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A CRITICAL STUDY OF PRINGLE-PATTISON'S "THis

IDEA OF GOD" .

. Pringle-Puttison in thig dook is faoing
tho same thoistia problam that hoa oonfranted yhilosophears
for o MmOy yeurse 0 seod clonrly the wscticfactoringes
of ‘anthiesn on the onc mnd end extremo Readism an tho othor.
It is evident to him thit ho rmt, in order to approach the
7¥oblan in a satisfuotory mmmer, rocormizo the dlstinctnoes
of existences without £:11ing into extrams Reuliem nnd meinguin
ochoraneo @nd walty withous wmwdaring into the pltf:lls to
wilalh liemtalisn opd Pene-psyohien will ultimately lecds
van thwough the woblem is an 0l1d problan 1t n:8 been forrmlate
od anew, Pringlo-Pattison avolds the mistalo rkde by 8o moexy
phillosophiers prior to thle ore, naely, storting vwith the sharp
dwalien urieing €ron tho Cartesisn dwsliens Mo p3:4nly cecs
the futility of solving the theistic probiem by Lormul:ting an
indnludble problem. Rezlizing this ho $u¥so tho position that
a " bellef in tho relutive indepondenoe of hum:n personnclities
ond bellef in the existence of God us 2 2iving Boing crc bowmnd
w fogother © (p. 427)s g problem then 1o to m:ke the
raelationship so etutied intelligdble, provorving v relative
indopenionse of hrnen porsonalities " at tho scme tlmo.







™e general charzotor of solutiom proffered by fringlce-Ratti-
son 18 indicated in these worde: “God meuns, £0r philosophy
at all ovontsnot slmply or primurily tho existonos of another
gaelf=oonsoions Being, but mtheor the infinito valuss of vaich
s 11f0 i the etormul frultion avd whiah cre f£reely offered
to 01l spirits for thely approyriction and enjoyment' {He 434).
Tho detoiled oxposition of iringle-ttison argunant
for the soluticn émdiceted in tho cbove guotation vAll be tho
objoot of tho first part of this essays. Iringiesiattison
viemoint is lorgely presamtold through oriticism of wrious
onpofoant nositions agd trains of thoughty in the intorestes of
olearmsss, it will therefors bo nagespary to furnieh rringle-
sattlisont@ clnracterization of tio positions that ho is opposing.
In tho second purt of the essuy, somo criticieme of tho work
will bo oonsidored, end the wwitofs rexotion to the whole atated.

&8 @ boom proviously eteted Dringle-Tattison brings
his viem to the forefront by using othor eystems as hMe point
of demmrturce [0 opens the dlscussion by polnting out that
et we £ind in Mo "dbasoed we it was exolusively on the
evilenco of desipgn in aextornmnl mature the attamted theiem of

hmets of oconolusion afforded, in his om lnmgwpe, 'no Anforence







that affeots lnzmn life or can be the source of any action
or fordearunoe’, tnk this seamed ooaroely wint the idaa of
God had mecnt in Inmxn empericnce (pe 07)e
Iroo Themo the ideus of Fant are swveyede In fant wo £ind en
enclysis of mornl Gxporienco pesulting in the domtrine of
intrinsic walue ond postulation of a God which is primrily
and cocantially the suthor and rmintoiner of o moral ordere
In thie there ls tho oonsciomsneas of valus 2nd the assortion
of the objectivity of o fimdomemtil estimetes of wvaluo vhieh
ram:insd praminent and importesmt throughout ths Idecllctics
aturelistic controversy of the nimoteentk century. !"Promihls
the procent forrmlation of tho philosophicecl problam isderived.
In the vords of Hoffding, it is the question of 'tho relution
betwoen vhot ceams to us men tho highoct waldo und exlotence
as a Whole'" (p. 208)e Tho diotinstion betwean lmowledge aud
bollef as drewn by Romt, along with the reetriotion of lmom-
ledge to ezverionoe temded to contrast ideals and asplxution on tho
one hend aud solentifio lmowledge on the othere The prineiple
of ynluo then seamed to form a protest of the world of eense
aguinst the world of thought. In caothor dight it appanrcd as
though "our ethical and cesthetio nmaturo were opposod &s a
ahadowland of tho postic fmplinntion to the huroh renlity of a

