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PREFACE.

In view of the multitude of books on Philosophy which already
crowd our libraries, any new one, unless by some well-known and
privileged author, must seem almost an impertinence. The pre-
sent volume, however, is not a philosophical treatise at all, but
rather a book about philosophers, and about the contradictory
and unsatisfactory nature of sundry existing Theories.

It will have been observed that there has recently arisen in this
country and in America a fresh and healthy -interest in philo-
sophical subjects. A numerous and eager class of Inquirers
after Truth is springing up, and gives promise of renewed life to
such studies as produced the pre-eminent elevation of Ancient
Greece. In modern times German ideas, usually transcendental
or mystical, always profound and often contradictory, have long
held the field, yet with no general acceptance or definite results,
Beyond all question, there is ample scope for continued inquiry.

A serious obstacle will meet the student at the outset, to wit,
the extremely voluminous opinions of recognized authorities in
the controversy, which threatens, by the ever-increasing accumu-
lation of books, to become endless. Of the new Inquirers, many
are possessed of a solid education and superior intelligence, but
are unable to devote much time to philosophical reading. Of
these not a few, and of younger readers perhaps the large
majority, will be perplexed and repelled by the too severely
critical nature of the arguments employed, and by a super-
abundance of Academic nomenclature in this kind of literature.
The most recondite terms and arguments may be satisfactory
enough when addressed to the scholastic student, who has passed
under the training of learned Professors; but to many it must
present a very uninviting aspect,
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One of the main objects of this book is to aid the fresh Inquirer,
by encouraging him to face the difficulties and contradictions
which will inevitably cross his path. = The Author has sought to
avoid the perplexities above mentioned, even at the cost of what
might be deemed a style more appropriate to the subject, and
has especially aimed at making a zeadadle book. Adhering to
no systematic arrangement, he has tried, in a somewhat frag-
mentary fashion, to beguile the unsophisticated Reader into the
consideration of matters of the highest import. Numerous sub-
jects not evidently related to the main arguments are introduced,
giving somewhat the appearance of a medley; as, for example,
Natural Forces, Design, Civilization, Immortality. Besides these
subjects, one or two popular Fallacies have been considered, and
shown to be illogical, and therefore either false or unfounded.

This method, or want of method, and the desire to avoid
distracting attention by continual reference to preceding Lectures,
has necessitated frequent repetitions of some salient facts and
arguments. The volume is further enlarged by numerous Illus-
trations and Anecdotes, and by many quotations from the great
Poets. For the poets are also philosophers, and it is worth while
to induce the juvenile reader in particular to cultivate a fuller
acquaintance with them. They may prove to be his most
pleasant and most enduring friends. :

Numerous, if brief, quotations are also made from the philo-
sophic writers—the most recent as well as the most ancient—
fairly, it may be hoped, from all points of view. If, in any case,
the author of an idea or the coiner of a phrase has not been
acknowledged, the neglect in unintentional. Though freely
questioning the views of some of the most eminent Writers,
the Author wishes to record his profound respect for their genius
and sincerity, and to testify to the abiding sense of obligation
which the world must ever feel to them for many grand thoughts.

The subject has occupied the writer’s mind at different times
for many years; and hence his notes may not appear so con-
secutive and complete as might be wished. The already
lengthened shadows of evening-tide forbid the hope which he had
entertained of writing them anew. It will be evident that this
book is not written for the man of Letters or for the Scientist ; nor
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is there any pretence of teaching those who know much more
already. If, however, any such are willing to excuse its faults
they will, he believes, glancing through the pages, light upon one
or two important points which are NEw, and several others which
are placed in new relations, and set in a new light. But for such
assurance he certainly would not have published these Lectures.
At any rate they are original in so far that no portion of them
has yet been either spoken or printed.

The fundamental idea of the book is that Truth is of Two
Kinds—not related kinds, nor merely different in Degree, but
separated by a gulf immeasurable. In a word, the Two Kinds of
Truth are incommensurable. The result of this distinction is to
supply us at once with a simple and universal TEsT of all Theories.
The application of this Test to any complex Theory immediately
separates its Nafural Truth from its spiritual or Universal Truth,
with as much precision as attends the work of a chemist in re-
solving a mineral amalgam into its two component parts, say
of silver and gold. But, indeed, no such illustration in the
natural world can afford a true parallel, because in Nature no
two component parts are altogether incommensurate, whilst the
Two Kinds of Truths are absolutely so-—as, for example, the Mortal
and the Immortal.

