m s  

as g iv e n  i n  th e  1 s t  and 2nd e d i t i o n s  o f  th e  C r i t i q u e ,  we 

m us t b e a r  i n  m ind  K a n t ’ s d o c t r i n e  o f  I n n e r  Sense and a ls o  

th e  th e o r y  t h a t  he i s  c o m b a t in g . I t  has been w e l l  s a id  t i i a t  

th e  d e s t r u c t i v e  p a r t  o f  a th e o r y  g e n e r a l l y  c a s ts  more l i g h t  

on th e  a u t h o r ’ s meaning th a n  th e  c o n s t r u c t i v e  p a r t .  The same 

h o ld s  t r u e  o f  K a n t  i n  t h i s  c o n n e c t io n .  H is  s o le  a im  i s  to  

expose th e  weakness o f  th e  p o s i t i o n  a d o p te d  by  R a t io n a l  

P s y c h o lo g y ,  11 i s  n o t  so much th e  c o n c lu s io n s  drawn by  

th e se  p h i lo s o p h e r s  t h a t  c a l l  f o r t h  h i s  s t r i c t u r e s  on 

R a t io n a l  P s y c h o lo g y .  I n  f a c t ,  K e n t  h im s e l f  u p h e ld  th e  v ie w  

o f  th e  e x is t e n c e  o f  a s o u l  t h a t  s u r v iv e s  th e  b o d y ,  b u t  he 

d id  so e n t i r e l y  on e t h i c a l  g ro u n d s .  H ere  i s  s im p ly  a v e rs e  

to  th e  p ro c e s s  o f  r e a s o n in g  by w h ic b  th e  r a t i o n a l  

p s y c h o lo g is t s  e s t a b l i s h  t h e i r  c o n c lu s io n s .  He seeks to  save 

th e  s o u l  f r o m  the  p r e t e n t io n s  o f  th e  s p e c u la t i v e  re a s o n  

so t h a t  T/e s h a l l  have no j u s t i f i c a t i o n  f o r  denying th e  

e x is t e n c e  o f  such a s o u l  ow ing  to t h e o r e t i c a l  

i n c o n s i s t e n c ie s .  T h e r e fo r e ,  he shows t h a t  th e  s t a r t i n g -  

p o i n t  a d o p te d  by th e se  p h i lo s o p h e r s  c a n n o t  o f  i t s e l f  s u p p ly  

s u f f i c i e n t  e v id e n c e  to w a r r a n t  th e  re m a rk a b le  c o n c lu s io n s  

drawn by R a t io n a l  P s y c h o lo g y .  K a n t ’ s c r i t i c i s m ,  i n  e f f e c t ,  

i s  t h a t  th e  " I  t h i n k "  o f  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s  a mere 

r e p r e s e n t a t i o n ,  and as such  i t s  u n i t y  c a n n o t o f  i t s e l f  

e s t a b l i s h  th e  u n i t y  o f  i t s  s u b s t ra tu m  and f o u n d a t io n .  He 

does n o t  deny th e  e x is t e n c e  o f  such a s u b s t a n t i a l  u n i t y ;
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he m e re ly  co n te nds  t h a t  th e  s p e c u la t i v e  re a s o n ,  w h ic h  i s  

l i m i t e d  to  a know ledge  o f  th e  mere l o g i c a l  p r i n c i p l e  r r

r e v e a le d  i n  th e  T h eo ry  o f  Know ledge , can n e i t h e r  p ro v e  n o r  

d is p r o v e  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  suchjb, s o u l .  C o n s e q u e n t ly  v/e f i n d  

h im  m e n t io n in g  a rgum ents  w h ic h  a re  q u i t e  l e g i t i m a t e  so f a r  

as R a t io n a l  P s y c h o lo g y  i s  con ce rn ed , the  s u b s ta n c e  o f  v h i ic h ,  

h o w e ve r ,  he h im s e l f  w ou ld  n e v e r  dream o f  a c c e p t in g .  Vox 
exa jnp le , i n  o r d e r  to  show t h a t  th e  u n i t y  o f  a p p e r c e p t io n  as 

r e v e a le d  i n  know ledge  c a n n o t  o f  i t s e l f  j u s t i f y  us i n  

c o n c lu d in g  t h a t  the  s e l f  i s  a u n i t a , r y  s u b s ta n c e ,  s im p le  and 

s e l f - i d e n t i c a l ,  he su g g e s ts  t h a t  th e  u n d e r l y in g  S u b s t r a ta  

m ig h t  change w l i i l s t  s t i l l  g i v i n g  th e  a ppea rance  o f  an 

i d e n t i c a l  u n i t y .  We a re  n o t  e n t i t l e d  to  c o n c lu d e  f r o m  t h i s  

t h a t  K a n t  was re a d y  to  deny th e  e x is te n c e  o f  a u n i t a r y  s o u l  

as u n d e r l y in g  th e  u n i t y  o f  a p p e rc e p t io n .  C o n s e q u e n t ly ,  th e s e  

a rg um e n ts  c a n n o t  be adduced as e v id e n ce  o f  any change o f  

v ie w  c o n te m p la te d  b y  K a n t ,  as P r o f .  N .K .S m i th  a p p e a rs  to  

t h i n k  i n  w o rk in g  o u t  th e  e la b o r a te  sys te m  o f  w h a t he c a l l s  

K a n t ’ s "p h e n o m e n a l is m ."

I n  th e  l i g h t  o f  w h a t has been s t a t e d  above , we can no’ "

p ro c e e d  to  d e a l  w i t h  th e  P a ra lo g is m s .  I n  ag ree m en t w i t h  th e

W o l f f i a n  s c h o o l  K a n t  h o ld s  t h a t  i f  th e re  i s  to  be a kno w le dge

o f  a t h i n g  i n  i t s e l f ] ^ e  can a t t a i n  to  i t  b y  means o f  th e  a

p r i o r i  a lo n e .  The a p o s t e r i o r i  c a n n o t c a r r y  us f u r t h e r  than

a p p e a ra n c e s .  I n  th e  s e c t io n s  on th e  P a ra lo g ism js  he  asks  i f
e

th e  a p r i o r i  can g iv e  us a know ledge  o f  th e  s e l f  as substa i^e  

as th e  r a t i o n a l i s t s  c la im .  I t  i s  t h i s  r a t i o n a l i s t  c la im  

t h a t  he i s  o u t  to o v e r th r o w .  I n  a cco rda n ce  w i t h  i t s  c la im s ,  

t h e r e f o r e .  R a t io n a l  P s y c h o lo g y  m ust base  i t s  c o n c lu s io n s  on 

th e  p u re  »*i t h i n k "  o f  s e l f - c e n s c io u s n e s s ,  f o r ,  i f  any 

e m p i r i c a l  e le m e n t i s  a d m i t te d ,  such a p s y c h o lo g y  w o u ld  cease 

to  be a p u re  s c ie n c e .  The ju d g m e n t " I  t h i n k "  i s  a lw a ys  

e m p i r i c a l ,  b u t  i n  and by  i t s e l f  th e  " I  t h i n k "  i s  a p u r e l y
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i n t e l l e c t u a l  id e a .  A t  th e  o u t s e t  K a n t  n o te s  t h a t  th e  

d i f f i c u l t y  p e r t a i n i n g  to  the  s e l f  i s  t h a t  th e  t h i n k i n g  

s u b je c t  c a n n o t  be known as o b je c t .  The s e l f  as knovn i s  th e  

phenom enal o r  e m p i r i c a l  s e l f ,  b u t  such an e m p i r i c a l  s e l f -  

c o n s c io u s n e s s  p resup po ses  th e  p u re  ego as the  c o n d i t i o n  o f  i t s  

p o s s i b i l i t y .  To have a knov/1 edge o f  a n y th in g  ŵ e m us t 

d e te rm in e  i t  as an o b je c t  th ro u g h  th e fc a te g o r ie s ,  b u t  th e  s e l f ,  

as th e  so u rce  o f  th e  c a te g o r ie s ,  c a n n o t be i t s e l f  d e te rm in e d  . 

th ro u g h  them . We a re  e n ta n g le d  i n  a " v i c i o u s  c i r c l e "  

w he ne ve r t e  a t te m p t  to d e te rm in e  the  s u b j e c t - i n - i t s e l f ,  f o r  

e v e ry  a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  th e  c a te g o r ie s  has a l r e a d y  made use o f
ft

th e  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  th e  i ^ f . S in c e ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  we c a n n o t

know th e  s e l f  as e x i s t i n g  i n  and by  i t s e l f ,  v/e a re  a b le  to

com prehend i t  s im p ly  i n  i t s  e f f e c t s  i n  th e  d e te r m in a t io n  o f

th e  m a n i f o ld  o f  sense. "By t h i s  , o r  he, o r  i jb , t h a t  i s  th e

t h i n g  w h ic h  t h i n k s ,  nod)hing i s  re p re s e n te d  beyond  a

t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  s u b je c t  o f  th o u g h ts  = X, w h ic h  i s  known o n ly

th ro u g h  th e  th o u g h ts  t h a t  a re  i t s  p r e d ic a t e s ,  and o f  w h ic h ,

a p a r t  f r o m  them, we can n e v e r  have the  s l i g h t e s t  c o n c e p t ,

so t h a t  v/e a re  r e a l l y  t u r n in g  ro u n d  i t  i n  a p e r p e tu a l  c i r c l e ,

h a v in g  a l r e a d v  to  use i t s  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n ,  b e fo r e  we can fo rm
1

any ju d g m e n t a b o u t  i t . "  S in c e ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  th e  s e l f  i s  known 

o n ly  i n  i t s  r e l a t i o n  to o b je c t s ,  we c a n n o t make a r y  a s s e r t i o n s  

c o n c e rn in g  i t  o u ts id e  t h i s  r e l a t i o n ,  and so we ca n n o t 

d e te rm in e  i j : ,  as R a t io n a l  P s y c h o lo g y  does, as a su b s ta n ce  

e x i s t i n g  i n  an^d b y  i t s e l f  a p a r t  f ro m  a l l  o b je c t s  w h a ts o e v e r .

To d e te rm in e  th e  s e l f  as an o b je c t  and so as a subsuance 

w o u ld  r e q u i r e  a m a n ifo ld . ,  and. th e re  i s  no t r a c e  o f  such a m a n i­

f o l d  i n  th e  b a re  " I  t h i n k . "  I t  i s  " t h e  p o o r e s t  o f  a l l  o u r  

i d e a s , "  i n  i t s e l f  p e r f e c t l y  empty, o f  w h ic h  we c a n n o t  even say 

t h a t  i t  i s  a c o n c e p t .  I t  i s  n o t  a r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  s e r v in g  to  

d i s t i n g u i s h  a p a r t i c u l a r  o b je c t ,  b u t  m e re ly  a fo rm  o f  

r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  i n  g e n e r a l .  The f a c t  o f  the  m a t te r  i s ,  t h a t  th e

1 . A . p . 346 .
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R a t io n a l  P s y c h o lo g is t s  have c o n fu te d  th e  s e l f  t h a t  can he 

known as an o b je c t  w i t h  th e  t h i n k i n g  s u b je c t  t h a t  c a n n o t  be 

th u s  c h a r a c t e r i s e d .  The s e l f  as known i s  m e re ly  th e  

phenom ena l s e l f ,  and i n  a t t a i n i n g  to  a kn o w ledg e  o f  t h i s  s e l f  

R a t i o n a l  P s y c h o lo g y  th o u g h t  t h a t  i t  was d e te r m in in g  th e  p u re  

ego w h ic h  i s  q u i t e  d i s t i n c t  f r o m  th e  e m p i r i c a l  ego . T h is  i s  

q u i t e  c o n s is t e n t  w i t h  K a n t ’ s v ie w  o f  I n n e r  Sense. H is  

c o n t e n t i o n  appears  to  be t h a t  th e  c o n s c io u s  s u b je c t  i n  

d e te r m in in g  o b je c t s  a f f e c t s  i t s e l f ,  so t h a t  w i t h i n  th e  s u b je c t -  

o b je c t  r e l a t i o n  i t  appea rs  d i f f e r e n t  f r o m  w h a t i t  i s  o u t s id e  

t h a t  r e l a t i o n ,  i  .e . , as i t  i s  i n  i t s e l f .  Our kn o w le dg e  o f  

th e  s e l f ,  h o w e ve r, i s  l i m i t e d  to  i t s  appearance  w i t h i n  th e  

s u b j e c t - o b j e c t  r e l a t i o n ,  and c o n s e q u e n t ly  we can n e ve r  

d e te rm in e  th e  s u b je c t  i n  i t s e l f .

B e fo r e  we b e g in  d is c u s s in g  each o f  th e  P a ra lo g is m s  i n  

t u r n  i t  i s  n e c e s s a ry  to  n o t i c e  th e  f u l l  i m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  

K a n t ’ s d o c t r i n e  o f  I n n e r  Sense. Had he k e p t  c o n s i s t e n t l y  to o  

th e  i m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  t h i s  doc t i n e  i t  w o u ld  have been im p o s s ib le  

f o r  h im  to  e s t a b l i s h i r e a l i t y  i n  any fo rm .  Our i n n e r  s t a t e s  

and p ro c e s s e s  b e in g  mere appea rance s , i t  i s  o b v io u s  t h a t  

w h a te v e r  i s  apprehended b y  t h e i r  means m ust be i l l u s o r y .  To 

know a r y t h i n g  f o r  w ha t i t  i s ,  to  know appea rance  as 

a p p e a ra n ce , e v i d e n t l y  p re su p p o se s  th e  r e a l i t y  o f  th e  m e n ta l  

p ro c e s s  w he re b y  i t  i s  app reh e nde d . I n  th e  P o s t u la t e s  o f  

E m p i r i c a l  T ho u g h t,  how ever, and a ls o  i n  h i s  c r i t i c i s m  o f  th e  

o n c o lo g ic a l  a rgum en t f o r  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  God, K a n t  had 

e x p r e s s ly  d e c la re d  t h a t  a mere con cep t,  i n  and by  i t s e l f ,  

c a n n o t  e s t a b l i s h  e x is te n c e .  E x p e r ie n c e  a lo n e  can s u p p ly  th e  

n e c e s s a ry  d a ta  f o r  i n f e r r i n g  e x is t e n c e .  The " s o le  c r i t e r i o n  

o f  a c t u a l i t y "  i s  p e r c e p t io n ,  b u t  a p e r c e p tu a l  e x p e r ie n c e  i s  

n e c e s s a r i l y  a p p e a ra n ce . C o n s e q u e n t ly ,  th e re  a re  no r e a l  

p ro c e s s e s  o f  a r e a l  s e l f  w hereby appea rance  can be a p prehended ,
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and so we have n o th in g  h u t  i l l u s i o n .  As P i s t o r i u s  p u ts  i t ,

" ( i f  o u r  i n n e r  r e p r e s e n ta t io n s  a re  n o t  t h in g s  i n  th e m s e lv e s

h u t  o n ly  a p pe a rance s ) th e re  w i l l  he n o th in g  h u l  i l l u s i o n ,

f o r  n o th in g  re m a in s  to w h ic h  a n y th in g  can a p p e a r . "  K a n t ,

t h e r e f o r e ,  i s  fa c e d  w i t h  a s e r io u s  p ro b le m .  H is  d o c t r i n e  o f

i n n e r  sense c o n s i s t e n t l y  d e ve lo p e d  i m p l i e s  t h a t  th e  o n ly  s e l f

r e v e a le d  to  c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s  a p pea ra nce . Y e t ,  i n  some way o r

o t h e r ,  he has to m a in t a in  t h a t  th e  s e l f - c o n s c io u s  s u b je c t
ly

p ossesse s  a r e a l  e x is t e n c e ,  even th o u g h  th e  t r u ^  c r i t i c s h  

te a c h in g  makes i t  im p o s s ib le  f o r  us  to  d e te rm in e  i n  anyway
CL

th e  n a tu r e  o f ^ f e &  noumenal b e in g .  I n  th e  1 s t  e d i t i o n ,  h o w e ve r ,  

he appe a rs  to have assumed the  e x is t e n c e  o f  a noum enal b e in g ,  

th o u g h  he a rg u e s  t h a t  we' c a n n o t  have a loi ow l edge o f  i t .  We 

know t h a t  som e th ing  does t h i n k  i n  u s ,  he seems to a s s e r t ,  

th o u g h  we c a n n o t  say w ha t i t  i s .  We know n o t  v /h e th e r  i t  i s  

" I "  o r  "h e "  o r  " i t . "  I n  th e  2nd e d i t io n ,h o w e v e r ,  th e  p ro b le m  

r a i s e d  b y  the  d o c t r i n e  o f  i n n e r  sense i s  c a n d id ly  f a c e d ,  and 

s e v e r a l  passages added i n  t h i s  e d i t i o n  show t h a t  K a n t  fo u n d  

i t  v e r y  d i f f i c u l t  to  ca rve  o u t  a s a t i s f a c t o r y  p o s i t i o n  f o r  

h i m s e l f .  The d i f f i c u l t y  i s  e v e n t u a l l y  su rm oun ted  by  h o ld in g

-i 'tha t th e  p r o p o s i t i o n  " I  t h i n k "  c o n ta in s  w i t h i n  i t s e l f  th e  

p r o p o s i t i o n  " I  e jn ." The " I  t h i n k " ,  i t  i s  co n te n de d , i s

i d e n t i c a l  w i t h  th e  " I  am."  "The ’ I  t h i n k ’ e x p re s s e s  th e  a c t
%

o f  d e te r m in in g  my own e x i s t e n c e , "  and th e  s e l f  th u s  r e v e a le d  

i s  n e i t h e r  appearance  n o r  i l l u s i o n ,  f o r  th e  " I  t h i n k "  i s  n o t  

a sensuous, b u t  an i n t e l l e c t u a l ,  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n ,  and, t h e r e ­

f o r e ,  i t  can d e te rm in e  r e a l  e x is t e n c e .  T h is  i n t e l l e c t u a l  

r e p r e s e n t a t i o n ,  how ever, does n o t  g iv e  us  a k n o w le dg e  o f  th e  

s e l f  as e x i s t i n g .  I n t u i t i o n  i s  r e q u i r e d  f o r  kn o w le d g e .

P r i o r  to  e x p e r ie n c e ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  th e  " I  th h k "  m e re ly  g iv e s  us 

th e  th o u g h t  o f  so m e th in g  e x i s t i n g .  L a t e r  on i n  th e  C r i t i q u e  

K a n t  w i l l  n o t  concede even t h i s  power to  th e  " I  t h i n k . "

1 . Q uo ted  b y  P r o f .  N .K .S m i th  i n  ’ Commentary to  K a n t ’ s
C r i t i q u e  o f  P u re  Reason’ p .  323, f r o m  E rdm ann ’ s ’ K r i  t i  cifmus.’

2 . E . 157 n .
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I n  B , 422 m. he e m p h a t i c a l ly  d e c la r e s  t h a t  th e  p r o p o s i t i o n  

" I  t h i n k " ,  o r  " I  e x i s t  t h i n k i n g , "  i s  ê n e m p i r i c a l  p r o p o s i t i o n ,  

and c a n n o t  ta k e  p la c e  v/ik :hout sensuous m a t e r i a l  b e in g  s u p p l i e d  

to  t h o u g h t .  The " I  t h i n k "  i s  s t i l l  i n t e l l e c t u a l ,  "but i t  now 

tu r n s  o u t  t h a t  t h i s  "p u re  i n t e l l e c t u a l  f a c u l t y "  c a n n o t  be 

em p loyed  p r i o r  to  a l l  e x p e r ie n c e  to  d e te rm in e  th e  s u b j e c t ’ s 

e x is t e n c e .  The e m p i r i c a l  i s  in d is p e n s a b le  f o r  i t s  a p p l i c a t i o n .  

" V / i t h o u t  some e m p i r i c a l  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s ,  how ever, w h ic h  

s u p p l i e s  th e  m a t te r  f o r  th o u g h t ,  th e  a c t ,  I  t h i n k ,  w o u ld  n o t  

ta k e  p la c e ,  and th e  e m p i r i c a l  i s  o n ly  th e  c o n d i t i o n  o f  th e  

a p p l i c a t i o n  o r  o f  th e  use o f  th e  p u re  i n t e l l e c t u a l  f a c u l t y . "

The " I  t h i n k " ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  i n v o l v e s  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  th e  

s u b je c t ,  b u t  i t  c a n n o t  s u p p ly  us w i t h  any f u r t h e r  i n f o r m a t io n  

r e g a r d in g  th e  n a tu r e  o f  t h i s  noumenal b e in g .  I t  m e re ly  

a s s e r t s  t h a t  i t  i s ,  n o t  w ha t i t  i s .  " ................I  am c o n s c io u s

o f  m y s e l f ,  n e i t h e r  as I  appear to m y s e l f ,  n o r  as I  am b y
t  Z

m y s e l f ,  bu t oï% ^ h a t  I  am ." T h is  n o t i o n  o f  the  s e l f ' s

e x is t e n c e  i n v o l v e d  i n  th e  " I  t h i n k "  i s  d is c u s s e d  b y  K a n t  i n
3

an i n t e r e s t i n g  passage added i n  th e  2nd e d i t i o n  w here  he
c

seeks  f u r t h e r  to r ^ o n c i l e  a t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  c o n s c io u s n e s s  

o f  th e  s e l f ’ s e x is te n c e  w i t h  th e  d o c t r i n e  o f  the  P o s t u la t e s  

o f  E m p i r i c a l  T h o u g h t.  Though i n  h i s  e a r l i e r  w r i t i n g s  th e  

p u re  fo rm s  o f  th e  u n d e rs ta n d in g  were re g a rd e d  as c a p a b le  o f  

y i e l d i n g  th e  c o n c e p t io n  o f  o b je c t s  i n  g e n e r a l ,  th e  g e n u in e ly  

c r i t i c à l  t e a c h i n g . i s  a b s o lu t e l y  opposed to  such a v ie w  o f  

th e  f u n c t i o n  o f  th e  c a t e g o r ie s .  Prom K a n t ’ s m a tu re  s ta n d ­

p o i n t  th e  c a te g o r ie s  as p u re  fo rm s  o f  th e  u n d e rs ta n d in g  a re  

m e r e ly  l o g i c a l  fo rm s ,  i n  and by  t h e m s e lv e s , p e r f e c t l y  em pty , 

and th u s  th e y  c a n n o t y b ld  us any o b je c t  w h a ts o e v e r .  Sense 

a lo n e  can s u p p ly  us w i t h  o b je c t s .  I n  B. 429, how eve r, K a n t  

a d m its  t h a t  i n  th e  p r o p o s i t i o n  " I  t h i n k , "  when i t  means " I

1 .  B . 422n . ho o m # iD ^ io a l l y  d ^ ü la M ü  th ^ h  t h r  ' mi t1 irn
2 . B . 1 57 .
&/bB/422n.
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e x i s t  t h i n k i n g , "  vre a re  d e te r m in in g  the  s u b je c t  as an 

o b j e c t  w i t h  r e fe r e n c e  to  i t s  e x is t e n c e .  The C a te g o r ie s  

c a n n o t  g iv e  us co n s c io u s n e s s  o f  such  an o b j e c t .  T h e re ­

f o r e ,  K a n t  c o n c lu d e s  t h a t  th e  n o t io n  o f  e x is t e n c e  

i n v o l v e d  i n  th e  " I  t h i n k "  i s  n o t  th e  c a te g o r y  o f  e x is t e n c e .  

H is  g e n e ra l  th e o r y  o f  kn ow ledge  s u p p l ie s  no j u s t i f i c a t i o n  

f o r  th e  s t ra n g e  te a c h in g  o f  E. 422 n .  I t  can o n l y  be 

i n t e r p r e t e d  as an e f f o r t  a f t e r  c o n s is t e n c y .  A c c o rd in g  to  

th e  C r i t i c a l  te a c h in g  to  know a t h i n g  as a c t u a l  demands 

p e r c e p t i o n .  A p u re  c a te g o ry  c a n n o t  y i e l d  an o b je c t .

T h e r e fo r e ,  i n  t h i s  passage , K a n t  says t h a t  th e  " I  t h i n k "
*

e x p re s s e s  an i n d e f i n i t e  e m p i r i c a l  i n t u i t i o n ,  t h a t  i s ,  a 

p e r c e p t i o n , "  and so i s  based  o n  s e n s a t io n ,  so t h a t  i t  can 

a s s e r t  e x is t e n c e .  The n o t i o n  of e x is te n c e  h e re ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  

i s  n o t  a c a te g o ry .  "An i n d e f i n i t e  p e r c e p t i o n , "  he co n t in u e s ^  

" s i g n i f i e s  h e re  something r e a l  o n l y  tYj&t has been  g iv e n  

m e r e ly  f o r  t h i n k in g  i n  g e n e r a l ,  n o t  t h e r e f o r e  a phenomenon, 

n o r  as a. t h in g  b y  i t s e l f  (noum enon), b u t  as so m e th in g  t h a t

r e a l l y  e x i s t s  and i s  d e s ig n a te d  as such i n " th e  p r o p o s i t i o n ,
y c -n e ra t

I  t h i n k . "  Such te a c h in g  c a n n o t  be f i t t e d  i n t o  h is ^  T h e o ry  

o f  K now ledge .

The n e t  r e s u l t  o f  w h a t has been s a id  a b o ve , t h e r e f o r e ,  

i s  t h a t  K a n t  h o ld s  t h a t  th e  s e l f  does r e s t  upon noum enal 

c o n d i t i o n s  th o u g h  we c a n n o t  d e te rm in e  th e se  c o n d i t i o n s  any 

f u r t h e r .  A t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  s u b je c t  does e x i s t ,  b u t  we 

c a n n o t  say p r e c i s e l y  w h a t i s  i t s  n a t u r e .  We oaxfmm d e a l  

w i t h  each  o f  th e  P a ra lo g is m s  i n  t u r n .

The f o u r  fu n d a m e n ta l  p r o p o s i t i o n s  o f  B a t i o n a l  

P s y c h o lo g y  a l l  t u r n  on a  c o n fu s io n  be tw een  th e  s u b je c t  i n  

replantation, and th e  s u b je c t  i n  i t s e l f .  The c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s

1 .  c v f . P r o f .  K .K . S m i t h ’ s ’ Commentary to  K a n t ’ s C r i t i q u e  
o f  P u re  R e a s o n . ’
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o f  th e  s e l f  as r e v e a le d  i n  know ledge  a re  m e re ly  l o g i  c a l , and 

as such  th e y  ca n n o t he i d e n t i f i e d  w i t h  the  r e a l  p r e d i c a t e s  

o f  a r e a l  o r  noumenal $ e l f .  We u n d o u b te d ly  do t h i n k  o f  th e  

s e l f  as th e  s u b je c t  o f  a l l  o u r  th o u g h ts ,  b u t  t h i s  c o n s ta n t  

l o g i c a l  s u b je c t  o f  th o u g h t  c a n n o t  be i d e n t i f i e d  w i t h  th e  

s u b je c t  i n  i t s e l f ,  "w h ic h  fo rm s  th e  s u b s t ra tu m  and fo u n d a t io n  

o f  i t  and o f  all o u r  t h o u g h t s . "  I t  i s  s im p ly  th e  i n v a r i a b l e  

c e n t r e  w h e re in  a l l  o u r  th o u g h ts  a re  fo c u s s e d .  The c a te g o ry  

o f  s u b s ta n c e  and a t t r i b u t e  as a p p l i e d  to  i t  can o n ly  deno te  

th e  l o g i c a l  r e l a t i o n  o f  a s u b je c t  to  i t s  p r e d i c a t e s .  As K a n t

s t a t e s  i t  i n  th e  2nd e d i t i o n ,  t h a t  th e  I  t h a t '  t h i n k  m us t 

a lw a ys  i n  th o u g h t  be re g a rd e d  as s u b je c t  and ca n n o t p o s s ib l y

be re g a rd e d  as a p r e d i c a t e  i s  an i d e n t i c a l  p r o p o s i t i o n ,  b u t  

t h i s  does n o t  ij|68h t h a t  I  can d e te rm in e  n ty s e l f  as a s e l f -  

s u b s is t e n t  b e in g  o r  s u b s ta n ce , f o r  such a p r o p o s i t i o n  i s  an 

a p r i o r i  s y n t h e t i c  jud g m e n t,  and w o u ld  r e q u i r e  f o r  i t s  

p o s s i b i l i t y  d a ta  t h a t  ca n no t be fo u n d  i n  th e  " I "  as s im p ly
To

t h i n k i n g .  The a p p ly  th e  c a te g o ry  o f  s u b s ta n c e ,  we m u s t l a y

h o ld  o f  th e  perm anency o f  an o b je c t  g iv e n  i n  e x p e r ie n c e ,  b u t

th e  " I  t h i n k "  c a n n o t  o f  i t s e l f  y i e l d  such  a p e rm an en t

i n t u i t i o n  as i s  r e q u i r e d  f o r  i t s  d e te r m in a t io n  as a p e rm a n en t

s u b s ta n c e .  The " I  t h i n k "  " s i g n i f i e s  a su b s ta n ce  i n  id e a
i

o n ly ,  and n o t  i n  r e a l i t y . "  When K a n t  s ta te s  o u r  

i n a b i l i t y  to  comprehend th e  t h i n k in g  s e f f  as a s u b s ta n c e ,  he 

e x p la i n s  t h a t  we a lw a ys  a p p ly  th e  c a te g o ry  o f  s u b s ta n c e  o n ly

to  o b je c t s  o f  i n t u i t i o n .  The c a te g o ry  has m eaning  o n ly  i n  

so f a r  as i t  i s  r e a l i s e d  i n  a m a n i f o ld  o f  i n t u i t i o n .  The " I

t h i n k , "  how e ve r, y i e l d s  no such  m a n i f o ld ,  and so th e  c a te g o ry  

o f  s u b s ta n c e  c a n n o t  be a p p l i e d  to i t .

I n  a cco rd a n ce  w i t h  th e  p la n  o f  p ro c e d u re  a d o p te d  by  

R a t io n a l  P s y c h o lo g y  K a n t  n e x t  d is c u s s e s  th e  c o n c e p t  o f  

s i m p l i c i t y -  as a p p l i e d  to th e  p u re  Ego o f  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l

1 .  A . 351.
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a p p e r c e p t io n .  i t  i s  u n d o u b te d ly  t r u e ,  he a rg u e s ,  t h a t  i n  

t h i n k i n g  I  am co n s c io u s  o f  m y s e l f  as one o r  a u n i t y  to  w h ic h  

th e  m a n i f o ld  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  i s  r e f e r r e d .  I f  the  " I "  i n  each 

a c t  o f  th o u g h t  c o u ld  he r e s o lV e d  i n t o  a p l u r a l i t y  o f  s u b je c t s ,  

kno w le dge  w o u ld  be im p o s s ib le .  A l l  kn o w ledge  demands a 

u n i t a r y  c o n s c io u s n e s s .  T h a t  th e  " I "  i n  th o u g h t  i s  a 

l o g i c a l l y  s im p le  s u b je c t  i s  in d e e d  a mere a n a l y t i c  

p r o p o s i t i o n .  To c h a r a c t e r i s e  t h e " t h i n k i n g  I "  as s-^'i^rple 

subs ta n c e . h o w e ve r,  i s  a s y n t h e t i c  p r o p o s i t i o n ,  r e q u i r i n g  

f o r  i t s  p o s s i b i l i t y  d a ta  beyond w h a t th e  b a re  " I "  can g iv e  

u s .  The a rgum en t o f  p a ra g ra p h s  5 - 9 ,  as g iv e n  i n  th e  a c c o u n t  

o f  t h i s  p a ra lo g is m  i n  th e  1 s t  e d i t i o n ,  s t a t e s  d e f i n i t e l y  t h a t  

th e  s u b je c t  as r e v e a le d  i n  know ledge  i s  a mere s u b je c t  i n  

r e p r e s e n t a t i o n , and " th e  s i m p l i c i t y  o f  th e  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f

a s u b je c t  i s  n o t  t h e r e f o r e  a kn o w lé ge  o f  th e  s i m p l i c i t y  o f
1

th e  s u b je c t ................. " The l o g i c a l  u n i t y  o f  th e  s u b je c t  i n

r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  can n e v e r  j u s t i f y  us  i n  i n f e r r i n g  th e  r e a l  

s i m p l i c i t y  o f  th e  s u b je c t  i n  i t s e l f .  The o p e n in g  

p a ra g ra p h s  o f  th e  s e c t io n  d e a l in g  w i t h  t h i s  2nd p a r a lo g is m  

as g iv e n  i n  th e  1 s t  e d i t i o n  o f  th e  C r i t i q u e  em bodies a 

d i f f e r e n t  ty p e  o f  a rg um en t i n  f a v o u r  o f  th e  a c t u a l  s i m p l i c i t y  

o f  th e  s o u l .  The a rgum ent i s  s t a te d  as f o l l o w s : -  The u n i t y  

o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s  c a n n o t be c o n c e iv e d  as an e f f e c t  due to th e  

c o n c u r r e n t  a c t i o n  o f  many in d e p e n d e n t  su b s ta n c e s  i n  th e  same 

way as a mere e x t e r n a l  e f f e c t ,  e . g . ,  th e  m o t io n  o f  a body , 

i s  th e  com bined  m o t io n  o f  a l l  i t s  p a r t s .  I f  t h a t  w h ic h  

t h i n k s  w ere c o m p o s i te ,  " th e n  e v e ry  p a r t  o f  i t  w o u ld  c o n t a in

a p a r t  o f  the  th o u g h t ,  and a l l  t o g e th e r  o n ly  th e  w ho le  o f  
I

i t . "  T h is ,  how ever, w o u ld  re n d e r  th o u g h t  i m p o s s i b l e , f o r  i f  

th e  d i f f e r e n t  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s ,  l i k e  th e  s i n g l e  w o rds  o f  a 

vers*, be c o n c e iv e d  as d i s t r i b u t e d  among t h e ^ f f e r e n t  p a r t s

1 .  A. 355*
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o f  t h a t  w h ic h  t h i n k s ,  th e re  w o u ld  r e s u l t  a m u l t i p l i c i t y  

o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s e s ,  and c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  th e  v e rs e  as a w ho le  

w o u ld  he impossihbLe, T h e re fo re ^  R a t io n a l  P s y c h o lo g y  

c o n c lu d e s ,  th o u g h t  can in h e r e  o n l y  i n  a su b s ta n c e  w h ic h  i s  

a b s o l u t e l y  s im p le .