goiantifio mtoptalian,







20 opposo onoe mrt of our nsture cgninst another endongere

tho prin oinle of walues 1t 1a cbeolutoly necessery to avoid

a dx:lism to vhich such opponition would wlthirtely lacd, hanse

it 15 urped by Sringle-kattison "thot the vindicution of lmmma
values could only besuams offentive and aonvinsing vhen sceoomp-
oniad by tho dammotration timt tho consclusions of Ietwrrullem
rect on & misinterpwetotion of the chmyveter of the solentific
thoories in vhich 1t fomfs —= that Foturcliem, in short, in splte
of 1t¢ olaima to oxslusive reclity, 18 no wore thom the substante
ictlon of an ghatrzatidm or of o frognent that cun exist anly a8
an elerent in a lager holae The princlple of valiB, <.., should
be the informing nrinsiple of o oohorent theory of reslity instead
of being put fLowrd ag o conviction wilch hag, 88 it wore, an
indopendent roct in e sepmete purt of owr miture, awd vwhich,
instead of 1ssulng from rceoson, 19 remrescnted ulmost as a mrotest
apgeinst ressom” (p. 208)e Tho objection to mt, ca adwinced by
ringlo-Ittiaon , was Iis ‘on intorpretation of the ideus of
God and immortality as postulnted by our ethiosl EXPOrlance, wee,
oving to tho extommlism of lilsg treatment arising £rom the
individmlictic and conscquently doistic hubdlt of thoughd which

ho shorod with iume end the eighteenth century gomerally” (p. 207).
Tven with this oritiolien Pringle~Rattison £inds in img an anchor,

8o to speak, for his owmn ponltion, for he 6ayd,







"ls contral 1den of w:lup, as a detorningng faotor in
dlosopiderl ezpiomntion, I took to be mot only sowmad in
biop of 011 idar

1t801r buﬁ ho Amdmantal ¢

ohy sinoe his tima® (pe 46, italics mine),

From '/bnt arises the ldeclistio-Fatwuralistic oontrovorsy

on

of the nineteanth oantwy. For Ideallem tho idea of wluo ia the
roin oontention. Opposing ldoclism, "iaturaliom secme to tecch
tist when we roesolve the universs, as 1t wore, into its racl
constituents, it roduoes itself to the osaceless redistribution of
mitter and motion, vhnt William Jamos not inaptly desoridbes s tho
*wmet driftinge of the oosmlc weather! “ (pe 41)e The problem
then my be put in tho words: “Is the wilvaree the agwrossion of
o tronsoandent Greatnens and Goodneps, or is it, in ultimte
cnalysio, & collcotion of wimowdng meterial £rote” (De 40)e
Iin tho axposition of this oontrovercy it 18 pointed out that tho
prinoiplo of wlue must remin sunrand. o eays, "o house divided
appdnst itself ovymot stamd, cnd 22 wiue 18 sot in opposition to
reason, it must inovltably appecr @0 & subjective and arbitrory
jgdgeet, iemoo the maro assertion of the prinoiple is not
onougiy 1t met be orticuinted uo £or o6 posacivloe into & coherant
gystem of renlity, and chown to represent tho ultimte insight of

a lorger movwlodges Tho only ultimtely cntisfoctory wsver to
Foturniliem is a philoooyhicel construotion of reclity vibich oen

gtand on 1te om morltc.







Such a oonstruotivo theory should be able to show thot
etuwralisn 1s essontinlly the substontiation of a fregment
vidch oon exist only as an elemant in o byrger 010, seeee
tha rocasortion of hamn wiluss docames effestive and
convineing only whon 1t 1s ngoommenied by a danomstration
thet the maturclictlo conclusions rest on a mesinterpretation
of the mturo of the sslentific theories on vwhich theay are
dosedibe 88)e Thie is done by pointing out ket the
dovelopemant of dlology hos sorved to dgmmsotwate that parely
moahinic:l conseptions of even olasandary f:0to of 1life is an
insoffloient explowition. Blology in the 1ust twonty or
thlrty yeurg, "instead of coming nswrer tho rojuotion of Liol-
oploal nroecess to taxms of mechenism appeers to rooede, as
mmowledge doepano cmd dbecomos more intirmte; and the reoognite
ion of thio hos 168 eeeee to 2 roviwmal of 'uco-visallistio*
thoortoes among tho yomger ganarution of botormicts and zoolop=
ists" (pe 71)s Mo faot of lifo mast Lo talmn as tho presup-
rositicn of ohiysiolopyes Iif0 can never be wholly widorstood
from a meohaniacal standpoints Tho rolationship exleting bot-
woan “the organisn und its covironmant,” sage “ringlo-attison,
“ocn only do wndorstood in terms of toleology or yurpeseh

