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PREFACE

regard as sensible That | have had i
translated as a contribution to the educa-

ti on of our English-readi ng students.



Vi Pr ef ace

Rati onali smin phil osophy proceeds from

per manent result of our attenpts at think-

ing it out straighter.

presented to him so abstract, pure, and
logical, and perfect, that it is hard for

hi Mto see in it any resenbl ance of char-



Pr ef ace Vi i

have reached their linmt. The conjunction

the continuous and the irrational portion



Viii

prefers to call hinself a 'critical Monist.'

Reality are at Nno tine conplete, but MAY
be vyet in process of conpl eti on. Qur

benefi t.

It takes, | confess, sdne iittie know edge



Pr ef ace i X

of the co-workers.

pretend, from absolute reality.

aut hor calls the

"know edge' is a relation of our thinking



activities to reality, and that those activi-

ties ar e

to see any fact as wholly i ndependent.
The part in itseif remains for us an ab-
straction, and from a whole which itself is

for us a Nere ideal. Nei t her is given in



Pr ef ace Xi

above and below, thought fails to

con-
ti nue, and term nates agai nst an ‘'irra-
tional .’

Bei ng is really inconplete, in any sense in

this sort of specul ati on.

pai nt our nNODre or less plausible pictures;

i ncongr uent . And as our nental forns



Xi i

Bei ng, tends, by anal ogy, toward unity else-

in the maki ng.
QUr author's conception of religion is
one of his best strokes, in ITY opinion. He

defines it as a belief in the ultinmte 'con-



Pr ef ace Xiii

t he nNobst genui nely ideal values are; so the

OWN per sonal interests. O hers — and there



Xi Vv

aut hor's meani ng throughout.

W LLI AM JAMES.
Har vard uni versity.
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THE PROBLEMS OF PHI LOSOPHY



PROBLEMS

| NTRODUCTI ON

woul d not arise. INn this interaction We



| nt roducti on

one' s self under a1 one's mani f ol d and chang-
i Nng experiences. This effort nmanifests it-

self in formal as well as in real science,

of continuity.

does not abdicate its 1ife When it devotes

all snothering and repression ever anew



4 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

personality, and cannot reject all the anal o-

gi es bet ween the two.



| nt roducti on

the notive is ethico-religious. consequently,



an interest in observation inpels one, one

under its vari ous forns. But i+ what we

one begins with; for one problemis easily



I nt roducti on

a view of the existing world.

cognitive being. The fourth pr obl em
st ands to Bei ng. Thus are the chief prob-
| ens of thought linked with the theoretical

and practical interests of NmAN.



8 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

under |l yi ng problem Such a possibility

of sci ence.

furni shed by our four chief problens.



| nt roducti on

advances to cl ear ness. The di fferent



10 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

for us to WOrk in order that greater clear-

ness NMAY be shed.



CHAPTER |
THE PROBLEM OF CONSCI OUSNESS

is dependent on netaphysics or cosnpl ogy.
ON a1 sides there is a strenuous effort to-
day to establish the i ndependence of psy-

chol ogy. But even where this effort s

of psychol ogy are diverse.



12 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

Li pps nmi ntai ns it.

our bearings in being.

But, after a1, does psychol ogy bel ong to



The Probl em of Consci ousness 13

t he NbOst recent psychol ogi cal research enm

pl oys, appear to indicate, do they not »

t hat psychol ogy stands at the very point of
becom ng a special science, and that it

nust, therefore, be sundered from philos-

ophy .

psychol ogy whi ch sets their several prob-

lens to the special nmet hods.

know edge, of being, and of val ue. It is

as estimating worth, and as constituting a



14 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

part of all being, that these probl ens ener ge.

A conception of personality is thus pre-

supposed, whi ch speci al met hods cannot
yi el d.
nmani f est ati ons of t he conscious 1ife, and

arrive at a conception of personality by way
of experience? Does our conscious life
form a totality, a conti nuum a 1ittie worl d

for itself, or is it only an aggregate, a SuUM

of elements and fragnents?

(or the philosophy of psychology, if you

breaks in our consci ous life; t here are un-



The Probl em of Consci ousness 15

el enents, of the second or third order, We



16 Phi | osophi cal Probl ens

to them apart from these relations, an in-

dividuality which they only possess when

t hus r el at ed.

nai ve fashion, and directly and i nvol un-



The Probl em of Consci ousness 21

as biology is spelling away at a definition of

life. But just as biology, in spite of its

only places the Ilimt, but also sets us the



22 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

processes, and thus giving greater conpl et e-

ness and accuracy to the description.