T h is  a rgum en t i s  e u lo g is e d  by  K a n t ,  and W i l l i a m  James 

makes use  o f  i t  i n  h is s iP r i n c ip i e s  o f  P s y c h o lo g y .  I t  does n o t  

su cce e d ,h o w e v e r ,  i s  e s t a b l i s h in g  w h a t i t  p r o fe s s e s  to  p ro v e .

" ( T h a t )  th e  many r e p r e e n t a t i o n s  m us t be  comprehended u n d ê r  th e
1

a b s o lu te  u n i t y  o f  th e  t h i n k in g  s u b j e c t , "  c a n n o t  be p ro v e d  

a n a l y t i c a l l y  f r o m  c o n c e p ts ,  n o r  can i t  be d e r iv e d  f ro m  

e x p e r ie n c e .  F o r  a l l  t h a t  we can p ro ve  to  th e  c o n t r a r y  

c o n s c io u s n e s s  i t s e l f  may be a mere e f f e c t ,  w h ic h ,  th o u g h  one 

i n  i t s e l f ,  y e t  may be due to  th e  c o l l e c t i v e  u n i t y  o f  many 

c o - o p e r a t in g  s u b s ta n c e s .  The s i m p l i c i t y  o f  th e  s u b je c t  can
A/

o n ly  be p ro v e d  t r  an s c en d e n ta l  1 y , b u t  such^ t r a n s c e n d e n ta l

p r o o f  can o n l y  d e m o n s tra te  th e  s i m p l i c i t y  o f  th e  s u b je c t  i n

t h o u g h t ; i t  c a n n o t  e s t a b l i s h  th e  s y n t h e t i c  a p r i o r i  ju d g m e n t

t h a t  th e  s o u l  i s  a s im p le  s j ib s ta n c e .

I n  th e  c o n c lu d in g  p a ra g ra p h s  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  o n  th e  2nd

p a r a lo g is m  as g iv e n  i n  th e  1 s t  e d i t i o n ,  K a n t  rem arks  t h a t  th e

re a s o n  why we a re  so a n x io u s  to  d e m o n s tra te  th e  s im p le  n a tu r e

o f  th e  s o u l  i s  i n  o û de r to  d i s t i n g u i s h  i t  f r o m  th e  c o r p o r e a l ,

and th u s  p re s e rv e  i t s  i n c o r r u p t i b i l i t y .  I f  th e  s o u l  i s

i n c o r r u p t i b l e  i t s  s e p a r i b i l i t y  f ro m  body  m u s t be
t k t

d e m o n s tra te d ,  b u t ^ ^ s r  a rg u m e n t advanced c a n n o t  p ro v e  a n y th in g  

c o n c e rn in g  th e  s e p a r a b i l i t y  o f  body and m in d  i n  t h e i r  

noum enal c o n d i t i o n s . The s p i r i t u a l i s t s  h e ld  t h a t  because  th e  

q u a l i t i e s  o f  e x t e r n a l  o b je c t s  c a n n o t be a p p l i e d  to  th e  

o b je c t s  o f  th e  i n t e r n a l  sense, end n e i t h e r  can i n n e r  phenomena 

such  as th o u g h ts ,  f e e l i n g s ,  d e s i r e s ,  e t c .  be o b je c t s  o f  e x t e r n a l

1 .  A . 362.
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i n t u i t i o n ,  we a re  j u s t i f i e d  i n  cS inc lud ing  t h a t  th e  t h i n k in g  

s u b je c t  i s  n o t  an appearance in  apace, and c a n n o t  t h e r e f o r e  

be  r e g a rd e d  as c o r p o r e a l .  I n  h i s  r e p l y  K a n t re m in d s  us 

t h a t  e x t e r n a l  o b je c t s  have been p ro v e d  to be mere a p p e a r -  

ances and n o t  t h in g s  i n  th e m s e lv e s ,  and so, i f  i t  i s  d e s i r e d  

to  d e m o n s tra te  th e  d i s t i n c t  c h a ra c te r  o f  th e  t h i n k in g  b e in g  

as c o n s t r a s te d  w i t h  m a t e r ia l  b o d ie s ,  we m ust show t h a t  i t  i s  

q u i t e  d i s t i n c t  f ro m  t h a t  s o m e th in g v h ic h  u n d e r l i e s  appe a rance s  

i n  space . T h is ,  how ever, i s  im p o s s ib le ,  f o r ,  ow ing  to o u r 

l i m i t e d  kn o w le d g e , v/e a re  c o n f in e d  to a p p e a ra n ce s , and f o r  a l l  

t h a t  we can see t h a t  som eth ing  w h ic h  u n d e r l i e s  o u te r  a p p e a r ­

ances , " i f  c o n c e iv e d  as a noumenon ( o r  b e t t e r  as a

t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  o b je c t )  m ig h t  be , s.t th e  same t im e ,  th e  s u b je c t
/

o f  t h i n k i n g ................ " T h e re fo re ,  th e  a rgum en t advanced c a n n o t

p ro v e  a n y th in g  c o n c e rn in g  th e  r e a l  n a tu re  o f  th e  t h i n k i n g  

b e in g  and o f  i t s  r e l a t i o n g t o  m a t te r  i n  i t s  noumenal 

c o n d i t i o n s .  I t  i s  q u i t e  p o s s ib le  t h a t  L e ib n i z  was r i g h t  when 

he c o n c e iv e d  th e  w o r ld  o f  m a t e r i a l  t h in g s  to  be r e a l l y  a 

m u l t i p l i c i t y  o f  s p i r i t u a l  monads. A t  any r a t e ,  th e  

s p e c u la t i v e  re a son  ca n n o t pass a v e r d i c t  on eu ch  h y p o th e s e s .

I t  i s  f ro m  t h i s  same s u b je c t i v e  s ta n d p o in t  t h a t  K a n t  

i n  th e  1 s t  e d i t i o n  d is c u s s e s  th e  v a r io u s  q u e s t io n s  c o n n e c te d  

w i t h  th e  r e l a t i o n  o f  m ind  and b o dy . The p ro b le m  o f  the  

c o n n e c t io n  between m ind and body i s  n o t  to  be c o n c e iv e d  as 

t h a t  o f  th e  i n t e r a c t i o n  o f  th e  s o u l w i t h  s o - c a l l e d  jm a t t c r ,  

w h ic h  i s  o r d i n a r i l y  re g a rd e d  as th e  s o u l ’ s o p p o s i t e .  M a t e r i a l  

b o d ie s  a re  s im p ly  s u b je c t i v e  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s ,  so t h a t  the  

r e a l  q u e s t io n  i s  how e x t e r n a l  i n t u i t i o n  i s  p o s s ib l e  .in  any 

t h i n k i n g  s u b je c t ,  and th e  o n l y  answer t h a t  ban be o f f e r e d  

i s  to  r e f e r  o u te r  appearances to  an unknown t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  

o b je c t  as t h e i r  ca u se .

1 .  A, 358*
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I n  th e  2nd e d i t i o n ,  i n  r e f u t i n g  M e n d e lsso h n ’ s p r o o f  

o f  th e  permanence o f  the  s o u l ,  K a n t  a rg ue s  t h a t  even i f  we do 

a d m i t  th e  s i m p l i c i t y  o f  th e  s o u l ,  th e  a rgum en t advanced  i n  

f a v o u r  o f  th e  s o u l ’ s i n c o r r u p t i b i l i t y  i s  n o t w a l i d .  M e n de lsso hn  

a rg u e d  b y  a n a lo g y  f r o m  th e  causes o f  th e  a n n i h i l a t i o n  o f  m a t t e r .  

The s o u l# ,  he m a in ta in e d ,  ca n n o t pass o u t  o f  e x is te n c e  

s u d d e n ly , n e i t h e r  can i t  do so by th e  g ra d u a l  d i s i n t e g r a t i o n  

o f  i t s  component p a r t s ,  f o r  the  s o u l i s  n o t  made up o f  p a r t s .  

K a n t ’ s r e p l y  i s  t h a t  th e  s o u l has no e x te n s iv e ,  o n ly  i n t e n s i v e ,  

q u a n t i t y ,  and so i t  may d is a p p e a r  e n t i r e l y  by  th e  g r a d u a l  

d im in u t i o n  o f  i t s  i n t e n s i t y .

The 3 rd  P a ra lo g is m  i s  t h a t  o f  P e r s o n a l i t y .  I t  d e a ls  

w i t h  th e  i d e n t i t y  o f  the  s e l f .  The f i r s t  a rgum en t he em ploys i s  

b a sed  on the  s u b j e c t i v i t y  o f  t im e  as e x i s t i n g  i n  th e  s u b je c t .  

C o n s e q u e n t ly  he h o ld s  t h a t  th e re  i s  a s p e d ia l  "t#ime b e lo n g in g  

to  each p a r t i c u l a r  s e l f .  I n  i n d i v i d u a l  c o n s c io u s n e s s  I  

n e c e s s a r i l y  c o n c e iv e  th e  s e l f  as s e l f - i d e n t i c a l  i n  i t s  own t im e ,  

b u t an e x t e r n a l  o b s e rv e r  p la c e s  me i n  h i s  own t im e ,  cto t h a t  even 

i f  he does r e c o g n is e  the  s e l f - i d e n t i t y  o f  my c o n s c io u s n e s s  

t h a t  w i l l  n o t  p ro v e  th e  o b je c t i v e  permanence o f  n y s e l f .

K a n t  p ro ce e d s  w i t h  h is  c r i t i c i s m  on th e  sejne l i n e s  as

i n  th e  p re c e d in g  p a ra lo g is m s .  The f a l l a c y  o f  R a t io n a l

P s y c h o lo g y  i s  t r a c e d  to a c o n fu s io n  between th e  n u m e r ic a l

i d e n t i t y  o f  th e  " s u l j e c t  i n  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n "  and th e  n u m e r ic a l
c * t h i n k

i d e n t i t y  o f  th e  " s u b j e t  i n  i t s e l f . "  Vie m u s t /o f  th e  s e l f  as

p r e s e r v in g  i t s  i d e n t i t y  th ro u g h o u t  the  s u c c e s s io n  o f  i t s

v a r io u s  s t a t e s ,  b u t  such  an i d e n t i t y  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s  "a

f o r m a l  c o n d i t i o n  o n ly  o f  my th o u g h ts  and t h e i r  co h e re n ce , ^

and p ro v e s  i n  nowway th e  n u m e r ic a l  i d e n t i t y  o f  my s u b j e c t . . . "

As K a n t  p u ts  i t  i n  th e  2nd e d i t i o n ,  th e  i d e n t i t y  o f

c o n s c io u s n e s s  i n  i t s  v a r io u s  d e te r m in a t io n s  i s  an a n a l y t i c

p r o p o s i t i o n .  I n  and. b y  i t s e l f  th e  jud g m e n t " I  t h i n k "  c a n n o t

1 .  A, 36 3 .



e x p re s s  more than  " I  am I " ,  B u t  th e  s e l f - i d e n t i t y  o f  

GO nsciousnesqfcannot p ro ve  tho .t i t s  u n d e r l y in g  c o n d i t i o n s  do 

n o t  v a r y .  As m o t io n  can pass from, one e l a s t i c  h a l l  to 

a n o th e r  and y e t  he the  same m o t io n ,  so c o n s c io u s n e s s  may 

pass  f ro m  one subs tance  to  a n o th e r  and y e t  p re s e rv e  th e  

appea rance  o f  an i d e n t i c a l  s e l f .  T h a t th e  s e l f  l i ^ e l f -  

i d e n t i c a l  su b s ta n ce  i s  a s y n t h e t i c  ju d g m e n t,  and th e  " I  t h i n k "

c a n n o t  o f  i t s e l f -  s u p p ly  s u f f i c i e n t  m a t e r i a l  to f ra m e  such a 

ju d g m e n t .

The f o u r t h  P a ra lo g is m  d e a ls  w i t h  th e  r e l a t i o n  o f  th e  s e l f  

to  P o s s ib le  o b je c t s  i n  space. The c o n n e c t io n  be tw een  t h i s  

p a r a lo g is m  as g iv e n  i n  th e  1 s t  e d i t i o n  and th e  r e s t  o f  th e  

p a ra lo g is m s  i s  somevmat s t r a i n e d .  The re a s o n  why K a n t  t r e a t s  

o f  t h i s  p a ra lo g is m  u n d e r  R a t io n a l  P s y c h o lo g y  i s  t h a t  e m p i r i c a l  

i d e a l i s m  i s  th e  i n e v i t a b l e  outcome o f  th e  p o s i t i o n  a d o p te d  b y  

th e  r a t i o n a l  p s y c h o lo g is t s .  V ie w in g  th e  s o u l  as a d i s t i n c t  

s u b s ta n c e ,  ca p a b le  o f  e x i s t i n g  i n  and b y  i t s e l f  a p a r t  f r o m  # #  

b o d y ,  i t  i s  n a t u r a l  to  c o n c lu d e  that th e  s t a t e s  o f  such a s e l f  

a re  more d i r e c t l y  k n o rn  th a n  o u t e r  b o d ie s  i n  spa ce . The tw o -  

s u b s ta n c e  d o c t r i n e  i n e v i t a b l y  l a n d *  ÛB i n  this"impa**e." 
E x t e r n a l  o b je d t s  b e in g  v ie w e d , t h e r e f o r e ,  as t h in g s  i n  them­
s e lv e s ,  we can o n ly  i n f e r  their existence, and c o n s e q u e n t ly  

our kn ow le dg e  o f  them i s  n o t  beyond  th e  re a c h  o f  d o u b t .  As 
a g a in s t  t h i s  e m p i r i c a l  i d e a l i s m  K a n t  a rg ue s  t n a t  e x t e r n a l  

o b je c t s  a re  as d i r e c t l y  known as o u r  6wn in n e r  s t a t e s .  

U n f o r t u n a t e l y ,  how eve r, he p ro v e s  t i l l s  b y  re â M c in g  M a t e r i a l  

o b je d t s  i n  space  i n t o  mere s u b je c t i v e  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s .  B e in g ,  

t h e r e f o r e ,  i n  c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  o u te r  o b je c t s  a re  as d i r e c t l y  

known as any o t h e r  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s .  "Moreover, as P r o f .  V .^h  

S m ith  p o i n t s  o u t ,  M a r t ,  o w in g  to  h i s  " i d e a l i s t "  v ie w  o f  i n n e r  

e x p e r ie n c e ,  i n s t e a d  o f  e s t a b l i s h in g  r e a l l y  d e s t r o y s  th e  r e a l i t y  

of e x te r ia a l  o b je c t *  b y  e c i- .a t ing  :n a e r  and ou uer e x p e r ie n c e .  So
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t h a t  he does n o t  p ro v e  more than D e s c a r te s  h im s e l f  assumes, 

v i z ,  t h a t  some o f  th e  id e a s  i n  c o n sc io u sn e ss  a re  id e a s  o f  a 

m a t e r i a l  w o r ld .  Dy r e f u t i n g  e m p i r i c a l  i d e a l i s m ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  

K a n t  th o u g h t  t h a t  he was o v e r th r o w in g  one o f  th e  te n e ts  o f  

R a t io n a l  P s y c h o lo g y ,

The f o u r t h  p a ra lo g is m  i s  s t a te d  d i f f e r e n t l y  i n  th e  2nd

e d i t i o n  and the  t r e a tm e n t  o f  i t  i s  on th e  Same l i n e s  a s ' t h a t

o f the  p re c e d in g  p a ra lo g is m s .  I t  i s  u n d o u b te d ly  t r u e  t h a t  I

d i s t i n g u i s h  *ny ov/n e x is te n c e  as a t h i n k in g  b e in g  from t h in g o

o u t s id e  me, one o f  w h ic h  i s  my own b o d y .  T h is  i s  a mere

a n a l y t i c  ju d g m e n t.  B u t  t h i s  w i l l  n o t  e nab le  me to  a s s e r t

w h e th e r  I  c o u ld  he c o n s c io u s  o f  m y s e l f  a p a r t  f ro m  such t h in g s

o u t s id e  me, " and w h e th e r  I  c o u ld  e x i s t  m e re ly  as a t h i n k i n g
i

heing w ithout heing also a sensuous b e i n g . ”

I n  c o n s id e r in g  p u re  P s y c h o lo g y  as a w ho le  i n  th e  s e c t io n

t h a t  im m e d ia te ly  f o l l o w s  th e  d is c u s s io n  o f  th e  p a ra lo g is m e

i n  th e  1 s t  e d i t i o n  K a n t  n o te s  f u r t h e r  t h a t  th e  s e p a ra te

e x is t e n c e  o f  th e  s e l f  b e fo r e  th e  b i r t h  and a f t e r  th e  d e a th  o f

th e  hody c o n s t i t u t e s  a p ro b le m  t h a t  can n e v e r  be s o lv e d  f ro m

a t h e o r e t i c a l  p o i n t  o f  v ie w .  To e s t a b l i s h  the  v a l i d i t y  o f

th e  fo rm e r  c o n c e p t io n ,  i . e .  t h a t  o f  the  p r e - e x i s t e n c e  o f  th e

s o u l ,  we m u s t p ro v e  t h a t ,  b e fo re  the  b e g in n in g  o f  o u r

s e n s i b i l i t y ,  those  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  o b je c t s ,  "vi^hich i n  o u r

p r e s e n t  s t a t e  appea r as b o d ie s ,  c o u ld  have been  seen i n  a
I

t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  way;” to e s t a b l i s h  th e  l a t t e r  c o n c e p t io n  

i . e .  t h a t  o f  i m m o r t a l i t y ,  we m ust show t h a t  i f  o u r  p e c u l i a r  

s p e c ie s  o f  s e n s i b i l i t y  should cease, the  t h i n k in g  s u b je c t  

w o u ld  c o n t in u e  to  know th e  same unknovm t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  

o b je c t s , ,  th o u g h  no lo n g e r  i n  th e  q u a l i t y  o f  b o d ie s .  

Speculative p r i n c i p l e s  c a n n o t - a f f o r d  th e  s l i g h t e s t  evidence 

in  s u p p o r t  o f  th e se  a s s e r t i o n s ,  b u t ,  on th e  o th e r  hand, no

1 .  B , 409 .
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v a l i d  o b je c t i o n  can be r a is e d  a g a in s t  them. Such q u e s t io n s  

m u s t be d e c id e d  on o th e r  than  s p e c u la t i v e  g ro u n d s .

Tixe c o n c lu s io n ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  to  bejdravm f r o m  th e

a rg um e n t o f  th e  P a ra lo g is m s  i s  t h a t  th e  r e a l  n a tu r e  o f  th e  
c

s u b j ^  i n  i t s e l f  i s  beyond th e  re a c h  o f  s p e c u la t i v e  re a s o n .

The s e l f  as r e v e a le d  i n  th e  T heo ry  o f  K now ledge  i s  m e re ly  th e

s u b je c t  i n  r e p r e s ent a t i o n . and from th e  l o g i c a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s

p r e d i c a t e d  o f  t h i s  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  we ca n n o t i n f e r  th e  r e a l

a t t r i b u t e s  to  be p r e d ic a te d  o f  th e  s u b je c t  i n  i t s e l f . In d e e d ,

f o r  a l l  t h a t  we can p ro ve  to  th e  c o n t r a r y ,  t h e r e  may be no r e a l

o r  noum enal s e l f  u n d e r l y in g  th e  u n i t y  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s .  The

s u b je c t  i n  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  m ust be d i s t i n g u is h e d  f ro m  the

s u b je c t  i n  i t s e l f  as know ledge  f ro m  i t s  o b je c t ,  o r ,  i n  o th e r
e

w o rd s ,  as th e  r e p r s e n t a t i o n  o f an o b je c t  f ro m  th e  o b j e c t  is  

i t s e l f .  U n i t y  o f  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  does n o t  g u a ra n te e  th e  u n i t y  

o f  t h a t  s u b s t ra tu m  t h a t  p ro d u ce s  th e  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n .

Though, how ever, th e r e  dan be no kno w ledge  o f  such  a 

s u b s t a n t i a l  s e l f  as R a t io n a l  P s y c h o lo g y  m a in t a in s ,  s t i l l  th e  

n o t i o n  o f  such a s e l f  i s  a n e c e s s a ry  Id e a  o f  th e  Reason. The 

e m p i r i c a l  emplo^Tment of the  undarstanding c a n n o t  s a t i s f y  th e  

fu n d a m e n ta l  demands o f  human Reason. Reason, f ro m  i t s  v e r y  

n a t u r e #  s t r i v e s  a f t e r  the  unconditioned; i  t  %eeks c o m p le te

s y s te m a t ic  u n i t y  w h ic h  as such can n e v e r  be fo u n d  i n  e x p e r ie n c e .  

There  a re  th re e  Id e a s  o f  Reason c o r re s p o n d in g  to th e  th r e e  

c o m p le te  t o t a l i t i e s  to w a rds  w h ic h  Reason s t r i v e s ,  v i z .  th e  s o u l ,  

th e  w o r ld ,  and God. These Id e a s  have no c o n s t i t u t i v e ,  b u t  

o n l y  a r e g u l a t i v e  u se . They c a n n o t d e te rm in e  any  r e a l  o b je c t s ;  

r a t h e r  a re  th e y  o f  th e  n a tu r e  o f  i d e a l s ,  w h ic h  a n im a te  and 

d i r e c t  o u r  s t r i v i n g  a f t e r  u n i t y ,  how, as r e g a rd s  th e  f a c t s  o f  

th e  i n n e r  l i f e ,  K a n t  c la im s  t h a t  th e  i d e a l  s e t  b e fo r e  us b y  

Heaaon i s  th e  n o t i o n  o f  th e  s e l f  as " a  s im p le  s u b s ta n c e ,



e x i  s t i  ng p erman en t l y , an d w i t h  p e r  so n a l  i  den t i  t y  ( i  n t h i  s 

l i f e  a t  l e a s t ) . . . . . . "  K a n t ,  how ever, i s  n o t  j u s t i f i e d  i n

a t t r i b u t i n g  t h i s  s p e c ia l  c h a r a c te r  to  th e  u n i t y  and 

u n c o n d i t io n e d n e s s  demanded in  em pirical p sy c h o lo g y #  The 

Id e a s  o f  Reason s im p ly  denote  th e  demands o f  Reason f o r  u n i t y ,  

sys tem , and u n c o n d i t io n e d n e s s  i n  g e n e ra l  to  s t im u la t e  and 

d i r e c t  us i n  th e  o r g a n is a t i o n  o f  e x p e r ie n c e .  They c a n n o t  s e t  

up an i d e a l  o f  a s p e c i f i c  ty p e  as i s  i n v o lv e d  i n  th e  n o t i o n  

o f  th e  s e l f  as an im m o r ta l  b e in g .  A,s P r o f .  K .K .S m ith  j u s t l y  

re m a rk s ,  K a n t ,  by  s e t t i n g  up a s im p le  su b s ta n ce  as th e  ty p e  

o f  th e  u n i t y  and u n c o n d i t io n e d n e s s  demanded f o r  th e  

d e ve lo p m e n t o f  th e  s p e c ia l  e m p i r i c a l  s c ie n c e  o f  p s y c h o lo g y ,  

i s  ’’ i n j e c t i n g  i n t o  th e  I d e a ls  tha ,t s p e c i f i c  g u id a n c e  w h ic h  

o n l y  the  d e t a i l  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  i s  r e a l l y  ca p a b le  o f  s u p p ly in g .  

He i s  p r o v in g  f a l s e  to  h i s  ovm C r i t i c a l  e m p i r ic is m ,  i n  w h ic h  

no f u n c t i o n  i js  a s c r ib e d  to  Reason t h a t  need i n  any way 

c o n f l i c t  w i t h  th e  autonomy o f  s p e c i a l i s t  r e s e a r c h ;  and he i s  

a ls o  v i o l a t i n g  h i s  fu n d a m e n ta l  p r i n c i p l e  t h a t  the  a p r i o r i  

can n e v e r  be o th e r  than  p u r e l y  f o r m a l . ” K a n t ,  h ow e ve r,  i s  

l i i m s e l f  to  a c r t a i n  e x te n t  aware o f  t h i s  in c o n s i s t e n c y ,  f o r  

he i s  n o t  a t  a l l  d e f i n i t e  i n  h i s  a s s e r t io n s  c o n c e rn in g  th e  

c o n t e n t  o f  t h i s  Id e a .  I n  A 649 he speaks o f  th e  Id e a  as t h a t  

of a ^fundamental p o w e r , ” and n o t  as s s im p le ,  s e l f - i d e n t i c a l  

s u b s ta n c e ,  w h i l s t  i n  A . 6 8 2 -4 ,  th o ug h  he speaks o f  i t  as a 

s u b s ta n c e  and as a fu n d a m e n ta l  .p o w e r, y e t  he q u a l i f i e s  h i s  

a s s e r t i o n s  to  such an e x te n t  t h a t  i t  i s  c le a r  iie i s  s-i.mpj.p 

ipaintain ing th e  demand f o r  a p r i n c i p l e  f o r  th e  o r g a n i s a t i o n  

o f  th e  f a c t s  o f  th e  i n n e r  l i f e .  I t  i s  h i *  own s p i r i t u a l i s t  

l e a n in g s  t h a t  l e a d  h im  to  c h a r a c t e r i s e  th e  Id e a  as t h a t  o f  a 

s im p le  s e l f - s u b s i s t i n g  i n t e l l i g e n c e .  P r o f .  S m ith  Ho te s  t h a t  

K a n t  on page 683 (a )  seems to  i n s i s t  on a _speci_al and



yy . -

Id e a ,  as r e g u l a t i v e  o f  e m p i r i c a l  p s y c h o lo g * / ,  i : i  

o r d e r  to  show th e  d i s t i n c t i v e  c h a r a c te r  o f  i t s  s u b je c t -  

m a t t e r ,  so as to  a v o id  a p p ly in g  m e c h a n ic a l  p r i n c i p l e s  to  th e  

d e te r m in a t io n  o f  i t s  phenomena. T h is ,  hov /eve r, as D r .  S m ith  

r e m a r k s ,  i s  q u i t e  u n te n a b le ,  f o r  i n  th e  v e r y  n e # t  s e n te n ce s  

K a n t  m a in t a in ^  t h a t  e x p e r ie n c e  i s  one and s i n g le ,  and th e  

p r i n c i p l e  o f  c a u s a l i t y  i s  con ce ived  as d e te rm in in g  b o th  th e  

m e n ta l  and the  c o r p o r e a l .

The Id e a  o f  a p u re  i n t e l l i g e n c e ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  has  s im p ly  

a r e g u l a t i v e  v a lu e .  I t  s t im u la t e s  and d i r e c t s  us  i n  o u r  

e f f o r t s  to  d e te rm in e  th e  phenomenal s e l f .  " T h a t s i m p l i c i t y  o f  

s u b s ta n c e ,  e t c . ,  was o n ly  m eant to  be th e  schema o f  t h i s  

r e g u l a t i v e ,  p r i n c i p l e ;  i t  i s  n o t  assumed to be th e  r e a l  g ro u n d  

o f  a l l  th e  p r o p e r t i e s  o f  th e  s o u l .  These p r o p e r t i e s  may r e s t  

on q u i t e  d i f f e r e n t  g ro u n d s , o f  w id c h  we know n o t h in g ;  nor 

c o u ld  we know th e  s o u l  even by  th e se  assumed p r e d ic a t e s  by 

i t s e l f ,  even i f  we re g a rd e d  them as a b s o l u t e l y  v a l i d  w i t h  

r e g a r d  to i t ,  f o r  th e y  r e a l l y  c o n s t i t u t e  a mere id e a  w h ic h  

c a n n o t  be re p re s e n te d  i n  c o n c r e te , n o th in g  b u t  good can 

s p r in g  f ro m  such  a p s y c h o lo g ic a l  id e a ,  i f  o n ly  we ta k e  ca re  

n o t  to  ta ke  i t  f o r  more th a n  an id a f i ,  t h a t  i s ,  i f  we a p p ly  

i t  o n ly  i n  r e l a t i o n  to th e  s y s te m a t ic a l  use o ^ g ^ s o n ,  w i t h  

r e f e r e n c e  to  th e  phenomena o f  o u r  s o u l . ”

I f ,  now, we compare th e  two a c c o u n ts  o f  th e  P a ra lo g is m s  

as given i n  th e  1 s t  and 2nd e d i t i o n s  r e s p e c t i v e l y ,  th e  

d is a s t r o u s  consequences o f  th e  te a c h in g  o f  th e  P a ra lo g is m s  

a re  n o t  as r ig id ly  drawn in  the 2nd as i n  th e  1 s t  e d i t i o n .

The re a s o n  f o r  t h i s  i s  d o u b t le s s  t h a t ,  by l a y i n g  so f  mu oh 

em phas is  on th e  i m p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  d e m o n s t ra t in g  th e  e x is te n c e  

o f  a  s b u s t a n t i a l  s o u l  on t h e o r e t i c a l  g ro u n d s ,  K a n t  had  

appeared as i f  he w an ted  to deny a l t o g e t h e r  th e  e x is t e n c e  o f
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a r e a l  s e l f .  As we have a l r e a d y  n o t i c e d ,  how e ve r, t h a t  was 

n o t  th e  end he had i n  v ie w .  I t  was ^the weakness o f  th e  p r o o f .

and n o t  th e  weakness o f  th e  c o n c lu s io n , o f  R a t io n a l

P s y c h o lo g y  t h a t  he w an ted  to expose . K a n t d id  b e l i e v e  i n  th e  

e x is t e n c e  o f  an im m o r ta l  s o u l ,  and i t  i s  to  t h i s  p e r s o n a l  

c o n v ic t i o n  t h a t  R a t io n a l  P s y c h o lo g y  owes much o f  th e  more 

l e n i e n t  t r e a tm e n t  a l l o t t e d  to  i t  i n  th e  2nd e d i t i o n .  When 

th e  2nd e d i t i o n  o f  th e  C r i t i q u e  was c a l l e d  f o r  K a n t  p r e ­

o c c u p ie d  w i t h  e t h i c a l  p ro b le m s , and i n  th e  l i g h t  o f  th e

te s t im o n y  o f  th e  p r a c t i c a l  re a s o n  he fo u n d  i t  d i f f i c u l t  to  

deny u s  a l l  know ledge  o f  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  a s o u l .

•oOO'
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C-EHERAL CRITICISM CE KAITT'S DOCTRTITU 
OP THE ITATUHE OF THE

.4'SELF, #

In  e xp oun d ing  th e  Kantian Theory o f  Know ledge  i n  o u r  

p r e v io u s  s e c t io n s  we saw t h a t  th e  fu n d a m e n ta l  a s s u m p t io n s  

on w h ic h  th e  th e o ry  i s  based made i t  im p o s s ib le  f o r  us  to  

know th e  r e a l  n a tu r e  o f  a t h in g  as d i s t i n g u is h e d  f ro m  th e  

s u b je c t i v e  e f f e c t s  i t  was supposed to  p ro  duce in  the mind 

o f  th e  kn o w in g  s u b je c t .  I t  i s  i n  th e  l i g h t  o f  t h i s  d o c t r i n e ,  

t h a t  K a n t  d is c u s s e s  th e  q u e s t io n  o f  th e  n a tu re  o f  th e  s e l f .  

T h in g s  i n  th e m s e lv e s ,  w h e th e r  in n e r  o r  o u t e r ,  a re  e q u a l l y

unknown and u n kn o w a b le .  J u s t  as e x t e r n a l  t h in g s  a c t  on an
xr .

o u ts  sense, g e n e r a t in g  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s  i n  u s ,  so ou rpoum ena l

b e in g  a f f e c t s  a c o r re s p o n d e in g  in n e r  sense, y i e l d i n g

r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s ,  #go t h a t  i n  i n t r o s p e c t i o n  we a re  c o n f in e d  to

a kno w le dge  o f  a-ppearence, and can n e v e r  d e te rm in e  th e
c

sub j  edit i n  i t s e l f .  The s ta te s  and p ro ce sse s  t h a t ^ s o n s t i  tu  te  

o u r  e m p i r i c a l  s e l f  a re  mere ap pea rances , and, c o n s e q u e n t ly ,  

kn o w le dg e  o f  them w i l l  n o t  r e v e a l  th e  n a tu re  o f  t h a t  some­

t i n g  w h ic h  u n d e r l i e s  and p ro d u ce s  them. The r e a l  n a tu r e  o f  the  

s e l f ,  i s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  unknown, and t h i s  s h o u ld  p r e v e n t  us f ro m  

m a k in g  d o g m a tic  a s s e r t io n s  r e g a r d in g  i t .  Once r e a l i s e  t h a t  

t h e r e  a re  i n e v i t a b l y  some things beyond  th e  p a le  o f  s c ie n c e ,  

and th e  r e p u t a t i o n  o f  m e ta p h y s ic s  as a science w i l l  be 

r e t r i e v e d .  The m y s te ry  s u r ro u n d in g ,  th e  s e l f  had  n a t u r a l l y  l e d

men to d o g m a tise  c o n c e rn in g  i t s  n a tu r e ,  u n t i l  i n  th e  end 
t

sce p t ic ism  held th e  f i e l d .  T h is ,  how ever, wa$ due to  a f a i l u r e  

to recognise th e  l im its  o f  human knowledge. The p ro b le m s  

p e r t a i n i n g  to  the  r e a l  n a tu r e  o f  th e  s e l f , a s , e . g .  th o se  o f
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ireedoj:! and iimmortrility, are  beyond the re a c h  o f  th e  u n d e r ­

s ta n d in g .  The s p e c u la t i v e  re a son , t h e r e fo r e ,  can n e i t h e r  

a f f i r m  n o r  deny tne  freedom  and i m m o r t a l i t y  o f  th e  self. I f a

s o l u t i o n  o f  th e se  u l t im a t e  p rob lem s i s  demanded, th e  p r a c t i c a l  

re a s o n  a lo n e  can suppler us w i t h  the  n e c e s s a ry  d a ta .

