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WE re-asgemble to-night, for the firgt time at the begin-
ning of a Session, in onr new quartera in Albamarle Street.
I hope it may ha the fivat of many Sessions to be held in
the same placs, and prove in fact to mark the cloae of the
nomad stage in cur history, and the opening of a period
of steady and united progress. Indeed I thinlk that indi-
catione are not wanting of preater homegeneity and defi-
nitonoes in the aims which we sef before curselves es a
Socisty, and alao that we can now form o tolorably elear
notion of the means at owr dispineal for realising them,
including more particalarly the amount and kind of aid
whivh we sro to lool for from without. Wea issned laat
Besgion what T may call our appeal to the general public,
in the shape of a Circular stating our aims and objects as
a Society, and inviting all whe took a gennine interest in
the sertous investigation of philosophical guestiona to join
us. That appeoal pgeined us many new and valued
members. Thereby we placed the Bociety, as we hope,
on g definite and gound basie. We now know on what
wo have to depend for our future prosperity as a Soviety.
We know thet we are not to look, for any further acces-
sion of members, to any general appeal of the sams kind
again, The work which we do within our owa walls, and
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the influence which individually we can exert over thoss
with whom we may come in contact, must henceforth be
the means, the gradual but I frust the sure means, of
increasing the numbers and extending the influence of
the Society ag a whole. Ultmately, therefore, it ia on the
reality of the benefit which we are eérch conscious of
receiving from the discussions of the Society, that ounr
progperity a5 o Society deponds. And this benefit can
only be received individoally from the discussions, if we
contribute individuelly, by steady and continued mental
work, to make the discussions genuwing and thorough. 1
mean, that the fortunea of the Bociety, and the work
which it can do towards the waintenanes and spreading
of true philosophical thonght, are henceforward in our
own hands, and in cur own hends only.  We are the first
and only Bociety in this country, ao far aa I know, which
bng grisen spontansously, and weonnected with any Col-
lege, University, or other publia bady, “for the systematio
gtudy of Philosophy,”

1 could have wishad, indeed, that the appeal which I
mentioned had procured e more numerous additions from
the ranks of thoss who are or have been professionally
employed in the teaching of the various beanches of our
own subject, of Mental and Morsl Philosophy, Logie,
Paychology, and Ethie, I could have wished also, that a
greater number of sefentific men had joined us, In response
to that appesl. Philoaophy hae an independent message
to science; an independent message to convey, as well as
an independent messnge to roceive.  For however true it
ia, that science proceeds from definitions and by methods
of its own, which are justified by their results, yet the
moment you begin to reflect on the source, the validity,
and the range, of the ultimatc conceptiona which it
employs, such ss thoss of number, measure, guantity,
matter, motion, fores, energy, cause, and the like, you arp
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necessarily examining science on ils subjective side, as a
procese of knowing, and sre therely treating science itself
aa an ohject of philosophy.

Again I should have rejoiced to welcome as our
members more of those for whom, from their professional
character, the questions which sre especially connected
with religion have pre-eminent interest, The old intel-
leetual framowork of religion, the old Theology, in Aris-
totle's enee of the term, the old bottles, so to spesk, into
which the new wine was poured at the beginning of our
era,—this old intellectual frameworl has piven way, in
the natural course of man’s intellectnal development, and
ie being slowly but surcly replaced by new forms and
modes of thought. The gradusl demclition of the old,
the graduoal formation of the new, intellectual clothing or
body of the old incorruptilile epirit, nre philusophical pro-
cesses in which we are called to bear a digtinetly conscious
and intelligent part. [ eould have wished, therefors, that
we had attracted more profeesed theologians, that is to
aay, students of man’s relations to (od, as well a8 more
professed men of scienco in both its great branches, the
group of human or moral, as well as the group of physical
sciences, into cur ranks;—these two classen, of men of
seience and theologians, being the iepresentatives, and as
it were the double vanguard, of all huyman progreas, one
in the direction of pure kmowledgs, the other in that of
morale and aspiration; and one main function of philo-
sophy this, to discern and manifest the unity between
them. All we can say is, that to thase who heve joined
us from each of thess classes, as well ae from that of pro-
fessed teachers of philesophy, the warmer welcome in ex-
tended. Would only, that I had not here to mix with wel-
come the expression of our keen regret for the premature
death of one,” whose active participation in the work of

* Mr. Walter Baleigh Browne, at Montreal, Sep. 1884,
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last Bession sesmed to promise, that he would equally
adomn the ranks of this Society, as he already adorned by
his talents the profession of his choice.

