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it is not so effective as the Socratic method iii
its power of awakening and stimulating
thouglit.

(3) And now I corne to, my last point. My
life-work has been the teaching of philosophy.
May I be pernitted ta say a few words about
the character of philasophy-nat with the
abject of enlightening students, even the young-
est of whanî knows ail about everything, and
ail the mare, the younger hie is-but for the
sake of sanie of aur friends, who are apt ta
think that phulosophy is a very mysteriaus and
a very unpractical subject. I might indeed
sinipiy say that the sensible men who have
spent their hard-earned money in giving ta so
distinguished an artist as Mr. Dickson Patter.
son the canamisson to paint the admirable
portrait which you see befare you-I niight be
cantented ta say that these gentlemen evident-
ly put a high value on phiosophy. Naw I arn
a great believer in the essential ratianality of
masses of men. 1 believe that nman is a
" 9rational animai," as Aristotle has taught us
ta say, and hence even a )5 riori I should
venture ta, affirm that there miust be more in
phiiosophy than saine people imagine.

What is this "1mare "? If you will take a
look arounid the hall and assure me that there
are no ferociaus friends of the physical sciences
present, I will venture ta make a confidential
statement. The widow of the great composer
Wagner, when asked what she thought of
certain Frenchi and Italian camposers, calmly
answered: " There is no music but Wag-
nier's." With a similar confidence, I make
bold ta say, that there is no science but philo-
saphy. I suppose this will be takeni as the
natural hallucination of one who knaws noth-
ing else. But I hope ta convince you that the
statement is literal truth. Perhaps I may
best inake niy meaning clear by a camparisan.
With what part of life does morality ? With
what part of life daes religion deal ? Matthew
Arnold has said that nxarality is three-fourths
of life. I must take exception ta that saying :
Marality does not deal with three-fourths of
life, but with the whole of it. Similarly, reli-
gion does not deal with three-fourths of life,
but with the whole of it. And the reason is,

that niorality and religion take hald of the
whole man ; sa, that a man cannot do anything
that lias flot a moral value, good or bad ; and
he cannot be samietinies religions and sanie-
times nat, but religion takes hold of lis w4ole
nature and makes him a new man. Now, the
sanie thing applies ta pliilosophy. Its abject
is not a separate sphere, but it embraces ail
ather spheres. It takes the results of the other
sciences and briings theni juta cannection with
one another. Notbing is foreigii ta it. Math-
ematjcs, physics, cheinistry, biology, litera-
ture, history, ail inust be embraced witbin its
comprehensive grasp. Let me try ta illustrate
what I mean. There is a brandi of knowl-
edge called mathetnatics, and it has partizans
who imagine that in their science is ta be found
the secret of ail existence. Now that is a philo-
sophical theory. But it is bad, or at least defec-
tive, philosaphy. The ancient Pythagoraens
were s0 impressed with the fact that numbers
are at the basis of everything that they supposed
numbers ta be the explanatory principle of ail
things. And iii madern tinies Descartes
thaught that spatial extensioni was at least one
of the principles of ail existence, the ather
being thought. I do not think it is very liard
ta see the fallacy of this view. Yon can
certainly cauint things and you can measure
them, but you mnay go on counting and mnea-
suring your sensations or your ideas forever
withaut getting ta know what their true nature
is. And the reason is plain. Anything can
be counted and measnred, but if you wish ta
get a camplete view of sensation, and mucli
more of thauglit, yau will have ta ask what
sensation or thouglit is. Van see that philo-
sophy lias ta do with matheulatics-with its
principles and their relation ta other principles
af a less abstract character. Naw take
another step. The physical sciences work with
the principle of the conservation of energy, and
hence some men have inlagined that the niti-
miate principie of the universe is energy or
power. This, for examuple, is the conclusion
of Mr. Herbert Spencer, and it is the basis of
his agnosticism. But it becomes at once obvi-
ons that if youi have no higlier conception than
power, your universe wili be nothing but a