K a n t ’ s d o c t r in e  o f  in n e r  sense, t h e r e f o r e ,  shows the

i m p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  a c q u i r in g  any know ledge  o f  th e  s u b je c t  i n

i t s e l f .  Tne s e l f  as knovm i s  mere appea rance . I t  i s  th e

phenom ena l s e l f  t h a t  i s  th e  o b je c t  o f  know ledge  when o u r

th o u g h t  i s ,  as i t  w ere , tu rn e d  in w a rd s .  The p u re  ego w h ic h

i s  a c t i v e  i n  know ledge  and m o r a l i t y  does n o t  b e lo n g  to  phenomena,

th o u g h  a l l  i t s  a c ts  as r e v e a le d  i n  e m p i r i c a l  s e l f -  co n s c io u s n e s s
sec

m u s t be re g a rd e d  as m e re ly  phenom enal. I t  i s  h e re  t h a t  w eg^ the  

d i f f i c u l t i e s  a t t e n d in g  K a n t ’ s u n fo r tu n a t e  d o c t r i n e  o f  i n n e r  

se nse . As a r e s u l t  o f  t h i s  d o c t r in e  he c o n c e iv e s  o f  o u r  m e n ta l  

s t a t e s  and p ro c e s s e s  as mere appearances o f  s t a te s  and 

p ro c e s s e s  as th in g s  i n  th e m se lve s . T h is ,  how eve r, i s  

u n i n t e l l i g i b l e .  As P a u ls e n  n o te s ,  a f a c i a l  e x p re s s io n  can be 

s a id  to  be an appearance  o f  an in n e r  p ro c e s s ,  b u t ,  as r e g a rd s  

a th o u g h t  and a f e e l i n g ,  to  be th o u g h t  and f e l t  a re  s b s o lu t e l y  

i d e n t i c a l  w i t h  t h e i r  e x is te n c e .  I n  the  case o f  m e n ta l  f a c t s  

a ppe a rance  i s  r e a l i t y  and r e a l i t y  i s  appea rance . They a re  w h a t 

th e y  a ppea r to  u s .  The c o n c e p t io n  o f  an unknovm ego i n  

i t s e l f  u n d e r l y in g  th e  c o n s t i t u e n t s  o f  the  e m p i r i c a l  ego, 

re m a rk s  P a u ls e n ,  f l a v o u r s  too much o f  t l ie  s o u l - s u b s ta n c e  

d o c t r i n e ,  w h ic h  K a n t  c lu n g  to i n  h i s  p r i v a t e  c o n v i c t i o n s .

Paul se n f u r t h e r  p o in t s  o u t  t h a t  i f  we ta k e  away a l l  th e  

"0articula r  acts of th e  s e l f  w h ic h  a re  b ra nd e d  as phenom ena l, 

w ha t i s  l e f t  i s  m e re ly  the  fo rm  o f  the  ego i n  g e nBi a l , so t.aau 
th e  ego as i n d i v i d u a l  i s  phenom enal. T h is ,  how ever, w o u ld  

c o n f l i c t  w i t h  K a n t ’ s f i r m  c o n v ic t io n  t h a t  th e  p u re  ego i s  an 

i n d i v i d u a l .  I t  i s  p e r f e c t l y  t r u e  t h a t  so lo n g  as we adhere
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s t r i c j f l y  to the  i /m p l ic a t io n s  o f  the  d o c t r i n e  o f  i n n e r  sense 

v/e a re  n o t  e n t i t l e d  on s p e c u la t i v e  g rounds to  p o s t u la t e  the  

e x is t e n c e  o f  a noumenal s e l f . In d e e d , i n  th e  s e c t io n  d e a l in g  

w i t h  tJie P a ra lo g is m s  o f  R a t io n a l  P s y c h o lo g y ,  K a n t  h im s e l f  says 

t h a t  i t  i s  q u i t e  p o s s ib le  t h a t  th e  sub s ta n ce  t h a t  u n d e r l i e s  

OUI’ th o u g h ts  i s  th e  same as t h a t  w h ic h  u n d e r l i e s  th e  m a t e r i a l  

w o r ld  i n  space. T h is ,  how ever, i s  m e re ly  s t a te d  to  show th e  

many p o s s i b i l i t i e s  l e f t  open b y  the  l i m i t a t i o n  o f  o u r  know­

le d g e .  I t  must be bo rne  i n  m ind  t h a t  K a n t  i s  c r i t i c i s i n g  

R a t io n a l  P s y c h o lo g y ,  w h ic h  m a in ta in e d  t h a t  th e  e x is te n c e  o f

a s o u l - s u b s ta n c e  i s  l o g i c a l l y  demons t a b l e . Y/hat K a n t  u rg e s
ul

i n  r e p l y  i s  t h a t  th e re  may be a noumenal scytfT, b u t  t h a t  the  

a r  g u r n e ts  advanced i n  i t s  f a v o u r  by R a t io n a l  P s y c h o lo g y  a re  

in a d e q u a te .  On C r i t i c a l  p r i n c i p l e s  we can n e i t h e r  a f f i r m  n o r  

deny th e  e x is te n c e  o f  such a s o u l on s p e c u la t i v e  g ro u n d s .

T h a t  K a n t ,  how ever, d id  b e l ie v e  i n  the  e x is te n c e  o f  a p u re  

ego as an in d iv id u a l i s  c l e a r l y  seen i n  h i s  e t h i c a l  w r i t i n g s ,  

w here  he con te nds  f o r  the  i m m o r t a l i t y  o f  th e  i n d i v i d u a l  s o u l ,  

and n e v e r  once th ro u g h o u t  th e  C r i t i q u e  o f  Pu re  Reason, w h ic h  

m e re ly  paves  th e  way f o r  th e  p o s i t i v e  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  o f  th e  

C r i t i q u e  o f  P r a c t i c a l  Reason, does he deny th e  e x is te n c e  o f  a 

noum enal s e l f  i n  u s .  ■
P

The te rm  ‘’ i n n e r  sense" K a n t  to o k  o v e r  f ro m  th e  p h i lo s o p h y  

o f  l o c k e ,  and„ a rg u in g  by  a n a lo g y  f ro m  th e ^ iv e  senses, he

u n f o r t u n a t e l y  i n t e r p r e t e d  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  as a k in d  o f  #  

s i x t h  sense i n  o rd e r  to  f i t  i n  w i t h  th e  re q u i re m e n ts  o f  h i s  

g e n e r a l  t h e o r y  o f  know ledge , v i z .  t h a t  know ledge  i s  l i m i t e d  

to  a p p e a ra n c e s .  The c o n c e p t io n  o f  an in n e r  sense, how ever, 

says Ward, i s  u n te n a b le .  E v e ry  sense nas a s e n s e -o rg a n ,  b u t  

th e r e  i s  no e v id e n c e  o f  any o rg an  o r  p h y s ic a l  b a s is  o f  in n e r  

dense . M o re o v e r ,  th e  d i f f e r e n t  senses a re  d i s t i n c t  and

1 .  A r t i c l e  i n  ’ E n c y c lo p a e d ia  B r i t t a n i c a i  V o l .  9.
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in d e p e n d e n t ;  we can no t h ea r t h a t  we ta s te ,  b u t  we may be 

c o n s c io u s  t.i.iat we t a s t e ,  A g a in ,  i t  may be u rg e d  t h a t  each

sense i s  s u i  g e n e r is  as re g a rd s  q u a l i t y ,  b u t  th e  f a c t s  o f  

xhe s o - c a l l e d  in n e r  sense a re  m e re ly  th o se  o f  th e  e x t e r n a l  

senses c o n c e iv e d  i n  a. new r e l a t i o n .  F i n a l l y ,  i t  may be 

s t a t e d  t h a t  sense im p re s s io n s  a re  p a s s iv e l y  r e c e iv e d

i r r e s p e c t i v e  o f  th e  w i l l  o f  th e  r e c i p i e n t  and w i t h o u t  

r e l a t i o n  to  t>'.e c o n te n ts  o f  co n sc io u sn e ss  a t  th e  t im e ,  b u t  

th e  f a c t s  o f  th e  in n e r  sense a re  due to  o u r  m e n ta l  a c t i v i t y  

and a re  neve r in d e p e n d e n t o f  f e e l i n g  and v o l i t i o n  and th e  

c o n te n ts  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s .

On th e  o th e r  hand, i f  we ig n o re  th e  above i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  

o f  i n n e r  sense, and take  in n e r  sense, as C a i r d  does i n  h i s  

m a s s iv e  vo lum es on the  ’ C r i t i c a l  P h i lo s o p & y  o f  K a n t*  and as 

K a n t  h im s e l f  o f t e n  does, to mean in n e r  r e f l e c t i o n ,  we a re  

s t i l l  c o n f r o n te d  w i t h  f o r m id a b le  d i f f i c u l t i e s  f ro m  K a n t ’ s 

p o i n t  o f  v ie w .  I f  th e re  i s  no i n t e r n a l  sense s i m i l a r  to 

th e  o r d in a r y  f i v e  senses , how does the  phenomenal d i f f e r  

f r o m  th e  noumenal s e l f ?  We can u n d e rs ta n d  K a n t  h o ld in g  

to  th e  c o n t r a s t  betw een phenomenon and nournenon as r e g a rd s  

e x t e r n a l  t h in g s ,  f o r  t h in g s  i n  th em se lve s  a re  supposed to  

a f f e c t - a  sense th e re b y  p ro d u c in g  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s , and know­

le d g e  o f  th ese  r e p r e s e n ta t io n s  w i l l  be m e re ly  know ledge  o f  

appea rance  as d is t in g u is h e d  fro m  know ledge  o f  th e  e x t e r n a l  

t h i n g  i n  i t s e l f , w h ic h  on K a n t ia n  p r i n c i p l e s  i s  im p o s s ib le .  

I f ,  ho w e ve r, th e re  i s  no in n e r  sense t h a t  th e  ego i n  i t s e l f  

can a f f e c t  i n  o rd e r  to p rodu ce  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s ,  th e n  

c l e a r l y  the  knowledge we have o f  the  s e l f  i s  n o t  a know ledge  

o f  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s ,  as i n  th e  case o f  e x t i^ n a l  o b je c t s *  Why, 

t h e r e f o r e ,  i s  th e  ego as known b randed  as mere appearance?

Y/e may, o f  c o u rs e ,  say t h a t  the  r e a l  s e l f  i s  th e  s e lx  «.s i t
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-'’-S i l k o u t s i d e  the  s u b je c t - o b je c t  r e l a t i o n ,  and t h a t  th e  

e m p i r i c a l  s e l f  i s  the  s e l f  i n a c t io n  w i t h i n  t l ie  s u b je c t -  

o o je c v  r e l a t i o n ,  o u t,  i f  th iere i s  no i n n e r  se n se . th e n  the  

c o n te n ts  o f  th e  e m p i r i c a l  ego ca n n o t be r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s  

p ro d u c e d  b y  th e  a c t io n  o f  u n d J ^ y in g  p ro c e s s e s  as t h in g s  i n  

th e m s e lv e s .  Hence o u r m e n ta l  p ro ce sse s  as k n o w n ,n o t  b e in g  

r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s  p roduced  by r e a l  p ro c e s s e s ,  m ust be r e a l  

p ro c e s s e s  th e m s e lv e s .  As a c tu a l  o c c u r re n c e s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  

o u r  m e n ta l  s ta te s  a re  knovm as th e y  a re  and n o t  s im p ly  as 

th e y  a p p e a r . C o n s e q u e n t ly , in  d i r e c t  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  to  the  

fu n d a m e n ta l  assu m p t io n  on w h ic h  h i s  g e n e ra l  t h e o r y  o f  

knoYfl^Cdge i s  based , K a n t w ou ld  now have to  a d m it  t h a t  some 

f a c t s ,  v i z .  m e n ta l  f a c t s ,  a re  t r u l y  known. Yfny, t h e r e f o r e ,  

does he n o t  a d m it  t h a t  o th e r  f a c t s  l i k e w is e ,  v i z .  p h y s ic a l  

f a c t s ,  a re  as d i r e c t l y  known? I n  n e i t h e r  case can th e  a c t  o f  

a p p re h e n d in g  he i d e n t i f i e d  w i t h  the  c o n te n t  a pp rehended . 

Know ledge  o f  a p s y c h ic a l  f a c t  as i t  i s  i n v o l v e s  th e  same k i n d  

o f  p ro b le m  as know ledge o f  a p h y s ic a l  f a c t .

M o re o v e r ,  i f  we a d m it  t h a t  m e n ta l  s t a te s  as known sjre 
r e a l i t i e s  and n o t  s im p ly  appearances , i t  i s  im p o s s ib le  to  

m a in t a in  t h a t  the  r e a l  n a tu re  o f  th e  s e l f  i s  unknow ab le , 

f o r  th e  s e l f  r e v e a ls  i t s e l f  i n  i t s  a c t i v i t i e s .

The d i f f i c u l t i e s  t h a t  e n c o u n te r  K a n t  i n  f o r m u la t i n g  Ws

d o c t r i n e  o f  th e  s e l f  show t h a t  he i s  s t i l l  b a f f l e d  by  th e  o l d

p ro b le m  o f  su b s ta n ce  and a t t r i b u t e .  He v/as c o n v in c e d  o f  t l ie

e x is t e n c e  w i t h i n  us o f  a noumenal b e in g ,  th e  t h in g  t h a t

t h i n k s ,  th o u g h  we c a n n o t say w h è th e r  i t  i s  ” 1 " o r  " h e ” o r

" i t . ” T h is  noumenal b e in g  i n  i t s e l f  i s  beyond  kn ow ledg e ,

b u t  i t  has th e  power o f  g o in g  o u t  o f  i t s e l f  to  d e te rm in e

o b je c t s ,  and i t  i s  o n ly  as r e v e a le d  w i t h i n  th e  s u b je c t - o b j e c t
b y

r e l a t i o n  t h a t  th e  s e l f  can be knovm W u s .  Such kn ow le dge .
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how eve r, does n o t  g iv e  us an i n s i g h t  i n t o  the  r e a l  ohaao .o te r

0 .1. o u r  noumenal b e in g ,  f o r  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  e x p e r ie n c e s  o f  th e  

s e l f  as known a re  mere appearances, and know ledge  o f  apd'eov- 

a iica , a rg u e s  K a n t ,  i s  r a d i c a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  f ro m  * h a t  w h ic h  

p ro d u c e s  th e  appearance . The o b j e c t - s e l f  p re s e n te d  to  us  

i n  kno w ledge  i s  mera^ phenomenal, and as such m us t be s h a r p ly  

d i s t i n g u i s h e d  f ro m  the  t h in k in g  s u b je c t  w h ic h  can n e v e r  be 

kno im  as an o b je c t .  I n s te a d  o f  r e g a r d in g  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  

e x p e r ie n c e s  o f  the  s e l f  as b e in g  s, t r u e ,  however in a d e q u a te ,  

e x p re s s io n  o f  the  r e a l  n a tu re  o f  o u r  noumenal b e in g ,  K a n t 

m a in t a in s  t h a t  the  s u b je c t  i n  i t s e l f  i s  unkraanrm and u n kn o w a b le .  

As i n  th e  case o f  th e  o b je c t s  o f  o u te r  sense, so i n  th e  case 

o f  th e  o b je c t s  o f  in n e r  sense we m ust a b id e  by  th e  o ld  

c o n t r a s t  o f  the  nournenon and the  phenomenon. What i s  known i s  

the  phenomenon; the  nournenon l u r k s  b e h in d  t h i s  phenomenon, 

and n e v e r  r e v e a ls  i t s e l f  to human o b s e r v a t io n .  T h is  c o n c e p t io n  

o f  a s u b je c t  i n  i t s e l f  u n d e r ly in g  the  e m p i r i c a l  ego f l a v o u r s  

too  much o f  L o c k e ’ s d o c t r in e  o f  subs tance  as th e  "unknown 

s u b s t ra tu m "  w h e re in  q u a l i t i e s  in h e r e .  I t  i s  p e r f e c t l y  t r u e  

t h a t  K a n t  a rgues  a g a in s t  the  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  i n f e r r i n g  th e  

e x is t e n c e  o f  a s o u l- s u b s ta n c e  f ro m  the d a ta  s u p p l ie d  by a 

c are fu l c o n s id e r a t io n  o f  the  f a c t s  o f  the  in n e r  l i f e ,  b u t  h i s  

la n g u a g e  b e t r a y s  too c l e a r l y  h i s  s p i r i t u a l i s t  l e a n in g s .  As 

a r e f u t a t i o n  o f  the  c la im s  p u t  fo r w a rd  by  r a t i o n a l  p s y c h o lo g y ,  

h o w e ve r, w h ic h  i s  K a n t ’ s main co n ce rn , h i s  te a c h in g  m us t oe 

rego^rded as c o n c lu s iv e .  The r a t i o n a l  p s v c h o lo g is t s  had 

c o n te n d e d  f o r  the  e x is te n c e  cf a s im p le  s p i r i t u a l  su b s ta n ce  

w ' i t h in  u s ,  cap ab le  o f  e x i s t i n g  i n  and toy i u s c ^ i  apart f ro m  

b o dy , and p r e s e r v in g  i t s  i d e n t i t y  a m id s t th e  f l u x  o f  p s y c h ic  

phenomena. From the  e a r l i e s t  t im e s  t h i s  subs c-an b ia ^ i  s o 

vie?/' o f  the  s o u l  g a in e d  w id e  c u r re n c y  because i t  ap pea re d
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to  s a t i s f y  th e  c la im s  p u t  fo r w a rd  r e s p e c t in g  a l i f e  

ceyond g ra v e .  I n  a c ru d e ,  u n e la b o ra te d  fo rm  i t  

a p p e a rs  i n  th e  p h i lo s o p h y  o f  P la to  and A r i s t o t l e ,  I t  

was f u r t h e r  d eve loped  i n  th e  s c h o la s t i c  p h i lo s o p h y  o f  

th e  M id d le  Ages, u n t i l  i n  th e  p h i lo s o p h y  o f  D e s c a r te s  

we see i t s  f u l l  i m p l i c a t i o n s  o p e n ly  s t a te d  and d e fe n d e d .

B y  th e  a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  h i s  c e le b r a te d  m ethod o f  d o ub t 

D e s c a r te s  shows t h a t  w ha t a lo n e  i s  beyond  th e  re a c h  o f
tkougfU: at a fe rt a i ri

s c e p t i c is m  i s  the  e x is te n c e  o f  a c e r t a i n  moment i n  a 

d o u b t e r ’ s e x p e r ie n c e .  T h is  a lo n e  i s  c l  e a r l y  and 

d i s t i n c t l y  p e r c e iv e d ,  D e s c a r te s ’ d ic tu m , h o w e ve r , im p l i e s  

more tha n  the  m qgen ta ry  e x is te n c e  o f  a b e l i e v i n g  a t t i t u d e  

i n  th e  s c e p t i c ’ s e x p e r ie n c e .  By h i s  f o r m u la - C o g i t o , 

ergo sum- he appears  to mean t h a t  i t  i s  e q u a l l y  i n d u b i t a b l y  

c e r t a i n  t h a t  th e re  e x is t s  som eth ing  t h a t  i s  r e f e r r e d  to  as 

" I " .  I f  D e s c a r te s  means t h a t  we a re  i n t u i t i v e l y  av/are o f

th e  e x is te n c e  o f  th e  " I "  p r i o r  to  a l l  e x p e r ie n c e  we have 

to  r e p l y  t h a t  such i s  n o t  th e  case . Vie do n o t  o r i g i  n a i l  y  

app re he nd  o u r  c o n s c io u s  s ta te s  as a c t i v i t i e s  o f  th e  " I . "

I t  i s  o n ly  a f t e r  a lo n g  p ro c e s s  o f  m e n ta l  d eve lopm en t 

t h a t  we" a re  e n a b le d  to  fo rm  a n o t i o n  o f  th e  s e l f .  

C o n sc io usn e ss  o f  s e l f  i s  p o s s ib le  o n ly  i n  r e l a t i o n  to  and i n  

c o n t r a s t  w i t h  w ha t i s  n o t - s e l f .  Hence we f i n d  H u x le y  

o b je c t i n g  to  D e s c a r te s ’ s s t a r t i n g - p o i n t ,  and m a in t a in in g  

t h a t  i n  th e  l i g h t  o f  h i s  own c r i t e r i o n  D e s c a r te s  had  o n ly  

p ro v e d  t h a t  " t h e r e  i s  a t h o u g h t , "  f o r  th e  mere f a c t  o f  

d o u b l in g  s im p ly  shows t h a t  a c e r t a i n  s t a t e  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s  

does a c t u a l l y  e x i s t  a t  th e  t im e .  I t  i s  n o t  i n t u i t i v e l y  

and i n d u b i t a b l y  c e r t a i n  a t  the  f i r s t  g la n c e  t h a t  t h i s  

s t a t e  i s  an a c t i v i t y  o f  th e  " I " .  I n  f a c t ,  such an a s s e r t -  

i o n  can be and has been doub ted  by  many em inen t
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p h i l o s o p l ie r s . Huae, e . g . ,  con tended  t h a t  th e  n o t i o n  o f  the  

s e l f  i s  a mere i l l u s i o n .  Those who "he lieve  i n  th e  e x is te n c e  

o f  th e  " I " lo o k  upon i t  as h a v in g  a c e r t a i n  p e r s is t e n c e .

I t  i s  th e  saiue s e l f  t h a t  cove rs  th e  p a s t ,  p r e s e n t ,  and 

f u t u r e ,  and. how can a p re s e n t  s t a t e  o f  co n s c io u s n e s s  g iv e  o f  

i t s e l f  an im m ed ia te  assu rance  o f  the  e x is te n c e  o f  such an 

a o id in g  s e l f ?  D e s c a r te s ,  however, goes even f u r t h e r  th a n  t h i s  

He says t h a t  we apprehend  more c l e a r l y  and d i s t i n c t l y  than  we 

do a n y th in g  e ls e  t l i a t  t h i s  " I "  e x i s t s  as a t h i n k i n g  t h i n g ,  a 
r e s  c o g # i t a n s .  He seems to  t h in k  t h a t  we a re  im m e d ia te ly  

aware o f  th e  s e l f  as a s im p le  i n d i v i s i b l e  s u b s ta n c e .  T h is ,  

h o w e ve r ,  i s  n o t  t r u e .  As P r o f .  M ackenz ie  .p u ts  i t ,  "When I  

a p p re h e nd  t h a t  t h i s  f l o w e r  i s  b lu e ,  I  ca n n o t r e a l l y  d oub t 

e i t h e r  th e  * 1 * o r  th e  • a p p re h e n s io n *  o f  th e  * t h i s *  o f̂ th e  

• f l o w e r *  o r  th e  •b lu e n e s s ^  b u t  w ha t e x a c t l y  any o f  th e se  i s
CL

and how f a r  ai^y o f  them p e r s i s t s  as s e p a ra te  s u b s ta n c e ,  i s  
t  i

n o t  y e t  de^ferm ined. " In s te a d  o f  p r o v in g ,  t h e r e f o r e ,

D e s c a r te s  m e re ly  assumed th e  e x is te n c e  o f  a s u b s t a n t i a l  s o u l  

i n  w h ic h  co n sc io u s n e s s  was supposed to  i n h e r e .  The r e s u l t  o f  

t h i s  d o c t r i n e  o f  the  s e l f  as a t h i n k in g  th in g  was to  c o n c e iv e  

o f  m in d  and body as two s e p a ra te  and d i s t i n c t  s u b s ta n c e s .  

H a t t e r  was re g a rd e d  as fo rm in g  no p a r t  o f  the  essence o f  th e  

s e l f ,  w h ic h  c o n s is t s  e n t i r e l y  i n  th o u g h t ,  so t h a t  th e  

e l i m i n a t i o n  o f  bod^;- vm u ld  n o t  a f f e c t  the  e x is te n c e  o f  th e  

s e l f .  T h is  c o n c lu s io n  was p o s s ib le  f o r  D e s c a r te s ,  says L a i r d ,  

because  " o f  th e  b a r re n n e s s  o f  the  c o n te n t  o f  th e  s e l f "  i n  

h i s  t h e o r y ,  and a ls o  because he co n fu se d  g ro u n d  and cause. 

" U n le s s  cause and g ro u n d  a re  i d e n t i c a l  tn e  s e l l  may r e q u i r e  

p h y s i c a l  c o n d i t i o n s  a l t h o u g h  the se  a re  no p a r t  o f  i t s  

essence , and t h i s  i s  th e  u s u a l  v ie w . And when D e s c a r te s  

m a in ta in e d  t h a t  th e  p re sence  o r  absence o f  th e  body  does 

n o t  a f f e c t  the  c o n te n t o f  the  s e l f ,  i t  i s  d o u b t fu l w he ther

1 .  ’ E le m e n ts  o f  C o n s t r u c t iv e  P h i lo s o p h y ’ p .  31 .
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he u n d e rs to o d  by t h i s  c o n te n t  o r  essence a n y th in g  more than  

th e  pe rm anen t subs tance  w h ic h  he b e l ie v e d  to  c o n t in u e  

unchanged so lo n g  as t h i n k in g  p e r s i s t s . "

W i th  th e  e x c e p t io n  o f  M a le b ra nch e , who m a in ta in e d  t h a t  

we have no c le a r  id e a  o f  the  s e l f ,  an (^Spinoza, whose 

m e ta p h y s ic a l  system p re v e n te d  h im  fro m  a s s ig n in g  an 

in d e p e n d e n t  e x is te n c e  to  d e te rm in a te  th in g s  as ipere modes o f  

th e  one i n f i n i t e  su b s ta n ce , the  s o u l- s u b s ta n c e  d o c t r i n e  

e x e r c is e d  a p ro fo u n d  i n f lu e n c e  upon D e s c a r te s *  im m e d ia te  

s u c c e s s o rs ,  v i z . L e ib n i z ,  L o c k s ,  b o r k - l o y ,  and even K a n t .  

B e r k e le y ’ s n a t u r a l  l i n e  o f  th o u g h t  w o u ld  have l e d  h im  as i t  

n a t u r a l l y  l e d  Hume a f te r w a r d s  to  d is s o lv e  th e  s e l f  i n t o  a 

com p lex  o f  id e a s .  In de e d , h i s  e a r l i e r  w r i t i n g s  show t h a t  te. t  

one t im e  he w o u ld  n o t  h e s i t a t e  to  d e ve lo p  h i s  p r i n c i p l e s  

to  t h e i r  l o g i c à l  conc lus ions -  Thus, e .g .  i n  h i s  "Commonplace 

B o o k ’ th e r e  a re  passages w h ic h  show t h a t  he was re a d y  to 

r e g a r d  th e  m ind  as c o n s is t in g  i n  a c o l l e c t i o n  o f  p r e s e n t a t io n s  

"The v e r y  e x is te n c e  o f  id e a s  c o n s t i t u t e s  the  s o u l .  H in d  i s  a 

c o n g e r ie s  o f  p e r ^ p t i o n s . Take away p e r c e p t io n ,  and you ta k e ­

away m in d . P u t  the  p e r c e p t io n s ,  and you p u t  th e  m in d . "  I n  th e  
T

\ $ r e a t i s e  c o n c e rn in g  th e  P r i n c i p l e s  o f  Human K no w le dge ’ , 

hoT/ever, he l a y s  s t r e s s  on a c t i v i t y  as th e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  

o f  th e  s e l f .  C o n f in in g  th e  te rm  " id e a "  to phenomena o f
tut

sense B e r k e le y  r e a l i s e d ^ t h e  s e l f - c o n s c io u s  agfecnt ca n n o t 

be a n " i d e a . "  " B u t  b e s id e s  a l l  t h a t  e n d le s s  v a r i e t y  o f  id e a s  

o r  o b je c t s  o f  know ledge , th e re  i s  l i k e w is e  so m e th in g  w h ic h

knows o r  p e r c e iv e s  them, and _ex_eKci_s_e_̂ q .PP.ÊP.& b i.9 >

as w i l l i n g ,  im a g in in g ,  re m e m b e r in g ,-  a b o u t them. T h is  

p e r c e i v i n g  a c t i v e  b e in g  i s  w hat I  c a l l  M in c . ,S p i i i  ^ ,S o u l,  oj. 

M y s e l f .  Ih'?- w h ic h  words I  do n o t  denote  any one #  o f  my id e a s ,  

b u t  a t h in g  e n t i r e l y  d i s t i n c t  f ro m  them, ■'/jhereii. tne^' e x i s t ,

1 .  * h r  ob l e  ms o f  th e  Self.* p .  310»
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0 1 , w h ic h  i s  th e  same th in g ,  whereby th e y  a re  p e r c e i v e d - f o r

th e  e x is te n c e  o f  a.n id e a  c o n s is t s  i n  b e in g  p e r c e i v e d . "

An id e a ,  " b e in g  p a s s iv e  and i n e r t ,  c a n n o t r e p r e s e n t  u n to  u s ,
z

b y  way o f  image o r  l i k e n e s s ,  t h a t  w h ic h  a c t s . "  S p i r i t  c a n n o t 

be i t s e l f  p e r c e iv e d ,  b u t  o n ly  by i t s  e f f e d t s .  S t i l l ,  B e r k e le y

c o n te n d s ,  we can a t t a c h  a meaning to  o u r  p e rs o n a l  i d e n t i t y  an 

a gen cy , and so he co n c lu d e s  t h a t  we have a " n o t i o n "  o f  s e l f .

I n  o u r  c o n sc io u sn e ss  o f  s e l f  we have s u f f i c i e n t  g ro un d s  f o r  

h o ld i n g  t h a t  we have o, " n o t i o n "  o f a j b u i r i t u a l  s u b s ta n c e . *

  a sp iJ fc it has been shown to  be the  o n ly  su b s ta n ce  o r

s u p p o r t  w h e re in  u n t h in k in g  b e in g s  o r  id e a s  can e x i s t ;  b u t  t h a t
3

t h i s  su b s ta n ce  w h ic h  s u p p o r ts  o r  p e r c e iv e s  i d e a s . . . . "  "W hat I  

am m y s e l f  -  t h a t  w h ich  I  denote  by  the  te rm  I -  i s  th e  same
If

w i t h  w ha t i s  meant by  s o u l o r  s p i r i t u a l  s u b s ta n ce . *

L o c k e , w h i l s t  s t i l l  a d v o c a t in g  th e  s o u l - s u b s ta n c e  

d o e t r i n e ,  d e n ie d  the  know ab leness o f  such, a su b s ta n c e ,  and th u s  

paved  th e  way f o r  the  subsequen t d e s t r u c t i v e  c r i t i c i s m  o f  Hume. 

The com plex id e a  o f  any su b s ta nce , says Locke , c o n ta in s  a number 

o f  s im p le  id e a s  c o r re s p o n d in g  to  the  q u a l i t i e s  o f  th e  t h in g ,

and a ls o  a g e n e ra l  id e a  o f  subs tance  o r  o f  a s u b s t ra tu m  o r  

u n d e r l y in g  so m e th in g  i n  w h ic h  th e  q u a l i t i e s  o f  the  t h i n g  a re  

c o n s id e r e d  to be i n h e r e n t .  He f u l l y  a d m its  t h a t  we have no 

e x p e r ie n c e  o f  such a t ra n s c e n d e n t  subs tance  w h ic h  we r e g a r d  

as th e  u n d e r l y in g  s u p p o r t  o f  q u a l i t i e s  o r  a t t r i b u t e s  o r  

a c c id e n t s .  The re a so n  a s s ig n e d  f o r  o u r  h a v in g  such an id e a  o f  

s u b s ta n c e  i n  g e n e ra l  i s  o u r  i n a b i l i t y  to  c o n c e iv e  how th e  

q u a l i t i e s  s h o u ld  s u b s is t  a lo n e  o r  i n  one a n o th e r ,  n o t

im a g in in g  how th e se  s im p le  id e a s  can s u b s is t  b y  th e m s e lv e s ,  we

a ccu s to m  o u rs e lv e s  to  suppose some sub s t ra tu rn  w h e ie in  th e y  do  ^  ^

s u b s i s t  and f ro m  w h ic h  th e y  do r e s u l t . "  An A na logous

1 . ’ P r i n c i j i l es o f  Human K now ledge ’ p a r .  2.
2 . I b i d .  p a r .  27.
3 . I b i d .  p a r .  1 3 5 .
4 . I b i d .  p a r .  1 3 9 .  _ ^ ^  ™
5 . ’ Essa-'T" c o n c e rn in g  Human Under s uanurng. m x, . p a r .  6 ,
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su OS t i  a turn o r  subs tance  i s  c la im e d  f o r  the  o p e r a t io n s  o f  

t.-.e m in d ,  a s p i r i t u a l  subs tance  which stands in. th,.e same 

1 e l  a Lj.oTi uo 3 ivoh m e n ta l o je *a t io n s  as t h i n k in g ,  r e a s o n in g ,  

e t c .  as c o rp o re a l  substsuice does to c o r p o r e a l  qualities.
I n  eacn case o u r  id e a  o f  subs tance  i s  e q u a l l y  o b s c u re .

L o c k e ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  h o ld s  t h a t  we have no c l e a r  o r  d i s t i n c t  

i d e a  of su b s ta n ce , and y e t  he canno t  d isp e n se  w i th  i t .  Ke 

r e a l i s e d  t h a t  an u n s u b t a n t ia te d  g roup  o f  phenomena was 

u n i n t e l l i g i b l e ,  J u s t la s  language  w ou ld  be w h ic h  had 

a d je c t i v e s  o n ly  and no s u b s ta n t iv e s .  The q u a l i t i e s  o f  a 

p a r t i c u l a r  su b s ta n ce  must be c o n s id e re d  as u n i t e d  i n  one 

t h i n g .  To r e g a rd  them as so u n i t e d  i s  a n e c e s s i t y  o f  th o u g h t ,  

y e t  such an id e a  o f  subs tance  i n  g e n e ra l  i s  u s e le s s  f o r  a l l  

p r a c t i c a l  p u rp o s e s .  I t  i s  a lw ays  th e  same and qS nnot, 

t h e r e f o r e ,  e x p la in  why c e r t a i n  p o r t i c u l a r  sub s tan ces  have 

c e r t a i n  p a r t i c u l a r  q u a l i t i e s .  IT e i th e r  can i t  e x p la in  how 

th e s e  p a r t i c u l a r  q u a l i t i e s  a re  unified. By the  g e n e ra l  id e a  

o f  s u b s ta n c e ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  Locke  m e re ly  m eant t h a t  the  

q u a l i t i e s  o f  a p a r t i c u l a r  sub s tan ce  must be re g a rd e d  as

ü n f f i ' é d  i n  a c e r t a i n  way,, and i n c i d e n t a l l y , '  w h i l s t  s t i l l  

a d v o c a t in g  th e  s o u l- s u b s ta n c e  d o c t r i n e ,  he showed the  

f u t i l i t y  and u s e le s s n e s s  o f  t h i s  c o n c e p t io n  o f  su bs ta n ce

1to  a c c o u n t  f o r  the  f a c t s  o f  ou r in n e r  l i f e .  I n  one passage  

he even goes so f a r  as to  say t h a t  i t  i s  q u i t e  p o s s ib le  t h a t  

th e r e  è x i s t s  no d i s t i n c t  im m a te r ia l  subs tance  i n  us a f t e r  a l l ;  

th e  f a c t s  o f  co n sc io u s n e s s  a re  e q u a l l y  w e l l  e x p la in e d  i f  we 

conceive of God s u p e ra d d in g  to matter a f a c u l t y  of t h i n k in g  

i n s t e a d  o f  s u p e ra d d in g  to  i t  a n o th e r  su b s tan ce  w i t h  a

f a c u l t y  o f  t h i n k in g .