The Probl em of Consci ousness 2}

sci ence of worth, the other a natural science

ideas? Here there are a multitude of ex-
periences to be gone through wth and

collected; it is a question of follow ng out



24 Phi | osophi cal

cat egori es of

physi cal is assert ed;

t he personal

when this antithesis is

and

Pr obl ens

t he psycho-

especially is this true

nade the corner-

stone of an antithesis bet ween

and truth of

functi on of

relation of interaction

. 10
SCIl ence.

sci ence to

under

"truth of life'

stand 1life

instead of an abso-



The Pr obl em of

all its ful ness.

Consci ousness

25

precedi ng state. The prospect of reaching



26 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

phi |l osophers, and this assunpti on has been



The Probl em of Consci ousness 2j

pr obl em



28 Phi | osophi cal Probl ens

transforned into
electricity, not or

certainly difficult

ti ssue- bui |l di ng,

i npul ses, etc.

war nt h,

It i

S

to think out the arrange-



The Probl em of Consci ousness 29

woul d indicate the sol uti on.

so-called neo-vitalism recognizes NO other

t he account

of energy received and spent.

conceived in this spirit will give evidence of



30 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

| aws of causation) as the ground through



The Probl em of Consci ousness 31

psychi cal ones; that this is the only way

of replacing qualitative determ nations by



32

Phi | osophi cal Pr

psychol ogy to

scientific

si bl e,

— wWho,

physi ol ogy

t her ef or e,

obl ens

in order that a

psychol ogy My be nade

virtually W sh

pos-

to



The Probl em of Consci ousness 33

pal pabl e sel f-contradiction Tt hese are ot her

questi ons.

certainty fromthe fact that We have actually



34 Phi | osophi cal Probl ens

and anatony could calmy be called upon

to search out 'the seat of the soul.’ Re-

a special place in the brain for the func-



The Probl em of Consci ousness 35

MANY directions, wWhi ch | cannot pass upon

occasion for criticising Flechsig's theory is
afforded by the follow ng considerations.

When there are psychical elenments which



36 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

ant ecedent associ ati ons whi ch, | at er, on
their OVWN account, hi nder 'natural' asso-

ci ati on. If We sever the conceptions ‘ele-

of the definition of a concept I|ike 'associa-
tion'; and physiol ogy nust wait a long tine
it it woul d

hand, woul d not the greatest probl ens

stitt remai n unsol ved? HOW can physio-



The Probl em of Consci ousness 37

expl ai ned, 18 i is not easy to under stand how



38

on whi ch he hinself wasS sitting.

of the 'i ndependent vital series') it is mani -



The Probl em of Consci ousness 39

pl ace in the psychi cal pr ocesses.

such a schemati c synbol .

hal t ed, and which we had tranquilly ex-

pl ai ned to be entirely disparate. The con-



40 Phi | osophi cal Probl ens

the principle of continuity in the psychi cal



t hat

The Pr obl em of Consci ousness

an act has been perforned with

41

refiec-



42 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

on what at first had worth only as a neans,



i dea of

The Pr obl em of Consci ousness

matter includes nNO provision

43

f or



44 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

in fact express exactly what is neant by

'potenti al energy."' The fact that we are

of its use in the latter. | N a purely descrip-



been

The Probl em of Consci ousness 4s

called, as epi phenonena.

Such an

continuity in the series of material phe-

nonena. It really gives nNno

sol uti on, it



46 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

of potential psychical energy

reality in Whi ch the potentiality ultimately

consi st s.

t he psychi cal and the physi ol ogi cal probl em



The Pr obl em of Consci ousness 47

seri es. Scientifically consi dered, t he task

or

concei ve t hem as different mani fest ati ons of



48 Phi | osophi cal Probl ens

one and the san® ' being."’

liquid, etc.) and its color (yellow, brown,

real ns of experi ence so that one does not at



The Pr obl em of Consci ousness

envi ronnent .

49



50 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

shoul d change nNDre rapidly than the other.



