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senses. We admit that the operation of the senses procluces ii us
strong convictions of reality ; but we deny tlîat this conviction
atnounts to knowledge in the absolule sense of the wvord, for know-
ledge, so-called, received througli the senses is mediate knowledge
and therefore liable to doubt. It wilI be clear, dijeu, that the senses
afford 110 rule or criterion of certainty-and in order to, refute the
doctrine of the sceptics we nxust find suchi a rule and showv that ail our
1-nowv1edge is justified by it. To vindicate, in a ineasure,te
,jhiiosophical validity of the sceptic's ground, let us examine as
inany such standards of certainty as we can fiit to, see whether they
prove sufficient.

With the essential validity of sense-testiniony refuted the
popular criterion of certaimty is gone and wve inust seek '.isewvhere
for such. The Pre Socratie plhilosophers took for granted the ab-
solute reliability of the testiiiuony of the senses and instead of seek-
ing a universal ground of certainty they songht a principle to, ex-
plain those natural phenomuena that were evideut te their senses.
Consequently cve need not search here for our criterion. The
Sophists appear to have been thie first to denand a subjective stand-
ard of trutli -and as none wvas forthcoining they theiuselves becanie
scel)tice. Socrates found lis sphere in practical ethics and wve
should hardly expect to find our standard in bis philosophy as lie
held speculation iii liglit esteeni. But he appears to have such a
standard iii his conceptions or ideas ; this, however, wvas nierely a
basis of dialectic and not a criterion of reality. Thus in arguing con-
cerning justice he would start froxu a proper conception of justice
itself which he m.'ould derive by the abstraction of the coninion
eleinent from a large nunuber of evident cases. We see no principle
yet such as wve seek. And froni Socrates to the dawn of miodern
philosophy nen have deait more iu the field of etbxcs than in that
of m(etzphysics.

Descartes' cogito eigo, sum now cornes in view and here at first
sight wve seenu to have struck solid bottoin. Our perception of the
fact of our own existence is 50 ininuediate iii its nature that the
possibility of doubt is excluded and here the inid seerns to reacli a
kcnowvledge v1cueven the sceptics rnust accept. This then is the
universal criterion of truth ; what we perceive to be true as clearly
and distinctly as we perceive the fact of our own existence, is true.

Granting the truth of the cogito eýgo sun: we ]have in it, doubt-
less, a ineans of arriving at knowvIedge. But this criterion inust now
be subjected to a critical and inerciless exanuination and I conceive
that even it inay be doubted. It simiply states in its iuost conclusive
foruu thmat our perception of the fact of our own existence is so mui-
nuiediate upon our thonglit that we cannot doubt it. For to doubt
tluat %ve exist is to doubt that we think; but doubting is thinking and
granting our doulit is granting our thought, consequcntly we cannot
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