A g a in ,  th e  n o t i o n  o f  p e rs o n a l  i d e n t i t y  i s  e x p la in e d  b y  

h im  a p a r t  f ro m  th e  n o t io n  o f  s u b s ta n ce . P e rs o n a l  i d e n t i t y ,  

he i n s i s t s ,  c o n s is t s  e n t i r e l y  i n  the  i d e n t i t y  o f  c o n s c ip j ^ -  

ness  and n o t  i n  th e  i d e n t i t y  o f  a t ra n s c e n d e n t  siivo uancL. o /  j r

1  ̂ ’ "bosay c o n c e r n in g  Human U n d e rs ta n d in g ,*  B k. IV . C h . 1 1 1 . p a r . 16,
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and above o u r  p s y c h ic a l  s t a t e s .  L i k e  K a n t  a f t e r  h im , he 

.’. l i n t s  tn a u  co n sc io u sn e ss  n i g h t  r e t a i n  i t s  i d e n t i t y  th r o u g j i -

o u t  a s u c c e s s io n  o f  u n d e r l y in g  s u b s ta n ce s , i f  t h e r e  be any . 

L o c k e ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  m in im is e d  th e  v a lu e  o f  a t r a n s c e n d e n t  

s u b s ta n ce  to  such an e x te n t  as to  make us  f e e l  t h a t  he é o u ld  

h sve  e a s i l y  d e n ie d  i t s  e x is te n c e  a l t o g e t h e r .

Hume, as i s  w e l l  k n o rn ,  re d u ce d  th e  s e l f  e n t i r e l y  i n t o  

th e  sum o f  i t s  ovm s t a t e s .  The v a lu e  o f  Hume’ s te a c h in g ,  

w h ic h  we have a l r e a d y  expounded i n  a p re v io u s  s e c t io n ,  

c o n s is t s  i n  showing t h a t  th e  s e l f  ca n n o t e x i s t  a p a r t  f ro m  

i t s  s t a t e s .  I t  was h i s  f a i l u r e  to  come a c ro s s  such a 

• s p i r i t u a l  d u bs ta nce "  v /h ich  i s  s e p a ra te  f ro m ,  and i r r e d u c i b l e  

t o ,  p a r t i c u l a r  e x p e r ie n c e s  t h a t  l e d  h im  to re d u c e  th e  s e l f  

i n t o  th e  sum o f  i t s  s t a t e s .

K a n t ,  l i k e  L o cke , w h i l s t  h o ld in g  to a b e l i e f  i n  th e  

e x is t e n c e  o f  a s o u l ,  ^ h o w s  q u i t e  c o n c lu s i v e l y  i n  h i s  t r e a t ­

m en t o f  R a t io n a l  P s y c h o lo g y  t h a t  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  such a

" s p i r i t u a l  s u b s ta n ce "  i s  n o t  l o g i c a l l y  d e m o n s tra b le .

E x p e r ie n c e  c o n n o t vouch f o r  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  a t r a n s c e n d e n t

s u b s ta n c e  o v e r  and above th e  p a r t i c u l a r  e x p e r ie n c e s  t h a t

c o n s t i t u t e  th e  s tream  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s .  I t  i s  u n d o u b te d ly

t r u e  t h a t  th e  s e l f  as known e x h ib i t s  u n i t y  and c o n t i n u i t y ,

b u t  t h i s  does n o t  p ro ve  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  a u n i t a r y  su b s ta n ce

c a p a b le  o f  e x i s t i n g  i n  and by i t s e l f  a p a r t  f r o m  th e  s e r ie s

o f  p ro c e s s e s  t h a t  c o n s t i t u t e s  o u r p r e s e n t  e m p i r i c a l  s e l f .

Wi t h i n  th e  s e l f  th e re  a re  to be fo u n d  a m u l t i p l i c i t y  and

a u n i t y ,  b u t  th e  u n i t y  canno t b e ^ e p a ra te d  f ro m  the

m u l t i p l i c i t y .  C once ived  a p a r t  f ro m  th e  m a n i f o ld ,  whose

p r i n c i p l e *  o f  c o n n e c t io n  i t  i s ,  u n iu y  i s  a mere fo rm a l

•Qf’j ^ t y j  i t  i §  a mere a b s t r a c t i o n ,  a " fo c u s  im a g in a r iu s  i n t o

w i i i c h  th e  m u l t i p l e  r e l a t i o n s  w h ic î i  c o n s t i t u t e  th e  i n t e l l i g i b l e

w o r ld  r e t u r n . " \ h a t  t h i s  l o g i c a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  th o u g h t

1 .  P r o f .  S e th  P rin g le - P a t t i s o n  i n  ’ H e g e l ia n ' .s : i  and 
P e r s o n a l i t y . *  p .  28.
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does n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  im p ly  the  e x is te n c e  o f  a u n i t a r y  

su b s ta n ce  i s  c l e a r l y  r e c o g n is e d  by K a n t ,  L i k e  L o cke  b e fo r e

h im  he re g a rd s  i t  as p o s s ib le  f o r  th e  s e l f  to  be 

r e p re s e n te d  to us as an i d e n t i c a l  u n i t y  even th o u g h  i t s  

u n d e r l y in g  c o n d i t i o n s  change. In d e e d , he even h i n t s  t h a t ,  

f o r  a l l  we know to  the  c o n t r a r y ,  w ha t u n d e r l i e s  consciousness: 

m ig h t  be th e  Scxme su bs ta nce  as u n d e r l i e s  m a t t e r .

Our d is c u s s io n  up to  t h i s  p o in t  has shown th e  f u t i l i t y  

o f  e n d e a v o u r in g  to  e x p la in  the  s u b s t a n t i a l i t y  o f  th e  s e l f  b y  

i n t r o d u c i n g  a t ra n s c e n d e n t  su b s tan ce  i n  w h ic h  o u r  p a r t i c u l a r  

exp e r  i  ences a re  suppo sed to  i  nhe r e . L x a n i  na t i  on o f  the, 

p h i l o s o p h i c a l  w r i t i n g s  o f  the  s u p p o r te rs  o f  th e  s o u l -  

s u b s ta n ce  d o c t r i n e  ca n n o t s u p p ly  a sh red  o f  t h e o r e t i c a l  

p r o o f  f o r  e s t a b l i s h in g  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  such a " s u b s ta n c e . "  

In d e e d ,  we a re  f o r c e d  to  c o n c lu d e  f ro m  a p e r u s a l  o f  th e se  

w r i t i n g s  t h a t  th e  r e a l  re a s o n  f o r  th e se  p h i lo s o p h e r s *

a dvoca cy  o f  a s u b s t a n t i a l i s t  v ie w  o f  th e  s o u l  i s ,  n o t  th e  

t h e o r e t i c a l  e v id e n ce  i n  i t s  f a i r ^ u r ,  b u t  th e  l o n g - s t a n d in g  

c o n v i c t i o n  t h a t  i t  a lo n e  was c a p ab le  o f  s a fe g u a rd in g  t h e i r  

c h e r is h e d  b e l i e f s  c o n c e rn in g  th e  l i f e  a f t e r  d e a th .  So f i r m l y  

r o o t e d  was t h i s  c o n v ic t io n  t h a t  many p h i lo s o p h e r s  as , e .g .  

R e id ,  a d o p te d  th e  n o t i o n  o f  a s im p le  im m a t e r ia l  s u b s ta n ce  

even i n  d i r e c t  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  to  th e  fu n d a m e n ta l  p r i n c i p l e s  

o f  t h e i r  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  t h e o r ie s .  A c c o rd in g  to  R e id  we have 

no c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  s e l f ,  we have m e re ly  a " c o n v i c t i o n "  o f  

i t s  e x is t e n c e .  Though he p r o t e s t s  a g a in s t  th e  c o n t r a s t  

o f  nournenon and phenomenon, he y e t  adhe res  to  th e  n o t i o n  

o f  a t r a n s c e n d n n t  im m a te r ia l  stubs tan  c e i n  t h a t  he c o n c e iv e s  

o f  th e  s e l f  as l u r k i n g  b e h in d  o u r  m e n ta l  o p e r a t io n s  w h ic h

a lo n e  f a l l  w i t h i n  the  f i e l d  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s .  He f a i l s  to 

s l l p i f t  th e  s e l f  r e v e a ls  i t s e l f  i n  i t s  a c t i v i t i e s ,  and so

he S u b s t i t u t e s  p e r s o n a l  c o n v i c t i o n  f o r  s e l f - c o n s c i o u s n e s s .

I t  i s  n o t  a t  M l  c e r t a i n  w h e th e r  R u s s e l l  a ls o  i s  n o t



I t i p .
u n d e r  th e  i n f lu e n c e  o f  th e  s o u l-s u h s t& n c e  d o c t r i n e  when he 

h o ld s  i n  th e  * P rob lem s o f  P h i lo s o p h y ’ t h a t  we have a d i r e c t  

aw areness , a know ledge by  " a c q u a in ta n c e , "  o f  the  s e l f ,  b u t  

t h a t  we c a n n o t  d e te rm in e  i t s  n a t u r e .  He a rg u e s  as f o l l o w s : -  

A l l  a c q u a in ta n c e  i s  a r e l a t i o n  be tw een  two te rm s , v i z ,  " t h e  

p e rs o n  a c q u a in te d  and th e  o b je c t  w i t h  w h ic h  th e  p e rs o n  i s  

a c q u a in t e d . " I n  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  where I  am a c q u a in te d  

w i t h  my a c q u a in ta n c e  w i t h  the  o b je c t ,  th e  p e rso n  a c q u a in te d  

i s  m y s e l f ,  so t h a t  "when I  am a c q u a in te d  w i t h  my s e e in g  th e  

sun, th e  w h o le  f a c t  w i t h  w h ic h  I  am a c q u a in te d  i s  * S e l f -
Ê, J

a c q u a in te d -w i th - ^ n s e - d a tu m .  " Prom th e  f a c t  o f  i n t r o s p e c t i o n  

t h e r e f o r e ,  says R u s s e l l ,  i t  appea rs  c e r t a i n  t h a t  Tie do have  a 

kn o w le dg e  o f  s e l f ,  f o r  i n  i n t r o s p e c t i o n  o u r  o b je c t  i s  " S e l f -  

a c q u a in  te  d - w i th - s e n s e - d a  turn, " So f a r  iie have  no re a s o n  to  

q u a r r e l  w i t h  R u s s e l l ’ s c o n t e n t io n .  Im m e d ia te ly ,  h ow e ve r,  he 

makes th e  s t a r t l i n g  c o n fe s s io n  t h a t  he c a n n o t  say w h a t th e  s e l f  

i s .  A lo n g  w i t h  Hume he co m p la ins  t h a t  i n  i n t r o s p e c t i o n  we 

a lw a j 's  s tu m b le  upon some p a r t i c u l a r  th o u g h t  o r  f e e l i n g ,  and 

n e v e r  upon  a s e p a ra te  and d i s t i n c t  " I "  w h ic h  has th e  th o u g h t  

o r  f e e l i n g .  He u n f o r t u n a t e l y  appe a rs  to  c o n c e iv e  o f  th e  s e l f  

as s ta n d in g  on one s id e  o f  th e  chasm and th e  sen se -d a tu m  o'c 

th e  o t h e r ,  w i t h  th e  a c t  o f  a c q u a in ta n c e  fo r m in g  a k i n d  o f  

c o n n e c t in g  l i n k  betv/een them, and so, th o u g h  he a d m its  # h a t  

i n  i n t r o s p e c t i o n  we do become aware o f  c o g n i t i v e  a c t s ,  he 

t h i n k s  t h a t  a know ledge  o f  such p s y c h ic a l  p ro c e s s e s  does 

n o t  g i v e  us know M ge  o f  th e  s e l f ;  o th e r w is e  why does he , a f t i e r

a d m i t t i n g  t h a t  c o g n i t i v e  a c ts  can be knovn , s a ^  t h a t  we 

c a n n o t  d e te rm in e  th e  n a tu r e  o f  the  s e l f .  I t  a p p e a rs ,  t h e r e f o r e ,

t h a t  R u s s e l l  i s  l o o k in g  f o r  th e  s e l f  i n  som e th in g  q u i t e  a p a r t  

f ro m  o u r  m e n ta l  p ro c e s s e s .  Ei^i den t l y  he i s  n o t  re a d y  to  soy 

t h a t  th e  n a tu r e  o f  th e  s e l f  i s  r e v e a le d  i n  o u r  p a r t i c u l a r

e x p e r ie n c e s ,  t h a t  th e  s e l f  i s  a u n i t y  o f  e x p e r ie n c e s ,  o r  h€ 

w o u ld  n o t  m a in t a in ,  even a f t e r  a d m i t t i n g  t h a t  c. kn ow ledge  o f

1 . p .  97.
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o u r  p s y c h ic a l  p ro cesse s  i s  p o s s ib le ,  t h a t  th ç |n a tu re  o f  the  

s e l f  i s  unknown to  u s .  The s e l f ,  on R u s s e l l ’ s v ie w ,  sounds 

s u s p ic i o u s l y  l i k e  th e  nournenon l u r k i n g  b e h in d  the  phenomenon.

The c o n c e p t io n  o f  a t r a n s c e n d e n t  su b s ta n ce  i n  w h ic h  

q u a l i t i e s  o r  " a c c id e n t s "  a re  supposed to  in h e r e  i s  e v i d e n t l y  

due- to  a f a i l u r e  to  comprehend th e  t r u e  r e l a t i o n  s u b s i s t i n g  

be tw een  s u b s ta n ce  and q u a l i t y .  I n s te a d  o f  r e c o g n is in g  th e  

m u tu a l  dependence o f  su b s ta n ce  and q u a l i t y ,  v/e a re  p ro n e  to  

c o n c e iv e  o f  th e  q u a l i t i e s  i n  d i s t i n c t i o n  f ro m  t h e i r  s u b s ta n c e .  

Vie te n d  to  bes tow  upon th e  q u a l i t i e s  a k in d  o f  s u b s t a n t i a l  

e x is t e n c e  o f  t h e i r ' o w n ,  and th e n  th e  " s u b s ta n c e "  i s  

i n t r o d u c e d  as a k in d  o f  t r a n s c e n d e n t  cement to  u n i t e  to g e th e r  

a number o f  p a r t i c u l a r  t h in g s .  The d i f f e r e n t  t h in g s  a re  

re g a rd e d  as somehow in h e r i n g  i n  "one  i n d i v i s i b l e  t h i n è , " and 

t h i s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  w i l l  e x p la in  how th e y  a re  u n i f i e d  i n t o  one 

d i s t i n c t  w h o le .  They fo rm  one wdiole because th e y  a re  u n i t e d  

to g e th e r  by one i n d i v i s i b l e  t h i n g .  The p ro b le m  o f  th e  One 

and th e  Many i s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  re g a rd e d  as s o lv e d  by c o n c e iv in g  

o f  th e  Many as b e in g  c o n ta in e d  i n  a d i s t i n c t  i n d i v i s i b l e  

e n t i t y .  T h is ,  how ever, c a n n o t s o lv e  th e  m e ta p h y s ic a l  p ro b le m  

o f  s u b s ta n c e ,  f o r  to  c o n c e iv e  o f  su bs ta n ce  as one t h in g  

among o t h e r  t h in g s  o b v io u s ly  le a d s  to  an i n f i n i t e  r e g r e s s .  

When Lo cke  o c c a s io n a l l y  re g a rd s  sub s ta n ce  as one id e a  am ongst 

o t h e r s  he does n o t  s o lv e  the  p ro b le m  o f  s u b s ta n c e ,  f o r  to 

c o n c e iv e  o f  su b s ta n ce  as a s im p le  id e a  l i k e  c o lo u r s  o r  

sounds "w o u ld  o n ly  add a n o th e r  u n i t  to  th e  c o l l e c t i o n ,

i n s t e a d  o f  e x p la in in g  the  u n io n  o f  t h i s  s e t  o f  id e a s  i n  a
i

d i s t i n c t  p a r t i c u l a r  t h i n g . "

The s u b s t a n t i a l i t y  o f  a p a r t i c u l a r  t h in g  i s  n o t ,  

t h e r e f o r e ,  e x p la in e d  by p o s t u l a t i n g  a t r a n s c e n d e n t  e n t i t y  as 

t i ie  u n kno un s u p p o r t  o f  i t s  a t t r i b u t e s .  Ih e  su b s ta n c e  c a n n o t  

e x i s t  a p a r t  f ro m  i t s  q u a l i t i e s ,  and q u a l i t i e s  c a n n o t e x is  i- 

e x c e p t  as q u a l i t i e s  o_f su b s ta n ce .  V/nat r e a l l y  e x i s t s  i s  ^he

1. Laird, ’Problems of theSelf." p. 315.
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i  nd i v i  du a l , and e v e ry  i /n d i vi. d ua l t h i  ng , as A r i s t o t l e  po i  n t  e d 

o u t  lo n g  ago, i s  a c o m b in a t io n  o f  M a t te r  and Form . A r i s t o t l e  

h im s .e l f  c l e a r l y  r e a l i s e d  t h a t  i t  i s  im p o s s ib le  to  come a c ro s s  

m a t te r "  , i  .e, m a t te r  w h ic h  i s  d e v o id  o f  a l l  fo r m .  The 

te r m " m a t te r "  he used i n  a r e l a t i v e  sense. What i s  " fo rm "  w i t h  

R e fe re n c e  to  i n f e r i o r  t h in g s  i n  th e  s c a le  o f  b e in g  becomes 

" m a t t e r "  w i t h  r e fe r e n c e  to  a h ig h e r  fo rm .  The m a t te r  and th e  

fo rm ,  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  and th e  u n i v e r s a l ,  th e  s u b s ta n ce  and the  

q u a l i t y ,  o r ,  i n  B ra d le y *  s la n g u a g e , th e  " T l a t "  and th e  "W h a t" ,  

c a n n o t  be s e p a ra te d .  They fo rm  an i n d i s s o l u b l e  u n i t y  to  

c o n s t i t u t e  one p a r t i c u l a r  t h i n g .  As P r o f .  S e th  P r i n g l e -  

P a t t i s o n  p u ts  i t  i n  th e  ’ Id e a  o f  God’ , " Q u a l i t i e s  do n o t  f l y  

lo o s e  as a b s t r a c t  e n t i t i e s ,  and su b s tan ce  does n o t  e x i s t  as an 

u n d e te rm in e d  somewhat -  a mere " t h a t *  -  to  w h ic h  th e y  a re  

a f t e r w a r d s  a t ta c h e d .  The id e a  o f  th e  s u b s ta n ce  i s  the  id e a  o f  

th e  q u a l i t i e s  as u n i f i e d  and s y s te m a t iz e d ,  and i n d i c a t i n g  

th ro u g h  t h i s  u n i t y  o r  system , th e  p re se n ce  o f  a c o n c re te  

i n d i v i d u a l .  The two id e a s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  a re  i n  th e  s t r i c t e s t

sense in s e p a r a b le  -  th e  two a s p e c ts  o f  e v e ry  r e a l i t y  -  i t s  

e x is t e n c e  and i t s  n a tu r e .  F o th in g  e x i s t s  e x c e p t  as q u a l i t a t i v e ­

l y  d e te rm in e d ;  and i t s  e x is te n c e  as such and such an i n d i v i d u a l  

i s ,  i n  f a c t ,  d e te rm in e d  o r  c o n s t i t u t e d  by th e  s y s te m a t ic  

u n i t y  o f  th e  q u a l i t i e s . "  V /herever we meet w i t h  such a u n i t y  

o f  q u a l i t i e s ,  th e re  we can say a p a r t i c u l a r  t h in g  e x i s t s .  The 

i d e n t i t y  o f  th e  t h in g  does n o t  depend upon i t s  a t t r i b u t e s  

r e m a in in g  c h a n g e le s s .  I t  depends r a t h e r  upon t h ^ i n d  and degree  

o f  u n i t y  immanent i n  th e  a t t r i b u t e s .  "A t h i n g  i s  o r  i s  n o t

th e  same, a c c o rd in g  to  the  u n i t y  and c o n t i n u i t y  o f  p r o p e r t i e s
1 . * .

w h ic h  i t  has a t  anj^ one t im e  and a t  any o t h e r . "  I t  i s  f ro m  t h i s  

p o i n t  o f  v ie w  t h a t  we m ust i n t e r p r e t  th e  n a tu r e  o f  th e  s e l f .

When we exam ine o u r  own m inds  we f i n d  t h a t  th e  c o n te n t  o f  o u r  

in n e r  l i f e  a t  a c e r t a i n  t im e  c o n s is t s  o f  p s y c h ic a l  p ro c e s s e s

1. Laird, ’Problems of the Self" p. 351.
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w h ic h  8J"e i n  a ^ p e tu a l  s t a t e  o f  f l u x .  These p a r t i c u l a r  

e x p e r ie n c e s  a re  n o t  mere q u a l i t i e s  o f  a n y th in g  e ls e .

Q u a l i t i e s  as such a re  u n i  v e r s a is ,  h u t  o u r  e x p e r ie n c e s  a re  

p a r t i c u l a r .  They a re ,  as L a i r d  say, ^ th e  s u b je c ts  o f  q u a l i t i e s .  

" I n  s h o r t ,  th e y  a re  s u b s t a n t i a l ,  and i f  th e y  a re  n o t  

s u f f i c i e n t l y  s e l f - s u b s i s t e n t  to be th e m se lve s  s u b s ta n c e s  o r  

t h i n g s ,  th e y  a re  a t  l e a s t  e lem en ts  i n  a s u b s ta n c e ,  p a r t s  o f  i t  

and n o t  m e re ly  q u a l i t i e s  o f  i t . "  These p a r t i c u l a r  e x p e r ie n c e s ,  

re rnarke  L a i r d ,  c o n s t i t u t e  the  m a t te r  o r  s t u f f  o f  th e  s o u l .

I f ,  h o w e ve r ,  the  s e l f  i s  to  c la im  an e x is te n c e  o f  i t s  own l i k e  

any  o th e r  p a r t i c u l a r  su b s tan ce  o r  t h i n g ,  i t  m ust have i t s  fo rm  

as w e l l  as m a t t e r .  The fo rm  o f  th e  s e l f  i s  to  be fo u n d  i n  

th e  u n iq u e  u n i t y  and c o n t i n u i t y  w h ic h  c o n s -o io u s n e s s  e x h i b i t s .

Our e x p e r ie n c e s  a re  e s s e n t i a l l y  p a r t s  o f  a u n i t y ,  and a p a r t  

f r o m  t h i s  u n i t y  th e se  e x p e r ie n c e s  w o u ld  become u n i n t e l l i g i b l e .

T h is  u n i t y  o f  e x p e r ie n c e s  i s  w ha t we mean by  th e  s e l f .  So lo n g

as th e re  i s  u n i t y  o f  e x p e r ie n c e s  we have a s e l f ,  and so lo n g

as t h i s  u n i t y  p e r s i s t s  th e re  i s  p e rs o n a l  i d e n t i t y .  Our

p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y  w i l l  depend upon th e  p e r s is t e n c e  o f  a s p e c i f i c

mode o f  u n i t y  and o r g a n is a t i o n  e x h ib i t e d  b y  o u r  p a r t i c u l a r

e x p e r ie n c e s .  The minimum o f  u n i t y  and c o n t i n u i t y  s u f f i c i e n t

to  C o n s t i t u t e  a s e l f  w i l l  n a t u r a l l y  be l e s s  th a n  i t s  u n i t y  a t

some p a r t i c u l a r  t im e .  " I f  we demand o f  a s e l f  th e  c l o s e - k n i t

u n i t y  o f  th e  l i f e  o f  a Caesar d u r in g  the  G a l l i c  w a rs ,  th e n ,

u n i t y  o f  th e  l i f e  o f  th e  s e l f  th ro u g h o u t  i t s  e x is t e n c e  i s ,

n a t u r a l l y ,  l e s s  than  i t s  u n i t y  a t  some p a r t i c u l a r  t im e .  There

i s  enough u n i t y  f o r  p e rs o n a l  i d e n t i t y ,  and t h a t  i s  a v e r y

r e a l  u n i t y ,  a l t h o u g h  i t  i s  a l l  too e a s i l y  e x a g g e ra te d .  And

th e r e  may be enough u n i t y  f o r  p e rs o n a l  i d e n t i t y ,  even a f t e r
z

th e  d e a th  o f  th e  body.

The s e l f ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  we r e g a r d  as th e  u n i f i e d  t o t a l i t y

1 .  L a i r d ,  ’ P ro b le m  o f  the  S e l :^  p .  195
2 . I b i d .  p .  36 1 .



o f  e x p e r ie n c e s  t h a t  c o n s t i t u t e  th e  c o n te n t  c f  th e  s tre a m  

o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s .  I t  i s  t h i s  u n i f i e d  v/ho le  we d e s ig n a te  

s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  as d is t i n g u is h e d  f ro m  c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  

s e l f .  S e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  r e f e r s  to  th e  r e l a t i o n  t h a t  o b t a in s  

be tw een  o u r  p a r t i c u l a r  e x p e r ie n c e s .  U n le ss  grur p a r t i c u l a r  

e x p e r ie n c e s  be re g a rd e d  as p a r t s  o f  a u n i t y ,  th e r e  i s  no 

s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  i . e .  th e re  i s  no s e l f .  As K a n t lo n g  ago 

p o in t e d  o u t ,  u n le s s  th e re  be s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  i n  t h i s  sense 

kn o w le dg e  w o u ld  be i m p o s s i b l e , , f o r  w i t h o u t  th e  u n i t y  o f  the  

s e l f  we s h o u ld  be c o n f in e d  e n t i r e l y  to p a r t i c u l a r  f e e l i n g s  

as th e y  come and go, and c o n s e q u e n t ly  e x p e r ie n c e  o f  a w o r ld

o r  cosmos as a u n i f i e d  w ho le  cou ld jneve r a r i s e .  S e l f -  

c o n s c io u s n e s s  must n o t  be i d e n t i f i e d  w i t h  c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  

s e l f .  In d e e d ,  co n s c io u s n e s s  o f  s e l f  i s  s im p ly , a  h in d ra n c e

to  c o m p le te  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s .  C on sc io u sn e ss  o f  s ^ l ^ i s  

th e  kno w le dge  o f  s e l f  t h a t  e r i ses in  o p p o s i t i o n  to th e  n o t -

s e l f ,  w h ic h  i s  re g a rd e d  as f a l l i n g  o u ts id e  th e  t o t a l i t y
c

o f  e x p e r ie n c e s  t h a t  c o n s t i t u t e s  th e  s e l f  o f  th e  moment.

T l i i s  c o n c e p t io n  o f  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  as d i s t i n g u is h e d  f r o m  

c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  s e l f  i s  w e l l  w orked o u t  b y  ! ' r .  C-.Y/. 

Cunningham i n  M ind  (1 9 1 1 ) .  He i l l u s t r a t e s  th e  d i f f e r e n c e  

be tw een s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  and c o n s c io u sn e ss  o f  s e l f  by  

r e f e r e n c e  to  th e  d i f f e r e n c e  be tw een an in e x p e r ie n c e d ,  n e rv o u s  

o r a t o r  and a m a tu re  o r a t o r .  The m a tu re  o r a t o r ,  he re m a rk s ,  

fo c u s s e s  th e  t o t a l i t y  o f  h i s  m e n ta l  p ro c e s s e s  a b o u t  one 

p u rp o s e .  I n  so f a r  as he succeeds i n  d o in g  t h i s  th e r e  i s  

g e n u in e  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s .  The in e x p e r ie n c e d  o r a t o r , n o w e ie r ,  

c o n t r a s t s  h im s e l f  v / i t h  h i s  com panions; he f a i l s  to  l o s e  s e l f  

i n  i t s  o b je c t :  h i s  S e l f  and o th e r  do n o t  b le n d ,  and so he 

^.acks t h a t  u n i t y  o f  pu rpo se  v fh ich  i s  th e  m a n i f e s t a t i o n  o f  h i s  

r e a l  s e l f  o f  th e  moment. C onsc iousness  o f  s e l f  depends



y / f .
on an o p p o s i t i o n  between s e l f  and n o t - s e l f ,  i . e .  be tv; e en 

s e l f  and a f o r e ig n  O th e r ,  b u t  th e  O th e r  i n  s e l f - c o n s c i o u s ­

ness  i s  n o t  re g a rd e d  as e x t e r n a l  to  th e  s e l f j  in d e e d ,  i n  

t h i s  l a t t e r  case , th e  O th e r  i s  th e  e n t i r e  c o n te n t  o f  

c o n s c io u s n e s s .  I t  i s  t h i s  c o n te n t  r e g a rd e d  as u n i f i e d  t h a t  

c o n s t i t u t e s  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s .  I n  th e  case o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s  

o f  s e l f ,  however, w ha t r e a l l y  happens i s  t h a t  th e  s e l f  i s  

i d e n t i f i e d  w i t h  a v e r y  l a r g e  p a r t  o f  th e  c o n te n t ,  b u t  a 

s m a l l  p a r t  o f  the  c o n te n t  r e fu s e s  to b le n d  w i t h  th e  r e s t  o f  

th e  c o n te n t ,  and so i s  re g a rd e d  by  the  s e l f  as an o b s ta c le ,  

as i t s  O t h e r .  I n  th e  w ords o f  M r, Cunningham, "The O th e r  

i n  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s ,  i n  a v e r y  im p o r t e n t  sense, 

i d e n t i c a l  w i t h  th e  s e l f ;  b u t  th e  v e r y  essence o f  c o n s c io u s ­

n ess  o f  s e l f  c o n s is t s  i n  th e  o p p o s i t i o n  be tw een th e  s e l f  

and i t s  f o r e i g n  O t h e r . "  M r, Cunningham p ro c e e d s  to  p o i n t
tt

o u t  t h a t ^ i s  due to  a c o n fu s io n  between s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  

and co n sc io u s n e s s  o f  s e l f  t h a t  some I d e a l i s t s  r e f u s e  to 

a p p ly  th e  c a te g o ry  o f  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  to  the  A b s o lu te .

As an example o f  t h i s  he q u o te s  f ro m  P r o f .  T a y l o r ’ s 

’ E le m e n ts  o f  M e ta p h y s ic s ’ -  "An e x p e r ie n c e  t h a t  c o n ta in s  

no d is c o r d a n t  e le m e n ts ,  i n  t h e i r  c h a r a c te r  as u n r e s o lv e d  

d B c o rd s ,  i s  n o t  c h a r a c t e r i s e d  by the c o n t r a s t - e f f e c t  w h ic h  

i s  th e  f o u n d a t io n  o f  s e l f - h e e d .  An e x p e r ie n c e  w h ic h  

c o n ta in s  th e  w ho le  o f  R e a l i t y  as a p e r f e c t l y  h a rm o n io u s  

w h o le  can apprehend  n o th in g  as o u ts id e  o r  opposed to  i t s e l f ,  

and f o r  t h a t  v e r y  re a so n  c a n n o t be q u a l i f i e d  by w n a t we know 

as th e  sense o f  s e l f . "  T a y lo r  h e re  co n fu s e s  two e n t i r e l y  

d i r r e r e n t  t h in g s .  The "sen se  o f  s e l f "  i s  n o t  i d e n t i c a l  w i t h  

s e l f - h o o d ,  as T a y lo r  im p l i e s .  " S e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s  th e  

l o g i c a l  p ro b le m  o f  the  n a tu re  o f  the  s e l f ,  and n o t  th e  

p s y c h o lo g ic a l  one o f  the  o r i g i n  and de ve lop m en t o f  th e
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a^_areness p f  sel f  i n  c o n t r a s t  w i t h  som e th in g  e l s e . . . . . "

I n  the  l i g h t  o f  w ha t has been s a id  above i t  w i l l  be

r e a d i l y  seen t h a t  i t  i s  o n ly  th e  e x p e r ie n c e  o f  th e  A b s o lu te

th a .t  a t t a i n s  to  com p le te  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s .  T h is  i s  th e

e le m e n t o f  t r u t h  i n  K a n t ’ s c o n t e n t i o n  t h a t  th e  Id e a  o f  th e  •

s e l f  as a co m p le te  u n i t y  i s  m e re ly  r e g u l a t i v e .  Our l i f e

i s  c o n t i n u a l l y  d e v e lo p in g ,  and so v/e have n o t  c o m p le te

s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s .  The s e l f  and i t s  O th e r  are n o t  w h o l l y

u n i f i e d  i n  o u r  l i v e s .  There may be an A b s o lu te ,  how eve r,

whose e x p e r ie n c e  i s  a p e r f e c t  harmony, and v;e can c o n c e iv e

o f  th e  c a te g o ry  o f  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  as b e in g  f u l l y

a p p l i c a b l e  to  i t .  Such a c o m p le te  u n i t y  i s  n o t  a b s o l u t e l y
y

d i f f e r e n t  f ro m  the  im p e r fe c t  u n i t ^  o f  o u r  own l i v e s .  The u n i t y
s

o f  o u r  a c t u a l  s e lv e s  w i l l  r o t  be d e s t ro y e d  by  th e  e x te n s io n  o f

o u r  kn o w le d g e . To become c o n s c io u s  o f  s e l f ,  i . e .  to  have a

s e l f  a t  a l l ,  we s h a l l  s t i l l  r e q u i r e  c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  o b je c t s .