{re 75)e







In this conneotionr tho queeticl of order and
contimity io introducede It seems olocr that both soience
end rhllosophy eupport tho demwnd for order and contirmi ty.
In xature we find queltative dbgfarances, likewiso contimd ty
and order, 80 12 omo attanpt to oo tho fuots of ampericnco
to & dee 1uwdl of but omo typo 1t 1s to misimtorpret tho prinoiple
of aomtimity and boceuse this is somotimes dono ringlo-nttig-
& drews the distinction betwoen socnlled lower Matwwmilom, “which
socks to merge m in the infrexdzrun natwro franm which ho Qrows
his orpin viich conslotontly idcutifios the cause of ony fuot with
1to temparnl antocedmits, and ultimntely aquetes tho outeoro of a
procoss With 1ta etarti @ point"; and Mghoy laturalisn vhich
7411 not hesiteto to rooopmize this ansrpganco of real dlfferences
where 1t 00c: than, wAthout £ooling that it 15 thercdy eatablishing
on ehaolute choan boetvoer one atago of mtwrets wroecsses and
enother” (pe 209)s ™76 have to deel," caye ringle=tetticon, "with
the oontlmous munifostation of & aingle pewer, vhose Qull naturo
ccmot boe identified viith tho inltiald ateps of tho ovolutianary
nrocess, but oan anly be laarnad from the gowroo of the rerooess
ap e Wwole, anf most flly €rom ite £in:l stages” (Ps 250})e
I4fo presants o synthoslg which refuwaes an awslysls into the
moroly pwsienl and chardoal £aota. In this ommoction the
quostion of historisal orgin or of epoclal craction is eatirely

irrolevant,







for yhilosophy simnply foo0es the sttuntion us 1t 18 and finds
that new planes and lcvels of existomde aro renahed, "'quale
1tatively Aifferont from the mrecsoding, and opening wp,
through tint dlfference, a new rango of rossibilitics to the
being whioh §t inoludes” (pe 210)e

Fam the foregainz 1t 1s arpgusd thot men mast bO
tulam as organic to matwmres I tho dlscussion of thie many
yorslstont probleme mresent thamwelves, but, meinteins Pringle-
Imtéisom, i2 the pwinolples of immaice end oontdmity arc
applied they vill ccaso to axlat. Ho holds tint ¢he world is
not. aamplete wothout men (nd his imowledge, that to say that
mture 1o a oompleted systan wnd that mun 18 a speotator
@b extya is wzong, for, he eays, "tho intelligmt delng 1n
rather to bo rogurdad ag the orgum tloughs vhioh tho wivorseo
baholdo and enjuys itself" (pe 211)e Fram this point of viev
o are freed fram swoh difficuities, *oo to rolativity, or
subjostivity, or pharnamamlity, of kngvledse, and tho imponscib-
111¢y of Xnowing thinge as thoy really are (pe 211)e
The wiole troublo searm to be in the congseption of (1o world
88 = finished faot om the ome hend and e Imover on the other,
both of vhioh ere equelly indepandant and the lztter possessing
facultios whichk oolowr and subjeotify amy to whioh they are

direotods







The fumetlon of intollligsenoe shouid not vo taken $0 mean
merely merrowing or Guplicsting cxtermnl fuots boouuso
inov1edge 1b & soul experiandd, Lango o8 ouash, hes ite
gooling wluss These "llving cemters arg coyeblo of feoling
tho grondeur cnd boauty of the unlverso and tuoting ite nonifold
qnlities Yand oswoh ™p vhet 1o alono sigmificiat in tho wiverac’
(p. 221)s Iture than, is worldng towad the rationsl being
go tmt® ghe moy beocns consoicup of horsal?d and enter 1ato the
joy of hor owm being® (ve 211). idnd b wtwre, then, aro
ogsentislly rolated so e8 GO preservo tho nturelnecs of tho
Imowledgo Yrooonse

Upon investigotion 1t is fomd thuy thore 1o ahongo
veoee GVOlution, vhich mmst bo agpleined, IO begln Tith,
reality of now Zestan'os mst be assued and £rod tits Pringlo-
mttioon explsine thst this ssgamtion 1o evidenoo of etwre's
purpose of solf-rovelatiane Carrying tho swS 1aan furthor wo
2ipd that mn 46 orgaloally reluted to minre. Thoe ides of
norgenic reletednesse $o tho gousiderntion o2 the othical and
gocial qeelitles viloh vo rogognlize o8 oonstltating oar
momity” (ps 212) 1s sppliode 1t appearsc than, thot there
16 @ broach of contimuty botoaen the athiocsl mture of men
ond the oyparEntly nonuorol petweo of tho world. TFrod this
erlges tho shory donliem edisting in Positivien betwean and

mturts







aven vAth dunlian, howovor, there 1s for Iringle-ratt-
ison some truvth in thie nosition for ho suys, “Comoto
wee right in the stross he 1oid on the Glstinctively
omn quelities as alone fitted to call forth the amoti-
ons of love u:nd WOrshiD essese, 18 orror lay” in the fuot
that ho hold that 1t wee not "possidlo to isolute hremnity
from tho wivarsd as o vhole, ¢nd to treat it ap a sclfe
contcined orgnnism” {(pe. 213)e idn 16 & mrt of motwe amd
our morals arice in comerso with the oystom of extormel
things, time ths ethic:l life rmot be token as having to Ao
with the dnd of eystam in which we live, 7anoe tho prin-
aiplo of wlus, along with tho distinotions of esperienacy
ghould bring us ¢loser to & truc dofinition of the ultimmte
Iife of which v@ are partekerse Pooitivieom oppecrs thenm,
to be a holf truthe. Agmostdoieam 1s lilowise found to bo but
w12 truth walch i just tho revorso of rPocitivisme In the
words of Iringle-attiscon; "ind oo the worsihlp of Humunity
en@ the worship of the Unimowablo, ezeh untenchblo in itsolf,
arc soen both to owe tholr vitality, .... to the padtiel and
oommlemtary truths whioh thoy rospoctively anehuring®” (1e172)e
that then is the stutus of God? 410 angver 1s that