The Probl em of Consci ousness 51

renonstrance against 'strict parallelism®' 2%

The renpnstrance raises one question to



52 Phi | osophi cal Probl ens

t han Bergson appears to think. Even i+
one | ays adequate enphasi s on the conti nu-

ity el ement both in the psychol ogical and in



The Probl em of Consci ousness 53

as 'the sane' with only a degree of

i nati on. Still,

really be 'alike."

appr ox-



54 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

Nnot as a positive solution, that the hypot he-

sis of identity (for whi ch

ener gy.

with the physiological, wll stiitt find their



The Probl em of Consci ousness 55

like ideas and feelings. 22 VM0 observe the



56 Phi | osophi cal Probl ens

conpell ed to wundert ake.

el enent and the concept of the will a fun-

danment al psychical concept. The reason

changi ng states and forns of the consci ous

life. Consci ousness exists only oOn account



The Probl em of Consci ousness

$7

Consequently, there is incessant reciprocal



58 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

the energy working in the nerve-tissue.
But since not a1l neural processes are con-
nected with consci ous phenonena, we nust
di sti ngui sh between conscious and uncon-



‘Hoe Probl em of Consci ousness 59

of

in this direction would carry us beyond the

domai N of the psychol ogi cal problem



CHAPTER 1,
THE PROBLEM OF KNOW.EDGE

60



The Probl em of Know edge 61

under a negative concept; that is, We give
t hem the general nMAr K of being different



62 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

judgnents, and when different judgnents



The Probl em of Know edge 6}

do not concern thensel ves about the origin



64 Phi | osophi cal Probl ens

that has especially concerned the nodern
t heory of know edge, since HUN® and Kant



The Probl em of Know edge 65

since only thus can he expect to find the

nMeans of realizing his purposes.



66 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

after. The elenmentary causal concept pre-

sents only an unconditi onal successi on: if

t he causal rel ation holds between A and

B thensel ves.

causal concept goes a step farther and

to the concept of causality.



The Probl em of Know edge 67

pr obl em arose, for Plato, through the irra-
ti onal rel ati on bet ween i deaand phenonenon

changi ng conbi nati ons?



68 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

specul ati ve theory of know edge. Thi s

Nno confirmation through experience, T hat

they can never becone results, but only



The Probl em of

from experience." 29

Know edge

69



70 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

theory, WwWhich has recently been devel oped



The Pr obl em of Know edge 71

forces, and | aws are only the nNneans to facili-

tate it.

t hensel ves in simlar fashion. 3t

The four theories, WwWhich conceive the



72 Phi | osophi cal Probl ens

reached can never be won. WwWhat the eco-



The Probl em of Know edge 73

of par si nobny and t he character of the princi-
ples as determ ned by purpose and utility.

It owes its being to two classes of nDti ves

whi ch show how princi ples and hypot heses
NMAaYy for a certain period be valid and
fruitful, but later mnMuUsSt be displaced by



74 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

hypot heses, which finally refers back to



al |

The Probl em of Know edge

hi nge on this concept, Wwhi ch stands

75

in



76 Phi | osophi cal Probl ens

that these are objectively valid. That

t he whol e Ki hgdom of t houghts of whi ch the
human m nd disposes, there is only a strait
and conpact series that are of any use
when it cones to valid under st andi ng. The
only necessary requirenent is, that the as-
sunpti ons whi ch the understandi ng of the

dat umcalls for shall be psychol ogically pos-



The Probl em of Know edge 77

and criticises answers in a stricter, nor e

definite way than is required by the in-

vol untary course of thought. Every com
pr ehensi ve principle pPsychol ogi cally con-
si der ed

i nfl uence of custom

one's self, of the sequence of the train of



78 Phi | osophi cal Probl ens

pure logical principles, is also true of the
NOIr € special ones.

causality is an expressi on of oOuUur inclination,

and Newton's denmand for a vera causa.



