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tainship.” Mr. Lloyd has numerous. stories
to tell of exciing encounters with snakes,
lcopards, clephants, and lions—these last es-
pecially dangerous in Toro, entering villages
in the daytime and carrying off their victims.
It should be added that Mr. Lloyd, a lay
missionary, tells little of bis work, and his
book is sin'gulnrly tree from the religlous
expressions and reflections generally to be
found in missionary narratives. The pic-
tures are Interesting and well chosen, and
add much to the attractiveness of the volurge.
its chief value, however, {s in demonstrating
the truth of his conviction, arising from his
interest, in and fair and trustful treatment
of the natives, that “I and my little dog
Sally might walk across Africa alone in
perfect safety.” .

The World anu Individual: Gifford Lec-
tures delivered before the Unlversity of
Aberdeen. First Series: The Four His-
torical Conceptions of Being. By Josiah

Royce. Macmillan. 1900. 8vo, pp. 588,

We can do no more than explnln in un-
technical language what this important book
" is about. Its purpose is to say what it Is that
we aim at when we make any inquiry or in-
vestigation—not what our ulterior purpose
may be, nor yet what our spe_clal effort is in
any particular case, but what the direct and
common aim o: all search for knowledge {3.
This is a question of fact. Prof. Royce has
clothed the matter in such academical gulge
that a reader untrained in philosophy might
suppose it was a mere dispute about a defi-
nition, and therefore a prqﬁtless discussion;
but, stripping off technicalities, we find this
question of fact beneath them.

The only opinion on this subject generally
beld at this day that Prof. Royce considers
to be esscntlally different from his own, is
one which may be attributed to Bishop
‘Berkeley, more justly than to any other {n-
dividual, It is the opinion of Possible Expe-
rience. Though this has taken slightly dif-
ferent shapes with different thinkers, it will
suffice, in order to explain the purport of
Prof. Royceo’s hook, to-state it In one of its
forms. The answer, then, generally given,
or yirtunlly given, to the question what any
Inqujfy Is instituted for, is approximately
that it is intended to settle doubt on.the
subject. DId Sir Philip Francls write the
Junius letters? I can imagine, as the hand
writing experts say, that he did. I can
imagine, as most of the recent inquirers 8ay,
that he did not. ‘I feel no compulsion to
attach elther idea to my mental representa~
‘tion of the historic world. There are some
images which I am forced, whether I would
or no, to attach to mental objects—such as
a dark skin and jealousy to Othello., The
course of life has developed certain com-
pulsions of thaught which we speak of col-
lectively 'as Experlence. Moreover, the in-
quirer more or less vaguely identifies him-
gelt in gentiment with- a Community of
which he is a member, and _which, in-
cludes, for example, besides his momentary
self, his self of ten years hence; and he
speaks of the resultant cognitive compulsidns
of the course of life of that community as
Our Experience. He says ‘“‘we' find that ter-
restrial bodles have a component accelera-
tion towards the earth of 980 centimetres
ber second, though neither he nor many of
hls acqualntances have ever made the ex-
periment. ) .

Now, such being his state of mind, two

hopes motive his inquiry: the first is, that
the course of ‘*‘our” experience may ulti-
mately compel the attachment of a settled
Idea to the mental subject of the inquiry;
and the second is, that the inquiry itseit

may compel him to think that he anticl-

pates what that destined ultimate idea is
to be. .

Such, approximately, is the ordinary opi-
nion of Possible Experience, in one of its
modes of statement. According to it every
Inquiry is directed toward the resultant of
certaincompulsions; and, therefore, so far
as & sense of compulsion is an immediate-
knowledge of something outside of self,
exerting a brute force on self, this opinion
Is that everp inquiry telates to a brute
something without the mind. #It was sub-
stnntifllly on this ground that Kant oppos-
ed the anti-materlalism of Berkeley. But,
regarded from another side, this opinion is
that the only object to which inquiry seeks

to make our opinion conform Is itself some-

thing of the nature of thought; namely, it
Is the predestined ultimate {dea, which is
independent of what you, I, or any num-
ber of men may persist, for however long, in
thinking, yet which remains thought, after
all. The whole course of life within which
the experiential compulsions appear is 'a
purely psychical development. For the gist
of the opinion is that the flow of time con-
sists in a continual assimilation’into “‘our”
inwardness, the Past, of a non-ego that is

‘nothing but the ego that Is to be—the Fu-

ture. The Past acts upon the Future Intel-
ligibly, loglcally. But those blind compul-
sions are glimpses of an unknown object.
Now, the unknown, according to this theory,
is nothing hut what f{s bound, as our hope s,
to emerge/in the future. Those blind com-
pulsions, /then, can be regarded as actlons
of the fGture on the past. From that point
of view, it is seen that they tan but be
brute and blind, and, further, that in‘the
course of time they must be seen tu ra-
tionalize themselves and fall into place as
the cdgnitlon develops.

