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wvay and whulen historical/y interpreted, a legitimate test of thte truth or
fa/sij' oj api/osopiical dioct'iule or sytsteml.

This position is often denied. -Wc are told %ve must love truth
for truthi's sakec, and leave the consequences to themnselves ; that tlic
enquirer, the philosopher, cannot be rcsponsible for consequences.
This is sometimes truc ; yct it is surprising in hiou few cases it is
truc. Lt is neyer truc iii phiilosophy. Froin the nature of the case,
consequences enter as a part of the content of flic phîlosophic solu-
tion, consequcnces in expcriencc and life. Philosophy puts the
question :How~ can I explain man and lus environment. It is only
haif a solution to explain cither mnan or his environmient. Mater-
ialisin does the latter, subjective idealism does the former ; but no
philosophy is truc whichi lea-ves out of its reckoning any degree on
the arc which rneasures thc mutual relation betwcen personality and
nature.

Life is, tiierefore-to go a little deeper-the sphere of experience,
the only storchouse of data for flic philosophic solution. And a]l
aspects of experience must have equal riglit. Lt is the habit of
natural science to magnify law, to deify universality, to disparage
individuality, to ridicule licart ; this is the environnient aspect of
the question. The metaphysician and moralist is prone to magnify
iiidivicluality, to dcny law, to disp)arage tlic external ; this is thc
personality aspect. The balance niust bc rigidly prescrvc between
the tivo, yet the latter is and shoulcl bc popvla-,rl, emphiasized iii
this gencration for several reasons.

In the first place, because thec limiitation of philosophical data to
experience, carnecs thc presuinptiýn tliat nature is always a partie
to experience, tlîat is, that only is experience wlîicli coîîsists in a
reaction of mnai on nature. Iluat tlîis is a false presuînption is seen
in the larger h-aîf of hunuan experiiecec. he ovcrwheilmingr testi-
mony of life is tliat its greater part lias both liad no inuatcrial
reference and is incapable of sucu a reference. The entir-- range of
highicr cm otion points to ncceds wliich life neyer realizes, or r-calizing,
oinly enhanýiices. Tie posqtulates of our etliicil sclvesg, wliich iuitutored
intelligece spontancously reckonis the m-ost imîportant, Aurable, and
truc of aIl our experiences, not only run above natural reactions, but
often -,cem- to run countcr to tluem. The tcndcncy of natural
science is to the refusai to, thic hcart of ail sluairc iii the dictcrmination
of truth, tuc dcnial to tlic Nill of any validity iii its rcquirement of
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