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PHILOSOPH-Y IN UNDRESS.

No. III.

W E propose ini this papier to make a remark or two
about Mr'. Dewey's second article, Mmnd No. 42.

Aies! we are getting into very deep waters indeed, an'd
we fear that we shahl be swept si) far out to sea, that the
l'plain man" will only bie able, by straining bis siglit, to
sec our head bobbing up and down, and may even doubt
whetlier the head ls of a nman who keeps himself afloat
and directs bis own course, or of one simply carried along,
willy nilly, by the fierce impetuosity of the tide. But
let us at least try to keep within sight of the shore.
Milton sang (if "fate, free-will, foreknowledge absolute."
Questions of phulosopby are sure in the long mun to take
sorne sncb shape as that. At first sighit it is not obvious
what connexion the apparently simple question, What is
Psycbology? can bave witb sncb higli themnes. ls îîot
Psychology tbe science of man considered as a knowing,
feeling and willing individual ? andi can we not give ah
eccount of the various forms of- knowing, feeling and
willing, leaving aIl deeper probleins to Metaphysies?
Usuially, people have answered in the affirmative. But
these modes of activity are ail modes of self-conscious-
ness. To kno* is to know what truly is-or why speak
of L-noevledge I-to feel is to be couscious of wliat is pire-
sented to us as barmonions or inharmonions with our-
selves, and to will is to direct oneself to what we think
of as the needed complement of our real self. Conscions-
ness would thus seem to be the realizing of wbat in idlea
we truly are, the conîing to be foîr us of the true nature
of the universe. But, you say, the universe is, after ail,
not we ourselves: we are finite, limited beings, and be.
yond wlhat we are conscious of ourselves as being is the
great unknown ri*lity, wlîich millions of ages can only
partially reveal to us, anti which, because we are finiite
or incoînplete, we shahl neyer corne to lie couscions of. A
Juan wbo should know all rcality, and feel himself in
proper harmouy witb the universe, and will the absoluto
gootl, would not bie mnan bat God. Granted; but the
consciousness of the wbole muet in some sense bie present
in us, or bow should we bie awere that we bave not be-
corne wbat in idea we are ? No doubt we are in actuel
realization, fanite, limited, imperfeet, but we muet bave
in our consciousness the idea of the infinite, unlinîited,
perfect : wc muet knoiv God, although we are not God.
Can there be any foundation for the proposition, " God is
a spirit, infinite, eternal and unchangeable," uîîless we
bave in our.minds the consciousness of sucb a Being? It
is in consciousuess, therefore, that Infinite and Finite
alike exist for us. Nay more, the consciousness of the
Infinite is bound up witb the consciousîîess of the Finite;
we know ourselves as imperfeet because we know thet
we are not, as God is, perfect. As DesCartes truly said,
"$our consciousness of self presupposes in soume sense the

coiisciousness of God." Nov, if forus Finite and Influite
alike are in our consciouisnes,,, must not the science of
consciousncss be the science of reality in its completeness,
the science of Finite and linfinite ? Anti this science is
Psychology. Hence, asit woulkt seoin, Psychology is the
central science. If we seek to treat of the funite or indi-
vidual self, we forget that the consciousness of the finite
self is hound up with the consciousness of the infinite
self. Now, it is consciousness that makes us meni, ami
hence a Psychology that treats of man as if hie were con-
scions only of his individual self muet hoe a false Psycho-
logy. We caiînot, in short, regard Psychology as a
special science, because consciousness is for us the sole
guarantee and revealer of re-ality as a whole.

In what lias just been said we have tried to gLve in our
own way the gist of Mr. Dewey's argument. In Mind,
No. 41, lie tried' to convince the English l>sychologist
that unwittingly hie was an absolute idealist ; in XIind,
No. 42, hie aius to convince the absolute idealist that
unwittingly bce is a Psychologist. XVu very nincl doulit
of his success in the latter any more thian in the former
case. But we are willing to meet our young friend haif
way. We think that hie is right in saying that Psycho-
logy is not a "1special science," dealing witb man xnerely
as ah "objec-t." Man cannot be deait witli sirnply as an
"object," because as mnan bie is an object for hutuseif.
Hence iPsycbology, as a supposed science of the '1pheno-
mena" of conspiousness, is neither a special science itor a
general science; it is a science of what bas no existence
except as a fiction ini the mind of the English psycholo.
gist. Thé main value of Englisb psychology lias been iu
throwing liglit on organie processes and so preparing the
way for a true psychology. But we do flot think that
Mr. Dewey bas made out bis case for the identification of
psychology and pbilosophy. Psychology is a brandi of
philosophy, but it is only a brancb. Would Mr. Dewey
really say that psychology includes philosophy of nature,
ethics, Eesthetics, logic ani philosopliy of religion ? Yet
ail these iniiply cousciousniess, and hiave rio meaning apart
froni conscioosness. Psychology seerus tD lis that branch
of philosophy in wbich attention is directed to the pro-
cess by which mani beconies conscious of himself as con-
trasted with the infinite, and to the special limitations,
organie and other, ini which that contrast consists. That
ultimately man's finitude is bound up with the infinity of
God is a sufficient reason for refusing to regard philosophy
as merely an account of the conscious processes anti or-
ganic conditions under whiclî man's consci<osness is real-
ized, but it is no reason for idcntifying psychology with
philosophy as a whole. In mani, sys Mr. Dewey, the
universe is "partially realized, and manî lias a partial
science; in the absolute it is completely realized, and
God has a complete science (Mmnd, No. 42, p 6,37). " But
surely manî must have a science of the universe as coin-
pletely realjzed in (bd. God's "1complete science" is not
science for us, uniess we know in soine sense what
this "comnplete science" is. Now this is wlhat we cail the


