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PREFATORY NOTE iil

PREFATORY NOTE

This book was published first in 1883. It may prove of
interest to the reader to learn that all of the arguments
herein contained—except the explanation of continued
motion-—were written on slates while the author was & stu-
dent at Hastings’ West Philadelphia Academy. During
the year following graduation, these arguments appeared in
a lengthy essay, which finally developed into the present
work. Failing to secure a publisher, the author was obliged
to set the type himself. This edition is printed from the
origina] plates without a change.

Other facts to which I wish to draw the reader’s attention
are that “The Conception of the Infinite,” by George 8.
Fullerton, waa published in 1887 ; that the pivotal idea of
that treatise—the idea that conception of the infinite is
qualitative, not quantitative—will be found herein (pp. 33—
36); and that Fullerton was a subscriber to this “ Exami-
nation,”

Twenty-one years ago William M. Lacy died, according
to Dr. James E. Garretson, from a fever brought on by
overwork, and is buried I know not where. And that is
the end of the atory till I write in full the tragedy of this

hook.
ERNEST LACY.
JARvary 81, 1912

—
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[LETTERS EXPRESSING APFRECIATION OF THIS WORK IN THE HIGHEET
TERMS WERE RECEIVED FROM Arexixper Barmw, Noan PorTER,
AND OTHER PROMINEST THINKERS, ]

The Christian Uwion (N. Y.).

‘Were we called upon to select a specimen nearly approaching the ideal
of & philosophical polemic, we izcline to think that we should take this
book, It is certainly one of the clesnest, finest, most thorough pieces of
metaphysical work which recent years have given us. It covers but one
department of Mr. Bpencer's vast system—¥is theory of the Unknow-
able—but 3 covers this perfectly. No position wkich he takes, scarcely
any of imporiance which his views conceivably Ivolve, an this theme, is
neglected in the analysis. His exposition is followed everywhere; his
thought is tracked ints every elaborate lnbyrinth, advertised at every
step, pointed to its logically inevitable lines of retrocession or advance,
hidden to take its choice, and as the result of whatever chofee, crowded
ont of its obscurity into open light, ce reduced from its ingenious com-
plexity into its sidple self. Cinsidered in the light ¢ mere reasoning,
it is n case of plkilosophical perseention. The whole movement is of such
ensy force as almost to execite sympathy for Mr. Spencer's agnosticism, to
which no argumentative refoge seems open. Many, not familiar with
1%ié notorions system, might ery, “Is this belpless, unshapen thing the
greet dragon we kave fenred 7'

e have spaken of this work as clean metaphysics. When we say that
in this respect it matches Mr, Spencer's calmness, courtesy, guarded
movement, and neswerving poise, we Yave likened it to one of the
aecepted models of recent literary art.  In these respects we ean give ¥
no higher penise. There is no glow other than pocely intellectual;
rhetoric is excluded ; appeals to peejadice ar 3 fenr are xot even sug-
gested ; the religious bins is not indicated ; it is a typical philosophic
contest—struggle, we had first written § but the attack is too steady in its
unhastivg, unpaunking advance to be called by that term. . . . The
critivisme searches out both the thoaght axd its terms, ¥riaging to light in
this so vaunted philosophy incongrity upea incongruity, and showing
agnosticism to be nothing but an entanglement of fallacies presented with
n wonderful semblance of system.
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This remarkable work, though too analytic and profound for the reader
not in some degree versed in metaphywical studies, s singularly clear and
direct in ita style. The style, indeed, is perfoctly adapted 1o the thought
and to the object of the work. As a treatise devoted o a single depart-
ment, this may be pronounced well-nigh faultlasss,

Science.

There is & self-confidence In his manner, but there is no merely praten-
tious display of knowledge in his book. His siyle is Spencerian—Spen-
cerian with a bit more of vigor, and without a bit less aocuracy in form.
The work is that of & matore thinker who has considered long and well.

The London Quarterly Review.

