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preted, ultiniately leads. The cuther has displayed an
extraordiniîry patience and itdustry iii trcug every idea
cf Kant freni its first iiînperfect prescutaticu uintil it lias
assuinet a ferie beycxîd which Kant did nct advance.
Nor lias lie left the inatter bere, but lias genie cu te show
the correction wlicoh muest be mnade iii the theughit cf
Kant if we are te have a perfectly consistent and adequate
theory. The immuense educational value cf snch a book
canneot be overestiinateîl. Philesophical culture ilees net
ccusist jn ail acqncintanIce with the resuits that have heen
reachied by this or that thinker, but in the process cf iii-
tellectual aîid spiritual develepîrint thîrough which a
mai' Ihiiseif passes. It is reassuriiig te find the greatest
living representative cf English Ideclismn, as lîrofesser
Caird undoubtedly is, ceîng te the conclusion that the
great reality cf God -- freedoîn andi finnortality iiity lic
establisbied ipehi a reasoxied luasis, but it is iinflnitehy
mocre important te niake ene's cxiil eIery stop ini the pro-
ess bY wiîich this assured ceuv-iction is reaciîed.

Twelve years ago Professor Caird puhîlisled lis
Critical Accourit of the Pbiilosoph)y cf Kanut," the tirst

werk whiébi put before the Englisli reciler the substance
cf the '*Critique of Pure Reasoii," cml indicated tise
unies un wlilclt the philcsepiiy cf Kant nuist be develcîicd
te a higher cousisterîcy. Ilu bis pr-fIîce Mr. Cairti lield
eut a hoe that at somue future tinte lie wcuid comuplote
the plan cf the work lu another veluine 01, the etluical
and iesthetical xxerks cf Kant, especially the -'Critiqjue
cf Practical Rensoen," anti the "Critique cf J iIgu)ieiit."
Thiat preinse lie lias now mucre tlian fulfilleti. Liuring
tue ititerval lie bas net beeu ile. Besides critical papers
on1 Wordtsxvortli"anid Goethe, ho bias contributed two lim-
Pertant articles te the Il Eucyeiepoedia Britaxinica"-
ICartesianism"' aud '' iNetaphysies"-anul lie lias aise

plublishieu a werk ou Il Te Social Pbilosopliy anîd Re-
ligi-n of Coiuite," any ene cf wlîicli wouhl biave ])eil
8ufficieut te establish a reputatioti, and the last ef whiici
is a iniodel of synitpathetic statemetit aund fair criticisi.

PReturîiing te the subleet cf bis first treittise, lie lias inade
n entireîy new preseuîtation cf the iutaphysicîl paît cf
Kalît's Pbilcsopby, amuI te titis lie lias atided el critical
accetîmît, net onîly cf its ethical and testlietie aspects, luet
cf tue etîter wcîks cf Kant, wlsich mtay lie regarded as
illustrationis cr develcpmeuts of bis miaitn argument and
esPeCiaîîy of the imîportant trectise on Il ReiigionWithin
tue Bounds cf Mere Reason." Tîte Fnglisx reader is
110w for the first tînie iii a pcsiticri te estiniate the ulti-
mlate seepe aud bcariîîg cf tue critical plîilcscplîy, te see
that Ilthere is cai unbrckeu coutinuity in the iuevement
cf Kant's tbeught, and that the lessun cf bis pbilcsopby
as a wbcle is defluite aîîd consistent."

Professer Caird bas written the ful expositioni of
Kant, aîîd it wenld ha superfluous fer aîîy Engiish auther
te go OVer the sanie ground again. WVlat is nîîw îîecded
je an independent statement cf Idealiim, and it is net,
Perhaps, toc much te expect that Professer Caird, who
hile proveri bimseîf se, great a master in expositioni anîd
criticiaut, will add te, the obligatieons under wbicb he bias
placed ils by doiug the work bimself. There are elear
indications that the present generatien bas lest faith inl
the old guides, and that the philosopby cf the future
'nust do justice at once te, thie trutb cf science and te

those great beliefs wbich give meandug sud value te
humiaii life. No living author is s<> abde to provide sucli a
systern of philosophy for us as Professer Caird.

It is imîpossile witldn the spacç ut clîr cîîmîîîaîîd te
give auything like an adequate idea of the îîhilosoplîical,
wcalth coutained in tîjîs treatise. Perhaps wo cannot (Io

better thani give a short statement of the v'aluable jutro-
ductcry chapter wbîch contains anl cutljue of Idealisrn as
properiy tind(erstccd.

Ilu a reinarkable note to the IlCritique of Pure Rentson"*
Kant speaks of bis own age as Ilthe ae of etrîth*isnl.',
The tern '' criticisrn" is sometillies epplied to the process
cf raîsîîîg auly objectionus that happeu to strike the illjnd
of the critic te the thccry or doctrine onder investiga-
tien. Snbhap.lîazard criticistii is oct wht K{ant had in
bis niiud. Criticismi he opposed on the oe biaud to dog.
maýtis n and' ou tue other h iaiîi toe 5[t icisni. l3y îiogina
tisi,), ais le tells lis, is nmaflt "the positive or, doguîatic

procculure cf roasoit without previous criticisîn of its ewn
faculty." Assanîuîug the prissihîility cf kuewledge the
doginatist 1 seizes ilpou some general priniciple that sceis
te lie as wiiie as the universe itself' and uses it witbout
donbit or hesitaticu te explain ail tbings. But the prin-
ciple at first eînplcyed is ineviteidy inadequate te its task,
and when this is scen doubit is apt te feul upon truthi
itself. A paiticular principle, truc witiui its limited
range. is eniploye(l as if it were au Il open sesaxuie" for
the wvho1e universe, and heuce the dogmnatist whîo has a

perception cf the coin pIe ientaery truth is etsl]y cble te
showv thuat his opponeut coutradjets hiniseif. But as the

sanie objection eau be retorted tipon hiciseif it seerns as
if no prineipie rested uipou a solid basis. Thuis arises
scepticisin or the conviction that Ilwhatever eu bue
asserted nîay veitb equal reason lie denicd." Ncw Kant
nîcionteils that sceptieism, like deginatisîn, carnies within
it the principle cf its own tefutetioxi. It is really beccuse
the sceptie tacitiy appeals te a principle cointncu te the

coutending pacrties that he is able te show that tbey le-

fute ench ether. The aim cf criticisin is te brille the

colitroversy te ai, end by detectiîig its sources and pre-

suppositions, te penetrate te tue principle wbicbi under-

lies the coxtreversy, te discover the more comnprehiensive

coucepticu which psîts eacli of the eppesing theories iii its
place as ail element cf the trutit ; ced the criticci

pbîlosophy gees beyond thîs ony in s0 far as it is aul

cttempt te recch prineiples wbich are prier te ail cou-

troversy.
Thlis couceptioni of the prelîlemn cf philosophy mnuet net

be confused witli Locke's doctrine, that we Il maet take a

vicw of our own uiîderstandilig. examine our own powers

and see te what things they are adcpted." For we have

no other faceltieg by wbich we eau examine the naid but

the mmnd itself, and if or faculties are net adapteri te the

discovery oif truth il, etier regions they cenuot reveal te

us the truc nature cf our own pewers. Locke, in fact,

scws cway the brànch on ivhich. he is hixuseif sitting.
Mind is neot an object that can be separated from nature

and understeod purcly by itself. IlFor maci ls a being

who deubly presuppeses nature, as he is a spirit which

flnds its ergan iii an animal body, and as *it is in the sys-

tel, cf nature that he finds the presupposition and en-

vireumeut cf bis life." Man, hcwcver, ie net merely an