The Probl em of Know edge 79

bel ong. A tool must be adapted both to



80 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

oNn the inclination to presuppose a unity be-

hi nd the diversities of natural phenonena °*°

unity of Reason is congruent w th Nature



The Pr obl em of Know edge 81

because the analytic theory of know edge

consists in their worKi ng val ue.

principle is true, signifies that one can wor Kk



82 Phi | osophi cal Probl ens

can point to as the expressi on of an objec-

tive series of events, although wWe cannot



The Probl em of Know edge 83

hi msel f was stint henmed in by dogna-

tism as can be seen in his doctrine of the

that tenporal events stand related in a Wway



84 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

bet ween the principles whi ch may conpose



The Probl em of Know edge 85

whi ch under di f f er ent fornmse goes oOn

in Nature wherever i mMmedi ate experience



86 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

hel d it inpossible as the atom sts woul d

have it

Vi ew of nat ur e.

her eby attai ned

hand, exact verification becones possible. 3

The principles whi ch serve as the basis of



ar e

The Probl em of Know edge 87

"reduced’ to quantities,

or

because they



88 Phi | osophi cal Probl ens

were trying to get rid of.
| N the second pl ace, extensi on and noti on

are, in the last analysis, thensel ves qualities

often been asserted on the phil osophic side.

There are Nno grounds to suppose that their



The Pr obl em of Know edge 89

quantitati ve properties express the inner-
NDSt essence of things. The reason why-
sci ence seeks these out so fondly and lingers

future from the past, We create | hmages or



90

recent

Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

i nvestigators have t hus been | ed have



The Pr obl em of

essence of

"matter'’

wi ||

Know edge 91

consi st

in nNnDti on.



92 Phi | osophi cal Probl ens

hal f- materialistic inclination to find perfec-

tionin contenpl ati ng=™ Or gazi ng at —sSone-



The Probl em of Know edge 93

devel opnent al processes has been denon-

strated, it Nhust be proved that there is



o4 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

static condi ti ons.

present itself, even if qualities had found

has appeared, the other also inevitably ap-
pears.

sequence, investigation proceeds by observa-



The Probl em of Know edge 95

t he causal relation between two phenonena



96 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

from past to future. Accordi ng to Hune,
t he experi ences of the past could only show
that a thing once, at a single nonent, pos-
sessed a certain potentiality, but not that

it always possesses or wll possess it **

signifying to him that events follow one



The Probl em of Know edge

concept .

Fromtnhe

di sti ncti on

have,

— the nore does

97

know -



o8 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

t hen of t he ot her nenber, has no significance

specul ative interest in the idea of totality,
and in absol ute concl usi ons.

From an entirely different basis Whi ch



The Probl em of Know edge 99

NAYy be designated that of pure experience,

gi ve an exact, nethodi cal description of all



100 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

two of the nenbers in a series of events dr aw

attention to thensel ves, and arouse supposi -



The Probl em of Know edge 101

whol e.



102 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

onNn the preceding) will therefore never cease



The Probl em of Know edge 103

they could be substituted for one another.



104 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

| oses all si gni fi cance. 4%

events, the order of nenbers has the sane

the real world, the direction of change' s



The Probl em of Know edge 105

a question of 1l1ife and death.

or in t hat .

from constantly New experi ence.

every relation of equival ence, as, in gen-

eral, every causal relati on

anal ogy; since every absolute relation of



106 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

(equi val ence or identity). But t he pro-

cess of know edge consists at all tines in

poi nted out, T an ascendi ng process that
nmust al ways be repeated from each new

starti ng- poi nt. Thi s necessity is condi ti oned



The Probl em of Know edge 107

or to consider it as only enpirical,’ i f

not illusory. 48 If the tine-relation is an

in nutual relation, although within the rela-
tion either MAY be the NDre prom nent term

What part, then, of our know edge is sub-
jective and what objective? Already, from



108 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

our discussion, it is evident that this ques-

tion MAY Dbe variously answered. I N the

cannot be attributed to the object.



The Pr obl em of Know edge 109

the tasks of our i nvestigation.

personality endeavors to weld together its

to find them again in the content given to



110 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

an antithesis to a pure object, or rather

that the 'matter' of know edge woul d be
left to cone from the

the forns sprang, or pointing out that they



The Probl em of Know edge 111

too are determined ultimately Dby the

the "matter' are given and nust be ascer-
t ai ned t hr ough psychol ogi cal anal ysis. And

si nce t he

uni formy

Cbj ect (). The properties or 'forns,"



112 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

concept is needed in order to express the



The Probl em of Know edge 113

the '"formi and the '"matter' of our know -

edge.

spirit of Kant and stii1 avoid the contra-
dictions which «c¢cling to it in Kant's phi-
| osophy. W& can do this by enploying i:

of the character of the Object.

series (of the type S, . OX v So

ever and anon reappears in new form and
calls for New determ nati on. 5° It NMMAv be



114 Phi | osopUcal Probl ens

and narrowis t he brain

all only a part of Being; and the problem



The Probl em of Know edge 115

cr eat e.