"The  Id e a  o f  com p le ted  know ledge  i s  p r o p e r l y  t h a t  o^i a. s e l f -

c o n s c io u s n e s s  i n  w h ic h  th e  o b je c t  has been c o m p le te ly  
ow«r

c a r r ie d ^  i n t o  th e  s u b je c t ,  and has, t h e r e f o r e ,  become i n  a l l
r  ^

i t s  d e t i^ m in a t io n s  combined w i t h  th e  u n i t y  o f  the  s e l f . "  T h is

i d e a l  o f  a p e r f e c t  s u b je t - o b j e c t  i s  n o t  m erely r e g u l a t i v e ,

as K a n t  th o u g h t ,  " s in c e  a p a r t  f r o m  i t  we s h o u ld  n o t  be
J

c o n s c io u s  o f  th e  in c o m p le te n e s s  o f  ou r k n o w le d g e ."

I n  w o rk in g  o u t  th e  above c o n c e p t io n  o f  th e  s e l f  as a 

u n i t y  o f  e x p e r ie n c e s  we have ta k e n  o u r  s ta n d  upon w h a t a c t u a l

e x p e r ie n c e  t e s t i f i e s  as to th e  n a tu re  o f  th e  s e l f .  Such an 

e x p e r ie n c e  a f f o r d s  no j u s t i f i c a t i o n  f o r  r e t a i n i n g  th e

o n t o l o g i c a l  n o t i o n  o f  s è l f  as a t ra r .s c e n d e n t  s p i r i t u a l  

su b s ta n c e  o v e r  and above o u r  p a r t i c u l a r  e x p e r ie n c e s .  1,e 

c a n n o t  s e p a ra te  th e  nournenon f ro m  i t s  phenomenon. Hence D r. 

T 'e l lo n e  i n  M in d  says t h a t  th e  te rm  " e m p i r i c a l  s e l f "  s h o u ld

1 .  Cunningham i n  ’ M in d ’ ( l 9 1 l )  .
2 . W atson, ’ An O u t l i n e  o f  P h i lo s o p h y , ’ p .  428.
3 . I b i d .  p .  4 2 9 .

4 .  ( 1 9 9 6 ) .
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n o t  be a p p l ie d  to  the  r e a l  c o n c re te  s e l f ,  f o r  th e  n o t i o n  

o f  an, e m p i r i c a l  ego i s  o n ly  c o n c e iv e d  i n  a n t i t h e s i s  to  t h a t  

o f  a " t r a n s c e n d e n t a l  ego" o r  " p u re  e g o " ,  r e g a rd e d  as 

p o s s e s s in g  an e x is te n c e  d i s t i n c t  f ro m  t h a t  o f  th e  m e n ta l  

p ro c e s s e s  t h a t  c o n s t i t u t e  th e  e m p i r i c a l  s e l f .  The s o - c a l l e d  

" p u r e  ego",“  th e  fo rm  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s  i n  g e n e r a l ,  how ever, 

has no s e p a ra te  e x is te n c e .  A p a r t  f ro m  th e  m a n i f o l d  o f  th e  

e m p i r i c a l  ego i t  i s  a mere a b s t r a c t i o n .  I t  i s  m e re ly  th e  

f 0 o f  th e  m a n i f o ld ,  w h ic h  c a n n o t e x i s t  a p a r t  f r o m  th e  

m a n i f o l d  i t s e l f .  K a n t h im s e l f  f u l l y  r e c o g n is e d  t h i s , , tho u gh , 

i n  c o n fo r m i t y  w i t h  h i s  g e n e ra l  t h e o r y  o f  k n o w le d g e , he 

re g a rd e d  i t  as m e re ly  th e  appearance o f  some u n d e r l y in g  

u n k n o w a b le l r e a l i t y .  The r e a l  s e l f ,  how ever, i s  n o t  an unknown 

s u b je c t  i n  i t s e l f ,  as K a n t supposed. , As M e l lo n e  p u ts  i t ,

" The r e a l  s e l f  i s  t h a t  w h ic h  i s  knovm and r e a l i s e d  o r  l i v e d  

i n  and th ro u g h  th e  a c t u a l  p ro ce ss  o f  c o n s c io u s  l i f e ;  i t  i s  

e s s e n t a i a l l y  m a n i fe s te d  i n  t h i s  i t s  c o n t e n t , -  i t s  e x is te n c e  

c o n s is t s  i n  g r a d u a l l y  o r g a n is in g  i t s e l f  i n  c e r t a i n  e x p l i c i t ,  

d e f i n i t e  fo rm s .  " Prom th e  s ta n d p o in t  o f  a T h e o ry  o f  

K n ow le dge , how ever, th e  n o t i o n  o f  a t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  ego 

i s  n e c e s s a ry ,  " f o r  t h i s  d e a ls  w i t h  know ledge  as such i n  

ab s t r a p  t o . w i t h o u t  r e fe r e n c e  to  any i n d i v i d u a l  t h i n k e r ,  

and so th e  r e a l  u n i t y  o f  an a c tu a l  s e l f - c o n s c io u s  m in d

becomes, f o r  th e  Pure  Theory  o f  Know ledge , th e  fo r m a l  u n i t y
i

o f  an a b s t r a c t  s e l f . "

The c o n c e p t io n  o f  an ego, t h e r e f o r e ,  c a p a b le  o f  

e x i s t i n g  i n  and by i t s e l f  p r i o r  to  a l l  e x p e r ie n c e  m us t be 

r e j e c t e d .  As B ra d le y  u rg es  so f o r c e f u l l y  i n  h i s  'A p p e a ra n ce  

and  R e a l i t y ' ,  th e  o n ly  s e l f  t h a t  we have e x p e r ie n c e  o f  i s  th e  

s e l f  i n  r e l a t i o n  to th e  ^ b j e c t ,  w h i l s t  K a n t ,  i n  th e  

R e f u t a t i o n  o f  I d e a l i s m  as g iv e n  i n  the  2nd e d i t i o n ,  shows 

t h a t  t h e r e  i s  no c o n s c io u sn e ss  o f  s e l f  a p a r t  f ro m  co n sc iou sness

1 .  H e l l o  ne i n  'M in d  (1896).'
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o f  th e  w o r ld .  A l l  o u r  p a r t i c u l a r  e x p e r ie n c e s  a re  

e x p e r ie n c e s  o f  o b je c t s .  Take away th e  o b je c t  and th e  m e n ta l  

p ro c e s s  d is a p p e a rs ,  and w i t h  th e  d is a p p e a ra n c e  o f  th e s e  

m e n ta l  p ro ce sse s  w i l l  d is a p p e a r  th e  e n t i r e  c o n te n t  o f  th e  

s e l f ,  and c o n s e q u e n t ly  th e re  w i l l  be n o th in g  l e f t  to  

c o n s t i t u t e  an ego i n  i t s e l f .  K a n t  speaks as i f  th e  s e l f  

as th e  supreme c o n d i t i o n  o f  a l l  u n i t y  c o u ld  e x i s t  a p a r t  f ro m  

a l l  r e l a t i o n  to  th e  sys tem  o f  n a t u r e .  He a d m its  t h a t  as 

such  i t  i s  a mere a n a l y t i c  p r o p o s i t i o n  -  I  -  I .  H a v in g  

r e le g a t e d  a l l  t h e " r n a n i f o ld " , c o m p r is in g  a l l  o u r  p a r t i c u l a r  

e x p e r ie n c e s ,  to  th e  e m p i r i c a l  s e l f ,  i t  i s  no wonder t h a t  he 

says t h a t  we can o n ly  speak o f  i t  as " th e  s u b je c t  w h ic h  

t h i n k s . "  B u t  K a n t  i s  n o t  j u s t i f i e d  i n  m ak ing  even t h i s  

a s s e r t i o n  c o n c e rn in g  th e  s u b je c t  i n  i s o l a t i o n .  As W atson 

s a ys , "He does i t  too much h o n o u r .  S e p a ra te d  f ro m  w h a t he 

c a l l s  th e  o b je c t  o f  i n n e r  sense, b u t  w h ic h  i s  r e a l l y  on h i s

own show ing th e  d e te rm in a te  modes o f  i t s  a c t i v i t y  i n  th e

co m p re h e n s io n  o f  th e  w o r ld ,  i t  i s  n o t  a t h i n k in g  s u b je c t ,

b u t  th e  mere a b s t r a c t i o n  o f  a p o s s i b i l i t y ,  w h ic h  i s  th e

p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  n o th in g  i n  p a r t i c u l a r .    I t  i s  n o t

s u r p r i s i n g  t h a t  t h i s  f i c t i o n  o f  a p u re  s e l f  s h o u ld  be

d e c la r e d  unkno w a b le : i t  i s  unknow ab le  f o r  th e  A im p lb u re a s o n
i

t h a t  i t  i s  n o th in g  a t  a l l . "  I t  i s  o n ly  i n  r e l a t i o n  to  

kn o w a b le  o b je c t s  t h a t  th e  " I "  a c q u i r e s  a m eaning f o r  u s .  

In d e e d ,  when K a n t  h o ld s  c o n s i s t e n t l y  to  h i s  v ie w  o f  th e  

m u tu a l  dependence o f  s u b je c t  and o b je c t  i n  kno w ledg e , he 

a d m its  t h a t  th e  " I " ,  c o n c e iv e d  a p a r t  f ro m  th e  m a n i f o ld  o f  

i n n e r  sense , i s  b u t  a l o g i c a l  e le m e n t i n  r e a l  kn o w le dg e .

The s e l f  c a n n o t  e x i s t  in d e p e n d e n t ly  o f  i t s  f u n c t i o n s .  The 

s e l f  l i v e s  i n  i t s  e x p e r ie n c e s ,  and/^ust as m e n ta l  p ro c e s s e s  

oind f a c t s  a re  in c o n c e iv e a b le  a p a r t  f ro m  s e l f  f o r  w h ic h  th e y  

e x i s t ,  so th g re  i s  no s e l f  w h ic h  cs,n e & is t  i n d e p e n d e n t ly  o f  

i t s  s t a t e s ,  r i g h t l y  CLiph^.iULd -Lhe need u f - r o n o e io u s  Hume,

1. 'An Outline of Philosophy/ p. 424
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i n  r e d u c in g  the  s e l f  i n t o  th e  su.m o f  i t s  s t a t e s ,  r i g h t l y  

ernpnasised th e  need o f  c o n s c io u s  s t a t e s  to  th e  l i f e  o f  th e  

s e l f .  The s e l f  ca n n o t be s e p a ra te d  f ro m  i t s  o b j e c t .  I t s  

o b je c t s  a re  r e a l l y  p a r t s  o f  i t s e l f .  I t s  e x p e r ie n c e s  w h ic h  

c o n s t i t u t e  i t s  l i f e  depend on th e  p re se n ce  o f  such  and such 

o b j e c t s .  The K a n t ia n  c o n c e p t io n  o f  th e  Ego c a n n o t  a c c o u n t  f o r  

th e  r e a l  c o n c re te  s e l f .  K a n t  e x c lu d e s  s e n t i ency f ro m  th e  l i f e  

o f  th e  r e a l  s e l f .  The d e s i r i n g  s e l f ,  ^e  says , f a l l s  w i t h i n  

th e  re a lm  o f  phenomena and i s  d e te rm in e d  i n  e x a c t l y  th e  same 

way as o th e r  n a t u r a l  pheornena. B u t  K a n t  saw t h a t  man as a 

m o ra l  a g e n t  c a n n o t be th u s  re g a rd e d .  The f a c t s  o f  th e  m o ra l

l i f e  n e c e s s i t a t e  th e  c o n c e p t io n  o f  a t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  f re e d o m .
0/

We have a c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  m ora l l a w  w h ic h  we a re  o b l i g e d  
e

to  o lÿ", and t h i s  we can do o n ly  on th e  s u p p o s i t i o n  t h a t  th e  

r e a l  s e l f  i s  f r e e .

FgEFDOM» I n  th e  l a t t e r  p a r t  o f  t h e ’ C r i t i q u e  o f  P u re  R eason ’ 

he d is c u s s e s  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  f re e d o m . Prom 

th e  p o i n t  o f  v ie w  o f  th e  t h e o r e t i c a l  re a s o n  an a c t  can o n ly  

be re g a rd e d  as any o th e r  f a c t  i n  th e  e m p i r i c a l  w o r ld ,  and 

as such a d m its  o f  no e x p la n a t io n  o th e r  than  t h a t  o f f e r e d  by  

th e  n a t u r a l  s c ie n c e s .  On th e  e m p i r i c a l  l e v e l  f re e d o m  i s  

im p o s s ib le .  Ward i n  h i s  ’ Realm o f  E n d s ’ , e u lo g is e s  K a n t ’ s 

a rg u m e n t i n  t h i s  c o n n e c t io n .  He m a in ta in s  t h a t  th e r e  i s  b. 
"p ro f f f ih n d  t r u t h "  i n  K a n t 's  c o n te n t io n  t h a t  th e  p ro b le m  o f  

f re e d o m  c a n n o t  be s o lv e d  i n  te rm s o f  cause and e f f e c t .  A l l  

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  human a c t i o n  i n  te rm s o f  cause and e f f e c t  

and o f  c h a r a c t e r  and e n v iro n m e n t  a p p a r e n t ly  in v o l v e d  

d e te rm in is m ,  p h y s ic a l  o r  s p i r i t u a l .  And r e f u s a l  to re c o g n is e  

d e te rm in i& m  b y  a n te c e d e n ts  v i o l a t e d  a fu n d a m e n ta l  loV. o f  

s c ie n c e ,  anti l e d  a p p a r e n t ly  to  the  c o n t in g e n c y  o f  chance.

K a n t  t h e r e f o r e  o f f e r s  us an i n d i r e c t  p r o o f  o f  th e  r e a l i  ly

/ cf. er.'-t of  V U t o  a i v i

A r i s t  o t l e  trv T k - c  H I  p t  0 T ^ o ^ ^ t  L t  Ç j an.d

tu i  ké- ^ fk s 0^ C r  ̂  ̂ "h. C £ r  a

l)f( CL r  i  i n e  ou u * .
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0 - i n d i v i d u a l  m o ra l freedom  b y  h o ld in g  t h a t  th e  f a c t s  o f  

th e  m o ia l  l i f e  im p ly  t h a t  we eire f r e e  a g e n ts ,  smd t h a t  t h i s  

t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  freedom  i s  n o t  i n c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  th e  a d m is s io n  

o f  s t r i c t  n e c e s s i t y  on th e  e m p i r i c a l  l e v e l .  I n  w o rk in g  o u t  

. t h i s  c o n c e p t io n  o f  freedom  however he a p pe a rs  to  be unaw are  

o f  th e  f u l l  i m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  h i s  d o c t r i h e r o f  " I n n e r  S e n s e ."

H is  m ain co n ce rn  i s  to e s t a b l i s h  th e  B i b l i c a l  c o n c e p t io n  

o f  t i 0 nal, f re e d o m . The c o r p o r e a l  s id e  o f  o u r  n a tu r e ,  th e  

s e n s i b i l i t y ,  he h o ld s  to  be a s t r i c t l y  n a t u r a l  o b je c t ,  and as 

such i n  n e c e s s a ry  c o n n e c t io n  w i t h  a l l  o th e r  n a t u r a l  o b je c t s .  

What i t  g iv e s  r i s e  to i s  t h e r e f o r e  s t r i c t l y  d e te rm in e d .

T h is  i s  n o t  i n  a cco rda n ce  w i t h  C r i t i c a l  p r i n c i p l e s .

W iia t he s h o u ld  have m a in ta in e d  i s  t h a t  th e  s e n s i b i l i t y  as 

I g n o b e l o n g s  to th e  e m p i r i c a l  re a lm .  The s e n s i b i l i t y ,  

to g e th e r  w i t h  th e  d e s i r e s ,  i n c l i n a t i o n s ,  e t c .  to  w h ic h  i t  

g iv e s  r i s e ,  i s  as unknovm i n  i t s  r e a l  n a tu r e  as i s  th e  

i n t e l l i g i b l e  c h a r a c t e r  o f  th e  s e l f .  K a n t  however speaks o f  

th e  d e s i r e s  and i n c l i n a t i o n s  i n  t h i s  c o n n e c t io n  as i f  th e y  

w ere  t r u l y  known to  us and n o t  m e re ly  i n  a p p e a ra n ce . Ti..ese 

d e s i r e s  he re g a rd s  as o f  the  n a tu r e  o f  im p u ls e s  d e c id in g  

human a c t i o n  a p a r t  f ro m  any i n t e r f e r e n c e  by  the  s e l f .  He 

f a i l s  to  see t h a t  a b a re  im p u ls e  i n  and by  i t s e l f  i s  n o t  

s u f f i c i e n t  to  a c c o u n t  f o r  human a c t i o n .  The im p u ls e  m ust 

be p re s e n te d  to  th e  s e l f  and a d o p te d  by i  t  b e fo r e  i t  can 

i s s u e  i n  an a c t .  D e s i re s  a re  m e re ly  th e  ways i n  w h ic h  th e  

s e l f .  a c t s .  Our d e s i r e s ,  m o t iv e s ,  im p u ls e s ,  e t c .  canno t  

be s e p a ra te d  f ro m  th e  s e l f .  They c a n n o t be re g a rd e d  as 

s ta n d in g  o v e r  a g a in s t  th e  s u b je c t  as mere o b je c t i v e  phenomena.

-■e-f  I—S i dgv^i-oh' O" Cr-i t l o t -sm o f  R l ifcto  an d Ar i  q tn  t l  e— ’ T]'*a> ■ 
H4-s t o r y  o f  -B t] : ' i -c^ ' , -and o f  Green i n  th e  -̂B ' th i  on o f  G ree-n, 
'Gpcncor and I h r t i n o a u . -^
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They can o n ly  be u n d e rs to o d  as phases i n  th e  l i f e  o f * ,  

c o n s c io u s  s u b je c t ,  th e  modes o f  th e  a c t i v i t y  o f  th e  s u b je c t ,

th e  ways i n  w h ic h  i t s  e e l f - c o n s o io u s n e s s  d e v e lo p s ,  and th e  

s e l f  can n e v e r  be se ve red  fro m  i t s  modes o f  e x p r e s s io n .

To e l i m i n a t e  th e  d e s i r e s  i s  to  empty th e  s e l f  o f  i t s  

c o n te n t  and so i t  i s  no wonder, t h e r e f o r e ,  t h a t  K a n t  says 

t h a t  th e  " d e te r m in in g "  s e l f  as i s o l a t e d  f ro m  th e  " d e te r m in a b le  

s e l f "  i s  unknow ab le , th o n g h  he t h i n k s  t h a t  i e  i s  s t i l l

r e a l .
y

How, K a n t f  t r u l ^  r e a l i s e d  t h à t  th e  t h in k in g  s u b je c t

c a n n o t  be known as one o b je c t  aimong o t h e r s ,  b u t  he was n o t  

j u s t i f i e d  i n  c o n c lu d in g  f ro m  t h i s  t h a t  th e  t h i n k in g  s u b je c t  

c a n n o t  be d e te rm in e d  a t  a l l .  R a t io n a l  P s y c h o lo g y ,  i n  h o ld in g  

to  th e  m e ta p h y s ic a l  c o n c e p t io n  o f  a s u b s t a n t i a l  s o u l ,  

s im p le ,  and e t e r n a l ,  he r i g h t l y  c r i t i c i s e s  on th e  g r o u n d  o f

c o n fu t in g  th e  u n i t y  o f  th o u g h t  as im p l i e d  i n  a l l  

e x p e r ie n c e  w i t h  th e  c o n c e p t io n  o f  a u n i t a r y  s u b s ta n ce  

e x is t in g  i n d e p e n d e n t ly  o f  a l l  e x p e r ie n c e .  The s u b je c t  

c a n n o t  e x is t  in d e p e n d e n t ly  o f  th e  system  o f  n a tu r e ,  b u t ,  

as W atson n o te s ,  i t  does n o t  f o l l o v /  from  t h i s  t h a t  th e  

i n t e l l i g e n t  s u b je c t  c a n n o t be known. K a n t  c o n fu s e s  th e  

in a d e q u a c y  o f  th e  c a te g o r ie s  by w h ich  we c h a r a c t e r i s e  

th e  w o r ld  w i t h  t h e i r  i n a p p l i c a b i l i t y  to th e  n a tu r e  o f  th e  

s e l f .  ThoiJigh th e  m e c h a n ic a l  c a te g o r ie s  by  w h ic h  we 

d e te rm in e  th e  w o r ld  a re  in a d e q u a te  to d e te rm in e  th e
i7n IT

s u b je c t ,  y e t  i t  i s  no im p o s s ib le  to detEmlne th e  s u b je c t

a t  a l l .  " I t  can be d e te rm in e d  as w ha t i t  i s ,  x i z .  as a
1

s e l f - c o n s c io u s  and s e l f - d e t e r m in in g  a c t i v i t y . "  K a n t  co u lc i  

n o t  a d m it  any know ledge  o f  the  d e te rm in in g  s e l f ,  f o r ,

a c c o rd in g  to  h im , to  know a n y th in g  ive m ust know i t  as an 

o b j e c t  d e te rm in a b lc  th ro n g h  tne  c a te g o r ie s ,  and the  

s u b j e c t - s e l f  canno t  be th u s  known th ro u g h  th e  c a te g o r ie s

1 .  W atson 'A n  O u t l i n e  o f  Ph ilosophy.»  p , 424.
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f o r  t h i s  w ou ld  make i t  th e  p r o d u c t  o f  th e  c a t e g o r ie s

v/nereas i n  f a c t  i t  i s  th e  i^ource  o f  them. The u n i t y ^ o f

th o u g h t  i s  p resupposed  i n  th e  a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  any c a te g o ry

w h a ts o e v e r ,  B e in g ,  th e r e  ib r e ,  th e  p r e s u p p o s i t i o n  o f  all
t h in k in g  i t  can no t he th e  p r o d u c t  o f  t h i n k i n g .  The answer

i
to  a l l  t h i s ,  hov/ever, says W atson, i s  t h a t  th e  s e l f  j_s i t s

own p r o d u c t .  T3ie c a te g o r ie s  a re  m e re ly  th e  ways i n  w h ic h

th e  s e l f  e x e r c is e s  i t s  a c t i v i t y  i n  th e  d e te r m in a t io n  o f

o b je c t s ,  and i t  i s  o n ly  as thu s  a c t i v e  t h a t  th e  s u b je c t  can
become s e l f - c o n s c io u s .  " ................ t h ^  s e l f - c o n s c io u s

s u b je c t  e x i s t s  o n ly  i n  th e  p ro c e s s  b y  w h ic h  i t s  s e l f -

c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s  r e a l i s e d .  Thus th e r e  i s  no m ind  w h ic h
I

i s  s e l f - p r o d u c e d . "  A p a r t  f ro m  th e  m e n ta l  p ro c e s s e s  w h ic h  

m a n i f e s t  th e  a c t i v i t y  o f  th e  s e l f  th e re  i s  no s e l f ,  f o r  th e  

r e a l  c o n c re te  s e l f  i s  s im p ly  th e  u n i t y  o_f th e s e  p ro d ê s s e s .

P r o f .  P .K .  S m ith  n o te s  i n  h i s  'C om m entary  to  K a n t ' s  

C r i t i q u e  o f  P u re  R e a s o n ,*  t h a t  K a n t ' s  a l lu m e n t  c o n c e rn in g  

th e  unknow ab i 1 i t y  of the  s e l f  aâ stated' i n  A. 402 and 

422 i s  am biguous, and I n  any ’ case c a n n o t be a c c e p te d  w i t h o u t  

q u a l i f i c a t i o n .  The a ig u m e n t as s ta te d  i n  422 i s  as f o l l u w s : -  

"The s u b je c t  o f  th b  c a te g o r ie s  c a n n o t by  t h in k in g  th e  

c a t e g o r ie s  a c q u i r e  a c o n c e p t io n  o f  i t s e l f  as an o b je c t  o f  

th e  c a t e g o r i e s ,  P o r, i n  order to t h i n k  them, i t s  pur© 
s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  *w h i  c h  i  s -w/ha t  was : to  ; b e s ac c e un t  e d f o r ,  

m us t i t s e l f  be p re s u p p o s e d . "  T h is  does n o t  make i t  c le a r  

w h e th e r  i t  i s  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  as such o r  th e  noumenal 

s e l f - c o n s c io u â '  s u b je c t  t h a t  K a n t  means i n  t h i s  c o n n e c t io n .

I f  th e  fo rm e r ,  th e n ,  says D r .  S m ith ,  i t  i s  t r u e  t h a t  th e  

u n i t y  o f  s e l f - c c n o c ic u s n e s s  c a n n o t  be a d e q u a te ly  e x p re s s e d  

th i 'o u g h  any o f  th e  c a t e g o r ie s .  A ls o  the  c a t e g o i i e s  i n  th e

sense of schemata cannot be apulied a t  a l l  to  i t ,  f o r
s

th e s e  can be a 'p p l ie d  o n ly  to  î i a t u r a l  e x is te n c e ^  i n  space and

1 . 'A n  O u t l i n e  o f  P h i lo s o p h y , '  p .  425.
2. I b i d .  p .  426.
o. pp. 327-3.
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t im e .  I f  th e  l a t t e r ,  th e n  th e  c a te g o r ie s  as p u re  fo rm s  o f  i

th e  u n d e rs ta n d in g  can be a p p l ie d  to  i t ,  e .g .  we can say

oiiat it%i.3 a lw ays  a s u b je c t  and n e v e r  a p r e d i c a t e ,  and is
th e  g ro u n d  o r  c o n d i t i o n  o f  e x p e r ie n c e .  These a s s e r t i o n s

a re  p u r e l y  i n d e f i n i t e .  They do n o t  say w h è th e r  th e  s e l f  i s

" I "  o r  "h e "  o r  " i t . "  They m e re ly  a s s e r t  t h a t  th e  s e l f

x e É ts  upon noumenal c o n d i t i o n s .  P u r th e r  th a n  t h i s  we c a n n o t

p ro v e  th e  a p p l i c a b i l i t y  o f  th e  c a t e g o r ie s ,  b u t  n e i t h e r  can

V\re d is p ro v e  i t .  D r .  S m ith  re m arks  t h a t ’-the r e a l  re a s o n

f o r  K a n t ' s  s ta te m e n t  h e re  co n ce rn in g  th e  a p p l i c a b i l i t y  o f

th e  c a te g o r ie s  i s  t h a t  he had been p re o c c u p ie d  w i t h  m o ra l

p ro  h i  cms and th o u g h t  t h a t  he had p ro v e d  t h a t  th e  s e l f ,  as

a s e l f - c o n s c io u s  b e in g , i s  a g e n u in e l y  noumenal e x is te n c e .

" T h a t  b e in g  so, he was bound to h o ld  t h a t  th e  c a te g o r ie s ,

even as p u re  l o g i c a l  fo rm s , a re  in a d e q u a te  to  e x p re s s  i t s
'i

r a a l  d e te rm in a te  n a t u r e . "  B u t  K a n t  c o n fu se s  t h i s  w i t h  th e

a s s e r t i o n  t h a t  th e y  a re  n o t  o n ly  in a d e q u a te ,  b u t  even

i n a p l i c a b l e .  T h is ,  how ever, i s  e r ro n e o u s ,  " f o r  even i f  th e

s e l f  i s  more th a n  mere s u b je c t  o r  mere g ro u n d ,  i t  w i l l  a t

l e a s t  be so much. " L e av in g  o u t  e t h i c a l  c o n s id e r a t i o n s

we can o n l y  say t h a t  th e  a p p l i c a b i l i t y  o f  th e  c a te g o r ie s  i s

ca p a b le  n e i t h e r  o f  p r o o f  n o r  o f  d i s p r o o f .

KnowUjqt Y t  i s  n e c e s s a ry  to  pause a t  t h i s  p o i n t  and r e f e r  to  
of the oely.

th e  p o s i t i o n s  ta ke n  up b y  some p ro m in e n t  p h i lo s o p h e r s  

re la t in g  to th e  knowab le&ess o r  unknow ab leness  o f  th e  s e l f .

The p o s i t i o n  adopted by us in th e  above e x p o s i t i o n  r e s t s  

on  th e  a ssu m p t io n  t h a t  i n t r o s p e c t i o n  I s  ;&: sü re  g u id e  i n  

d & te rm ln i^ s  the nature o f  the  s e l f .  What i n t r o s p e c t i o n  r e v e a ls  

c o n c e rn in g  th e  n a tu r e  o f  th e  s e l f ,  t n a t ,  v/e m a in ta in e a ,  

i t  r e a l l y  is. Kant, however, co-.ild no u accepu  ̂ l i  s , f o r ,  

as an d d v o c a te  o f  th e  d o c t r i n e  o f  in n e r  sense, he i s  

c o n f r o n t e d  w i t h  th e  d i f f i c u l t y  o f  how a s u b je c t  can 

ilite r n a l l y  in t u i t  i t s e l f .  The same dif fi c u l t y  c o n f ro n  us 

B r a d le y  fro m  another p o i n t  o f  v iev/. B r a d le y  a dm j. to  th e

s u b je c t  i n  r e l a t i o n  to  the  o b je c t ,  b u t ,  l i k e  James, he te n ds
1. ' Coitrientary to Kt:,r;t's Crititue of Pure Ret.son,' p.
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to  d is p a ra g e  th e  s e l f .  He i s  c o m p e l le d  to a t t a c h  r e a l i t y  

i n  some sense to  th e  s e l f ,  h u t  he m in im is e s  i t  as much as 

p o s s ib l e .  The s e l f ,  a c c o rd in g  to  h im , i s  an a c t u a l  p s y c h ic a l  

g r o u p .  I n  t h i s  he i s  r i g h t ,  f o r  th e  s e l f  i s  n o t ,  a.s L o tz e  

a p pe a red  to  t h i n k ,  a s in g le '  p r i n c i p l e ,  d e v o id  o f  m u l t i p l i c i t y .

.;ie- t.(ien a rgues  "chat m os t, , i f  n o t  a l l ,  o f  th e  c o n te n t  o f  th e  

s e l f  can become an o b je c t ,  and, t h e r e f o r e ,  p a r t - o f  th e  n o t -  

s e l f ,  and th e  n o t - s e l f  c a n n o t fo rm  any p a r t  o f  th e  s e l f .

The s e l f  as an e s s e n t ia l  e le m e n t i n  o u r  e x p e r ie n c e  i s ,  

t h e r e f o r e ,  d is p a ra g e d ,  i f  th e  s e l f ’ s c o n te n t  can become 

n ' o t - s e l f  B r a d le y  f a i l s  to  see w ha t can be long to  i t  

e s s e n t i a l l y .  On t h i s  v ie w , t h e r e f o r e ,  i t  i s  im p o s s ib le  to  

have aip,’' know ledge  o f  th e  s e l f ' s  e x is t e n c e ,  f o r  wuch 

k n o w le dg e  w o u ld  r e q u i r e  the  s e l f  to  be i t s  own o b je c t ,  and 

i f  khen  i t  becomes o b je c t  i t  ceases to  be a s e l f ,  th e n  

k n o w le d g e  o f  th e  s e l f  as o b je c t  i s  n o t  a know ledge  o f  s e l f  

a t j h l l .  T h e r e fo r e ,  know ledge  o f  th e  s e l f  i s  im p o s s ib le ,

B r a d le y ' s  d i f f i c u l t y  fa c e s  e v e ry  p h i lo s o p h e r  who con te n ds  

f o r  th e  e x is t e n c e  o f  an i d e n t i c a l  s e l f  th ro n g h o u t  the  co u rse  

o f  o u r  l i v e s .  I n  r e f l e c t i r g  on i t s  own e x p e r ie n c e s  th e  

s u b j e c t - s e l f  a p p a r e n t l y  t r a n s f e r s  them t o , t h e  o b j e c t & s e l f .

T h is  te n d s  to  make un b e l i e v e  t h a t  th e  s e l f  w h ic h  had th e  

e x p e r ie n c e s  i s  n o t  th e  same as th e  one t h a t  c o n te m p la te s  

them i n  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s .  A re  th e re ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  s e v e ra l  

% 0 8 , so t h a t  we can say t h a t  w ha t we g e t  th ro u g h  i n t r o s p e c t -
w

i o n  i s  kn o w le d g e , n o t  o f  th e  p re s e n t  % o ,  b é t  r a t h e r  o f  th e  

% o  t h a t  i s  p a s t .  W i l l i a m  James, as i s  w e l l  knovm, b e l i e v e d  

i n  tl 'ie  e x is t e n c e  o f  these  s e v e ra l  P ^o s . Though, t h i s  t n e o r y  o f  

Ja ' ies  i s  n o t  ,open to  th e  o b je c t i o n  advanced a g a in s t  th o s e  

t h e o r i e s  t h a t  co n te n d  f o r  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  one id e i i t i c a . i .  s e l f ,  

y e t ,  as P r o f .  D a v id  P h i l l i p s  p o in t s  o u t ,  i t  i s  c o n f r o n te d  

w i t h  0 r h e r  d i f f i c u l t i e s  w h ic h  a re  q u i t e  in s u rm o u n ta b le .  James 

t h i n k s  t h a t  th e  p r e s e n t  p u ls e  o f  th e  s trea m  o f  c o n s c io u s n e s s

1 .  A r t i c l e  on "The % o " , i n  'Encyclopaedia o f  R e l i g io n  an u i k t k ic :  

2 ; '"
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w i l l  a c c o m p l is h  a l l  t h a t  i s  demanded o f  th e  % o a t  any 

moment, h u t  how, asks B r o f .  P h i l l i p s ,  " a r e  we to  a c c o u n t  

fo x  i  VO © p© d ia l c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s ,  and f o r  th e  s e l e c t i o n  made 

o u t  o f  th e  t o t a l  com plex p re s e n te d  a t  any moment, and th u s
y

cvCcount x o r  une c o n c re te  u n i t y  o r  u n i t i e s  th e n  m a n i f e s t e d . "

Each  % 0 , a c c o rd in g  to  James, i s  an i s o l a t e d  i n d i v i d u a l ;

i t  a p p e a rs  f o r  a moment and th e n  v a n is h e s ,  n e v e r  to  r e t u r n .