Amongst other examples in the following pages, it has been
shown that this TEsT, when applied to the long-standing disputation
about the relationship between Instinct and Mind, reveals the
former as a Natura! Truth, and the latter as a Universal Truth ;
and consequently there is no relationship between them. Of the
truth of Evolution in itself the Author entertains no doubt;
but this revelation completely destroys the general Evolutionist
assertion that Mind is derived from Instinct—that instinct contains
some germs of mind, or that the ape may become man. Dr.
Darwin, with his characteristic candour, would have appreciated
the (to him) extreme importance of this point. It is shown,
moreover, that Evolution itself is only a Nafwral fact, and
consequently Limited in its operation.

The Author desires to remain anonymous, and his book must
go forth as it is without introduction, patronage, or commendation.
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LECTURE L

THE Two KiNDs oF TRUTH—NATURAL AND UNIVERSAL.

“Waar 15 TrRuTH?” Since the Roman governor asked this
question, how many perplexed thinkers have done the same?
There has perhaps never been a time when an exact and definite
answer was more urgently and publicly demanded than it is
to-day.

The cynical Epicurean does not appear to have been very
anxious for a solution of his doubt, being probably hopeless
of a satisfactory reply; and so it is with many in our own
time. But there are others, and amongst them men eminent
for intellect, learning, and culture, who have not only asked
the same question, but have endeavoured by diligent search
and study to solve it for themselves. If we may judge by
the widespread conflict of opinion, and by the prevalence of
Agnosticism, they have not been generally successful.

The question is certainly reasonable, and all must admit
that it is one of primary importance. To tyros in Psychology,
the Science of Mind, the study of its great masters is somewhat
perplexing. In their voluminous and exhaustive treatment of
the subject there is usually introduced more or less of profound
and subtle criticism, with many distracting questions such as
human reason finds it difficult to fathom. The result is seen
in tomes of splendid literature, abounding in appropriated or
invented nomenclature, decidedly curious in itself, and almost
exclusively addressed to severely academic and scientific readers.
Fairly to study these treatises would require an ordinary lifetime ;
and even then the honest inquirer would be perplexed by their
many discrepancies.

It is useless, on the other hand, to offer the old Schoolmen’s

2
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answers to our latter-day Pilates, for in this age they generally
fall pointless. The present writer, claiming no special qualifica-
tion for the task, believes that, by placing the question in a
new ligzht, a definite answer may be obtained, by elementary
and almost axiomatic argument and illustration—an answer
satisfactory even to the most scientific minds, because built
upon severe logical or mathematical certainties, which do not
admit of error.

Meantime there are various other questions of more than
ordinary concern, which new seekers after truth may find cross-
ing their path as they proceed, and which for some readers will
require discussion, before our definitions and premisses can be
accepted. Such discussion will lead us into what may at first
sight appear novel views, regarding sundry important and
commonly received theories. Perhaps it may prove to many
as interesting as the main subject of this Argument; and, if
so, this fact may serve as our apology for so ambitious an
attempt, and for its plan and style of treatment generally.

It must be recognized at the outset that there are Two
distinct Kinds of Truths :—frs7, those which belong to the
material world, and to the natural sciences, all of which prove
themselves to our reason by experience and experiment, which
have been called L’irbitmr}r or Empiric:n]z and which we will

ATDIIAry Or BmpIrice
call NaTuraL Truths; and secondly, those which are necessarily
and universally true, under all circumstances, at all times, in
all places, and in all relations conceivable by the mind. These
we will call Universar Truths. Let us bring out this distine-
tion more clearly by means of a few examples.

I. Amongst the most familiar kinds of NaTUrRaL Truths are
those included in Chemical and Astronomical propositions. In
Chemistry, the remarkable arithmetical proportions which form
the conditions or laws of chemical combinations are strictly
arbitrary and unaccountable. Their existence was discovered
and can be proved by experiment; but no experiment can prove
that these laws are either necessary or UNIVERsAL. There is
really “no reason in the nature of things” for their existence.

No doubt they are true, as all the Laws of Nature are; but
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only so in the MNafural sphere. Beyond this, their existence
cannot be proved, and need not be granted.

Again, the spectroscope shows that even the most distant -
of the visible stars consist of matter, having chemical properties
similar to those of our globe. And the telescope reveals, by
throughout the thousands of visible heavenly bodies. Now, if
we are to argue by the laws of probability and analogy, both
these propositions may be admitted. That is to say, they are
Naturar Truths. It is impossible to prove that they are not
true ; but it is equally impossible to prove that they are neces-
sarily and universally true.

