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“INTRODUCTION.”

In an exposition of the historieal development of the con-
cept of experience we are dealing with an epistemological prob-
lem. We must take account at once of the character of this
concept and its relation to the mind which is attempting to
get at fundamental truthe. Such a problem could only arise
when the mind begins to refleet upon the possibility nf the exist-
ence of knowledge and of its origin.

The ancient philosophers could not have ramad such a
question, for aecording to them the world in its completeness
was teken as a fact, and the question was: How did it get
into the mind? They were only concerned with the meta-
physical question as to the nature of the first and ultimate prin-
ciples of a material world order. Even the, Sophists, who began
to lay stress on the subjective element, were concermed with
moral conduet rather than with the rproblem of knowledge.
But in placing emphasis on the importance of looking upon
the individual as an end in himself, they rebelled against the
existing conditions in philosophy, in which cosmoelogical prob-
lems engaged the attention of thinkers, rather than “anthropus
logical” ones. The Sephist movement was characterized by a
breaking away from these traditional methods. The new school
began to inquire into the validity of all the existing prineciples
and laws. Tts members looked upon the individual as a micro-
cosmos in himself, who ought to work out his own destiny.
When the habit of inguiring into eertain laws was aequired
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there was no stop to the progress of it. All possible principles
connected with the welfare of the individual were carefully dis-
cnssed and thus great stress was laid upon the individual. Con-
clusions previously arrived at were cast aside, and the subject
was made the starting point and eriterion for truth. Thus the
first attempt wae made to interpret the world in terms of the
individual rather than in the reverse order.

This same attempt characterizes the method of modern
philosophy, where the problem of knowledge is a fundamental
one. Such a method inevitably leads to the discussion of the
nature of experience. \

In trying to define true knowledge the Sophists were look-
ing for a criterion of truth. Protagoras then stated his cele-
brated maxim, “Man is the measure of all things.” Things
are what they appear to be to the individual. Tt seems to me
that thia tendency to find a subjective criterion for truth cul-
minated in the rise of a theory of the idea of experience with
the Btoics,

They were really the first thinkers to inquire how we get
knowledge and whether it is a given thing to every man. In
their uneritical contemplation it was but natural to view tho
vast scenery before them as projecting ils image as it was re-
flected in the pupil of their fellows. And from these observa-
tiona they were led to theorize abomt the part played by the
gemses and the soul—a duality which was then fully accepted
as existing—in the making of a content of conseiousness, which
they called experience. The senses were, then, the active media
through which the ohjects projected their images upon’ the soul
as upon a blank tablet, or, according to some Stoiecs, making
impressions on it as on a piece of wax. The impression or state
was the experience of the earlier Stoies. The more critieal of
them, however, were not entirely satisfied with this theory and
amended it to the effect that the impression thus produced at
the same time alters the state of the sonl—in which state tho