Ti.e p r e s e n t  % o i s  n o t  e v o lv e d  o u t  o f  th e  % o t h a t  i s  p a s t .  
W h a te ve r o f  th e  p a s t  i s  to  he fo u n d  i n  o u r  p r e s e n t

e x p e r ie n c e  i s  due to an a c t  o f  a p p r o p r i a t i o n  on th e  p a r t  o f

th e  p r e s e n t  % o . W i th o u t  e x p la i n i r g  how and why i t  does

so , each % o i n  v a n is h in g ,  says James, le a v e s  b e h in d  i t s

co m p le x  o b je c t  and c o n a t iv e  and r e a c t i v e  accom pan im ents  to  be

a p p j ro p r ia te d  b y  i t s  s u c c e s s o r .  A c c o rd in g  to ,^^ im  th e r e  i s  no

s u b s t a n t i a l  i d e n t i t y  be tw een the  p r e s e n t  % o  and i t s

p re d e c e s s o r .  Each % o  as i t  comeSy and g o e s ,  i s  a d i f f e r e n t

b e in g  fro m  i t s  p re d e c e s s o r ,  and y e t  Wames b e l i e v e s  t h a t  th e

p a s t  c o n d i t i o n s  th e  p r e s e n t ,  " Y e t  h»W can t h i s  be i f  t h e re

i s  no i d e n t i t y  between p a s t  and p r e s e n t  s ta te s ?  And how can

a p a s t  s t a t e  w h ic h  i s  i r r e v o c a b l y  dead and g o ne  be known and
i

w elcom ed b y  th e  s u b je c t  as i t s  own?"

I n  s h o r t ,  i t  must be a d m it te d  t h a t  th e  c o n c e p t io n  o f

s e v e r a l  %  os as w orked  o u t  b y  James canno t , a c c o u n t  f o r  th e

permanence and u n i t y  o f  e x p e r ie n c e .  I t  i s  u n d o u b te d ly  t r u e

t h a t  o u r  m e n ta l  s t a t e s  a re  i n  a s t a t e  o f  p e r p e t u a l  f l u x ,  b u t

a t  th e  same t im e  e x p e r ie n c e  e x h i b i t s  a r e l a t i v e  perm anence.

T h is  permanence i s  a c c o u n te d  f o r  on o u r  v ie w  o f  th e  s o u l  as

a u n i t y  o f  e x p e r ie n c e s .  The p a r t i c u l a r  e x p e ie n c e s  c h a ig e ,

b u t  th e  u n i t y  re m a in s ,  and i t  i s  t h i s  a b id in g  c h a r a c t e r  o f  th e
r

s p e c i f i c  mod^ o f  o n g & n is a t io n  o f  o u r  p a r t i c u l e ^  e x p e r ie n c e s

t h a t  c o n s t i t u t e s  p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y .

We have  d is c u s s e d  J a n e s 's  th e o ry  a t  some leng; t h  because
i t

many t h i n k e r s  b e l i e v e  t l i a t ^ i s  o n ly  by  p o s t u la t in g  s e v e ra l  % os

p ̂ Ar t i d e  on "ThiC m  'Encyclcpaeuia o f  helx^, io  .- and Ethics' .
2 . I b i d .
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t l m t  we can o o lv e  t l ie  p ro b le m  o f  s e l f - c o g n i t i o n .  I t  

a p p e a rs ,  how ever, t h a t  we can surm ount K a n t ’ s d i f f i c u l t y  

o f  how a s u b je c t  can i n t e r n a l l y  i n t u i t  i t s e l f  w i t h o u t  

l e s o r t i n g  to  th e  c o n c e p t io n  o f  s e v e ra l  3%o s . As a g a in s t  

. B r a d le y *  s and k in d r e d  t h e o r ie s ,  w h ic h  c o n te n ^  t h a t  th e  

t h i n k in g  s u b je c t  o f  the  moment^anzio t  be kno''-’m , Me T a g g a r t
Y

u rg e s  t h a t  th e  s ^ l f  can be i t s  own o b je c t  w h i l s t  s t i l l

p r e s e r v in g  f t s  c h a r a c t e r  o f  s u b je c t  i n  r e l a t i o n  to  th e

o b je c t ,  f o r  o th e rw is e  know ledge  o f  s e l f  w o u ld  be

im p o s s ib le ,  and, t h e r e f o r e ,  a l l  p r o p o s i t i o n s  w h ic h  c o n ta in

an " I "  w o u ld  be u n i n t e l l i g i b l e  to *88. "ITow, th e r e  a re

p r o p o s i t i o n s  i n  w h ic h  " I "  o c c u rs  w h ic h  I  do a s s e r t ,  and

w h ic h  a re  p r im a  f a c i e  t r u e .  There  a re  c e r t a i n  r e l a t i o n s

i n  w h ic h  a su b s ta n ce  can s ta n d  to i t s e l f ,  and w h a t i s

th e r e  i n  th e  case o f  th e  r e l a t i o n  o f  k n o w lq ^ e  w h ic h

s h o u ld  make us  r e j e c t  th e  p r im a  f a c i e  v ie w  t h a t  t h i s  i s

one o f  them. . The more we c o n te m p la te  e x p e r ie n c e ,  th e  more

re a s o n  W e f f i n d ’ f o r ' h d l ’d l r ^  t h a t  i t  i s  im p o s s ib le  to  r e j e c t
%

kn o w le d g e  o f  s e l f . "

I n  an a r t i c l e  i n  H in d  (1896) D r .  H e l lo  ne re m a rks  

t l i a t  0, knowledg e o f  s e l f  i s  p o s s ib le  i n  t h a t  th e  s u b je c t  i s  

"a n  i n d i v i d u a l  c e n t r e  o f  i n t e l l e c t u a l  f u n c t i o n s  and a ls o  o f  

a f f e c t i v e  and a c t i v e  f u n c t i o n s  w h ic h  a re  more and o th e r  

th a n  th e  i n t e l l e c t u a l ,  though  bound w i t h  th e s e .  And because  

th e y  a re  m ore, th e  know ledge  o f  them i s  p o s s ib le ,  as 

i n v o l v i r g  th e  n e c e s s a ry  t r a n s c e n d e n t  r e fe r e n c e  o f  t h o u g h t . "  

When know ledge  i s  s u b j e c t i v e l y  d i r e c t e d ,  we become aware o f  

v a r io u s # m o des o f  kno w le dg e , f e e l in g  and w i l l ,  w h ic h  c a n n o t 

be i d e n t i f i e d  w i t h  th e  p ro c e s s  b y  w h ic h  th e y  a re  known.

These modes, however, a re  modes o f  the  s e l f  and so know ledge  

f  them w i l l  g i v e  us a know ledge  o f  th e  s e l f .  L a i r d ,  i n  h i s  

'p r o b le m s  o f  th e  S e l f  r e f e r s  to a seeming c o n t r a d i c t i o n  i n

o f  R e l i g i o n
1 . A r t i c l e  on " P e r s o n a l i t y '  i n  'S n c y c lo p a e d ia /a r id  E t h i c s . '  V o l  9
2. I b i d .  v o l .  9.
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t h i s  c o n n e c t io n *  " I n  s e l f - c o g m i t i o n  the  o b je c t  i s  a s e r ie s  

o f  e x p e r ie n c e s ,  and t h i s  s e r ie s  m ust ftrrn i a. u n i t y  i f  i t  is a, 
s e l l .  Now, s in c e  i  u iS  uny s e l f  w h ic h  I  cogm ise  i n  s e l f ­

c o g n i t i o n  th e re  appears  to be th e  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  and the  a-ct 

o f  3 e l i . - c o £ n i t i o n  and i t s  o b je c t s  m ÿs t be p a r t  o f  th e  same 

u n i t y  w h ic h  i s  c o g n is e d . "  T h is ,  how ever, does n o t  p ro v e  th e  

e x is t e n c e  of an a re h -e g o ,A s  L a i r d  n o te s ,  i t  i s  n o t  n e c e s s a ry  

f o r  th e  w ho le  s e l f  to  be p r e s e n t  to  us b e fo r e  we can say 

t h a t  we have a, know ledge  o f  © e l f .  I n  t r u t i i ,  th e  w ho le  s e l f  i s  

n e v e r  d i r e c t l y  r e v e a le d  to us i n  s e l f - c o g n i t i o n ,  f o r  th e  

p r e s e n t  s e l f  has e x is t e d  i n  th e  p a s t  and w i l l  e x i s t  i n  th e  

f u t u r e . "The q u e s t io n  i s  n o t  w h e th e r  we can e n v is a g e  the  

w h o le  s e r ie s  o f  o u r  l i v e s ,  b u t  w h e th e r  w h a t we do e n v is a g e  

i s  p a r t  o f  th e  i n d i v i d u a l  u n i t y  w h ic h  we c a l l  o u r s e lv e s ,  

and how v/e can e x te n d  t h i s  b y  i n f e r e n c e . "  T h is  w i l l  su rm oun t 

th e  d i f f i c u l t y  p e r ta in s  »g to  th e  a c t  o f  i n t r o s p e c t i o n  i t s e l f .  

The a c t  o f  i n t r o s p e c t i o n  ca n n o t be known th ro u g h  i t s e l f ,  b u t  

th e  p r e s e n t  a c t  of i n t r o s p e c t i o n  makes us av/are o f  p r e v io u s  

a c t s  o f  i n t r o s p e c t i o n  as p a r t s  o f  th e  u n i t y  o f  e x p e r ie n c e s  

t l i a t  c o n s t i t u t e s  o u r  p a s t  s e l f ,  and so we can i n f e r  t h a t  a 

f u t u r e  a c t  o f  s e l f - c o g n i t i o n  w i l l  make us aware o f  o u r  

p r e s e n t  a c t  o f  i n t r o s p e c t i o n  as part o f  th e  u n i t y  o f  

e x p e r ie n c e s  t h a t  c o n s t i t u t e s  o u r  p r e s e n t  s e l f .

W ard, a ls o ,  i n  h i s  'P s y c h o lo g ic a l  P r i n c i p l e s ' ,

m a in t a in s  t h a t  a knowledlge o f  s e l f  i s  p o s s ib l e .  He a d m its  t h a t

th e  s u b je c t  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  ca n no t be im m e d ia te ly  knov/n as an

o b j e c t ,  b u t  he h o ld s  t h a t  the  "Me" w h ic h  i s  p re s e n te d  to  u s

as an o b je c t  i s  a " r e f l e x i o n "  of the  " I " .  To th e  q u e s t io n

how do we know t h a t  the  "Me" f a i t h f u l l y  p o r t r a y s  th e  " I "
so

i f  th e  " I "  c8,nn o t be known.^as to  be compared w i t h  xhe "Me", 

he a n sw e rs  t h a t  th e  n ro b le m  h e re  i s  n o t  th e  same as L o c k e 's ,  

v i z .  how an id e a  can be re g a rd e d  as a copy, i f  Die o j . ig  j.naj.. 

is  fo rever beyond our re a c h .  In  L o c k e 's  case w ha t i s
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p re s e n te d  i s  something t h a t  i s  " g i v e n "  to  us a p a r t  f ro m  o u r

a c t i v i t y ,  o u t  w h a t i s  p re s e n te d  h e re  i s  w ha t th e  I  has

i t s e l f  c o n s t r u c te d  b y  see ing i t s e l f  m é r ro re d  i n  th e  s o c i a l

medium, L io re o ve r,  tn e  " o r  ig  i n a l "  h e re  i s  n o t  a n o th e r  b e in g

and as such c a p a b le  o f  b e in g  d e n ie d ,  b u t  i s  w i t h i n  y and one

whose e x is te n c e  i s  i n d u b i t a b l e ,  f o r  d th e r w is e  th e  e x i s t e n t i a l

p r o p o s i t i o n  " I  am" c o u ld  n o t  be a s s e r te d .  "The I  i s  known

r e f l e c t i v e l y  i n  th e  Me because th e  Me has been s y n t h e t i c a l l y

c o n s t r u c t e d  b y  i t ,  much as an a r t i s t  p a in t s  h it?  own p o r t r a i t

b y  means 6%f a m i r r o r . The m i r r o r  f o r  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s

th e  s o c i a l  medium, a n d / t h i s  i s  p e r f e c t e d  th e  p o r t r a i t u r e  
„  Y

im p r o v e s . "

W a rd 's  c o n te n t io n  i s  t h a t  th e  s u b je c t  c a n n o t be known
t

Im m e d ia te ly .  The o p e r^æ ion s  o f  th e  m ind  a re  n o t  " p r e s e n te d "
I

to  u s ;  "we know o f  them m e d ia te ly  th ro u g h  t h e i r  e f f e c t s . "  

W lia te v e r  knowlecfe e we have o f  th e  " s u b je c f l v e  s id e  o f  

e x p e r ie n c e "  i s  th e  r e s u l t  cf i n t e l l e c t u a l  i n f e r e n c e  f ro m  

" p r e s e n t a t i o n s " .  " P e e l in g "  and " a t t e n t i o n "  a re  n o t  d i r e c t l y  

kn o w n ; o u r  know ledge  o f  them i s  an i n f e r e n c e  fkom t h e i r  

a n te c e d e n ts  o r  f ro m  t h e i r  conseq ue n ts  i n  p r e s e n t a t i o n .  I t  i s  

h a rd  to b e l i e v e  t h a t  such a th e o r y  w i l l  a c c o u n t  f o r  o u r  

k n o w le d g e  o f  m e n ta l  f a c t s .  "how I  ask  w h e th e r  i t  i s  c r e d ib l e  

t h a t  I  a p p re h e n d  th e  d i f f e r e n c e  be tw een ( l e t  us say) 

s t r i v i r g ,  l o v i n g ,  and ju d g in g ,  m e re ly  b y  i n f e r e n c e  fromm;;^ 

p r e s e n t a t io n s ?  I  s h o u ld  have a ^ o t  to i n f e r ,  s h o u ld  I  n o t?  -  

th e  w h o le  o f  my g in d ,  ’ t o u t  c o u r t . '  By w h a t s p e c ie s  o f  

r e a s o n in g  and b y  w h a t f l i g h t s  o f  i n t e l l e c t  s h o u ld  I  ibe 

e n t i t l e d  to i n f e r  w i t h  c e r t a i n t y  t n a t  so many u n d e n ia b le

d i f f e r e n c e s  e x i s t  on th e  s u b je c t i v e  s id e  o f  my e x p e r ie n c e ?

57.—'A n  O u t l i n e  o f  r i i i l u  oOph^ ’ . p . 42Tr
2 P sych o lo g  i  c a l  P r i n c i p l e s  p .  58,



A c c o rd ie z  to  D r ,  W a rd 's  t h e o r y  a l l  th e se  p a lp a b le  l i v i n g

d i f f e r e n c e s  w o u ld  be so many h y p o t h e t i c a l  c o r r e l a t e s  o f

p r e s e n t a t i o n a l  d i f f e r e n c e s ,  and, f o r  my own p e c u l i a r ,  I  ^

d o u b t  v e r y  much w h e th e r  h i s  g e n e r a l  t h e o r y  w o u ld  p e r m i t  me

even  to  i n f e r  w i t h  h im  t h a t  th e r e  i s  a d i f f e r e n c e  be tw een

f e e l i n g  and a t t e n t i o n ,  I  s h o u ld  be v e r y  h a rd  p re s s e d  i f

I  t r i e d  to  d i s t i n g u i s h  w i t h  c e r t a i n t y  th e  p r e c is e

p r e s e n t a t i o n a l  d i f f e r e n c e s , w h i c h  p re s u m a b ly  f l o w  f ro m  each

o f  th e se , and I  am q u i t e  c e r t a i n  t h a t  th e  in f e r e n c e s  w h ic h

1 a c t u a l l y  draw i n  t h i s  m a t te r  arejdue to  th e  f a c t  t h a t  I

know i n  advance w i t h  g r e a t e r  c e r t a i n t y  th a n  I  know a n y th in g
t

e ls e  t h a t ,  e .g .  b e l ie v in g  o r  w i l l i n g  i s  n o t^ e h e  same th in g
/

as p le a s u re  o r  p a i n . "
1 t k a t

P r o f .  A le x a n d e r  a ls o  m a in ta in s  m e n ta l p ro c e s s e s  

c a n n o t  b e " c o n te m p la te d " , A c co rd in g  to h im  o u r  m e n ta l  

s t a t e s  a re  " e n jo y e d " .  Ward s u b s t i t u t e s  th e  te rm  " r e a l i z a t i o n "  

f o r  " e n jo y m e n t " .  B o th  Ward and A le x a n d e r  t h e r e f o r e  co n te n d  

t h a t  th e  a t t e n t i o n  d i r e c t e d  to  o u r  m ind s  i s  d i f f e r e n t  f ro m  

th e  a t t e n t i o n  to  o th e r  t h in g s .  " R e a l i z a t i o n "  o r  " e n jo y m e n t"
y

c a n n o t  be c la s s é e  un de r th e  o r d in a r y  ty p e s  o f  k n o w le ^  e .

I t  i s  n o t  an a c t  o f  c o n te m p la t io n .  " R e a l i z a t i o n "  i s  a 

r i c h e r  e x p e r ie n c e  th a n  o r d in a r y  c o g m i t io n .  I t  i s ,  says 

W ard , t h a t  ty p e  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  so u g h t a f t e r  b y  th e  a n c ie n ts

i n  w h ic h  s u b je c t  and. o b je c t  become one. On t h i s  v ie w  th e  

mere e x is te n c e  o f  a m e n ta l  p i ( ^ ^ e s s  n e c e s s a r i l y  g i v e s  u s ^  

t r u e  i n s i g h t  i n t o  i t s  n a tu r e  and c o n te n t .  " R e a l i z a t i o n "  

i s  s im p ly  l i v i n g . The a t t e n t i o n  i s  w i th d ra w n  fro m  a l l  

i r r e l e v a n t  o b je c t s ,  we become immersed i n  o u r s e lv e s ,  and 

t h i s  p ro c e s s  i s  a co m p le te  r e v  e la  t i  o n o f  o u r  m in d s .  L a i r d  

c r i t i c i s e s  t h i s  v ie w  as f b l l o w s : -  i f  th e  mere

e x is t e n c e  o f  a c o n s c io u s  p ro c e s s  i s  t h e r e f o r e  ana n e c e s s a i i ^ y
9

1 ,  L a i r d  i n  'M in d  (1919),'^ M.S. 112. .p p .  3#6-7  n .
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a co m p le te  r e v e l a t i o n  o f  i t s  c h a r a c t e r  and c o n te n t ,  w here  

i s  th e  need f o r  i n t r o s p e c t i o n  a t  a l l ,  and how i s  th e r e
o r

room any p o s s ib le  m is ta k e  o r  d u b ie ty ?  ¥/liy m u s t th e  

p s y c h o lo g is t ,  w i t h  g r e a t  p a in g  and l a b o u r ,  become im m ersed  

i n  h i m s e l f  i n  t h i s  f a s h io n  i f  h a p ly  ,he may a c h ie v e  some,

in s ^ ig h t  i n t o  w ha t he r e a l l y  ms? He i s  bound  to  be w h a t  he 

i s  w i t h o u t  any e f f o r t  w h a te v e r ,  and i f  h i s  p s y c h ic a l  

e x is t e n c e  r e v e a ls  th e  w ho le  o f  i t s  c h a r a c t e r  by  th e  mere f a c t  

o f  e x i s t i n g ,  i t  w o u ld  seem, to  f o l l o w  t h a t  i f  th e  i n t r o s p e c t i v e  

a t t i t u d e  d i f f e r s  f ro m  the  n o n - i n t r o s p e c t i v e ,  th e  d i f f e r e n c e  

m ust c o n s is t  i n  th e  f a c t  t h a t  th e  man has beccome d i f f e r e n t .

I n  t h a t  case i n t r o s p e c t i o n  w o u ld  n e c e s s a r i l y  d e fe a t  i t s  own 

a im , w h e re a s ,o n  th e  u s u a l  th e o r y ,  t h e r e  i s  m e re ly  a r i s j  o f  

f a i l u r e  f ro m  t h i s  cause. A t t e n t i o n  to o u r  own m inds may 

a l t e r  t h e i r  c u r r e n t .  I t  i s  h a rd  to suppose t h a t  i t  m u s t .

And i f  i t  m ust, how i s  i t  p o s s ib le  to  a l&ow  f o r  th e  e r r o r ?

We m u s t a t t e n d  to o u r  m inds to a r r i v e  a t  th e  t r u t h  

c o n c e rn in g  them, and such a t t e n t i o n  i s  n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  

d i f f e r e n t  f ro m  th e  a t t e n t i o n  to  o th e r  t h i n g s .  " I n  b o th  

cases  th e  a t t e n t i o n  i s  d i r e c t d d  tow a rds  s o m e th in g , i n  b o th  

cases i  t f i x e s  i t s  o b je c t  and d w e l ls  upo jj i t ,  i n  b o t h  cases

i t  i s  th e  o n ly  means o f  o b ta in in g  a d i r e c t  i n s p e c t i o n  w h ic h
I

has  come c la im  to  be t r u s t e d . "  I n ^ t r o  s p e c t io n  i s  mere 

o b s e r v a t i o n , and o b s e r v a t io n  m e re ly  d i s c o v e rs  and does n o t  

c r e a t e . As a me t i n  i  i t  does n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  le a d  to  

f a l s i f i c a t i o n . .  I n t e l l e c t u a l  a n a ly s is  o f  w ha t we o b s e rv e  

may m is le a d ,  b u t  t h i s  doe© not a f f e c t  th e  m ethod o f  

i n t r o s p e c t i o n  i t s e l f .  We c o n c lu d e  t h e r e f o r e  t h a t  s e l f ­

c o g n i t i o n  i s  p o s s ib le  i n  th a ,t  th e  s e l f  a t  any moment i © a 

co m p le x  g ro u p  o f  v a r io u s  f u n c t i o n s .  I n  i n t r o s p e c t i o n  th e

1 . ’ M ind  (1919).* M.S. 112 . p .  393.
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if/
s e l f  does n o t  a t t e n d  to i t s e l f  as a whole. The a c t  of 
i n t r o s p e c t i o n  i s  m e re ly  a p a r t  o f  th e  w ho le  m ind  a t  any 

moment, and t h i s  p a r t  can a t t e n d  to  th e  r e s t  o f  th e  s e l f .

Our c o n te n t io n  , t h e r e f o r e ,  i s  t h a t  th e  r e a l  n a t u r e  o f  

th e  s e l f  i s  n o t  beyond the  re a c h  o f  kno w ledg e *  We have 

r e j e c t e d  th e  n o t i o n  o f  an unknown and un know a b le  p e rm a n e n t 

i n d e n t i c a l e n t i t y  o v e r  and above o u r  p a r t i c u l a r  e x p e r ie n c e s .  

E xp e d ie n ce  c a n n o t  pouch  f o r  th e  e x is t e n c e  o f  such a 

" s u b s ta n c e " .  The d e n ia l  o f  such  a s u b s ta n c e ,  how eve r, has

n o t  made u s  deny th e  e x is t e n c e  o f  a s e l f .  We have f o l l o w e d
i

P r o f .  M u irh e a d ’ s a d v ic e  and lo c k e d  f o r  th e  s e l f  in a n o th e r  

way, v i z .  " i n  th e  e x te n t  and o r g a n i s a t i o n  o f  th e  c o n te n ts  

o f  th e  m ind , n o t  i n  some n e e d le ’ s p o i n t  o f  a b s t r a c t  

c o n s c io u s n e s s . "  To know o u r s e lv e s ,  re m a rk s  P r o f .  M u irh e a d ,  

s im p ly  means to  u n d e i^ i ta n d  th e  mode o f  u n i f i c a t i o n  o f  th e  

c o n te n ts  o f  o u r  inner l i f e .  Such a u n i t y ,  he n o te s ,  i s  n o t  

d i r e c t l y  r e v e a le d  to  u s .  We have no im m e d ia te  c o n s c io u s ­

ness  o f  i t ,  b u t  we know t h a t  o u r  l i f e  i s  a u n i t y  because  

o r g a n is e d  kn o w ledg e  a c t u a l l y  e x i s t s .  T h is  e le m e n t o f  

d e v e lo p e d  k n o w le % e # is  n o t  u n kn o w a b le .  To say w i t h  K a n t  

t h a t  i t  is  so is  to  " m is ta k e  mere e x is te n c e  f o r  r e a l i t y . "

1. p. 38"3br
A r t i c l e  i n  'M in d  ( l B 9 7 ) ’ .



®  TIMELESS SELF.

The fiéff we have adopted, o f  th e  s e l f  as a u n i t y  o f  

e x p e i le h o e s  6#Jf3?lês w i t h  i t  th e  i m p l i c a t i o n  t h a t  th e  s e l f -  

ô o n s c lô u s  l i f #  i s  m e a n in g le s s  a p a r t  f ro m  t im e *  The s e l f  

à d îfâ te  o f  i î * 0Wth and d e ve lo p m en t,  and t M s  n e c e s s a r i l y

i m p l i e s  t im e . Time i s  e s s e n ta l l i ; "  i n v o l v e d  i n  th e  c o n c e p t io n

o f  0 e l f * o o n s c lo u s n e s s  as a p ro c e s s .  K a n t ,  as i s  w e l l  known,

conceived o f  th e  s e l f  as th e  so u rce  o f  t im e ,  and c o n s e q u e n t ly

d e n ie d  t h a t  i t  can i t s e l f  he i n  t im e .  I n  th e  ' D i a l e c t i c '  he
r*

shows th e  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  t h a t  i n e v i t a b l y  g ^ i se when we 

a téS m pt "y&e a p p ly  th e  te m p o ra l  fo rm  to  th e  -^oumenal r e a lm .  

"K o -h t 's  r e a l  o b j e c t i o n , "  rem aérs  W a tson , " t o  th e  

d e te r m in a t io n  o f  th e  t h in k in g  s u b je c t  by the  id e a  o f  t im e  

i s  h i s  a ssu m p t io n  t h a t  w h a t i s  i n  t im e  c a n n o t  be^ u n i t y . "

How, th o u g h  i t  i s  t r u e  t l i a t  th e  p ro c e s s  o f  s e l f - c o n s c io u e n e is s  

i m p l i e s  t im e  o r  s u c c e s s io n ,  we c a n n o t  r e g a r d  i t  as a mere 

s u c c e s s io n .  I t  i s  " t h e  deve lopm en t o f  a s e l f - a c t i v i t y ,  

w h ic h  r e a l i s e s  i t s e l f  i n  t im e ,  and g ro w s  i n  c o m p le x i t y  

w i t h o u t  e v e r  l o s in g  i t s  u n i  t y . . . . . .  The e le m e n t o f  t r u t h ,

t h e r e f o r e ,  i n  K a n t 's  c o n t e n t i o n ,  t h a t  th e  s u b je c t  as th e  

s o u rce  o f  t im e  c a n n o t  i t s e l f  be i n  t im e ,  i s  t h i s :  t h a t  t h e  

s u b je c t  c a n n o t  be d e te rm in e d  as m e re ly  s u c c e s s iv e ,  b u t  

o n l y  as r e le a s in g  i t s e l f  i n  a te m p o ra l  p ro c e s s  by  whiï&h i t #  

makes i t s e l f  i t s  own o b j e c t . "  1» t r u t h ,  K a n t 's  c o n c e p t io n  

o f  th e  p a s s iv e  c h a r a c t e r  o f  th e  s u b je c t  i n  knowledg-e i s  b u t  

a way o f  e x p re e s i r g  the  f a c t  t h a t  c o n s c io u s n e s s  d e v e lo p s  

u n d e r  te m p o ra l  c o n d i t i o n s .  The w o r ld  i s  n o t  g i v e n  to  .us 

as a f i n i s h e d  p r o d u c t .  Our c o n c e p t io n  o f  B e a l l  t y  u n de rg o es  

t r a n s f o r m a t i o n  a c c o rd in g  to  o u r  d e v e lo p m e n t. We c a n n o t  a t  

w i l l  g ra s p  th e  s e c r e t  o f  the  u n iv e r s e  a l l  a t  o n ce . God

1 . 'A n  Ou t i n e  o f  P h i lo s o p h y /  p .  427,
2 , I b i d .  p . 427.
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r e v e a ls  h im s e l f  a c c o rd in g  to  th e  g r a d u a l  e v o lu t i o n  o f  th e

human m in d .  As we advance i n  know ledge  th e r e  o c c u rs  a

g r a d u a l  in c re a s e  i n  th e  r i c h n e s s  and f u l l n e s s  o f  R e a l i t y .

McTagga.rt, i n  an a r t i c l e  i n  th e  E n c y c lo p a e d ia  o f  R e l i g i o n

and E t h i c s  ( v o l . 9 ) ,  says t h a t  one o f  th e  e s s e n t i a l

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  a s e l f  i s  p e r s is t e n c e  th ro u g h  t im e ,  and

he m a in ta in s  t h a t  we a re  d i r e c t l y  aware o f  th e  s e l f  as so
s

p e r s i s t i n g .  "A w a re n e s s ,"  he a rg u e s ,  " la ^ ts  th ro u g h  the  

s p e c io u s  p r e s e n t , "  and so I  may p e r c e iv e  m y s e l f  a t  

d i f f e r e n t  p o in t s  o f  t im e  w i t h i n  th e  l i m i t s  o f  a s p e c io u s  

p r e s e n t .  How, i f  a t  d i f f e r e n t  p o in t s  o f  t im e  w i t h i n  th e  

l i m i t s  o f  th e  s p e c io u s  p r e s e n t ,  I  p e r c e iv e  d i f f e r e n t  o b je c t s ,  

and a t t e n d  to  th e  r e l a t i o n  between th e  v a r io u s  p e r c e p t io n s ,

" I  s h a l l  be aware o f  my s e l f  as p e r s i s t i n g  w h i l e  o th e r  

t h in g s  change, and so as p e r s i s t i n g  i n  t i m e . "  T h is  i d e n t i t y  

o f  th e  s e l f ,  how eve r, i s  n o t  a b a re  i d e n t i t y  e x c lu s i v e  o f  a l l  

d i f f e r e n c e .  I  may possess  d i f f e r e n t  m e n ta l  s t a t e s  

s im u l ta n e o u s ly  and a t  d i f f e r e n t  t im e s ,  and so th e  same s e l f  

can c o n t a in  p a r t s  v /h ich  e x i s t  s im u l ta n e o u s ly  and a t  

d i f f e r e n t  t im e s .  Me T a g g a r t  n o te s  f u r t h e r  t h a t  w*e have an 

a b s o lu te  c e r t a i n t y  o f  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  th e  s e l f  w i t h i n  th e  

l i m i t s  o f  c e r t a i n  memory. O u ts e id e  th e se  l i m i t s  we c a n n o t  

be su re  o f  th e  i d e n t i t y  o f  th e  s e l f ,  th o ug h  i t  i s  " e x t r e m e ly  

p ^ a b l e "  t h a t  the  s e l f  i s  th e  same s e l f  th ro u g h o u t  th e  

c o u rs e  o f  o u r  l i v e s .

T h is  p e r s is t e n c e  o f  th e  s e l f  th ro u g h  t im e ,  how e ve r,

m us t n o t  be co n fu se d  w i t h  th e  t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  c o n t e n t i o n
z

t h a t  th e  s e l f  i s  o u t  o f  t im e  a l t o g e t h e r ,  R a s h d a l l  m e n t io n s  

t h i s  as one o f  th e  m is c o n c e p t io n s  and c o n fu s io n s  to  which, 

th e  d o c t r i n e  o f  a "T im e le s s  S e l f "  i s  due. The c o n c e p t io n  o f

a " t im e le s s  s e l f , "  says R a s h d a l l ,  a ppe a rs  to  r e s u l t  f ro m
1 . A r t i c l e  on ' P e r s o n a l i t y . ’ ^  ^ ^
2 . H o te  on "The T im e le s s  S e l f "  i n  'T h e  T hoe ry  o f  Good

and E v i l . ’



th e  f a c t  t h a t  when i n  know ledge  we compare a p r e s e n t  and

a p a s t  e v e n t ,  th e y  a re  b o th  " p r e s e n t "  to  th e  s e l f  t h a t

compares them. T h is  p re sen ce  how ever i s  a p re s e n c e  i n

id e a  o n l y .  As an " Id e a  i n  my head" th e  p a s t  e v e n t  i s  i n  th e

p r e s e n t  t im e ,  b u t  as a r e a l  e v e n t  i t  o c c u p ie s  a d i f f e r e n t

t im e ,  v i z .  the  p a s t .  As R a s h d a l l  p e r t i n e n t l y  re m a rk s ,  th e

f a c t  t h a t  I  know e v e n ts  t h à t  o c c u r re d  i n  th e  1 8 th  c e n tu r y

does n o t  p ro v e  t h a t  I  e x is t e d  a t  t h a t  p e r io d ,  n o r  does

th e  f a c t  t h a t  some o f  my p e rs o n a l  e x p e r ie n c e  o c c u r re d  i n

th e  1 9 th  c e n tu r y  p ro v e  t h a t  I  a m  now i n  t h a t  c e n t u r y .  •

M o re o v e r ,  the  t im e le s s n e s s  o f  r e l a t i o n s  i s  m e n t io n e d

by R a s h d a l l  as le n d in g  s u p p o r t  to  th e  d o c t r i n e  o f  a 

" t im e le s s  s e l f . "  R e la t io n s ,  how eve r, c o n c e iv e d  a p a r t  f ro m

t h e i r  term©, e re  mere a b s t r a c t i o n s ,  and as such th e y  a re ,  

o f  c o u rs e ,  t im e le s s ,  b u t  as th u s  i s o l a t e d  th e y  a re  n o t  

th e  a c t u a l  e v e n ts  r e l a t e d ,  w h ic h  a re  i n  t im e .  A s i m i l a r  

c o n t e n t io n  i s  seen i n  G re e n ’ s c o n fu s io n  o f  th e  K a n t ia n  

sys te m  o f  c a te g o r ie s  w i t h  th e  ego t h a t  i s  th e  s o u rc e  o f  

them . The c a te g o r ie s ,  a p a r t  from  a l l  r e l a t i o n  to  th e  

s u b je c t  and o b je c t ,  a re  d o u b t le s s  o u t  o f  t im e ,  b u t  as 

such th e y  a re  b a r re n  a b s t r a c t i o n s  and c a n n o t be i d e n t i f i e d

w i t h  R e a l i t y .  A c c o rd in g  to  G reen  th e  s e l f  t h a t  i s  a c t i v e  

i n  know ledge  and m o r a l i t y  i s  a " s p i r i t u a l  p r i n c i p l e "  

w h ic h  i s  n o t  i n  t im e  a t  a l l .  T h is  s p i r i t u a l  p r i n c i p l e  

he i d e n t i f i e s  w i t h  th e  E t e r n a l  C o n sc io u sn e ss . Our 

c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s  spoken o f  as a r e p r o d u c t io n  o f  th e  

e t e r n a l  c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  and a g a in  he speaks o f  th e  e t e r n a l  

c o n s c io u s n e s s  com m un ica ting  i t s e l f  to  a f i n i t e  i n d i v i d u a l .  

