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niess altogether out cif bis definition of
evoluition, yet lie elsewhere recognizes
the fact that it is the consciousness which
evolves. Jo "Plriniciples of Psychology"
§,. 378, hie says: ''le Iowest form of
consciousness that cati be conceived is
that resulting frorn the aiteration of tývo
states. Wý'h-en there is a changefrom staite
A to state B3, and froni state Bl to stite
A . .. ... there have arisen two re.
lations of iikenless between primitive
states of consciousniess. .. .. .. And
by a perpetual repetition of these chiang-
es A- li, B-A, the two states and their
two relations tend to becomne more and
more cognizable. Thus, even in a con-
sciousness of the Iowest imaginable type,
there arc foreshadoved the relation of
sequence, the relation of unilikeness
amloli,- the sensations, and the relation
of likeness aniong the sensafions, the
relation of unlikeniess among the
changes, and the relation of likeness
ailolig the changes. 'llie earliest po's-
sible experiences are those supplying
the raw niateriai froin îvhich these
cognitions are developed. Suppose
a third state C is now joined to the
others, further relations of likeness and
uniikencss between states and changes
resuilt... ..... And we have but to
conceive an endless progress in this
consolidation of changes, to compre-
hend hiow thiere cati arise the conscious-
ness of coniplex things, howv the objects
wviti which humat intelligence deals
beconie thinkabie as like anid unlike-
how the hlighest acts of p)erception and
reason become possible." Thus, al-
thoughi lie bias excluded consciousness
fron g hîs definition of evolution, no0 onle
could have shown more clearly that the
essence of evolution is the developmnent
of consciousîîss. But Spencer seeros
to think, that consciousness is the result
of change, as noise is the resuit of the
action of a rip saw. H-e does not say
so, but lie does say, (I>rin. of Psy. §.
377): IlIt is admiitted on ail hands
that ivithout change consciousness is
impossible."

If lie ineans by this that change pre-
cedes consciousness, then it is shecer
absurdity. There certainly could he
no change without consciousness.
Chapge without consciousness is un-
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thinkable. Ail changes as far we know,,
as far as we cati think, are not the causes.
but the resuits of consciousness.

Some have thought that this is a rash
statenient, but in this 1 arn supported
by Spencer himiself. At the beginning
of§~ iS, of "First Principles" he says:
"lOn lifting a chair the force exerted-
we regard as equal to that antagonistic
force cailed the wveight of the chair; and
w~e cannot think of these as equal with-
out tiîinking of theîîi as like in kind,
since equairy is conceivable only be-
twveen tliings that are connatural...

.. Yet contrariwise, it is incredible
tiîat tie force as existing in the chair
really resem-bles tlîe force as present in
our mîinds. .. .. .. Since the force
as. knowvn to us is an affection of con-
sciousness, we cannot conceive the force
existing. in the chair under the sanie
forni without endowving the chair witlî
consciousness. So tlîat it is absurd to
tiik of force as in itself like our sensa-
tion of it, and yet necessary so to tlîink
of it if we realize it iii consciousness at
aiý ".'1hus Spencer ad--îits the incon-
ceivability of change without tlîinking
of it as the result of the conisciousniesscs
of tlîe tliings changing-, yet hie assumes
that changes do occur that are not the
results of consciousness.

On the otlier hîand, if Nve grant that
consciousness is the resuir of changes,
tiien the mmnd cannot conceive of a re-
sutilt of Changes progressi ng., To saythat
consciousness is the result of change,
thiat it hias no existence apart froil
change, is to say that it lias no existence
Pet» se, tlîat iL is, iii fact,iinothing. I-owv
coul nothing learn soniething by ex-
perience, and be merry or sad over it,
as it feels tickled or torniented. If con-
sciousniess -were produced by change, as
noise is produced by a rip sawv, each
change would g-ive birth to a new con-
sciousness separate and distinîct froiî the
consciouisness 1)roduced by any other
change, and the consciousness pro-
duced býy any must be co-existent with
the change, beginniing when the change
begins and ending NNvheni the change
ends. No matter how miany changes
miighît occur, either sirnultaneous or suc-
cessive, thiere could be no possible rela-
tion between tlîe consciousness of a