God tmst bo taken 08 irrament, und that within the systom







and structure of finlte axperience we hovo dlvine irmence
mde nowmm to us throo revelation, To interprot philoso-
hically, mhenman: we must constantly lwep in view the
wholo range of experianoo. Then in acoordcngs with tho force
aoing thero cun boe no systen, no renl fuct end 1o whole of
bolng until, "the extermsl gathors itself up, a8 it were, into
internallity, cnd exzistonco sumo 1tsol? in the comscions soul
(ps 21G)¢ Sunh ¢ View hus within 1t tho conviotion ghet
whet 18 &0 us inighest is aleo in and to the wilverso most
raale

In ropgard to the questiom,of oppeur<noes in‘s Brudley
15 agreod with vhen ho states that “aypoaremces existy and
watever exdists must belong to reality” (pe 216)e oSuch a
stateent shows a mriond tendangy tovwaxd Dantisian and 1€
loft wquelified would leed to so=0ailed lower rantholsm,
whioh moy be elnrcotoriged by the phrese "ill in All%, hanoe
we find it qulified in tae words, "wdty of eystenm is elesriy
intended; and tho 1den of 4 eystermtic vhole ossantiolly
involves dlsorizination, perspeective, comething 1like a hbdr-
arcly of means amd ondes The trus rovelation of the &lvine
mst bo sought eeee in tho gystarmtic stirusture of finlte
ezpericnco as 8 vwhole" (pe. 220)s Wluo then, is of utmost

irportence in tho miture of the eystem as & wWholes







It foliovm from tho foregoing thnt cwr wltimute oriterion
of wlue 1g derived from appearuncess The metare of thip
oriterion 1s glivom =28 boeing "opeciflo modss in which tho
aonscious-qesy of wlus 1o reallced” and vhish “rmst
obviously in thlc senoe be drewn from expericmeo” (P23 )e
Ve @dlreotly anmrahend these modeas In justifleution of this
nooition, 1t seoms well to state thet somahiow we have a
foeling, a conviotion, if you pleasc, thet man 1s essentlally
great cnd that tho lnfinite nnture of the vrluse bocomo
rovexled through tho 1ifsc of mane It is arguod furthor,
thot oA thout such e conviotion 4t would be useloss ag woll as
futile to argua conoerning God or the wmiversce In other
words it 1s nocossary to assumo thot the edstenoce of R ceee
indlviduwally 1o both reul and 166688aYYe

Upen azomination we £ind that the exporienco of
1w is not gmafined asdlely to the moxwl 1ifo, snot that it
touchas overy rheso of 1ifce Accepting thip wo ave foraed
to obsorve that vAithin this exporience rem 43 oonatansly
ozeroloing owlos, that the vhole history of run is simply
the story of his long atrusele to rise above hirvelf,
Frore §3de, in the words o0f Pringle~P:ttison, "is it not,
the poyvor of fruming {and comsequontly of follovAng) an ideal

vihlch oonstitutos mon’s natwro o8 o Mmtioncl oreiturs seeee







which mkos him more than anr internittent pulse of animel
fosire? Mnts ideals arg, ir o semse, the crective foroos
that shopo his 31fc from Withdn” (pe 245} It maturelly
20llora then, t¥mt the 1decl 18 tho rexlity of God within
us, Tho 1denl) moet be the most razl thing in the world,
lth the ecinolodsanmt of tho Ideal comes o solution of
the irmanga=trunseandance quastion, for without the ldeal,
as desarihedi, we will go to eithor lower Prutholam an ¢ha ane
ond, or $trunsoardantel Idculism on the other, nolther of
wiich ere satisfhotorye As & fipal ctotenant of tho Idegd
we 1y eay that 1% is tho “Infinlte wosant in the finiten,
and fran this 19 Gorived tho next questions