The a c t i v i t y  o f  th e  s e l f  i n  know ledge  i s  s a id  to  be n o t  

i n  t im e ,  and he makes th e  v e r y  d o u b t fu l  a s s e r t i o n  t h a t  

th e r e  i s  no i n c o m p a t i b i l i t y  be tw een t h i s  and th e  a d m is s io n
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t h a t  o u r  s e l f - c o n s c io u s :  l i f e  i n c l u d in g  i t s  m e n ta l  h i s t o r y  

v /h ic h  i s  o r g a n ic  to  th e  E t e r n a l  P r i n c i p l e  i s  i n  t im e ,  and 

has a s t r i c t l y  n a t u r a l  h i s t o r y .  G re e n ’ s th e o r y  o f  th e

s p i r i t u a l  p r i n c i p l e  i n  man im p l i e s  t h a t  I  am tv/o t h in g s

so d is p a r a te  as an e t e r n a l  co n s c io u s n e s s  o u t  o f  t im e  and

a f u n c t i o n  o f  an a n im a l o rg a n ism  chang ing  i n  t im e ,  and

a ls o  t h a t  a t  th e  same t im e  I  am one i n d i v i s i b l e  r e a l i t y
t

c o n te m p la te d  f r o m ^ / o  p o in t s  o f  v ie w .  I t  m ust be  a d m i t t e d  

t h a t ,  th o u g h  G reen does n o t  say t h a t  man i s  a mode o f  th e  

e t e r n a l ,  ^œt he can h a r d l y  s a fe g u a rd  man’ s i n d i v i d u a l i t y .

On G re e n ’ s p re m is e s  th e  s o u l  o f  man i s  merged i n t o  the  

e t e r n a l  c o n s c io u s n e s s .  C o n s e q u e n t ly ,  h ^  m e ta p h y s ic a l  

t h e o r y  o f  th e  human s e l f  does away w i t h  th e  v a l i d i t y  o f  

E t h i c s .  Though he t a l k s  o f  human r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  and o f  

th e  human s e l f  c o m m it t in g  m is ta k e s ,  th e s e  a re  i n e x p l i c a b l e  

f ro m  th e  p o i n t  o f  v ie w  o f  a t im e le s s  s e l f  w h ic h  i s  i d e n t i c a l  

w i t h  th e  U n iv e r s a l  S e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s .  As R a s h d a l l  p u ts  

i t  i n  ’ The Theo ry  o f  Good and E v i l ’ , " B u t  how a t im e le s s  

s e l f  can f i n d  a s a t i s f a c t i o n ,  n o t  p r e v io u s l y  e x p e r ie n c e d ,  

i n  human a c t i o n s  w h ic h  have a b e g in n in g  i n  t im e ;  how a 

s e l f  w h ic h  i s  n o t  d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  ( e x c e p t  p e rh a p s  on th e  

s id e  o f  th e  a n im a l o rg a n ism ) f ro m  th e  U n iv e r s a l  S e l f -  

c o n s c io u s n e s s  can im p u te  to  i t s e l f  i t s  good  o r  bad  a c ts  

w i t h o u t  im p u t in g  them i n  e x a c t l y  th e  same sense and degree

to  th e  U n iv e r s a l  S e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s ;  how any e v e n t  a t  a l l
*

can be " im p u te d "  to  a s e l f  w h ic h  t h in k s  a l l  t h in g s  b u t  

o r i g i n a t e s  n o th in g  -  G reen c a n n o t answer th e s e £ ^

Know ledge and m o r a l i t y  depend upon th e  e x is te n c e  o f  a r e a l  

i n d i v i d u a l  s e l f ,  whose g ro w th  and deve lop m en t i n v o l v e  

t im e .  A l l  t h a t  we deem o f  v a lu e  i n  th e  u n iv e r s e  w i l l  be
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r e n d e re d  i l l u s o r y  i f  t im e  be r e g a rd e d  as m e re ly  

" s u b j e c t i v e " .  A c tu a l  human e x p e r ie n c e  c a n n o t  be regarded .

as b e in g  o u t  o f  t im e .  As R a s h d a l l  says , o u r  r e a l

c o n c re te  s e l f  i s  b o rn  a t  a c e r t a i n  t im e ,  and, f o r  a l l  we
hi

know to  th e  c o n t r a r y ,  may be a n n i l - f a te d  a t  some t im e  

i n  the  f u t u r e ,  " w M le  e v e ry  moment o f  i t s  th o u g h t  o r  

v o l i t i o n  i s  i n  some t im e  o r  o t h e r . "

What we have con tended  f o r  above im p l i e s  t h a t  th e  

s e l f  as known i s  the  r e a l  s e l f ,  Ka.nt h im s e l f  r e a d i l y  

a d m its  th e  e m p i r i c a l  r e a l i t y  o f  t im e .  He a g re e s  t h a t  

th e  s ta te s  and p ro c e s s e s  t h a t  c o n s t i t u t e  th e  e m p i r i c a l  

s e l f « C a l l  w i t h i n  th e  t im e - o r d e r .  E x p e r ie n c e  c a n n o t  

t r a n s c e n d  th e  l i m i t s  o f  t im e  and space . Human 

a p p re h e n s io n  i s  n e c e s s a r i l y  l i m i t e d  to  a p p re h e n s io n  o f  

th e  te m p o ra l  and s p a t i a l .  Know ledge c a n n o t comprehend

a t im e le s s  r e a l i t y .  The o n ly  s e l f  o f  w h ic h  we have any 

know ledge  i s  a d m it te d  t h e r e f o r e  to  f a l l  u n d e r  th e  fo rm  

o f  t im e .  K a n t  co n te n d s , how ever, t h a t  th e  te m p o ra l  o r d e r  

i s  i n a p p l i c a b l e  to  th e  s e l f  i n  i t s  r e a l  n a t u r e .  W h i l s t  

a d m i t t i n g  t h a t  the  t im e - fo r m  i s  n o t  a mere i l l u s i o n ,  

t h a t  i t  i s  r e a l  f o r  human e x p e r ie n c e ,  he y e t  m a in ta in e d  

t h a t  such a fo rm  has no p la c e  i n  tàs. u l t i m a t e  r e a l i t y .

He appea rs  to  s u g g e s t t h a t  th e  r e a l  can o n ly  be t r u l y  

d e s c r ib e d  somewhat a f t e r  th e  s t a t i c  w h o le  o f  P a rm e n id e s .

The n o t io n  o f  a t im e le s s  r e a l i t y ,  how eve r, i s  

i n c o n c e iv a b le .  " I  am q u i t e  c e r t a i n ,  f o r  my own p a r t ,

t h a t  t h &  u tm o s t  we can a t t a i n  i s  the  id e a  o f  som e th ing
1 r

p e rm a n e n t i n  t im e ;  . . . . . "  " A l l$ o u #  n o t i o n s  o f  r e a l i t y

b e in g  dravjn n e c e s s a r i l y  f ro m  o u r  own e x p e r ie n c e ,  and a l l

1 .  P r o f .  P rin g l e - P a t t i  son, ’ Man’ s P la c e  i n  th e  Cosmo s.’ p .  214.
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o u r  e x p e r ie n c e  b e in g  i n  t im e ,  a t im e le s s  r e a l i t y  r e m a in i 
f 0 r  o u r  m inds as in c o n c e iv a b le  as woo den i r o n . "  ̂ W liat 

meaning can be  a t ta c h e d  to  th e  r e a l  as - i t  i e  i n  i t s e l i ’ 

a p a r t  from, o u r  a p p re h e n s io n  o f  i t ?  How can {we speak o-f a  

" t i m e l e s s  s e l f "  i f  th e  o n ly  s e l f  t h a t  a ppe a rs  t p  n s  f a h l s  

w i t h i n  th e  t im e - o r d e r ?  E x p e r ie n c e  a p p e l s  -to i e ^ ^ - f y  -tp - t l ^  

r e a l i t y  o f  th e  t im e>-consc iousness ,. K a n t  h i m s e l f  admmteS 

t h a t  i n  e x p e r ie n c e  we c a n n o t  g e t  r i d  o f  t h e  n p tipxn  o f

The form of ti.me Mrectly conditions our apprehens^ipn
/  ‘  - ....................

im:er phenoimna., and also inclirec-tly o# cuter
IiDd.ii7ld.us2 e x p e r ie n c e  ap}>eat'e t o  be nece s s q r i i l y  {hpund pg) 

w i t h  t h e  e x ie t e n c e  o f  th e  t i m e f  co n sci^^pp^noss,. Æact-s,, -wipettb^r 

I n n e r  o r  o u te r , ,  a re  e x p e r ie n a e d  as h a p p e n i ^  o r  - q h a n g i i^ , 

t im e  1 b t h e  " fo rm  o f  the  charc-ing,. '" "Ghaiig# i s  t h e  ,;Qpiiqa:^1^ 

f a c t  o f  ' v h id h  t im e  i s  t h e  f o r m a l  o rd e r , . '"  r s e l f  - i s

s ^ p re h e n d e d  a s  und^g^'ioirB’ c o m s ta n t  changée, ^§ n i eu-ch

f a l l i n g  'vd th i-n  t h e t i m e - c r d c r . Tire n a t i o n  - o f  #  « " - t i r ^ l - a ^ - ^ ÿ l l f i "  

tBhasrefore mus t  be . re je c te d , .

:Earrt and  h i s  - f o l lo w e r s  w o u ld  ,advance can 0Q-bj.e%t%qn ^  
tfihan " G r a n te d " ,  t h e y  w o u ld  .say, " - t h a t  ^the . s e l f ^

Lapprehended i s  t n  t im e ,  y e t  t h i  s does n o t  .e x c lu d e  t t h ^  

p p r e s i h i l i  t y  c f  i t s  b e in g  t i m e le s s  i n  - i t s  . r e a l  n a tu re ^ '"

.Ass wee h a v e  d i r e a d jn n o t e d ,  how eve r, : i t  I s  d o u b t f u l  - w he tl^g r 

ooan GSpcàk o f  a t h i n g  as i t  i  s i n i t s e l t ,  .-apart ;ff30orn-our 

u ^ p r e l ^ n a io n  o f  i t .  M o re o v e r , even i f  we concede - th e  

] ]g ^ g h t i im c y  o f  t l ^  i t s t i n o t i o n  be tw een th e  _ re a l  .as  

EOnd i th o  :rseal as : . i t  i s  i n  i t s e l f  . a p a r t  fro rn cO l^ r ra p m e h e ^^^^  

cQff i i t ,  i t  i t s  ç s t i l l  h a rd  to see how we can a r r i y e  ^_at - th e  

rn o i t io n  o f  a ' : " t im e le s s ? 8 e l f "  u n le s s  we d e n y - t r u e r t e a l i t y  t j o  

t h e  utilâc-nOOnsciougness . -Suppo se . t h a t  th e  s e l f :  i  s beyond  

t t im e  "and -change, t h a t  i t  i s  s t a t i c  i n  : i  t s  _ r  e a l  n a t u r e . ^

•1 . - P r o f . Pringle-Pattison, 'M a n 's  P la c e  i n -the-C osm os /^p ^S lS . 
Î3 .  P r o f .  J .S .M a c k e n z ie  f  a - A r t i c le . o n . f 9 e $ Q 8 : G n - t h e r 2 r o b le m

o f  T im e" i n  ’ M in d ' l i.S^  21 » 1912 p .  -333»
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th e n  does i t  appear to  us as chang ing?  B e s id e s ,  i f  th e  

te m p o ra l  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  hag some r e a l i t y ,  as K a n t  end h i s  

f o l l o w e r s  a re  w on t to  a d m it ,  i t s  o r i g i n a l  can h a r d l y  he 

s t a t i c .  The te m p o ra l  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  i s  a moving o r  chang ing  

r e p r e s e n t a t i o n ,  and a moving r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  i s  n o t  th e  

r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  a p u r e l y  s t a t i c a l  o b j e c t .  E i t h e r  t h e r e f o r e  

th e  r e a l  i n  i t s  u l t im a t e  n a tu r e  i s  n o t  s t a t i c ,  o r  th e  t im e -  

c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s  a sheer i l l u s i o n .  We c a n n o t  p re s e r v e  th e  

phenom enal r e a l i t y  o f  t im e ,  w h i l s t  a t  th e  same t im e  h o ld in g  

t h a t  u l t i m a t e  r e a l i t y  i s  s t a t i c  o r  u n c h a n g e a b le .

Though we have con tended  above f o r  th e  t r u e  r e a l i t y  

o f  th e  t im e fc o n s c io u s n e s s ,  we can s t i l l  a d m it  t h a t  o u r  

a p p re h e n s io n  o f  th e  r e a l  may be v e r y  in a d e q u a te .  "T h e re  may 

be some in a d e q u a c y  i n  i t s  ( i . e . t i m e )  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  e t e r n a l  

r e a l i t y ;  b u t  th e  in a d e q u a cy  can h a r d l y  be supposed to  l i e  

i n  th e  f a c t  t h a t  i t  c o n ta in s  some s o r t  o f  movement o r  change.

A s i m i l a r  o b je c t i o n  a p p l ie s  to m os t o f  th e  ways i n  w h ic h  th e  

phenom ena l i s  c o n t f a s t d  w i t h  th e  noum ena l. There may be some 

in a d e q u a c y  i n  o u r  a p p re h e n s io n  o f  th e  r e a l i t y  o f  w h ic h  o r d e r  

i n  num ber, t im e ,  space, e t c . ,  y i e l d  us th e  im ages; b u t  a t  

l e a s t  t h a t  r e a l i t y  m u s t,  i t  Vvould seem, c o n ta in  some 

c o u n t e r p a r t  o f  th e se  o r d e r s . "  ^

Some t h i n k e r s ,  as e .g .  Ward, v /ou ld  m a in ta in  t h a t  th e  s e l f  

o r  s u b je c t  i s  n e i t h e r  te m p o ra l  n o r  s p a t i a l ,  i n  t h a t  t im e  and 

space a p p ly  o n ly  to  th e  a b je c t  o f  e x p e r ie n c e .  T h is  c o n te n t io n  

r e s t s  on th e  a ssu m p t io n  t h a t  we can n e ve r  a t t a i n  to  a 

kn o w le dg e  o f  th e  s u b j e c t - s e l f .  The s e l f  as known i s  th e  o b je c t -  

s e l f . We can o n ly  " r e a l i s e "  th e  sub j  e c t - s e l f ,  and such 

" r e a l i z a t i o n "  i s  d e v o id  o f  s p à t i a l  ana te m p o ra l  i m p l i c a t i o n s .  

Such an e x p e r ie n c e  o f " r e a l i z a t i o n "  o r  "e n jo y m e n t"  i s  w h a t  th e

1 . P r o  f . J . S . M a c k e n z ie ’ s A r t i c l e  i n  ’ M i n d f .  3 .2 1 -1 9 1 2 ’ p . 334 .
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m y s t i c  con ten ds  f o r  when he m a in ta in s  t h a t  th e  t r u l y  r e l i g i o u s

a re  unham pered by  the  im p e r f e c t io n s  o f  t im e .  I n  a s t a t e  o f

b l i s s  o r  e c s ta s y  we a re  o b l i v i o u s  o f  th e  p a s s in g  o f  t im e .

,¥e may c o n te n d  t h e r e f o r e  t h a t  th e  human s e l f  m a y  a t  a f u t u r e

d a te  a t t a i n  to  such a s t a t e  o f  p e r f e c t i o n  t h a t  t im e  w i l l
such

n o t  e x i s t  f o r  i t .  I t  i s  p e rh a p s  i n  some/mense t h a t  God

may be s a id  to  be t im e le s s .  Y/hen the  i d e a l  o f  human 

p e r f e c t i o n  i s  re a c h e d , th e  r i c h n e s s  and i n t e n s i t y  o f  th e  

i n d i v i d u a l ’ s e x p e r ie n c e  may be such t h a t  a thou-sand y e a rs  

w i l l  be as th e  p a s s in g  o f  a day.

Ward c o n te n d s  t h e r e f o r e  t h a t  such " r e a l i z a t i o n "  i s  th e  

o n l y  e x p e r ie n c e  v/e have o f  th e  s u b j e c t - s e l f .  He a d m its  t h a t  

we may have a sense o f  e n d u r in g . b u t  d u r a t io n  a lo n e  c a n n o t  

g i v e  us  t im e .  Our c o n c e p t  o f  t im e  i s  b a se d  on th e  

p e r c e p t io n  o f  s u c c e s s io n  among th e  e le m e n ts  i n t o  w h ic h  th e  

o b j e c t  i s  d i s t i n g u is h e d ,  b u t  th e  s e l f  i s  a u n i t y  d e v o id  o f  

p a r t s .  I t  w i l l  be seen t h a t  W ard ’ s c o n te n t io n  i s  t h a t  t im e  

as o r d i n a r i l y  c o n c e iv e d  by  s c ie n c e  i s  i n a p p l i c a b le  to  th e  

s u b je c t .  L i k e  B e rg son , he a d m its  d u r a t io n  o r  r e a l  t i m e .

We may a d m it  w i t h  Ward t h a t  s c i e n t i f i c  d e s c r ip t i o n  f a i l s  to  

do j u s t i c e  to  th e  l i f e  o f  th e  s e l f .  The equ ip m en t o f  th e  

n a t u r a l  s c ie n c e s  i s  too  s c a n ty  f o r  c l o t h in g  th e  l i v i n g  

r i c h n e s s  o f  th e  s e l f .  T h is  o b je c t i o n ,  how ever, m e re ly  

a p p l i e s  to  th e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  e x p e r ie n c e .  Ward m a in t a in s  

t h a t  th e  s e l f  we o b se rve  i n  i n t r o s p e c t i o n  i s  n o t  th e  s u b je c t -  

s e l f ,  whereas o u r  c o n te n t io n  i s  t h a t  i n t r o s p e c t i o n  may g i v e  

us  t r u e  kn ow ledg e  o f  th e  s u b je c t .  As a g a in s t  Ward t h e r e f o r e  

we have u rg e d  t h a t  i n  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  th e  s u b je c t  may 

become o b je c t  w i t h o u t  l o s in g  i t s  e s s e n t ia l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  ' 

as s u b je c t .  Our v ie w  t h e r e f o r e  i s  t h a t  i n t r o s p e c t i o n  g iv e s  

u s  know ledge  o f  the  s e l f  as b e in g  i n  t im e ,  th ou g h  o u r
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i n  t e r  p r  e t  a t  i  o n o f  th e  d e l i v e r a n c e s  of- i n t r o s p e c t i o n  may he 

in a d e q u a te .  I n t e l l e c t u a l  a n a l y s i s ,  w i t h  i t s  c l e a r - c u t  

d i s t i n c t i o n s ,  may f a i l  to  do j u s t i c e  to  th e  u n i t y  o f  th e  

s e l f ,  h u t  t h i s  d i f f i c u l t y  a p p l i e s  to  th e  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  

a n y th in g  t h a t  i s  e s s e n t i a l l y  c o n t in u o u s .  The s e l f  i s  

dynam ic and u n iq u e ,  w hereas th e  m a t e r ia l s  f o r  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  

a t  th e  d is p o s a l  o f  th e  n a t u r a l  s c ie n c e s ,  as e .g .  c o n c e p ts ,  

a re  s t a t i c  and g e n e r a l .  We e x p e r ie n c e  th e  d i f f i c u l t y  o f  an 

a d eq ua te  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  whenever v/e a t te m p t  to  d e s c r ib e  th e  

dynam ic and con tinuous^m ovem ent and change. We r e c o g n is e  th e  

in a d e q u a c y  o f  th e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  t im e  i t s e l f  i n  te rm s  o f  

d i s c r e t e  moments, as f a i l i n g  to  do j u s t i c e  to  i t s  e s s e n t i a l  

c o n t i n u i t y .  T h is  d i f f i c u l t y ,  how ever, m e re ly  a p p l i e s  to th e  

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n , and i n  no way m i l i t a t e s  a g a in s t  o u r  c o n t e n t i o n  

t h a t  th e  s e l f  i s  e x p e r ie n c e d  as changing and g r o w in g ,  and as 

such  f a l l i n g  w i t h i n  th e  t im e - o r d e r .
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I  M M 0 E T A L I  T y .

To th e  q u e s t io n  as to  whfethei*’ th e  human be iisg  s o u l  i s  

im m o r ta l  and can e x i s t  a f t e r  th e  a n n i h i l a t i o n  o f  th e  b o d y  we 

can o n l y  answer t h a t  e x p e r ie n c e  c a n n o t  d e c id e  one way o r  th e  

o t h e r .  The s e l f - c o n s c io u s  l i f e  appe a rs  to  be c o n n e c te d  w i t h  

a c o r p o r e a l  s t r u c t u r e ,  and i t  i s  h a rd  to  see hov; an e x p e r ie n c e  

can e x i s t  a p a r t  f ro m  i t s  b o d i l y  f ra m e .  I n d i v i d u a l  p e r s o n a l i t y  

i s  an em bodied p e r s o n a l i t y ,  and i t  i s  v e r y  d o u b t f u l  as to  

w h e th e r  o u r  i n d i v i d u a l i t y  can be s u s ta in e d  a f t e r  th e  a n n i h i l a t i o n

o f  th e  s e l f ’ s em bod im ent. I n  h i s  ’ E le m e n ts  o f  C o n s t r u c t i v e  
i

P h i lo s o p h y ’ , P r o f .  M ackenz ie  re m a rks  on th e  i n t im a t e  c o n n e c t io n

t h a t  a p p a r e n t l y  e x i s t s  be tw een bo dy  and m in d .  He th e r e  n o te s

t h a t  i t  i s  v e r y  d i f f i c u l t  to  c o n c e iv e  how o u r  s e l f - c o n s c io u s

l i f e  can be s e p a ra te d  fro m  o u r  p a r t i c u l a r  b o d i l y  o ig a n is m

" w i t h o u t  th e  l o s s  o f  a. l a i g e  p a r t  o f  w ha t c o n s t i t u t e s  th e
I

essence  o f  i n d i v i d u a l  p e r s o n a l i t y . "  We have le a r n e d  to  w o rk  

w i t h  a p a r t i c u l a r  b o d i l y  o rg a n is m  and o u r h a b i t s  and v a lu a t i o n s  

a re  to  & v e r y  c o n s id e r a b le  e x te n t  c o n d i t i o n e d  b y  i t .  So i f  th e
L

s o u l  w ere  to  be t r a n s f e r r e d  f ro m  one body to  a n o th e r ,  " f t  w o u ld  

n o t  c a r r y  w i t h  i t  th e  in s t r u m e n ts  i n  c o n n e c t io n  w i t h  w h ic h  i t s  

p e r s o n a l i t y  has been  d e ve lo p e d , sjd th ro u g h  w h ic h  i t  has been

e x p re s s e d .................... However much th e  s o u l m ig h t  s e le c t  i t s  own

abode, i t  w o u ld  have so much to  l e a r n  and so much to  u n le a r n  

t h a t  i t  c o u ld  h a r d l y  be re g a rd e d  as b e in g ,  i n  any e f f e c t i v e
J

sense , th e  same p e r s o n . "  M o re o ve r ,  r e a l  l i f e  p r e s e n ts  us w i t h  

cases  o f  i n j u r y  to  the  b o d i l y  o rg a n is m  r e s u l t i n g  i n  such  a 

r a d i c a l  change o f  w^hat b e fo r e  c o n s t i t u t e d  th e  essence o f  th e  

man’ s i n d i v i d u a l i t y  ( a s ,  e .g .  when he becomes in s a n e )  t h a t  we 

can h a r d l y  c a l l  th e  man th e  same p e rso n  b e fo r e  and a f t e r  th e

1 . p .  319 f .
2 .  I b i d  p . 319.
3 .  I b i d  p p . 31-20
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i n j u r y .  A l l  t h i s ,  how ever, does n o t  c o n c lu s i v e l y  p ro v e  t h a t  

th e  s o u l  c a n n o t  he t r a n s f e r r e d  f ro m  one h o d i l y  o rg a n is m  to  

a n o t h e r ,  o r  even t h a t  i t  c a n n o t e x i s t  as a p u re  s p i r i t  

w i t h o u t  em bod im ent.

To o b v ia t e  th e  d i f f i c u l t y  p re s e n te d  by th e  i n t i m a t e  

c o n n e c t io n  o f  s o u l  and body  p e o p le  have been  w o n t to  b e l i e v e

i n  a b o d i l y ,  as w e l l  as a s p i r i t u a l  r e s u r r e c t i o n .  Such a v ie w ,
be

h o w e ve r ,  m ust b y  now^ re g a rd e d  as e x p lo d e d ,  owing to  w h a t we 

know o f  th e  c h a r a c te r  o f  th e  a n im a l o rg a n is m , b u t  i t  i s  b y  no 

means so o b v io u s  t h a t  th e  same s o u l  c a n n o t  e x i s t  i n  s u c c e s s iv e  

o rg a n is m s .  Hence i t  i s  n o t  s u r p r i s i n g  to  f i n d  t o - d a y  many 

e xp o n e n ts  o f  th e  v ie w  o f  s u c c e s s iv e  i n c a r n a t i o n s .  The tende<ncy 

o f  p r e s e n t - d a y  th o u g h t  i s  a g a in s t  any m a t e r i a l i s t i c  c o n c e p t io n  

o f  human c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  and c o n s e q u e n t ly  i t  le n d s  i t s e l f  th e  

more r e a d i l y  to  a b e l i e f  i n  p e rs o n a l  i m m o r t a l i t y .  I f  

c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s  n o t  e s s e n t i a l l y  c o n n e c te d  w i t h  th e  b r a in  o r  any 

o t h e r  p a r t  o f  th e  b o d i l y  o rg a n ism , i t  i s  b u t  n a t u r a l  to  

c o n n e c t  i t  w i t h  an im m a t e r ia l  som eth ing  whose e x is te n c e  does n o t  

depend upon i t s  b e in g  c o n n e c te d  w i t h  some one p a r t i c u l a r  

o rg a n is m .  Many p h i lo s o p h e r s  and th e o lo g ia n s  have a d o p te d  

D e s c a r t e ^ *  v ie w  o f  th e  d u a l is m  o f  b o d y  and m ind  as t h a t  

o f  two d i s t i n c t  and s e p a ra te  s u b s ta n c e s .  The s o u l  i s  c o n c e iv e d  

as an i n d i v i s i b l e  e n t i t y  n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  dependen t f o r  i t s  

e x is t e n c e  upon th e  p re se n ce  o f  a b o d i l y  o rg a n is m , and th u s  i t s  

i m m o r t a l i t y  a p pea rs  to  be a s s u re d .  T h is  was B e r k e le y 's  and 

B u t l e r ' s  l i n e  o f  r e a s o n in g .  D r .  Me Taggart a ls o ,  among r e c e n t  

w r i t e r s ,  has a rg u e d  i n  fa v o u r  o f  i m m o r t a l i t y  b y  a d v o c a t in g  a 

s u b s t a n t i a l i s t  v ie w  o f  th e  s o u l .  A c c o rd in g  to  h im  what 

c o n s t i t u t e s  personal id e n t ity  i s  " id e n tity  o f  s u b s ta n c e , "  

r e s u l t i n g  i n  an i d e n t i t y  o f  a t t r i b u t e s .  He r e a l i s e s , h o w e v e r .
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t h a t  " a l l  su b s ta n ces  a re  a b s o lu t e l y  i n d i s t i r g u i s h ^ " , and so 

he says  t h a t  i f  w ^a re  to  d i s t i n g u i s h  one p e rson  f ro m  a n o th e r  

th e y  m ust d i f f e r  i n  r e s p e c t  o f  t h e i r  a t t r i b u t e s ,  so t h a t  a f t e r  

a l l  p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y  w i l l  depend c h i e f l y  on th e  a t t r i b u t e s  a,s 

d i s t i n g u i s h e d  f r o m ^ h e  " s u b s ta n c e , "  The fu n d a m e n ta l  m is ta k e  

h e re ,  as we have a l r e a d y  n o t i c e d ,  i s  to  s e p a ra te  two 

in s e p a r a b le  a s p e c ts  o f  one and th e  same t h i n g ,  v i z ,  th e  

s u b s ta n c e  and i t s  q u a l i t y .  As D r ,  G .E .M o o re  p o in t s  o u t f  when 

we ta k e  a u n iq u e  i n t e r e s t  i n  o u r s e lv e s  we ta k e  an i n t e r e s t ,  n o t  

i n  o u r  a t t r i b u t e s  as d is t i n g u is h e d  f ro m  o u r  s u b s ta n c e s ,  b u t  

i n  th e  f a c t  t h a t  th e y  a re  o u r s . I t  i s  because o u r  own s u b s ta n c e  

i s  im m anent i n  o u r  a t t r i b u t e s  t h a t  v/e p r e f e r  o u r  own 

e x p e r ie n c e s  to  tho se  o f  o t h e r s .  A c c o rd in g  to  th e  v ie w  o f  th e  

s e l f  we have a d o p te d  i n  t h i s  s e c t io n ,  p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y  w i l l  

c o n s i s t ,  n o t  i n  ' th e  i d e n t i t y  o f 's o m e  t r a n s c e n d e n t  su b s ta n ce

whose e x is t e n c e  i s  in c a p a b le  o f  l o g i c a l  d e m o n s t ra t io n ,  b u t  i n  

th e  i d e n t i t y  o f  th e  fo rm  o f  o r g a n is a t i o n  o f  o u r  p a r t i c u l a r

e x p e r ie n c e s .  V,hen we say t h a t  th e  c h i l d  and th e  man a re  th e  same 

p e rs o n  we mean t h a t  th e  e x p e r ie n c e s  o f  b o th  a re  p a r t s  o f  th e  

same u n i t y ,  t h a t  th e y  a re  th e  e x p e r ie n c e s  o f  one and th e  same 

s e l f ,  and, s i m i l a r l y ,  i f  p e rs o n a l  i m m o r t a l i t y  i s  a f a c t , ,  th e n  

o u r  e x p e r ie n c e s  a f t e r  the  deaÿh o f  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  b o d i l y  

o rg a n is m  m ust be p a r t s  o f  th e  same a l l - c o m p re h e n s iv e  u n i t y  as 

th e  e x p e r ie n c e s  o f  o u r  c o rp o ra te  l i f e .  The p e r s is t e n c e  o f  some 

t r a n s c e n d e n t  e n t i t y  l i k e  th e  s o u l- s u b s  tance  o f  th e  s p i r i t u a l i s t s

does n o t  s u f f i c e  to  c o n s t i t u t e  p e r s o n a l  i m m o r t a l i t y .  As W i l l i a m
Z iAe

James p u ts  i t ,  "The e n joym en t o f ^ a t o m - l i k e  s i m p l i c i t y  o f  t h e i r

s u b s ta n c e  i n  s a e c u la  sa e cu lo ru m  w ou ld  n o t  to  m o s t p e o p le  seem 

a con#sum m ation  d e v o u t ly  to  be w is h e d , "  "W lia t seems to  

c o n s t i t u t e  o u r  s p e c i f i c  i n d i v i d u a l i t y  as p e rs o n s  i s  th e  compact 

sys te m  o f  o u r  c o n s c io u s  p o s s e s s io n s ,  and e s p e c i a l l y  o u r

1 , 'p r o c e e d in g s  o f  th e  A r i s t o t l e i a n  S o c ie t y  ( l9 1 1 - l< o ) .
2 . ' P r i n c i p l e s  o f  P s y c h o lo g y '  p , 348.
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v a l u a t i o n s , "  and i f  these  a re  i r r e v o c a b l y  l o s t  a t  d e a th

n o th in g  o f  v a lu e  w i l l  re m a in  to  c o n s t i t u t e  p e rs o n a l  i d e n t i t y .

