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wili say3 with a sputter, " to ail thois hocus-pocus. 1 amrn ot
going to have the wool pullleti over ny eyes in that way.
You may eall your transcendentaiim psychology if you
like, but I will noue of it. By psychology 1 meau the
science of the iîn<lividizal colnsciousness, anti you tell me
that there is no individuai consciousness, but only the
universai realizing itef in the individual. You mean
that my consciousness is God in me. Say so if you like,
but tion't call your netaphysios psychology !"Anti
realiy, you know, the English psychoiogisf, bas some
grounti of compiabint. To have one's theory turneti upside
clown, anti to be caimiy told that it is stili the .sanie
tbeory, seems an outrage, naturaliy provocative of strong
lanuage. Let us see, however, how our young friend
perforins the trick of conjuration by wbich the plain
stubborn Engiish psycboiogist, who prities himiself on
"saticking to facts," is madie to discourse witb honeycti
mouth of Absolute Ideaiism.

Enter Locke, "I thought that the first step towards
satisfying several inquiries the mind of inlan was very
apt to mun into, was to take a view of our own under-
standings, examine our own powers, andi see to what
things they were adapteti (Book i., ch. 2, §7.") Now
hear Mr. Dewey's interpretation of the passage: "We
are flot to tietermine the nature of reaiity, or of any
object of philosophicai inquiry by examiuing it as it is in
itseif, but only as it is an eiement in our knowiedge, in
our experience, only as it is relateti to our mind, or is an
'idea.' As Prof. Fraser weil puts it, Locke's way of stating
the question 'invoives the fundamentai assumption of
phiiosophy, that reai things as weii as imaginary things,
whatever their absointe existence, exist for us only
through becomniug involved in what we mentaliy experi.
ence in the course of our seif-conscions lives, (Beyrkeley, p.
21.) Or, in the ordiuary way of putting it, the nature
of ail objects of phiiosophicai inquiry is to be fixeti by
fiudiug ont what experience says about them ... Now

that Locke having stateti bis inetbod, immediately tiesert.
ed it, will, I suppose, be admitteti by ail. Iinsteati of de-
termining the nature of objects of experience by an ac-
count of our knowledge, be proceedeti to explain ur
knowledge by reference to certain unknowabie substances,
caiied by the naine of matter, making impressions on an
nnknowabie substance, calied mind. .. .... Any attempt
to shew the oipýin of knowiedge or of couscions experi.
ence, presupposes a division between things as they are
for knowletige or experience, anti as they are in them-
selves." But this is "a meaningless and self-contratiic-
tory conception of the psycbologicai stand point."

Ail this is very ingenins anti subtle, but is it sounti?
We fear that John D., like Joey B. in Dickens' stury is
gesly, air," (the reader may mentaily suppiy the rest.)
But, after ail, wbat dues it corne to but this, that Locke
anti Mr. Dewey both appeai to conscions experience, but
mean by consciaus experience the exact oppoite oi une
another? Let Locke's "tconscious experience" = x, anti
Mr. Dewey'@ = not-x ; then the one appeals tu xC, and

the other to not-x. Really, the two Jobuns are at tiaggers
tirawn, anti it is only politeness or finesse in the une to
say that they are figliting on the same side. IVe tion't
think that our yonng friend, charmn hie ever su wiseiy,
wili set tu sieep the Eigiish psychologist's ever watcbf ni
distrust of Absointe ldealism. That liue of policy we
be1ieve to be a lnsing gaine. We prefer the inethoi of
Heine, who saiti that "bie aiways caileti a spade a spatie,
anti Herr Schmidt hie caileti an ass." Aul eirenicon basetiou
the principle of shearîug away ail differences, anti caiiing
the beggarly remuant truth, is not likeiy to succeeti. It
bas recently been trieti in another realm by the anthor of
Ecce Homio, in bis "'Naturai Religion," where it isciaineti
that even to' admit "'Nature" is to accept the foundation
of religion, but we doubt if "'Naturai Religion" bas con-
vinceti either the une sitie or the other. Su bere wben
Locke pruposeti to "1take a view of ur own untierstaud-
ings," he assumeti that there is a reality witb which mind
bas nothing to do, anti bis problem was to fluti ont liow
far ur buman intelligence cao bring us into contact witb
sncb reality. Mr. Dewey says that, 11having stateti hie
mnetbod, be immietiately deserteti it." Not at al: hie fol-
loweti bis ownl methoti, as he under8lood it. You change
bis methoti, anti then you say that hie "deserteti it." Iu
short, "experience" is une of those ambignous words that
may mean anything. Wben we kuow tbe sense in whieh
it is used, then we know wbat it Ineans. In Locke, anti
bis English foiiowers, it means "lstates of the individuai
conscionsness," as opposeti to tbings in themiselves ; in
Mr-. Dewey's use of words, it means the corsciousuess of
things in themselves. No amount of leger-de-main can
reconcile two sucb opposites. We do not hiesitate to say
that Mr. Dewey bas "miisinterpreteti the stand point of
B3ritish pbilnsopby."

Iu next issue we may bave a Word to say on bis view
that psychoiogy is the methoti of philosophy. Meantime
we cordially recomînenti both articles (Mind, Nos. 41 anti
42) to ail interesteti ini phiiosophical speeniation.

A SOHOOL 0F SCIENCE.

BY PROF, W. L. GOOOWIN.

IT is acknowledged by all who have given the snbject
careful consideration, that,otler tbings beingequal, the

arts and manufactures flourish most vigoronsly in coln-
tries wbere iiberal provision is matie for diffusing a knowl-
etige of the principles anti applications of science. ManY
facts migbt be atiduceti to illustrate titis. English calico
printers blave corne to the conclusion that they are faiiing
bebinti the Unitedi States nufacturers, and this is
ascribed to the superior general anti technicai educatiEun
of the American artisans. iProbably the best instance in
that of the sugar intiustry. Forrneriy, sugar was almoat
exchisively manufactureti from the sugar-cane, wbicb
flourishles unîy in tropical countries. The prucess ern-
ployeti was a comparative 3 ' rude anti wasteful une. VerY
littie progress ivas made-improvementsi suggesteti thelfl