The writer of this able work subjects Mr. Bpencer’s philosophy to a
eearching and, in onr view, destructive criticiam. The criticiam gaing in
effectiveness by its thoronghly courteous tone—s tone which Mr. Bpen-
cer might often imitate with advantags, . . . The second chapter,
in which Mr. Lacy deals with Mr. Bpencer's “fandamental fallacy,’ and
shows ““ihe impossibility of establishing unknowableness," iz a fair
specimen of the whole work. Tt is evident at once that Spencer's doctrine
of the unknowable implies that the unknowable exists, and that it is
kmown to be unknowable, How do we know so much? What is the sign
of onknowableness? The only other predicate which the doetrine allows
ie thut “the something exists." Here is a minor premise. What is the
major? ““The only possible major is, whatever exists is unknoweble.” Wa
need not pursne the argument. Curiously enough, Mr. Bpancer iso calla
the unknowable by other names, such a3 ** thie Real, ss distinguished from
the Phenomenal; the First Cause, the Infinite, the Absolute; the Creating,
the Uncaused, the Actual, the Unconditioned.” TIf all this is koown
about *the onknowable,”™ Mr. Lacy may well call in question the appro-
priateness of the designation. The whole of thia chapter is full of acute
reasoning. Again, in arguing for the unthinkableness of space, Mr.
Hpencer sayy, * Extenion and epace are convertible terms.” On this Mr.
Lacy says : “There needs no vocabulary to tell ue that they are not. We
never speak of matter as having space; we never speak of matter as ocou-
pring the quality extension. By extension, as we sscribe it to surround-
ing objects, we do not mean occupancy of space, although thess two
qualities are almost alwayas found together.”" Occupancy of space involvea
fdeas of coextensiveness and exclusiveness, which are not conleined in the
notion of extession. *‘ Ocoupancy of space thus proving to be far mere
than extension, it becomes evident that we can attribute extension to
apace, without mecribing to it occupaney of itself. Consequently, exten-
gion may be claimed as one of the attributes of space.’”” Under the head
of *The Inductive Argument,” Mr. Lacy criticises Spencer’s teaching on
causation, space, time, matter, motion, fores, self-knowladge, extent of
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conscloosness and ments] sobstance ; under * The Deduvctive Argu-
ment™ he analyses Bpencer's views om the process of comprehen-
slon, the unconditioned, the pature of life, the power of thought to
transcend comeciousness. A chapter on the proposed reconcilistion
between seience and religion concludes & volume whick is one of the
ablest replies and best antidotes to ¢ First Principles’ that we have met
with, Mr. Bpencer's reconcilistion consists, of course, in the abolition
of religion. He makes a solitude and calls it peace. ** The reconcilistion

by Mr. Spencer would be ne reconciliation at 2ll. No sconer
would it become the aceepted doctrine that the cause of all things is un-
knownble, than each thinker would frame a conception of it to suit him-
self.” Matorialist, Bpiritualist, Bealist, wonld esch maintain his own
position, and nril.h equal right—because of the unknowable all hypo-
theses sre aqually admissible. The prophet of the unknowable must
bring us better solations than unknowables and ghost stories.

The Popular Science Monthly.

This volume is a metaphysical onslaught on Hecbort Bpencer’s meta-
physics, sod may be recommended to sll interested in the subject &8 ncate,
subtile, ingenious; end very well stated.

New York Observer.

The asthor of this work confines himself strictly to the subject men-
tioned on the title page, leaving entirely aside the dootrine of Evolution,
with which, as he justly says, nnknowabl has no Ty connec-
tion. To the theory that we ean know nothing of the external world or
of mental substance but their bare existence, he opposes an argument of
very groat foree.  This is what he justly styles the fundamental fallacy,
for he declares and shows that Mr. Bpencer's affirmations of nesclance do
in fact overthrow his own theory by assuming & certain degres of knowl-
edge of the unknowable. . . .

This book is written in good temper and in direct and simple style. It
makes no digremions and utters not a single personal reflection. It ssems
to us that the author has sccomplished what he eet out to perform, and
80 has rendered a good service.

The Atlantic Monthly.

Mr. Lacy opposes to Mr. Bpencer's scheme of pesciance the doctrine
“that we are capable of realizing something of the natore of things .
ovcupying the region outside of consciousness.” He treats Mr, Bpencer [
with great courtesy, but attscks his positions with great vigor. His book '
Is one worth consideration.



