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‘ BerkELEY failed, as the greatest thinkem of all times
have failed, not because he wag weak, but because Onto-
logy is impossible.

‘What then are the queations on which I must be con-
tent to remaimn in darkness? Locke, no less than Hume,
has told us: All which relata to QOntology,—which pre-
tend to discuss the natare and essences of things.' G 5
Lemves,

¢ The man of scisnce . . . ascertains . . . that chjective and
subjective things are alike inscrutable in their substance
and genesis, In all directions his iovestigations even-
tually bring him face to face with an insoluble enigma. . . .
He, more than any other, truly Anewrs that in its ultimate
essence nothing can be known.'— Herders Spescer,

 The distinction between knowledge of things in their
relatipns, and knowledge of things “in themselves" {1 a
distinction without a meaning,

‘When we desire to know the nature of things “in
themselves,” we desire to know the highest of their rela-
tions which are conceivakle to us"— e Duke of Arpyil

There is pne, and only ope, fact which canmot be
explained, the Existence of this real World—meaning by
‘world’ -the totality of all real things in this infinite
Universe (Mr Herbert Spencer and mysell as yet in-
cluded). But the reality of this world being given as
the plainest fact or the ' deepest mystery,’ as you will
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take it, there is no reasonable question to which there is
not a rezsonable answer.

What is Space in relation to other contents in the
self-consciousness of Man, iz a reasonable question.
Essence the same.

*The best thoughts are generally those which come
without heing forced, one does not know how,'— Ruskin,

*The real Being (existence) of whatever was, and
whatever is, and whatever will be, s éven now and for
ever.' —Carfyie

‘In the very idea of God is incladed 2l that of which
a world of finite intelligence is the manifestation—the
true idea of the Infinite it that which confains in it
organic relation to the Fipite,'—Fokn Cudrd,
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HAT a man writes for his own study on a sub-
ject still in the state of a * Question,’—as, for
instance, on the ‘ Keasonable Ownership of Land '—
the fateful ‘Land Question’; or on the not less
portentous  Relation between Matter and Bind,
between this real World and an * ideal * or spiritual
World,—he ought ta keep to himself, till he is sure
to have come to an acceptable answer. Some
! Studies,’ however, both in Science and Art, may
be solutions of vexing problems, or partial embodi-
ments of ideals, and as such, may deserve to be
offered to the public, althongh they treat their sub-
jects not in an exhaustive manner. Many studies
of artists present the preatest beauty ; and articles
in periodical publications often promise great
works.

A series of articles on * The Tnity of Nature,'—
one of the philosophical questions of the day—
now appearing in the Comtemporary Review, pro-
mises a new important work by the profound
author of *The Reign of Law.’ As a prateful
reader, I have been encouraged by these articles to



6 Tutvoduction,

support the disinterested purpose of spreading
salutary truth in opposition to the threatening
errors of positivism and scepticism. To call posi-
tivism, realism, and materialism kinds of philo-
sophy, would be the same as calling perjury a kind
of cath, or want a kind of riches, or darkness a
kind of light. Black is no colour ; and to consider
this whole World to be nothing but a * phenomenal
Mechanism,’ or a mystery, an inscrutable enigma,
is no truth. Enlightened and believing Christians
will express their notion of this created world and
their own existence in it as ‘2% Revelation of the
Abmighty Creator in His creatures! Todiscover and
understand the Laws of Nature, or ' The Reign of
Law,' i= considered by modemn philosophers a
revelation of God Almighty in their minds.

The error of positivism is 3 want of abstract
thinking, of a right distinction of our concepts,
notions and thoughts, And as an error leads to
fault, and favit to mischief, it is the mortal fault of
positivistic thinkers to assume, that what they do
not understand of metaphysics is above aff human
understanding. 5o the opstrich thinks that no
ereature can see, if he pokes his head into matter in
the shape of pulverised mud. This want of ab-
stract, logical thinking—and all logical thinking is
abstract—allows positivists to confound, with per-
fect peace of mind, reality with existence, existence
with being, being with beings, and so on. Matter,
force, substance, motion, function, mind, spirit, sen-
gation, consciousness,—is all confusion with most
of them. Some 'thinkers' even use ‘invisible’
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for ‘ideal.’ As if an “invisible world ' could not be
filled with invisible gases.

The most striking error of the greatest conse-
quence for the destiny of mankind is the confound-
ing of ‘reality’ and ‘existence’ and ‘being’ or ‘to be.’
What has passed or has been, is no longer real, and
what may exist but is not existing vet, is not real.
Or, what as real, need not be now real ; and what
is not real now, is not real at all, though it may be
real yet, in a future ‘time.” Reality, therefore, is
limited to the present time, to the enduring Now.
Let us reflect on the existence of any real thing or
person, and ask : As what do we think this person,
this animal, this tree, this substance (water), this
Earth #o exist?  Let us take away all the past of its
existence, which is no longer real, and also all pos-
sible future existence which is not real yet, and
what remains? No existence at all, although we
havwe the reqf thing or person #s7v betore our senses ;
what remains is a mere ‘phenomenon,’ 2 mere
mechanism. Ewen a mechanism, 2 machine can-
not be conceived without possible future and past
motions, which are purely imaginary, Motions,
however, we can accompany in our imagination
from their first gesumed meckanical conditions kept
in our memory, to their progressing changes in our
expectation. Infinitely different are the conditions
of the existence of the smallest worm, of the first
living cell, which date as far back as the Creation

. of our solar system, and imply some future existence
reaching as far as that of the first perfect human
individual, and—perhaps a little farther. Exist-