If tho 1afinite 19 prosent in tin finite, vhat is
the zelation of the finite individanl to the crective prinoi-
vlie of its 1ife? We my from this iafor 8wt to vosid and
1ndividarl a8 a colf-conflined wnit or wole i impossidle.
Tho finlte s0l€ varmot bo s solf that is a finding of §teolf
1z scolzl and universal interests, for in no way does thle
suport, un 1462 of a “confluence” or dlending of selves.
Now can we @csoribd cn individml? In ancver to this wo hnvo
the words, "thet gvery individwel ls a waiguo nuture, & Mttle
wozld of oontent which, as to its Ingrdicmts, the tampering

of tho alemat enfl the systamtic etrwotuaro of tho vhole







vhele constitutos an exmression or focalizntion of tho
wiverse vhich 1a novhere asmotly reperted” (n. 267}
The individual than, ey be tormed 26 deing o wmicue
axpression or foazlization of tho wmiverso similay to &
iteibnitizian monsd. Fo ere not sglf-contiined elements
of Reclity, bhut 2ro inearnatiome of the :beolute. Aigpin,
n"tho 1lifo of tho finlte individuel, as 1t bullds up its true
oel?, is thhs a contimal nrocess of selftrmnseandence)y its
true peraomnlity or indlvidwelity does not 116 in mmshareabdle
faolings, but in ¢tho rleolmess ond wrioty of 1ts thourhts
end interests” (p. 265)e

In the precoing purapreph wo Juve lorpoly consera-
el owrsolver with the individmnl sido of tho questiom of the
rolationsiip botvoen the indiviémal and tho Absolunte or tho
oreativo principlo of tho life of cn intiviéml, cpd noy we
met viaw the neture of the sbmolute. Brodley meintains
that tho sbmolute Wi no aocuizemas, "of the éxistence of
finito oanters at nll, in its *eingle and allebgorbing eper—
ionget " (D, 277). Depcrting from thip it is contended, ™¥
the other hwnd, "thet the exlstauce of puch centors in a faot
as true end immortant *from the slde of the ibsolute! as fron
the point of viaw of tho finito beings thawelves ee.seee MY,

that ¢his clfferantiction or sreation (zonording 28 we nume it)







omsatituten the vory osuenno cnd gpan poorot of the
Doolute 1326” {pe 277} e Lboclute them, io neithor
s8otic nor fized, but iz ¢vor progressive and orcutdve;
Prom thic it is oloer that thw individuzl does not orlzinato
ond exdat us slimply & commier grown of wnivers:ls, but ie
cra:told by thils proprosolve «nd orsative ibcolutes A% first
eight 1t oy agpeur that apon this poeition there is no rocl
and ousenticl AlfZorenco botrean Sheo individw:l wnd tho

adde BOIXEE, .0L0rinesse
nticlzeting thio, sringlo-lnttison mintuing that & reul
differanne oxlsts botwean the individw:l ond the sbaclute
emd oltos Sttt “ia o greot friandship Ohe aomplotest ideunt-
ificatlon of intarect snd «ir09 docs not margo the Leiads in
aao”’ {p. 289)e Fran this the cuantion ariscs c¢o to fHroedon
eese Just Dowr 1o 1¢ St focedom is aoccowmtod for? In
Tapdy, we heve mintuined thut flalte individaility 38 &
polZ=gconnchous antity, hengo if this Lo true froeedom muot
£0llovs, Which 10 the fmdonantal conditian of ow® othiond
1iZe, vdthout vhich o world of intomate wonid restlt, which
doos not m:ke o satisfistory arpocle L0 @xplain fumihor
sea® impoaseible for “ringle~lttlasen, Leouuse, "$ho crection

ie tho min mireols’

of Lelngs wWho ave #8121y 001lVOD eecee
of tho wniverpa” (we £33}







fartheorore, terms imdo to axpresds Linita :N1stlonships
aro indonuito in gueh: dlscupsion. GSiuse tho oreative uspe=
et Bio been pointed out let us see Jjust viung tho end of tho
/doolate lge We have the fumous yevedores sush 85 to seek
plezswro gunecious vy 19 €0 lose plossira otd., and fron
tis 16 1t not rexeon:blo to conjecturc it tho infinite
roxlity reflocts itsoif in tho finite mitwre”? (p. 295)

In other words 1t vouwid peun woral decth for G Adbsolute 1
it existed solf-pentored 13fe iz ocontempnlntion 4f his
o glorye Frau the faregoing we oy sy tind wo have o
vital relitioaship exdipting botwoen tho individuel and Absole
ute viloh allows the azerclso of 1t froedon for tho individ=
wil and within the Sinfto muture there is tho roflootion of
tho indinlte reullly whish iy bO enld to comstituto the imd
of the sbsolabtoe Individuslion as s axpl:lned seww to
portrey the fundanentul wethod of oroation and this brings
us to the disguwsion o2 ths ldee of oraztion,

In the dlscusoien of the idea of croition it ic
quito avtweeldl to talo us o starting point the ordimary and
perhups poynlar idea, thet ig, that oreutiom took plaoc at
& glven ting and tint God is tho so-o:lled “firat cause’.

n the £:0e of 1t in the light of vhet has prooeded 1t
secn® nocdlasn to show that sugh o posltion ie ontirely wmton=
abla.