Hence, i r  o rd e r  to  p re s e rv e  th e  r e a l  essence o f  p e r s o n a l i t y ,

îîiany th n d  to  t h i n k  o f  d e a th  as a t r a n s i t i o n  f ro m  one s t a t e

to  a n o th e r ,  somewhat a f t e r  th e  manner o f  w h a t we e x p e r ie n c e

i n  a c t u a l  l i f e  when we pass  f ro m  one s e t  o f  in te r e s ts  to

a n o th e r .  As P r o f .  M ackenz ie  n o te s ,  when we a re  a b s o rb e d  i n

one s e t  o f  i n t e r e s t s  we may n o t  g i v e  a th o u g h t  to  o u r

p r e ^ o u s  i n t e r e s t  f o r  a c o n s id e ra b le  t im e , "  y e t  we may

r e t u r n  a g a in  to  th e  p r e v io u s  i n t e r e s t ,  and b r in g  i t  i n t o

c o n n e c t io n  w i t h  t h a t  b y  w h ic h  i t  was i n t e r r u p t e d ;  and, i n

th e  end, we may r e a l i s e  t h a t  th e re  has been no e s s e n t ia l

change i n  o u r  p e r s o n a l  a t t i t u d e ,  b u t  o n ly  t h a t  o u r

c o n s c io u s n e s s  has been e n la rg e d  and e n r ic h e d  by  th e  d o ub le

s e t  o f  e x p e r i e n c e s . " #  S i m i l a r l y ,  a t  d e a th ,  ŵ e may e n te r
our

Upon a new s e t  o f  i n t e r e s t s ,  b u t  th e  i n t e r e s t s  o f ^ a c t u a l

l i f e  a re  o n ly  i n  abeyance and can be r e c o v e re d  b y  us when

i n  a f u t u r e  s t a t e  o f  e x is te n c e ,  and p e rh a p s  i n  th e  end we

s h a l l  see t h a t  the  e x p e r ie n c e  o f  one i n c a r n a t i o n  le a d s

n a t u r a l l y  to  t h a t  o f  a ,nother i n c a r n a t i o n  u n t i l  a t  l a s t ,

a f t e r  p a s s in g  t l i r o u g h  a s e r ie s  o f  s u c c e s s iv e  i n c a r n a t i o n s ,

we s h a l l  r e a c h  the  h ig h e s t  s ta g e  o f  human d e v e lo p m e n t.  " I t

i s  f e l t , "  re m a rks  P r o f .  M a cke nz ie ,  " t h a t  a v ie w  o f  t h i s

k i n d  s e rv e s  to remove th e  sense o f  in c o m p le te n e s s  and
s

f r u s t r a t i o n  tJ ia t  we so c o n s t a n t l y  e x p e r ie n c e  i n  th e

c o n te m p la t io n  o f  th e  l i v e s  o f  th o se  i n  whom we a re  
3

i n t e r e s t e d . "  I t  was a c o n s id e r a t i o n  o f  t h i s  s o r t  t h a t  l e d  

K a n t  to  h i s  v ie w  o f  i m m o r t a l i t y  as a c o n t in u o u s  p e rs o n a l  

d e ve lo p m e n t tow ards  p e r f e c t i o n .  K a n t  m a in ta in e d  t h a t  th e
p

i d e a  o f  i m m o r t a l i t y  i s  beyond  th e  re a c h  o f  th e  ^ e c u l a t i v e
a

re a s o n ,  b u t  t h a t  i t  i s / n e c e s s a r y  in f e r e n c e  f ro m  th e  

demands o f  th e  m o ra l  l i f e .  To r e a l i s e  th e  summum bonum

man m ust be ca p a b le  o f  p e r f e c t  v A tu e .  T h is  he c a n n o t  b e ,

1 .  M a cke n z ie ,  'E le m e n ts  o f  C o n s t r u c t iv e  P h i lo s o p h y '  p . 322.
2 . I b i d .  p .  323.
3 .  I b i d . p .  323 .



'.o- xie 1 s u n d e r  the  i n f l u e n c e  o f  d e s i r e ,  so t h a t  th e  o n ly  

th in g  he can do i s  to c o n t i n u a l l y  . s u b je c t  th e  d e s i r e s  to  th e  

m o ra l  la w ,  and th e re b y  p ro g re s s  c o n t in u o u s ly  i n  m o r a l i t y .

T h is  c o n t in u o u s  p ro g re s s  r e q u i r e s  c o n t in u e d  e x is t e n c e ,  and so 

> we m ust p o s t u la t e  i m m o r t a l i t y  o r  e n d le s s  t im e  as th e  c o n d i t i o n
n

o f  th e  r e a l i s a t i o n  o f  th e  summum hojium. T h is  a rg u m e n t ,h o w e v e r ,  

c a r r i e s  no w e ig h t ,  f o r ,  as Watson n o te s  /  K a n t  b e l i e v e s  i n  an 

a b s o lu te  o p p o s i t i o n  be tw een  re a s o n  and d e s i r e ,  and, t h e r e f o r e ,  

no e x te n s io n  o f  t im e  can remove i t .  So lo n g  G,s man i s  man he 

w i l l  be a s u b je c t  o f  d e s i r e  and so c a n n o t r e a l i s e  p e r f e c t  

v i r t u e .  K a n t  c a n n o t  say t h a t  man i n  a f u t u r e  l i f e  w i l l  be f r e e  

f ro m  th e  i n f l u e n c e  o f  d e s i r e  and th u s  be e n a b le d  to  r e a l i s e

p e r f e c t  v i r t u e ,  f o r  h i s  a rgum en t f o r  i m m o r t a l i t y  r e s t s  upon th e

o p p o s i t i o n  between, d e s i r e  and re a s o n .  We p o s t u la t e  e n d le s s  t im e  

because  re a s o n  can n e ve r  co m p le te  i t s  w o rk  o f  s u b je c t in g  

d e s i r e  to  i t s e l f ,  and " i n f i n i t e  t im e  i s  n o t  enough f o r  an 

im p o s s ib le  t a s k . "  ^

M o re o v e r ,  Watson re m arks , " n o t  o n ly  can v i r t u e  n o t
J

be c o m p le te ly  r e a l i s e d ,  b u t  i t  c a n n o t  be r e a l i s e d  a t  a l l , "  f o r ,  

i f  re a s o n  and d e s i r e  a re  a b s o lu te  o p p o s i te s ,  we c a n n o t b r in g  

them any n e a re r  to  each o t h e r ,  W atson, t h e r e f o r e ,  w o u ld  m o d i f y  

K a n t ' s  a rg um e n t,  and i n s t e a d  o f  b a s in g  i m m o r t a l i t y  on th e  

i m p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  m o r a l i t y  i n  a f i n i t e  t im e  w o u ld  do so on i t s  

p o s s i b i l i t y .  There  i s ,  he says , a l i v i n g  p r i n c i p l e  o f  m o r a l i t y

i n  man, and th e r e  i s  no l i m i t  to  th e  de ve lo pm en t o f  such  a

p r i n c i p l e .  I f  man " i s  c a p a b le  o f  m o r a l i t y  he i s  c a p a b le  o f  a 

p r o g r e s s  i n  m o r a l i t y  to  w h ic h  no l i m i t s  can be s e t .................. I&

o t h e r  w o rd s ,  the  a rgum en t f o r  i m m o r t a l i t y  m us t be ba sed , n o t

upon  w h a t man c a n n o t  know o r  do, b u t  upon v/hat he can, know and
4.

d o . "

I f ,  how eve r, i t  be conceded t h a t  a c o n t in u o u s  p e r s o n a l  

d e ve lo p m e n t w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  th e  r e a l i s a t i o n  o f  cha t p e r f e c t i o n

1 . ' j l n  O u t l i n e  o f  l i lo so pJ iy . '  p .  252 f .
2 . Q uoted  by Watson i n  I b i d . p . 253.
3 .  I b i d .  p .  253.
4 .  I b i d .  p .  254 .
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w h ic h  man’ s N a t io n a l  n a tu re  demands, i t  w i l l  a ls o  r e s u l t  i n

th e  a n n i h i l a t i o n  o f  p e rs o n a l  i d e n t i t y , f o r , as P ro f .M a c k e n z ie  
i

u r g e s ,  " t o  t h i n k  o f  such a p e r f e c t  r e a l i s a t i o n  of the demands 

o f  o u r  n a tu r e  i s - . t o  t h i n k  u l t i m a t e l y  o f  th e  re m o v a l  o f  th o s e  

l i m i t a t i o n s  t h a t  se rve  to  d i s t i n g u i s h  one p e r s o n a l i t y  f ro m

a n o t h e r .................. , a p e r f e c t l y  g o o d  P a l s t a f f  o r  a p e r f e c t l y  w is e

Don Q u ix o te  w o u ld  h a r d l y  he P a l s t a f f  o r  Don Q u ix o te  an.y
9

lo n g  e r . "

D r .  M ackenz ie  p o in t s  o u t  t h a t  i n  d is c u s s in g  th e  p ro b le m  

o f  i m m o r t a l i t y  i t  i s  n e c e s s a ry  to  d i s t i n g u i s h  two q u e s t io n s ,

v i z .  " t h a t  o f  t l ie  p e r s is t e n c e  o f  an i n d i v i d u a l  p e r s o n a l i t y  

a f t e r  b o d i l y  d e a th ,  and t h a t  o f  th e  e t e r n i t y  o f  c o n s c io u s  l i f e . "  

The fo rm e r  p ro b le m  can o n l j ' ’ be d e c id e d  on e m p i r i c a l  e v id e n c e *

Ho " g e n e r a l  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  p r i n c i p l e s "  can d e c id e  th e  q u e s t io n  

one way o r  th e  o t h e r .  I t  i s  q u i t e  c o n c e iv a b le  t h a t  th e  s o u l  

can  e x i s t  as a p u re  s p i r i t  o r  pass f ro m  one b o d i l y  o rg a n is m  

to  a n o th e r ,  b u t  i f  we a re  to  a c c e p t  i t  as a f a c t  e m p i r i c a l  

e v id e n c e  m ust be adduced i n  i t s  favour. Hence the f a c t  o f  iâss 
i n d i v i d u a l  memory has been p u t  fo r w a rd  i n  s u p p o r t  o f  a t h e o r y  

o f  s u c c e s s iv e  i n c a r n a t i o n s .  An interesting i n s t a n c e  o f  this 
was r e l a t e d  i n  my h e a r in g  by  a f r i e n d  who had t r a v e l l e d  i n  

th e  E a s t .  A c c o rd in g  to  th e  account g iv e n ,  a little g i r l  was 

ta k e n  b y  h e r  m o th e r to  a rem ote  v i l l a g e  on w h ic h  th e  c h i l d  had

n e v e r  s e t  eyes b e fo r e .  P ass ing  th ro u g h  the  v i l l a g e  th e y  came 

upon a l i t t l e  c o t ta g e .  As soon as th e  c h i l d  saw i t  she 

s to p p e d  s u d d e n ly  i n  th e  m id d le  o f  th e  ro a d ,  th re w  up h e r  hands 

i n  an e c s ta s y  o f  d e l i g h t ,  and welcomed th e  c o t ta g e  as h e r  home 

f o r  many y e a rs  b e fo r e  she met h e r  p r e s e n t  p a r e n t s . .  The c h i l d  

p ro c e e d e d  to g iv e  a d e t a i l e d  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  th e  i n t e r i o r  o f  

th e  c o t t a g e ,  and a c c o rd in g  to  th e  m o th e r 's  e v id e n c e ,  th e  

d e s c r i p t i o n  was m a r v e l l o u s l y  hogrrect. The m o th e r  was re a d y  to  

swear t h a t  th e  c h i l d  had n e v e r  been n e a r  th e  c o t ta g e  b e f o r e :

1 .  'E le m e n ts  o f  C o n s t r u c t iv e  P h i lo s o p h y , '  p . 323 .
2 .  I b i d .  p . J ë 9 2 .n .
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neitner had sne entered a s i m i l a r  c o t ta g e  i n  th e  c i t y  w here  

she l i v e s .  The c o n c lu s io n  rny f r i e n d  d e s i r e d  to  draw wa.s t j . .a t 

th e  s o u l ol th e  child, ‘̂'cdore .it e n te re d  her p a r t i c u l a r  b o d y ,  

had been in c o r p o r a t e d  i n  anoth fer b o d i l y  o rg a n is m  t h a t  had 

i n h a b i t e d  f o r  y e a rs  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  c o t t a g e .  Such in f e r e n c e s ,  

how ever, a re  a lw ays  v e r y  p r e c a r io u s .  I t  i s  w e l l - n i g h  im p o s s ib le  

to  ta ke  a c c o u n t  o f  all th e  causes t h a t  c o u ld  c o n t r i b u t e  to  such  

a r e s u l t .  I n  th e  above in s ta n c e ,  th e  c h i l d  m ig h t  have d ream t 

o f  such a c o t ta g e ,  or h e a rd  o f  a s i m i l a r  one d e s c r ib e d  b y  h e r  

p la y m a te s .

" S p i r i t u a l i s m " ,  a ls o ,  has to -d a y  many" a d v o c a te s .  We h e a r  

o f  th e  "medium" c la im in g  th e  power o f  e n te r in g  i n t o  d i t e c t  

c o m m u n ica t io n  w i t h  " d e p a r te d  s p i t i t s " .  Wlien men l i k e  S i r  

O l i v e r  Lodge can o p e n ly  expouse i t ,  to  r i d i c u l e  such & d o c t r i n e

i s  p re s u m p tu o u s ,  but i t  must l.-e a d m i t te d  t h a t  th e  e v id e n c e  

so f a r  advanced  i n  i t s  fa v o u r  i s  g r o s s l y  i n s u f f i c i e n t .  The 

d e s c r ip t i o n s  g"iven o f  "The Life a f t e r  D ea th "  s a v o u r  too much o f  

o u r  e a r t h l y  l i f e  to  be above s u s p i c i o n .  We can h a r d l y  r e s i s t  

th e  s u s p ic io n  t h a t  the  "medium" sees i n  th e  f u t u r e  l i f e  merely 
w h a t  he w a n ts  to  see t h e r e .  The c le rg y m a n ’ s d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  

"The  L i f e  beyond  the  V e i l "  c o in c id e s  to  a remorka-le extent 
with h i s  own n a r r& w ly  o r th o d o x  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  th e  

S c r i p t u r e s ,  w h i l s t  the  s o r r o w fu l  w i t h o u t  e x c e p t io n  see t h e i r  

b e lo v e d  departed ones in a s ta te  o f  b l i s s !  W hether th e  

"m ed ium ’ s" d e l iv e r a n c e s  be th e  r e s u l t  o f  h a l l u c i n a t i o n s  and 

g u e s s -w o rk  o r  n o t ,  m os t people will agree  t h a t  " S p i r i t u a l i s m "  

can as y e t  h o ld  o u t  b u t  s le n d e r  hopes f o r  p e r s o n a l  i m m o r t a l i t y .

I m m o r t a l i t y ,  i n  th e  sense o f  th e  e t e r n i t y  o f  c o n s c io u s  l i f e ,  

i s  d i f f e r e n t  f ro m  th e  i m m o r t a l i t y  we have j u è t  been d is c u s s in g ,  

f o r  i t  i s  q u i t e  c o n c e iv a b le ,  as some t h i n k e r s  have h e ld ,  t h a t  

th e  human s o u l  s h o u ld  undergo a nuinber o f  s u c c e s s iv e



isri.
i n c a r n a t i o n s  f o r  a s p e c i f i c  p u rp o s e ,  as, e . g . ,  f o r  t l ie  sake o f  

p u r i f i c a t i o n ,  and th en  a t  l a s t  l o s e  i t s  p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y  by  

b e in g  m erged i n  th e  U n iv e r s a l  S e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s .  Cur b e l i e f  

c o n c e rn in g  the  e t e r n i t y  o f  c o n s c io u s  l i f e  w i l l  have  to  depend 

u l t i m a t e l y  upon th e  v ie w  we a d o p t  c o n c e rn in g  th e  u n iv e r s e  i n  

g e n e r a l . # :  Those p h i lo s o p h e r s  who, l i k e  S p ino za  and B r a d le y ,

a s s ig n  r e a l i t y  o n ly  to  th e  A b s o lu te ,  and r e g a r d  f i n i t e  p e rs o n s  

and th in g s  as mere "modes" o r  "a p p e a ra n c e s "  o f  th e  A b s o lu te ,

a re  o b v io u s ly  n o t  p re p a re d  to  r e g a r d  th e  human s o u l  as w o r th y  

of p e rs o n a l  i m m o r t a l i t y .  These* t h i n k e r s ,  a ls o ,  vd io# tend  to  

0 v e r -e m p h a s ise th e  U n iv e r s a l  S e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  i n  t h e i r  

p h i l o s o p h i c a l  sys tem s, a re  r a t h e r  l o t h  to  a d m it  p e r s o n a l  

i m m o r t a l i t y .  B o sa n q u e t w o u ld  a lm o s t  c e r t a i n l y  deny p e rs o n a l  

i m m o r t a l i t y ,  w h i l s t  Edv/ard C a i r d ,  f o r  a l l , h i s  H e g e l ia n  

s y m p a th ie s ,  th o u g h  he makes no ( M i n i te  pronouncement on th e  

s u b je c t , ^ e u l d  te n d  to  p re s e rv e  p e rs o n a l  i d e n t i t y  th ro u g h o u t  

e t e r n i t y .  However, i t  i s  c l e a r l y  n o t i c e a b le  t h a t ,  u n d e r  th e  

i n f l u e n c e  o f  th e  H e g e l ia n  p h i lo s o p h y ,  th e  n a t u r a l  b e n t  o f  

" A b s o lu te  I d e a l i s m "  to - d a y  i s  to w a rds  th e  d e n ia l  o f  p e rs o n a l  

i m m o r t a l i t y .  A s t r i k i n g  in s ta n c e  o f  t h i s  i s  to  be fo u n d  i n  

P r o f .  S e th  P r i n g l e - P a t t i s o n ’ s ’ Id e a  o f  God.* Prof. S e th  

P r i n g l e - P a t t i s o n  i s  a t r u e  p e r io n a H s t ,  and i s  to  be p la c e d  i n  

th e  f i r s t  r a n k s  o f  th o se  who have em phasised th e  r e a l i t y  and 

im p o r ta n c e  of th e  i n d i v i d u a l  s e l f ,  but even he c a n n o t  t o l e r a t e  

T e n n yso n ’ s c o n te n t io n  t h a t  human l i f e  i s  a mere f a r c e  a p a r t  

fr®m p e rs o n a l  i m m o r t a l i t y .  In d e e d , we get th e  im p re s s io n  f ro m  

th e  ’ Id e a  o f  G od ’ t h a t  th e  a u th o r  w o u ld  n o t  be a b s o lu t e l y  

a v e rs e  to  a n e g a t iv e  c o n c lu s io n  as regards th e  e t e r n i t y  o f

i n d i v i d u a l  c o n s c io u s  l i f e .

G re e n ,  how ever, th o u gh  h i s  c o n c e p t io n  o f  th e  a n im a l

o rg a n is m  as b e ing  m e re ly  th e  v e h ic le  o f  the  A b s o lu te  S ï l f -
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c o n s c io u s n e s s  o u g h t to le a d  to  th e  d e n ia l  o f  p e r s o n a l  

i m r n o r t a l i t y , y e t  w r i t e s  i n  th e  ’ Pro 1 egomena to  S t h i o g ’ 

as f o l l o w s : -  "On th e  w h o le ,  o u r  c o n c lu s io n  m us t he t h a t ,  

g r e a t  as a re  the  d i f f i c u l t i e s  w h ic h  b e s e t  th e  id e a  o f  human 

deve lop m en t when a p p l ie d  to th e  f a c t s  o f  l i f e ,  we do n o t  

escape fro m  them, b u t  empty th e  id e a  o f  a l l  r e a l  m e a n in g , 

i f  we suppose th e  d e ve lop m en t to  be one i n  th e  a t t a in m e n t  

o f  w h ic h  p e rso n s  -  a g e n ts  who a re  ends to  th e m s e lv e s -  a.re 

e x t in g u is h e d ,  o r  one w h ic h  i s  o t h e r  than  a s t a t e  o f  s e l f -  

c o n s c io u s  b e in g ,  o r  one i n  w h ic h  t h a t  r e c o n c i l a t i o n  o f  th e  

c la im s  o f  p e rs o n s ,  as each a t  once a means to  th e  g ood  o f  th e  

o th e r  and an end to  h im s e l f ,  a l r e a d y  p a r t i a l l y  a c h ie v e d  

i n  th e  h ig h e r  fo rm s o f  human s o c ie t y ,  i s  o th e r w is e  th a n  

cmmÿileted. "

As a g a in s t  the  " A b s o l u t i s t s " ,  how ever, w i t h  t h e i r  

co n s e q u e n t te n d e ncy  to  d is p a ra g e  th e  i n d i v i d u a l  s e l f ,  

" P lu r a l i s m "  and k in d r e d  t h e o r ie s  l a y  a m arked em phasis

on th e  im p o r ta n c e  o f  i n d i v i d u a l  p e r s o n a l i t y ,  and th u s  th e y  

le n d  th e m se lve s  th e  more r e a d i l y  to  a b e l i e f  i n  p e r s o n a l  

i m m o r t a l i t y .  Indeed ,som e  p h i lo s o p h e r s ,  l i k e  S c h i l l e r  and

H ow ison, assume th e  e x is te n c e  o f  a m u l t i p l i c i t y  o f  e t e r n a l  

egos, and r e g a r d  God s im p ly  as "p r im u s  i n t e r  p a re s .  "

A c c o rd in g  to S c h i l l e r ,  " th e  one i n d i s p u t a b l e  f a c t  and b a s is  

o f  p h i l o s o p h y , "  i s  th e  i m p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  d o u b t in g  th e  r e a l i t y  

o f  th e  s e l f .  He, how eve r, d i s t in g u is h e s  be tw een  o u r  e v e ry ­

day s e l f  and o u r  r e a l  s e l f .  The o r d in a r y  s e l f  i s  th e
t

Phenomenal s e l f ,  b u t^ r h e  r e a l  s e l f  i s  th e  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l

s e l f ,  w h ic h  i s  p la c e d  i n  t h e f u t u r e  as an i d e a l .  He seeks 

to  a v o id  th e  K a n t ia n  d u a l is m  by say ing  t h a t  th e  two s e lv e s  

a re  somehow one . The t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  ego i s  th e  " I "  t o g e th e r  

w i t h  i t s  i n f i n i t e  p o s s i b i l i t i e s ,  i t s  pow ers  and l a t e n t

1. par. 189.



c a p a c i t i e s  o f  d e ve lo p m en t.  As we d e ve lo p  th e  phenom enal s e l f  

a p p ro x im a te s  more and more to  th e  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  s e l f ,  u i i t i l  a t  

l a s t  p e r f e c o io n  i s  re a c h e d , and th e  phenomenal c o in c id e s  

w i t n  tr ie  t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  ego , w h ic h  i s  o u r  u l t i m a t e  r e a l i t y *

Me T a g g a r t ,  a ls o ,  i n  ’ S tu d ie s  i n  H e g e l ia n  C osm o logy ’ , 

a p p e a rs  to  r e g a r d  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  th e  f i n i t e  s e l f  as u n d e r iv e d .  

B e ing  " fu n d a m e n ta l  d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n s  o f  th e  A b s o lu t e " ,  he 

a rg u e s ,  we m us t be " e t e r n a l . "  Me T a g g a r t ,  how ever, a p p e a rs  to 

co n fu s e  a t im e le s s  e x is te n c e  w i t h  an e x is te n c e  t h a t  i s

p ro lo n g e d  i n d e f i n i t e l y  i n  t im e . Time b e in g  r e g a rd e d  as ^  
u n r e a l ,w e ,  as d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n s  o f  th e  A b s o lu te ,  m u s t be 

" e t e r n a l , "  i n  th e  sense o f  b e in g  o u t  o f  time., b u r  t h i s  does 

n o t  p ro v e  t h a t  o u r  e x is te n c e  w i l l  be p ro lo n g e d  i n d e f i n t e l y  

i n  t im e r

The c o n c e p t io n  o f  u n d e r iv e d ,  e t e r n a l  egos i s  v e r y  

d i f f i c u l t  o f  a c c e p ta n ce  i n  t h a t  th e  s e l f  o f  w h ic h  we a re  

c o n s c io u s  a p pe a rs  to  be a s e l f  t h a t  came i n t o  b e in g  b u t  a few  

y e a rs  a g o . th e n  I  am c o n s c io u s  o f  m y s e l f ,  I  am a p p a r e n t l y  

c o n s c io u s ,  n o t  o f  a s e l f  t h a t  e x is t e d  f ro m  e t e r n i t y ,  b u t  

r a t h e r  o f  a s e l f  t h a t  was b o rn  a lo n g  w i t h  my p r e s e n t  b o d i l y  

f r a m e . I f  my p r e s e n t  s e l f  has s e v e r a l  p a s t  l i v e s  to  i t s  c r e d i t ,  

i t  can, a t  any r a t e ,  be a s s e r te d  t h a t  i t  a p pe a rs  to have 

f o r g o t t e n  a l l  a b o u t i t s  p r e v io u s  e x is t e n c e ,  ,

R a s h d a l l ,  a ls o ,  i s  a t r u e  cJnampion o f  i n d i v i d u a l  p e r s o n a l i t y .  

He b e l i e v e s  i n  th e  c r e a t io n  o f  f i n i t e  s e lv e s ,  b u t  he r e g a r d s  

God a ls o  as b e i r g  m e re ly  f i n i t e ,  and so he c h a r a c t e r i s e s

the A b s o lu te  as a "cGMlunity o f  p e r s o n s . "  R a s h d a l l^ h o w e v e r , 

does not p r e s e n t  us w i t h  a f i n a l  and u n m e d ia te d  p lu r a l i s m ,  

f o r  he r e g a rd s  h is  A b s o lu te  as being- u l t i m a t e l y  a u n i t y .  Even 

Mo T a g g a r t ,  w ith  h is  p l u r a l i s t i c  conception o f  the A b s o lu te  

as a " s o c ie ty " ,  does not r e g a r d  h i s  s e lv e s  as b e in g  abso lu .te lzT  

in d e p e n d e n t  o f  one a n o th e r ,  w h i l s t  H ow ison sees th e  same* 

c e n t r a l  m ind  r e f l e c t e d  i n  t]?.e i d e a l s  o f  each i n c i v j . duc:,l s e l l ,  

and th u s ,  soriewiimt a f t e r  th e  manner o f  L e ib n i z ,  ne o b ta in s
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some k i n d  o f  i d e a l  c o n n e c t io n  be tw een h i s  e t e r n a l  egos .

A l l  these  p l u r a l i s t i c  t h e o r i e s , t h e r e f o r e ,  have 

r e n d e re d  v a lu a b le  s e r v ic e  i n  t h a t  th e y  have em phas ised  th e  

r e a l i t y  and im p o r ta n c e  o f  th e  i n d i v i d u a l  s e l f ,  th ou g h  some 

p l i . i r a l i s t s  have p e rh a p s  o v e r -e m p h a s is e d  th e  s e l f ’ s 

in d e p e n d e n ce . W ha teve r v ie w  we a d o p t  c o n c e rn in g  th e  d e s t i n y  

o f  th e  human s o u l  a f t e r  f i e  d e a th  o f  th e  bo dy , i t s  p r e s e n t  

r e a l i t y  m ust be acknow ledged , and because o f  t h i s  r e a l i t y  

we c a n n o t  e a s i l y  l a y  a s id e  th e  c o n c e p t io n  o f  p e r s o n a l  

i m m o r t a l i t y .  We a re  more th a n  mere " a t t r i b u t e s "  o f  some one 

i n f i n i t e  " S u b s ta n c e . "  As P r o f .  S e th  P r i n g l e - P a t t i s o n  v e r y  

f i n e l y  p u ts  i t ,  " T h a t  s u b l im e  a c q u ie s e n c e ,  t h a t  a rd o u r  o f  

s e l f - i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  w i t h  the  s p i r i t  o f  th e  u n iv e r s e ,  i s  

p o s s ib le  o n ly  to  b e in g s  who a re  more th a n  mere modes o f  a 

d i v i n e  Substance  -  whose p r e r o g a t i v e  i t  r a t h e r  i s  to  become 

^ o n s  o f  G o d . W h e n  we r e f l e c t  on th e  i n f i n i t e  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  

o f  human n a tu r e ,  we a re  l o t h  to  say t h a t  th e  g ra v e  i s  th e  

g o a l  o f  human e n d e a vo u r.  The s t e r l i n g  q u a l i t i e s  e x h ib i t e d  

b y  some c h a r a c te r s  i n  r e a l  l i f e  c a l l  f o r  a more w o r th y  

r e c o g n i t i o n  th a n  a mere e a r t h l y  tom b. T h a t p e r f e c t  

em bodim ent o f  a l l  th e  v i r t u e s ,  t h a t  s u b l im e  m o th e r ,  who 

c o u n ts  i t  b u t  a p r i v i l é g i é  to  f o r g e t  s e l f  i n  o th e r s ,  i s  

s u r e l y  som eth ing  more th a n  h ig h l y  o rg a n is e d  m a t t e r !  M o ra l  

q u a l i t i e s  c a n n o t  be a c c o u n te d  as n o u g h t  i n  th e  e v o lu t i o n a r y  

p ro c e s s  o f  the  u n iv e r s e .  Each human b e in g  has h i s  o r  h e r  

own s p e d ia l  c o n t r i b u t i o n  to  make to  th e  cosm ic e n d e a vo u r.  

P e rh ap s  we s h a l l  n o t  p re s e rv e  o u r  p e r s o n a l i t y  to  th e  end; 

p e rh a p s  th e  d e a th  o f  th e  b o d i l y  o rg a n is m  w i l l  p ro v e  an 

in s u rm o u n ta b le  ‘b a r r i e r  to  the  human s p i r i t ,  b u t  o u r  

c o n t r i b u t i o n s  w i l l  a b id e  somewhere i n  th e  u n iv e r s e .  The 

onw ard  f l o w  o f  the  u n iv e r s e  w i l l  b e a r  th e  m arks o f  o u r  

p u n y  s t r i v i n g s .  And t h i s  s h o u ld  make us  c o n te n t *  The

1. ’Idea of God,’ p. 291.
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h ig h e s t  tjqpes o f  l iu u ia n i ty  t l i r o u g l io u t  th e  eg eg have ta k e n  more 

p le a s u r e  i n  f u r t h e r i n g  th e  i n t e r e s t s  o f  a n a t i o n a l  o r  

i n t e r n a t i o n a l  cause than  i n  s a t i s f y i n g  i n d i v i d u a l  d f e s i r e s i *

In d e e d ,  th e  h ig h e r  we a scend  i n  th e  s c a le  o f  d e ve lo p m e n t,  th e  

l e s s  i n d i v i d u a l  and th e  more u n i v e r s a l  we ‘become. I t  i s  

p r o b a b le ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  t h a t  we a re  so c o n s t i t u t e d  t h a t  o n l y  th e  

i m m o r t a l i t y  o f  the  cosm ic  p u rpo se  csn  u l  t i  ma t e l  y  s a t i s f y  th e  

fu n d a m e n ta l  demands o f  o u r  n a t u r e .  T h ro u g h o u t th e  ages th e  

r e l i g i o u s  h a v in g  w i l l i n g l y  o f f e r e d  th e m se lve s  to  t h e i r  G od,

We have p ra y e d  God to  ta k e  e v e r y th in g  t h a t  we p o ss e s s ,  even to  

o u r  i n d i v i d u a l i t y ,  and u t i l i s e  i t  f o r  H is  own s p e c ia l  

p u rp o s e s ,  and p e rh a p s ,  rem arks  P r o f .  S e th  P r i n g l e - P a t t i s o n  i n

’ The Id e a  o f  G dd ’ , o u r  c o n t r i b u t i o n  to  the  A b s o lu te  l i e s  i n
t

b e i r g  o u r s e lv e s ,  f o r  many can b r in g  o t h e r ^ f r e a s u r e s  to  t h e i r  

F a th e r ,  b u t  th e  c h i l d  a lo n e  can g i v e  h im s e l f  as an o f f e r i n g .

’’P u r e l y  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  c o n s id e r a t i o n s , "  how eve r, as P r o f .
/

M a cke n z ie  re m a rk s ,  c a n n o t d e f i n t e l y  s o lv e  th e  p ro b le m  o f  

i m m o r t a l i t y ,  and so we s h a l l  have to  be c o n te n t  w i t h  o th e r
I

and more p r e c a r io u s  c o n s id e r a t i o n s .  We may, as W i l l i a m  James 

n o te s ,  b e l i e v e  i n  i m m o r t a l i t y  becausd  we f e e l  t h a t  we a re  f i t  

f o r  i m m o r t a l i t y ,  o r  ive may e ndo rse  P r o f .  E r a s e r ’ s w o rd s ,

"Does no t  a t h e i s t i c a l l y  c o n s t i t u t e d  u n iv e r s e ,  w i t h  i t s  m o ra l  

i m p l i c a t i o n s ,  s u g g e s t  t h a t  p h y s ic a l  d e a th  i s  n o t  th e  

e x t i n c t i o n  o f  th e  m o ra l  eg e n t  a f t e r  a s h o r t  l i f e  i n  t h i s  m ixe d  

w o r l d ,  w i t h  i t s  i r r e g u l a r  d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  h a p p in e s s "  and 

o p p o r t u n i t y ?  M o ra l  e x p e r ie n c e  o f  th e  o rg a n is e d  u n i t y  I  c a l l  

m y s e l f  seems to  j u s t i f y  th e  p r e v i s i v e  in f e r e n c e  t h a t  th e  

p h y s i c a l  change c a l l e d  d e a th  i s  n o t  th e  end o f  I n  one v ie w  

th e  r i s i n g  o f  th e  sum to -m o rro w , and th e  c o n s c io u s  l i f e  a f t e r  

de^&th o f  any p e rs o n  who iias n o t  y e t  d ie d ,  as fu . tu re ,  a re  b o th  

’ beyond  e x p e r ie n c e i  I n  a n o th e r  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  e x p e r ie n c e ,  

n e i t h e r  i s  ’ b b y d n d ’ i t ;  ' th e  one may be i n v o l v e d ' i n  th e  r a t i o n a l

c o n s t i t u t i o n  o f  n a t u r a l ,  and th e  o th e r  i n  th e  c o n s t i t u t i o n  o l
3

m o ra l  e x p e r ie n c e . "  T ie  t h e r  c o n s id e r a t io n s  such  as th e s e  w i l l

1.
2

. ’ E le m e n ts  o f  C o n s t :^ u p t iv e  P h i lo s o p h y ’ p .  397.

. ’ P r i n c i p l e s  o f  p . 343.
’ B e le c t io ' i . v  f r o  i B e r k e le y ’ 6 t h  ed. p .  1 0 7 .n .
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s a t i s f y  e v e ry  k i n d  o f  tem péram ent may be l e f t  an open questib>n< 

The man o f  k e e n ly  r e l i g i o u s  s u s c e p t i b i l i t i e s  may be s a t i s f i e d  

w i t h  v e r y  l i t t l e  i n  the  n a tu r e  o f  a c t u a l  p r o o f :  th e  r e s t  o f

us  dan o n ly  a w a i t  a f u r t h e r  r e v e l a t i o n  o f  th e  h id d e n  m y s te r ie s  

o f  th e  u n iv e r s e ,  and c a r r y  on o u r  d u t i e s  i n  th e  f i r m  

c o n v i c t i o n  t h a t  no " r i g h t e o u s  a c t "  w i l l  e v e r  be i n  v a in .
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