For let us not conceal it from oursclves, the position
of philosophy in this country is not a recognised ome.
We are a nondescript tribe ; a small tribe; a tribe which
has to grow by accretion, by atfracting to itself new
members who, in many and perbaps most eages, have
already intellectual homes and intellectnal aflinities else-
where, To the ordinary Englishman of culture we appear
as a rare and inexplicable variety of the dilettanti species.
A friendly acqguaintance said to me only last summer, allud-
ing to this Bociety, “ By the way, haven't you joinod a
kind of debating club " * A debating club!™ I replied; #1
have the honour to be President of one of the learned
sogieties of London, if you please.” And considezing
what & very miscellancous company of gocicties, from the
Royal to the Bhorthand, is covered by the term, I did not
think [ waa exorbitanfly ambitious in laying daim to it.
But you see that even our right to rack as a learnad
society would be contested by any ome to whom, a8 to
most Englishmen of edncation, i had never coccmrred to
regard philosophy sea definite purauit, based on & defipite
method, and having thereby a definite position by the
side of and beyond all other recognised branches of
scientific inveatigation. For the rank of this or any other
Society must depend fivet and foremost, other things
being equal, on the rank of the subject which it makes
its atudy.

Now philosopliy claims, and slwaye has claimed the
very highest rank among all intellectnal pursuite. It
recelves contributions from all the rest, and then by re-
fiecting on these contributions, and their relations both to
cach other and to the process and nature of knowing, as
guch, it brings them, as it were to a focus, and arrapges
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them in a schema which embraces the whols body of
experience, the whole of the phenomena of the universe,
go far as these are in any manner or any degree within
the ken of humen apeculation. But the claim of philosophy
to this rank can only be substentiated,—and this is the
point I would insist on ae important,—the claim can only
then become a reality, a well grounded and justly recog-
nised claim, if philosophy 1 in possession of & definite
method, as well as & definits object, a method by which
it ean really proceed to do what it aima at doing, by which
it can roflect on the contributions, new e well as old, and
on foture ones as they arine, made by other pursnits, that
is, other aciencos, and weave them inic a living and ever
growing web of philosophical system, Tt must be a
method at onve distinctive of philozophy from scicnee,
and eomimon {0 all philosophical workers, It must be no
single principle or hypothesie, which containes its results
implicitly in its commencement, but a method which can
be applied to examice and judge phenomena, and applied
by all, irrcspoctive of the use they meke of i, and the
resulis which they kring out. TIn other words, it must
leave the invesfigation of the phenomena parfectly free
and unfettered, giving scope for Individnal differences of
opinion within the method which is common to all, just
ag any special sclence gives scope, within the bounds of
gciontific method, for the mpst divergent theories respect-
ing its subject-matter. :

Of all kinds of knowledge, philosophy is the one
which is most completely depondent on the interrogution
of conaciousness as such, its acknowledged test baing that
of immediate evidence to the individoal enquirer. The
disappearaunce therefore of differences of opinion, spring-
ing from differences of idiosyncrasy, or habit, or the use
of different languages, and #o on, in individual observers,
is by uo mesns to be unticipated. The bane of philo-
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sophy has hitherto besn the prominence given to these
differences of idiosyneratic origin, by the adoption from
time to time of some principle which has seemed seli-
evident, now to one man of gening, now to another, as a
principle of universally applicable method, although it
was reelly & principle which carried in iteelf implicitly a
whole construstive eystem, and was thersfore a prineiple,
not of method simply and sclely, but of much more
besides. The problem for philopophy is to find a prineiple
of method, which shall be universally applicabls, and
yet shall be a principls of method and no more, which,
not boing of idiosyneratic origin, shall notinvolve idiosyn-
cratic results, which are really due to the principle adopted,
and not due to the facts examined, or eubject-matter.

At prescnt, it must be owned, there is but too much
excusc for the ordinary Englishman of culture, when he
deniea the glaim of philesophy to be a definite pursuit.
At present thers is no philosophy, becauss there are toec
many philogophies, Thero in no philosophical method,
becanse there are too many philosophical first principles,
There iz a wrangling of sects instead of a catholic
church. The aim of this Society must be to alter all
this; not to make a new sect, but on the coutrary to
discover the trne method ; this onght to be our firat and
foremost aim, becanse it is the necessary preliminary of
all true progress in philosophical thought. The true
method, if it can be found, is destructive of sects, and the
parent of a general and progressive philosophy, in which
all who adopt the method can take part, I fear however
that we havae to recken, not only with indifference from
without, but alee with what in one #ense iz the oppesite
of indifference from within; I mean too littls indifference
to results, too much addietion to the particular principles
of particular mehools. To those who are satisfied with
this state of things, as well aa to those who are confirmed