God my be taler ca cause, howovor, "only vhen 0ausy es
rotiog for tho reccon or ultim:te ezplamation of ayything

8 only to bo found in the wholo n.ture of the syctem in
which 1t is &nol " (p, 302)e Vie rmst oonseivo God as

tho prineiple through which the worbl beodames intolligible.
Bis relrtion to tho world saxmot be of the merely ingidand-
2l charcoter fndlonted ". (Sposking of oreation =28 an aot of
2 divine reolan). *I€ the wivworse is to be wmierstood
through God, tho nsturo of God mxt no lecs de @proosed in
the wrivorae ~nd wndorstood through it" {pe 504}, In other
words, God mst bo tolwen ss bolng organis to the woride.
Following this, it 1s pointod out that spoouintive minds sow
olecrly thet arction nmst be talxn as an sternrl act. If
this bo truo 1t £0liuvwg tnat crentiorn “out of sothing

curmot stinds Such wonld deny the existencs of an indsepent-
1y existing mtter. God rm3t be looksd wpom as oreator, not
artifioer: “in Him is to be founrd the solo explenction of the
exlstenoce of tho world, o6 well as of its datalled arrungemdnts
* (pe 306). God, thon, i %tho rovelition in and to finite
spirite of tho Aivino 1ife" (pe 308). Granting this thero
oan be no exlstence of God prior to and epart from suah rovel-
atione 1In short, it has boen vointed out tizi areution is an
oternal 2ot cnd ot 1t is mnlfestetion in and to oonsolons

spirits.







In the dlgoussion of the 4heoloploal apnount
of the relutionship cxisting dobwesn God omld tho fimlto
world, as set forth time far, one coumot £041 ¢o seo that
tho idsa of Purpose 16 inescupedble. "urolstve activity,"
says Iringle-~ivtitisan, "is, indeod, tho ocentral faotina of
o Iy eEperiannes; reascus secme to operate in that
ezporienco ochoxmoteristicilly undeyr €50 form of Ind" (pe 322)e
Awreuing gwrthsr, lot w8 seo vint tiw implicatlions of
Darpose ars. They appoer to Lmly "( 1 ) doaire for an
got nouexd stent etato of affalrs, (2) the ooncention of a plan
for eringing the desirod state of affulrs into exletance by
seleotion of approprinto mems, (3) the oot of wWill nropor,
which reclisos or serries out this plan™ (pe 328)e
2ach Lmplicetions of Parposs poscibly suggest that 1t is
&oposed to the moderm thoory of orpanic devolommant, dut
when this orgmdo Geveloymemt is plsced witiln the seopo of
ono imorecsing pupese!” it beaomes olear thot both go hond
in hande  The idea o2 purpooe, then preaenta itsel? as the
ide> of a systerntio and intelligibles wholo which thus
rgsolves itsolf into that of wlue oy satisfzotion, for with-
out the idex of "urpose, welus beoomos an abatrootione Gluoe
wo have Purpose as "inscrezsing jrrpase,' wuluw thon muot be

vitally oommooted with 2otivity. We my than oonolude tiwt







252, 8ho £inite Wordd pocnp cyvbhAng £o Gods the idaes of
cotivity and nurpose avro indigansabis” (De 34d)e

In diecuseins tho 13338 of aotivity and mepaso
we arg confrontod with the nroblom of time. It is neccssary
thet a distizotion be dzramm betweem timo asnd eternity. Tho
torn oteraity hos beoh dividsd into threo mein somsas,
nesmaly: {1) to demote an wending exteut of time, (2] to
dmoto thas wloh 18 esscntlelly tlmeless, and (3) to donoto
thnt which includos tims but samehow trinsccends it" (De 3R3)e
The first sensc ic dortvwl from oud ordinery temporal
axperionno, ond 38 taken purely gquemitatively, which odds
wthing of worth or dMgnity, bocsuse 4t Mas to do with muoely
mysicnl olexnts, bolanging "to the most cagnl ard
indifferent of tholr ocmdbinatlows” [{p. 538)e The seoond
sanne, wo Mgt 63y, e 1ts origdn im tho i1dealism of Plato
and uitirntoly resolves itself into tho stntoment that truth
ic otermnl, theb is, timolsss. Takon in this semse vo cleurs
1y see thnt to yurcus &l o weaning of ctornity fHinthor
wouild bo a digroosio, thwrowing littlo dght on the topic im
quostione 1o my now tule wp the third scnoe of tha term
oteimity.,. “Plmo", suys Aainglo=attisom, “ic tho abstrzotion