For, however incredible such an idea may seem, the mind
of man really can conceive the possibility that other worlds could
exist, in other systems in the boundless and unseen Universe,
having different chemical laws, and ruled in their courses by
powers entirely different from those of gravitation and inertia.
We speak, not of probabilities, but, for the sake of argument,
of logical abstract possibilities, and therefore we prefer to take:
an extreme illustration.

Now, in what we have already said, we are face to face with:
one of the fundamental difficulties of philosophy. Whilst the
proposition just laid down is logically irrefutable, it may be
denied by some “man of science” as being contradicted by
facts—a fatal objection, if only it be well founded. For every
theory or proposition must give way to facts, and, if shown to
be inconsistent with facts, must be untrue. Let us see, then,
what has been held on this subject by great thinkers in the

Past.

Immanuel Kant of Prussia (b. 1724) says, “Experience
teaches us, indeed, that something is constituted in such and
such a manner, but not that it could not be otherwise.””* Sir
William Hamilton says, “ Whatever does not violate the laws
of thought is not impossible. That a stone should ascend into-
the air we firmly believe will never happen; but we find no
difficulty in conceiving it possible. Why? Merely because:

* ** Critick of Pure Reason,” p. 5 (Pickering).
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Gravitation is only a fact generalized by induction and observa-
tion, and its negation therefore violates no law of thought.
. .. When we talk, therefore, of the mecessity of any external
phenomenon, the expression is improper.”* Leibnitz (1646)
says: “ All the examples which confirm a general truth, how
numerous soever, would not suffice to establish the universal
necessity of this same truth ; for it does not follow that what has
hitherto occurred must always occur in future.”

All such empirical and scientific truths, therefore, manifested
by visible phenomena, or otherwise, whether having reference to
our own solar system, or hypothetically to other systems, while
subject to the Laws of Nature, are of the fi»s# kind, namely,
NATURAL truths.

No doubt exception may be taken to the above statement, on
the ground that some writers, as Mosotti, maintain that Gravita-
tion is essential to and inherent in Matter. But even although
this theory should be admitted as true, it does not follow that
Gravitation is a MNecessary and UNIVERSAL, or eternal, truth, nor
even that Matter itself 1s so. We can conceive of Gravitation
as an arbitrary, not a mnecessary, law. It may be called the
chief Natural Law, but all attempts to prove it more than this
have failed. Newton did not admit the theory that Gravitation
is inherent, and Faraday seems to have questioned its truth.
It does not rank as a necessary, but as a NaTurar, truth, and
consequently does not invalidate our main proposition. The
same remark applies to such profound theories as those of
Laplace, as well as to many of the bold speculations of the
present day—nay, even to the theory of a pre-Adamite cataclysm
on this globe, or to an internal burning, similar to that which
is said to be indicated by the appearance of our Moon. Indeed,
although future discoveries may incidentally render the pro-
bability stronger than now of all or any of these theories, they
can never be proved to be MNeeessary facts, but must remain
mere NATURAL truths. Zhrowghout our argument, this is a
distinction of altogether fundamental import.

II. Of the other or second kind of Truth, which we have
called UniveErsaL—and which in this volume is one of the

¥ ¢t Lecture on Metaphysics,” vol. ii. pp. 194-5 (Blackwood).
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principal objects of our quest—we may point out that one section
consists of Pure Geometry, its propositions being necessary, and
therefore Universal, as to which doubt does not, and never can,
exist,

Endless confusion of thought arises from describing and con-
sidering Geometry as merely one of the Natural Sciences. It is
not so ; it is independent of the Laws of Nature, and belongs to
a higher and totally different platform. It is a Universal or
spiritual science, and its truths can be seen by “the mind’s eye.”
It belongs to the Mind of Man, which, as we will see, is immortal
(as material science is not), and is for his service in all or any future
states, as well as in this “little life.” It belongs not exclusively
to the material world, nor to our system, nor to any other system,
nor to an Age, but to the Universe, seen and unseen—to the
Eternities, as Carlyle would have said—and its truths prove
themselves to the mind as necessarily and Universally true. It
was F. W. Robertson who said, “I will undertake to convict a
man of #diocy, if he cannot see the proof that the three angles of
a triangle are equal to two right angles.”