CHAPTER 111
THE PROBLEM OF BEI NG

NMeans Bei ng considered as a totality, and
| ogos BANsS doctrine, or vi ew. 1t woul d al so

be proper to use here the word netaphysi c,

116



The Probl em of Bei ng 117

the nature of Being iie deep in the constitu-
ti on of consci ousness and know edge. They
are connected with the demand for conti nu-
ity, a demand in which both personality

and sci ence coi nci de. The nat ure of t hought



118 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

t hensel ves.



The Probl em of Bei ng 119

we go back to the principle of such atotality
and give to it the nane

with the totality itself, the world — Tthe

anti nony is the sane in both cases. 2 The



120 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

phenonenon, sone one departnment of ex-
peri ence or side of Being NMAY assune for



The Probl em of Bei ng 121

anal ogi es. I1t, therefore, becones an im



122 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

to its full consequences, and i+ cannot be



The Pr obl em of Bei ng 123

ones. As | have attenpted to showin Y

oj the totality as such.
problens, only from different directions.

the world depend not only on hOW clearly
and logically the anal ogy is wor ked out, but



124 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

need not of necessity cling to the type-phe-



The Pr obl em of Bei ng 125

let US linger a while over the interpreta-

tion itself.



126 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

thereby work a twofold injury to science,

partly by thus cutting off every scien-

tific explanation of the sel ected "type-
phenonenon,

the thing-in-itself-. then this expression in-
di cates the phil osophi cal pl ace of met a-

physi cs or of cosnol ogy.



The Probl em of Bei ng 127

part.

on the basis of our know edge of Being;

per sonal el enent enters. A great phil o-

sophical systemis a WOrk of art, a dranma.



128 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

mat t er . The artistic el enent in phil o-

sophi ¢ t hought was early brought i nto

thinking primarily of the idealizing ten-



The Pr obl em of Bei ng 129

was the centre. INn the seventeenth cen-

tury arose the chief systens of nbdern



130 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

t ype- phenonenon of Bei ng closely concerns



TJje Probl em of Bei ng 13

bi nds single el enents and events together.



132 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

that the essential condition for the scien-

titic understanding of phenonena is not



The Probl em of Bei ng 133

secondary, in conpari son with the concept



134 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

of I aw.

denni ng the behavi or of the individual phe-

for the particular results that We are striv-
I Ng after.

Consequently, it in the world of reality



The Probl em of Bei ng 135

rejoin that the consideration that the unify-



136 Phi | osophi cal Probl ens

the reality of time, and hence the per ma-



The Probl em of Bei ng 137

cosm c light.

before itself (even if it replace the static

to advance in this direction can rightly say:



138 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

every attenpt in a cosnological direction
nNnust run agai nst a deadl ock.

The position which | adopt, purely ne-
thodically and enpirically, for the problem



The Probl em of Bei ng 139

material world exercises such overwhel nm

ing power, that ever and again essays



140 Phi | osophi cal Probl ens

Fechner, and Windt) . The 1ast word of arl

these forns of Idealism is that only the



The Probl em of Bei ng 141

within, everything else only from w t hout

i dealistic cosnol ogy) has been reached by



142 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

difficulty would remain that matter could



The Probl em of Bei ng 143

cardi nal one in the content of our experi ence

there was in things an absolute " either
or," then the problem of Bei ng would be



144 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

inclined to hold fast to unnbved Bei ng; it
was a conceptual phil osophy, whi ch first and



The Pr obl em of Bei ng 145

el enentary concept of causality is approxi -



146 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

char acter. In it the concept of event'

is a type- phenonenon.

sonet hi ng not only happens, but also that,

wWith a certain finality UPON their environ-



The Probl em of Bei ng 147

Vi ew are to be call ed

shoul d only coincide so as to bring about



148 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

in Being.
research the greatest of probl ens; it We
for all. It is to be added here, that it is

not explicable by | aws discoverable by sci-

ence. ON the contrary, it a

WwWith greater assurance than before draw

the inference that the individualizing and



The Probl em of Bei ng 149

a great battle, which a1 forns that bear
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the i npress of i ndi viduality or totality

nmust fight for their Vvery existence. The

out of this strife the el enents or the totalities
(the solar systens, oOrgani sns, souls, hunman

soci eti es) wi |l cone off vi ct ori ous. Em
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uni t e,

possi bl e. INn other words, Ethics investi-
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seens to i nvol ve.