o o0 Of pirouse oM the wuy to achievernant” (p. 358}







Contimidng further, we 2ind then that “the ete:mrl view of
the &ime-prooess io not the view o2 «ll its stages cirple
taneously, but tie vicw of them as olements or mamberd of
a gompleted purpose" {pe. 398), which ooincidss with the
telcologionl explonntion as glvwene Msdutaining this
position i il eczaot boe at the gud, so to sp=ak, but
maot be In and realiged vdth the procosse "It is the meune
ing or epleit of the vhola, distilled a8 it were, into oagh
inddviduzl sceus 07 posseiEe” {Pe S02)e he tiuswprocess
may be e2id to be Torms of indlvidustion whlah is tremscendsd
within the ulitimite ixpericmnoc. Ihus, ve mgy conolwle thet
the tims=proocss is rewnl, but is somehow trvmsconded in the
Abdolutas '

fhem the problem of time is raiged it ic alnmost &
negessity to rofer %o Bargsou rore thun any otiwr phile
csopher, for his vi:0le philosoply 16 dovoted emtirely to
tais questione For Bergson time itseld is the wltim:toldy
Heal, MMmp 1o eiven in tho idea of Durctiond viiich might be
desoribed a8 a v 'ceuseleosy upepringlng of something newt ¢
{pe $70)e ‘0 use & metuphor of Dergson; it it ve & enow-
vall oteraully rolling acommloting o8 it goose The M6,
present and futuro are orgxic 0 oMo unothore In this
philosoply of time wo hwye, ooneerning God, in the words of







Bergsong " 'a frec and oraating God, madwinge mtter and
1ife at once, whose areative effort is gomtimmed, in a
vital direstion, by tho evolution of the eneeies and the
construction of Iamyp porscmclities? " (pe 379)¢ Iringle=
suttieon £211s to sse how the wniverse oonh bo concelmsd a8
4 growing wholie Or ap Jumes axywessos it, " 1the strings
alung wnfinishod world in time' " (n. 382). In suppord of
this sringle=lottison 6ayp that™the verdiet of the momi
oonscionsness oun its otm cdvawe esphvticelly repuddntos tho
idea suggestod that it 1o 2stunlly arcoging these wluee end
raising the morul lovel of the universes The roulity of the
$doczl end its infinite tmnscandenso of £inite attamamt is the
vory note of moral and religlone axporiencs” (n. 382}, To
apply the 1dsa of progress to the whols is wintelligible,
hence we oy 6o5nolude that the tarmaral vier of things ocone
not staud as the ultimte or all-inciusive,

from the mrablem of time wo pass to the disoussion
of Murelisme Raahkicsilts thsory of a ilmited God i the first
considered. o mintuing thnt, "God and the spirits oro the
Absclute - not God alone, Tofether thay form a Unity! »
(pe 38%7}s Thip, Iringle-rattisom finds westisfhotory,
beonuse in such ¢n asgortion God i1s placed in the samo
nwmaricel series <8 ren wialoh is, on the fco of it wmsntiss

£aotorye.







which again is wmeatisfictory for ¢ simmisy recson.

Wililem Jamos postiziaten a *finite Sod¢ snd sn wnfinlghod
worldty vilal fc the rooult of o ristchon coapeption of the
Absolute as Just & apectator of, as it vere, a worid dyamR,
“he tronble sears t0 be rooted in the Mot tiwt ve
coutimully po baok to the twrioetiomil 1dca of God —=, namely,
sn sbstret idea of perveotion, haroeo "to reach (xy arcedidle
theory of tie eelation of God und wen we b, in fuot,
yrofoundly tyusform the trodisional iden of God (pe 398)e
and fxa@n this depived the pecbiem 0F evll tné suaffering.

If wo woeit the triditionai 1doe Of (od OnO Gane
2ot goo how ovil und enfforing edst. ¥ God is talem &@
heing ominotent 4n the trudl tiom:l sansg, Low 1s it tint wo
2ind ovil and suffering? Thera ig but Mo altermibtive and
that 18 to invest in tho tern onminotamow & Aifferent meaning
frem that given us by twdition, Soye Irlungle=Mattison,
"rnrdpotance Sun only Meun .se the vower *to effoct whntovor
ip not intrirdceily Swxmoasible? ¢ (p. 40&)e He oontinues,
wthe fumniations of the inteiligihle wiworse cre thoe
aoconaltien of the &ivine mnture Steelf; awd to sapam:te God's
boiag, oo fower or V1ll, f£rom Nature is the witirnte fotm of
that apothaosle of the empty Lo {pe ¢04je Dvil lrplies

plossurs. In this coomootion Rringlc-Putiison uses e







hodomistic 1doe of 1Nwme and 1lls 4o hls point of
depazture, reintaining that e comnotatliam of the tom
Pleeo®e 1p izmmdanvites He says, “to be true to the high-
ast avd (deepest exporieonces 0f Wfa, w0 rmst substitute
somo lLirger texm 1ika satisfuction -= for mutisfootion, of
cowrsa, thers rmast be, owm in the complatest saorifice of
gelfv, v Mo gan only nove tho highest hsprinsss, cuch as
goes elong with veing a great nan, Ly having vide thoughts
ani moh facling for the rest of tie world a3 woll as for
ourselvocs oyl this sort of heppinesc oftor brings so mash
piin with i%, that we can only toll it foum poln by its
boing wimt wo ahowld choess boefore cnything elso, besiuse
our sowld sen 1t 88 gaod? ¢ (D 406)s Imic 1% apponrs ¢hab
sctiofection 1s the ultimto moral ande

