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Evidently something is wrong with the purely scientific explana-
tion of the acquisition of truth and reality. As Mr. lfour
declared, there is "1,a certain inevitable incoherence ini any general
scheme of thought which is bujit ont of materials provided by
naturai science alone." Knowledge, which science regards as the
final outcome of irrational (animal) conditions. must b. pronounced
essentially rational, or science itself disapp.ars.

As the speaker claimed, in an cloquent passage
4 lExtend the boundaries of knowledge as you may ; draw how

you will the picture of the univers. ; reduce its infinite variety to
the modes of a single space-.filling ether ; retrace its history to the
birth of existing atoms; show how under the pressure of gravita-
tion they became concentrated into nebulie, into suns, and ail the
host of heaven; how at least in one small p1amet, they combined
to form orgaoic compounda; bow -organic compouuds became
living things ; how living things, developing along many diffèrent
limes, gave birth at last to on. superior race ; how from this race
arose, after many ages, a learned handful, who looked round onthe world which thus blindly brought them into being, andjudgedit, and knew it for what it was-pertorm, 1 say, ai thi-4, and,though you may indeed have attained ta science. in nowise wilyou have attained to a self-sufficing system of beliefs."

Thus, the more complete seems to be our explamMtion of whatw. know, the more difficuit it is to, discover by what ultimatecriteria we claim toermnow it. The President concluded by confess-ing that the dilemma was net one for physical science to remove,for here the confioles of a territory were touched where philosophydlaims juri diction.
If the tenses and instincts of the lower animais are inadequateto yield a true conception of the universe'in whicb we find our-selves, and if these, more refined and highly developed in mani, arestili unreliable and misleading in the ordînary human mimd at amyrate, and furniah, under the name of 41,experience " or "1commonse0s, " grossly erronecus conclusions as to the realities of exist-ence, the resulting paradox is strange iadeed. .The latest productof human evolution, the scientific intellect, ini its highest and mostdaring fiights, is compelled to rely more and more, not uponactual common experience, but upon idealistic- interpretations ofthe universe. Such interpretations transcend the crude reports ofseise-perception : but they mouIJ the results of experience andsense-perception into, harmony with ideas, precomceived and

necesuary and full cf light and satis(ying meaning. j


