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struetion in the sense that it exists as
Nature, a.nd lias a mi-eauing,onýllv for,
auill'gn su)ject.

I uwhilc evcry truc thearŽy of
knowledge nuisit rejcct tlie "copving-
doctrine, it does niot folhnx thtat we
intust accept the huinaîîistic alterna-
tive, thiat thesstn oýf niatuire as it
exists for tis is the creaition of our
rnin(ls. There is no (10411) ývhatever-
tlhat the existence of niant vith bis ca-
pacity for building uip systelis of
thoutght nakes a difference t(> realhtv,
a difference wiliieh wc have to takeC
int accoiimnt iii ouir philosophies;
but snirely tic question is, wvheflhcr the
constructions (if our ininds actutaliv
bring into bcýing wThat before the ý,C
tîvitY of outr iiiiînds lla(l no realitv
\vhatever. \Ve construlet ant aritimno'
tic, and count thte stars ii the "great
])car." Admîit tiat an 'absoluite"
thinkür does îlot iîî ouir sense actutalix
'ecoutlit- Ui) ýto 7, and.1 wlî,at follows?

Sure]y it <Les flot follýow thaît our
entig'lias absolutely ia incanin-

as a letermîtiniation of thc conmstella-
tion -,( ratîgthat arithînectic is a
constructio)n of ours, it vet is a "con-
stîlictioli' thaI, thouiglu il, dies itot
c0pv' realit o, adi hei\ coui

f a-lus 10 it. hi1e construction, tlienî
is not perfectly arliitrary ;il is liot tue
whýole truth about the Uhiîig, i10F eveut
hie niost imiportait: trtb.t l)lit is truc.,
iii tue senise that it aloîie is coi )liatill
xvitl tue facts. And the saune prin-
ciple 'applies to ice otiier si>ecial sel-
enes. M\r. Schiller argues tliat tiiere
are varions5 'geoineýtries,5 whiclî arc
j ust as truc, tlîougbli oît as uiseful, as
tliat o f Eucli(l. Buit wliierciîî does
their trulli couisist ? [t consisis iii Uic
fact that t'lîev correctly forinulate the
resuits that 'follIow Miîen we fix our
attention tipoîi certain aspects of real-

ity and for our special ptirpose set
asicle ail our aspects. But two o*r
more geontectries, ail of w'lich equally
con forin bt reality, wlîile contradiet-
inlg one anotiier, is eerta-inly an ab-
sardizy. They are aill our "construlc-
tiolis,' but wliat gives tiieni meaning
is thai. tlîey formulaite the resits
\vliicli flow* front certain acitual aýs-
pects of reality. For, aclmittedly, not
ail constructions, but only those
wlîîeli are confiricd by 'experiencýe"
-onlb those tlîlat *'work"-..are able to
survive; and J thiiîk we may fairly
say tîat flic- \ survive becaujse tlîey
con forîîî to reality , îlot tiat their cou-
fornîty to re-aliýtv uteans nothiîîg but
their suirvival.

1 do not tliiuk, tiien, tlîat we can
aditiit die lîuuiîanistic doctrine that
Real'itv as a whiole developes. The
supposition that it does séems to nie
ta arise fromi identifying "Reality"
wiîiî the ulîmiiedia-te sensible world.
1)efincd. in this wiay, Reality muist bc
lueld to develope w'lien seif-consejous
beiuîgs arise. But surcly "Rearlity"
ullusi ulltiîiiatcly, inelde ail forms of

)enand ilot niercly the simplest
fon-uts. No\Nw wlîile if is truc that auir
"coistrntctioîîs"-i.e., our scienlce, our

ar t, ouir religion, our phi losoply-uin-
(lalbtedly add to Reali.ty coîîceived as
pureiy inîniiediate or sensible, 1 cati
attach no) rneaning to the stateient
tlîat (<tr individual iîinds, or, if youi
like, the toitality of individutal mninds,
".iinakle' lRealit , or even -niake il out
of a pre-existelit mnalter, if this ncatis
tlîat they bring ilîto bein'g what Iuad
in no sense existence Pr-evioulslv in the
unîverse. I or, tlîoîg<Ii our ititelli-
gence I)litlîlýs up for uis tlîe world, it
tloes flot 1)1111( tîp itself. In ail tue
lînînarnistie atteml)ts to reduce trutl
to what is "uiseful," the i.ntelligenîce
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