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fessor Ferrier bas not givei.- I,ý.. 0f course, lie cannot reason apoil
existcnce without in rea1itj, uz;suining somnething abouit it; and ivheu
we look into bis argument, se as tc% discover the notion of existence
on which lie inmlicitly -,occeds, we find, that it is essentially the
saine withi that of Spinoza-cc per substantiam intelligo id quiod in
ccse est, et per se concipitur ; hoc est id, cuýjus conceptus non indi-
"gget couceI)tu alterius rei, a quo forînari debeat." Substance oi
absolute existence is that which, is conceived by itself (the conclu-
sions of Spinoza do not at ail depend on the clause in se est as dis-
tinguislbed frorn p)er se concipitir), or to the conception of wlîich the
conception of nothing else is required. This is precisely the view
takien by Professor iFerrier; thuugh, as 1 bave said, lie does not
present it in the forin of a definition, but gives it as a resuit of
reasoning. The third proposition of bis Ontology is, that IlAbso-
lute Existence, or Being in itself, is not the contradictory; " that is,
it admits of being conceived by some intelligence. Without ex-
aniiiiing the demonstration whicbi is given of this proposition, it is
enougli to observe that, as an argument, it cannot but be inconclu-
sive, no0 definition of absolute existence havingy been furnished, ex-
cept what the proposition itself affords. So long as absolute exist-
ence bas flot been defined, we can no more prove that it is not the
contradictory, than we can prove that the rclp/urn scalclath of Guli-
ver' s philosopher is not the contradictory.

The fhct is, that even in the way of definition, it is not legitimate
to (lescribe Absolute Existence or IReal IBeingr as that which may be
conceived per se. It niay perhaps be thouglit that a writer is at
liberty to detine terns as lie pleases ; but the definition in question
-which contains the germn of ail Spinoza's hideous conclusions--
cannot be allowed ; because if it does flot covertly beg the whole
question in dispute, it is without nieaning. Wlien it is said that
lIeal Being is that which, may be conceived per se, what, I ask, is
it for a tbingy to be conceived ? The terni conception is used eitlier
as descriptive of our thinking specially, or in some wider sense. If
it be emiployed. in the former way then, in deflning R.eal Being as
that which can be conceived. by itself, it is denied that any tbing exn
ists beyond the possible grasp of our apprehesion-a doctrine
which cannot be allowed to creep i surreptitiously under the guise
of a definition. But if the term be taken in the latter sense, then
the statement that IReal Being is not the Contradictory or the Ab-
solutely Incouceivable, is one to wltic I can ajfix no mneanbzg. I
understand what is meant by a thing being the inconceivable to me,
but not what is meant by its being the inconceivable absolutely.

R