This differs widely from the theory of Aristotle (B.c. 384) who,
however, had not in his mind the grand distinction between
NaturaL and UniveErsaL truths. He places Geometry (Mathe-
matics) in a sort of indefinite, intermediate position, as capable of
being reasoned upon apart from matter, but nof capadle of existing
apart from matter. If what has gone before is true, the statement
here italicised cannot be maintained. If pure Geometrical truth is
Universal, mental and spiritual, it is of course capable of existing
apart from matter—it must, like Mind itself, have existed inde-
pendent of, and as it were antecedent to, Matter and Time, in the
same manner as all other Universar truth. There is, no doubt,
a sense In which all Universal truths may be said to exist in this
world alse, but only because this world and time are included
within Infinity and Eternity. Yet space and time should not be
called parts of either of these, because Infinity and Eternity have
no parts. Our theory, nevertheless, although it describes Pure
Geometry as an independent and Universal science, is free from

mysticism, as well as from the ultra-Transcendentalism of Fichte
and the Fatalism of Comte’s philosophy.
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The propositions of Euclid, as we illustrate them approximately
on a black-board, are sufficiently near the truth for our mechanical
working-day uses ; but these lines at the best are not perfectly
straight lines, nor the right angles perfectly true right angles, as
was long ago pointed out. Pure abstract mental science admits
of no error or imperfection, however infinitesimal. The definition
of its lines is length without breadth, and its points are positions
without magnitude—invisible to the material sense, but luminous
to the eye of the mind.

But we see nothing in the material world that is free of varia-
tions and imperfection. Where shall we see in Nature a level,
a perpendicular, a circle, an ellipse, a parabola, that is truly such?
All are “ off the truth;” and, if we carefully consider the matter,
we shall find that they are necessarily so, because of their con-
ditions and surroundings. The threefold motions of the planets
give rise to an endless series of circling curves. Qur globe by
itself, as also with its moon, and indeed with its every mountain-
peak, is, as it were, constantly writing upon the blank void of
space a chain of apparently endless chains of such curves, vastly
- elongated.

“In fields of air each writes its name
And treads the chambers of the sky ;
All move in greatness and in grace,
Curve linking curve through endless space.”

Were their traces not evanescent, how marvellously beautiful
would be the design which such an immense belt of outlines
would show ; yet not one of them a perfect geometrical figure !
From hour to hour, from equinox to equinox they onward whirl,
ever varying in form, as well as in velocity.

We have spoken of threefold motions; but these planetary
motions are fourfold, or rather we know not how manifold (for some
of them are to us imperceptible)—forming epicycles of epicycles of
a still vaster Cycle, round that GrReaT CENTRE which science has
failed to find. In attempting to realize such facts, the mind is
lost in wonder, for imagination cannot conceive the grandeur of
the picture. Yet all move on majestically in silent harmony.
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“The Dance of the Hours” and “the Music of the Spheres”
are, perhaps, something more than figures of poetic speech.

The UniversaL nature of Geometrical Truth here set forth may
seem novel, and its illustration of too abstract a character. But
this point is all important, and imperatively requires to be
accepted. Our argument would otherwise lose its cogency and
certitude, wherein only its value lies, and becomes vulnerable as
the heel of Achilles. That “Truth requires a clear and distinct
conception of its object, excluding all doubt,” is strictly insisted
upon by Descartes (A.D. 1596).

It may here be observed that in speaking of Mental Geometry, it
is not meant that the visible geometrical figures must be altogether
disused. They are needed generally to keep before the mind the
progress of one’s own mental demonstration, as step by step one
builds it up. But except for the imperfection of human memory,
even this would never be required. The operation is essentially a
Mental one, and therefore Geometrically perfect. If not Mental,
then it is Mechanical, and less or more imperfect, and so out of
Our argument.

To some of the preceding statements it may be objected that
Natural Science is yearly extending the bounds of the Visible
Universe, and so absorbing portions of what at present we call
the Invisible, with its unknown occupants. But the infinitude of
Space, having no Parts, cannot be really diminished. As already
stated, no new discoveries of Science, however extensive, can
invalidate our argument. Space and Infinitude, Time and
Eternity, are respectively Incommensurate. “ Goad imagination
to the utmost,” says Sir William Hamilton, ‘“it still sinks paralysed
within the bounds of Time.” A great thinker has written: ¢ He
who discerns nothing but Mechanism in the Universe has, in
the fatallest way, missed the secret of the Universe altogether.”

An eminent modern writer, describing the views of Joseph de
Maistre (b. 1754), said that, with him, ¢“Every truth is absolute,
not relative : every explanation is universal, not historic,” That
position would be periectly unassailable as regards our second
kind of Truth, the spiritual or Unizersal, but clearly not so as
regards NATURAL truths, There are “men who look upon all


































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































