
ACADIA ATHENEIYM

4aoiibttlhat ve tlinkil-. It nilust be adnxitted thaýtwxe haveliere r-duc-
,ed the iatter to a .fundamiental paradox wvhich ineans that a contra-
ýdic:tion of the validity of the stateinent is a cintradiction of the lav of
thoughit that noting can both be and not be; but the trutli of the
law of thouglit rests tipon our perception or intuition of its validity,
aiid as the reliabil ity of even our iiinniediate perceptions iay be dcùlbt-
ed the validity of the argument fails. We iuiust admit that the doubt
-of the -validity ofour iijumiediate perceptions invol'ves t2ie mncst palp-
able sel f-contradiction ; but tie possibilily of doubt reinains and tliis
excludes absolute knowladge. Soine persons wvill imagine thiat tliey
are iutroducing a new argument by urging tliat thougli our percept-
ions ar-e adnxitted to be falst- it still canuot be doubted that Nve hiave
themi; bb.t it is easily seen thai the rJutation of this seeining argu-
-ment is the sanie as we hiave just gonýe -through. Froi the tiniie of
Descartes' until tlie prc-sent day wve find no speculativ-L principle of
certainty expounlded that can rival his fanious cagito ergo sum and it
is unnecessary to go into -wearisoiixe and fruitless details.

And nov what say those persons wlio have deenieciour enquiry
vain and absurd ? If they stili liold to their opinion we would have
thean carefuliy po-ader what wve have said, showv us wvherein we have
,erred, aid cite us that standard ofcertainty froin wvbichi they attain
sucli a degree of assurance. But witlial 'we nuust not forge that
-scepticisnî is paratytic in its tendencies and so we are led to believe
tixat there nrust be>, soine ground for a stroii- belief in extdernat
reality. This we admit and can abundantly prove. Though -%ve
caunot prove tlie artual existence of the inaterial world the -sane
limitations prevent our provinig it to be non-existent. Accordilngly,
ndmiitting the strength of the sceptic's ground, wve niay if we choose,
and I think ive -nust whetler we wilI or no, believe flrnily in the
existence of the exte<al, viaterial world.

And h!re we cite a ruhle of certairity that is enunciated in
muodern philosophy, viz.; since the external -wor*.l by an appeal to

,our senses so forcibly conupels our belief iii its reality. it appears
that we niay be justified in aSSUlng it to be actual. To this w
miust say tlaat we are certaiuly wvarranted in uxaking this cisszmipti<m,
so long as we do tiot confound it withi absolute knowvledge. And liere
w'e get a hint that -%vil1 lielp lis to decide what our attitude is to be
i-n the case. We mnust iakie and act upon the foiegoing assuniption
or else und,..rgo those experiences that iniake lip our conception of
death. For unless we practically assume that whiat forcibly appears
to sense is true, we niust fail to fulfil the conditions of life. if olle
fails to niake the proper infertnce on the occasion of certain trouble-.
sonie organic sensations aud seeks not that whici wvill satisfy tilelln
,excusing hiniself on the grouind th-at his senses deceive iiiini this wilu
be foand to be but a poor way of freeing hinîseif froin the pangs of
hiunger, and uttei-ly unavailing to assert the sure consequences of
.sucli neglect. And so iii the total suin of our experietices our conil-