CHAPTER 1V
THE PROBLEM OF VALUES

permt t heir i nterm ngl i ng.

under st ood Bei ng and hOwthey estimated its

by no neans entirely i ndependent of one

153
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since NN woul d then cease to strive after

it.

life at its different stages, to the existence

and evolution of life.

pr obl ens.

as in that of personality, of know edge, and

rise to want, or breeds inpul se and desire.
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at different tines. I have already nen-
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of value are to be possible.

a given fundanental standard Supposi ng
we have sufficient experi ence — VW can con-
struct a system for estimating values, in
whi ch every particular good will hold its
pl ace according to its relation to this funda-
ment al st andard. But t hought,

reason' is nNneeded in order to determ ne
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deci si ve | nportance.
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single instants, periods of life, abilities, and
i npul ses. The devel opnent of true per-

sonal ity pr esupposes a striving to get
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of har noni ously incorporating the single
nonents and elenents with the personal
life as a whol e. Here is a task to per-
form a battle to be waged, that denmands

can al ways be called to account by single
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elenents in it.

capacity, or an inpulse is treated as a bare

the single instant or denmand, or is concen-
trated in it, so that al | ot her consi der a-

tions fade away. Thi s happens in great

that conpl ete absorption into one of them
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length of tine to a single point, as in the
aesthetic' View of Iife depicted by s Kier-

kegaard in the first vOol une of his Either

at the sane tine an end. That whi ch

acts as a neans or transitional factor in the
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under various forns, and that nNMAY | ead
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one to attribute I Mmedi ate worth to other

personalities. Her eby the i ndividual is

a hunman society™ Dy virtue of the prin-
ciple of continuity whi ch here clearly shows

its connection with the principle of welfare

noder N social and political evol uti on bear in
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irrati onal .
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pri nordi al value which determ nes a1 nore

speci al goods.

the state, or of manki nd. The question

single one of them
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there are not really several st andar ds
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one cannot argue with a child on the pre-
suppositions of an adult . the child NmMuUSt first
have wor ked out those presuppositions. And

so it is in the great educati onal process tak-
i ng place in history. Duri ng educati on and
evol uti on, there are naturally other vital

noti ves at work than those which cone
out as the result of the whol e process. The
pupil wll therefore never rationally under -
stand the system according to which he is

bei ng educat ed. "WhO can speak of its
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attained to them

voting place for standards of val ue. I n

as possi bl e,

or in education, We have to do with art;
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Et hics at this point passes over into psy-
chol ogy and soci ol ogy.
In ITY oOown

as unconprom si ngly procl ai nred by Tol st oy
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to the richness of life and to its con-



The Pr obl em of Val ues 171

such deducti ons.

either in Kind or in degree. One and the
sane denmand applied to different indi-
viduals MAY enjoin upon each of them an
entirely different ethical t ask. The start-
ing point and initial velocity are different.
Sone individuals MAY be well on the way

to the involuntary fulfilnent of t he de-
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struggle in order barely to start. The

energenci es of life. Nevert hel ess, We nust
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absol ute concl usi on, but we hear stil1 an

psychic life.

religion appears as the sole, concentrated
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interests organically into itsel f. Si nce

is lived in the sane way, whether there is
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an ethical continuity, whether 'the Chris-
tianity of the NeW Testanent' still exists.
Finally, sone think that with the cultural-
hi storical division of |labor the tines of re-
ligion have been 1eft behind, and that, far
fromindicating a loss of worth, this is a real

gain for our inner life.

vari ous shadings, there is a series of still

thing in religion.

phi | osophy of religion; and it seeks to dis-
charge it chiefly in twoO ways. First, it

institutes a conpari son between religion



176 Phi | osophi cal Pr obl ens

Wi th this principle.

considering it, its difference from and at
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or even it they Nno | onger appear under the
sane forns as hitherto.