To Prof. Royce's thinking, this opinion is
unsatisfactory. He finds four multf with
it, and sets them before us with bis own
argumentative lucidity and admirable mas-
tery of the subject. Of the nature of three
of them—that the oplnion under examina-
tion makes the object of knowledge to be
no more ¢han a “would-be”; that its ‘“‘expe-~

'rlence’” I8 no experience for an inquirer;

that it seats.an abstraction on a throne of
reality—we can here find room for no clear-
er hint than those phmsgs may convey.
Whatevér solld skeleton the three objec-
tions may clothe I8 pretty much thq same as
that of the fourth and strongest, that it
the non-ego to which the inquirer seeks to
make his fdeas conform is merely an idea in
the future, that future i{dea must have for its
object an idea future to it, and B0 on ad
infinitum. ‘There is no escaping the admis-
slon that the ultimate end of inquiry—the
essential, not ulterior end—the mould to
which we endeavor to shape our opinions,
cannot {tself be of the nature of an opinion.
Could it be realized, it would rather be like
an insistent lmage, not referring to any-
thing else, and In that sense concrete. Pass-
ing from the consideration of a single in-
quiry to that of the nggregate of all pos-
sible inquirfes, the phantom ultimate issue
of them all would be the real universe. To
be that, however, it must {nclude the men-
tal world as well as the physical, and must

‘

set forth to itself all laws and modes of
conception. It“Tnust, aboye all, exhibit to
itself the whole coursc/b){ time, with that
process of complete ratlonalization of Idens
upon the assumption of which the very hy-
pothesis of a fated ultimate destination of
opinton 1s based. It must, therefore, he
conceived as a perfect ratipnal consclous-
ness. In short, it is such a conception of
Delty (necessarlly a one-slded one) as con-
sideratlons Hmited to the Tfleory of Cog-
nition could reasonably be expected to
yleld.

This inevitable outcome of the doctrine of
Possible Experience is the very same goal,
roughly speaking, to which Prof. Royce's ex-
plorations have brought him, teo, by a path |
nearly parallel to that for which we have set
up a sign-post for whoever may care to foi-
low it out, though the hedgerows of thought
may prevent the traveller over the one from
being aware how close he i3 to the other.
Prof. Royce reaches his conclusion by ana-
lyzing the nature of the purpose of an {dea.
Now this same conception of the purpose
of an idea ought equally to be selzed as the
guiding thread to the doctrine of Possible
Bxperlence, although- Prof. Royce believes
bis position to be quite forelgn, even hos-
tile, to that. One divergence is, that where
another thinker might speak of a hope, as
we have done above, Prof. Royce svould
substitute a reductio ad absurdum of the
contrary opinion—a diminution of man's na-
tural sublime attitude to a sorry “A is A.”
Fortunately the logic of those arguments s -
never impeccable, so that the hopes retain
their matter and are not reduced to merc
formule,

Two other views are examined. One s
that of tognitlve Dualism, which Professor
Royce calls by the objectlo"nable name
Realism (as if the Dualists alone admitted
outward realities). The other is that of
Mysticism, which is less an opinion than
an attitude of mind, of which Professor
Royce gives an exceedingly Denetrating
analysis. There _ls a,long and technical sup-
plementary essay on the One, the Many,
and the Infinite, which is very lmportant,

The dress of the book is as charming as
thu" of one so sure of being long and often
perutd ought to be.

The Praci’cal Study of Languages: A Guide
for Teaclers and Learners. By Henry
Sweet, M.A.. Ph.D., LL.D. Henry Holt &
Co. 1909. '

In spite of its t'tle, this is not primarily a. -
pedagogical work., "he author disclaims a.
the outset any spec’~l competence to deal
with linguistic study . om the standpoint of
secondary instruction. Nevertheless, few
school-masters are 80 p« fect In thelr art
as to find no profit in the perusal of this
rich offering of recorded e¢. nerlence, ori-
ginal suggestion, and Indepenc¢ nt criticism.
Not only in the short sectiv~ entitled
“Teaching Children,” but on alm. 3t every
one of these 280 closely printed pa:s, the

teacher will dlscover an abundance of .rac-

tical ideas and precepts that cannot fa. to
stimulate reflection, even if they do n *
find ready acceptance. Such sentences as the
tollowing indicate how vitally important to
the pedagogue are many of the toplcs dis-
cussed: ’

“The only dead languages that children
ought to have anything to do with are the
earller stages of their own language.”

“If Latin s studled at all at school, it

- .