MBN will at first be nbst inclined to sup-
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seen nor ear hear d.

experi ence. The continuity thus asserted

But there will be a tendency in us to ex-
tend its sway beyond the human worl d and

to treat our nNMundane exi stence as a nursery
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under st andi ng shows us to be actually given
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ones.

that the tinmes of religion have gone by

W sh

shel I . Rel i gi on, in other words, because
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in part ONn differences in the underl yi ng con-
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show thenselves in historical religions in

what is considered to be the t ask of t he Gods,

divinity. At the sane tine, the Nnore ex-

ternal relation between NMAN and the powers



The Pr obl em of Val ues |1 83

| ndi an and Gr eek phil osophi es, Coper ni can-
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so that the tenporal I1ife is in the end only
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such as they can weave a new gar nent for
Deity.
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i deal goods.

probl ens of the humBAn soul, practical no

t hought, New hori zons, NeW goals, and new

t asks al ways rise before us.



NOTES

whi ch has in nbdern ti nes pressed forward to an i nde-
pendent point of departure.

3. Page o. c., in addition to the work by Renou-
vier nanmed in note 1, Emi | € Boutroux' interesting wor ks
vi ew t aken by Conte and Stuart MIIl, interest attaches

187
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invicem ita dependere non apparet [souls are not so
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Kj obenhavn, 1899. P. 45.
15. Page 32. M i nst er ber g, Psychol ogy and Life,
p. 127 . " Mental facts, as they are not quantitative, can-

not enter into any causal equation.'-:
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W eder kennen ( Vierteljahrsschr. fur wi ssenschaftl. Phi-
|l osophic, XIV, pp. 293-316). — S oren Ki erkegaard som
Filosof, pp. 74-81. — Ebbi nghaus, G undzuge der Psy-
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{ Revue philos., Oct.-Nov., 1901), § 20.

28. Page e6s5. See ibid. chap. VI.
29. Page +s609. Hobbes, Logic, chap. 3, 88 8-9
ex prims denbnstrandam De rationibus NnMDt uumM et

magni t udi num chap. 20, §e6.) — Fichte, G undl age a.
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pp. 177 r.
36. Page so. See note 31.

37. Page 91.

necessity of atom c theories in physics).

and the sane author in Fysisk Tidsskrift, 1, pp. 4-5.
38. Page 92. Maxwell, scientific Papers, 11, pp. 26-



Not es 193

nonent, he seens to NB to push alittie to ONe side in his
Nat ur phi | osophi e (1902), in which the energetic world

idea is devel oped.

experi ence tenporal and spatial {sic) changes" (p. 152).

energy neans the capacity to overcone opposition, and
all overcomng lays claim to tine.

he |eaves this geonetrical elenment heedlessly in his
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by setting Up the concept of energy. See above,

not e 25.

at that very instant endow d with such a power."
42. Page o97. Critique of Pure Reason, p. 181

the related principle of the conservati on of : substance

nerely regul atively."
43. Page o9s. F. H. Bradley, Appearance and

real . W& need not see in this a net aphysi cal probl em
Cf. OoNn these theories Heinrich &' unbaum ZuUur Kritik
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W | ner has attenpted to shatter the  Eit her

in the very succession is thus not raised

49. Page i n. See Ny paper: Die Kontinuitdt im
phi | osophi se/ten Enti vi ckl ungsgange Kants {Archiv fur
Geschi chte der Phil osophic, VII).

50. Page 113. c. La base psychol ogi que du j uge-
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Syst emder Phil osophie, pp. 195-199.
52. Page 119. Cf. ONn this point MY Religi onsphil oso-
phi e, pp. 54-63.

treatment of the categories of the idea {M nd, 1900,
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p. 149 f.) MTaggart concedes that We only have a sin-
gle exanpl e of the category ' ceist,' which according to

Hegel possesses theol ogi cal or cosnol ogi cal significance.

MY Rel i gi onsphi Zosophi e, p. 10 .

58. Page 163. c. My Ethik, 2d ed., p. 164 .

59. Page 1e67. cf. Iy PsychoZogy, VI, B, 1-5 Ethi k'
XIhl, a.

60. Page 169. Francis Bradley, Appearance and
ReaZity, pp. 414-418.

this shorter exposition | dwell especially on the psy-

chol ogi cal -historical inquiry, pointing out only casually
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in which is the divinity of God."
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