in thae light oy the foregoiuy axposition lot us
880, in shorg, Just vint idom of God we cre brought toe
Por 1rs Prin(flo-Rubttison there i mo (od, or \bsolube,
edoting 1n solitary blios and nersotion, Wit o God who
lives 1z tho porpetonl sivinge of himsel?, whn shores tihe
1iPe af hic finlte cracfures douring £he end with them ¢he
whole burden of tholr fimitudo, thelr sinful wnpderings
QUA gOrYrews, a8 the snffering without valeh ¢hey ocmmot e
mede perfeot” (p. 411)e Tmus, “the witirnte oanseption of

Gdd 18 not thiet of a yroexlstont Croutor but, as it ip £or







religion, thet of the elemm:l Rodgemer of the world., "~Tls
porretwal yrogess 18 the very 11f£a of God, in vdiloh, hesides
the effort anfl the min, He tnates, wo mast beliewa, the
Joy of vistory won" (p. 412}, "The wivorse", ho continuos,
#18 in no sonze a finished gagb; 4t 18 en rop; a continows
1ife or osass Wilah (to speck in terms of time) is
poroetinlly Ralng eocamplished® (p. 413)e Oreztion than,
mat be token "ac exproseing the ospentlul maturo of the
divino 11f0; tho rewolntion of the infinite ia the finite
18 tho oterml fuot of tho wdverse” {p. 414). Iifo for
the 1ndividuel is mature, which is "the instrzuant of ren's
morel and intellootupl odwutian® (ne 418)y "ln o series of
opnortirities?, ¢hs upo of whigh "he ruloo of tham dopands
on Mmself” (De 418)s ho vory textine of owr hwern
axperianco is the real amipotence of atoming lowe“, and
mmseariedly oresting s5o0d out of evil (ps 417)s







u

with The ploture of ivinglo-rottisonts idea of
God bofore us, lot us proooed to subjeot it to & fow tosts in order
to soc vwherein wo sgree, and vheroin we disegree. In 2 profatory
By, it soems best to stute, bofore begiming the oritiolom prow-
per, that throughout the wholo work thero ic an atmosphore of
sinoeroty cbout 1¢, so thet one cemot holy but appresiate the foot
that tho work is on stterpt to onen & vy to bring philosophy
and theology to a oormon wnderstanding. &o mnlfest is tuils
aim thut Jev. I R. ackintooh cptly terms 1t “a philosophsr's
theology's Belng a philosophor's theology, 5o eclled, w0 f£imd
two strong influenooe operatingg on tho ono cido philesophy
and on tho other tho theology of positive religion. Chrlstian-
ity furnishes, from the positive religious slde, ono poie, 80
to specks and :bsoluto Idosulism oamposos tho othore irimgle-
attison unts, on the ono hamd, to avold the problers besettihg
.bsolutiem; und to take th: more ocongorial Glements of .. bsolu~
tiem and oombine them with positivo religlous theologfy in suah
a woy 68 to mele tho fusion, a8 1t wore, vaticfrotory end so-

oaptible to both nhilosgohors and theologiandg.

rinzle~ntticon, however coams to hove & symmathetio
lesning townrd that dootrine of the sboolute of Dradley and
Bosanguet, but in his pesition ho sooks to mect the oritioiam
advanced by 1lliam James, vhiah urgos that the dootrine of the x
sbsolute in vhioh time is wnranl and in vhioh “everything is

over cpd done wAth“; whero ultinm:itely thero osnt be no good noyr







ovil and vhore tho offorts of Iawun beings wnount to nothing

is worldd to boookon mon on, to ivo wmeuning to thely strivings.
I2 @ll of the problam and worries of rewmldnd are illusiowns

and everything i1c well within the ..bsolute would §t not de fool-
1sh for men to glve thelr ilves in order to meko tho world &
batter plaoo to live in? I should think, to say the leuet,
that 1t vould bs little short of prosummtion. In the f£inel
am:lysis the ibsoluntlets con allow no w:luc for strivings, am-
bitions, hopee and Qosiyves vhioh g0 to help in the improvament
of tho »orlds Reazl 11fc in which we £ind & sorics of wilues
wonrld, by tho vory mature of tho o:se, be immossibloe Jigtw

e:n such dootring cllow for noral responsibility? iIn the light
of tho following statomants of Iringle- ‘utticon onoe fcels

thet it 1o Justificble to venturo the assertion that the work
was writton vith ibsolutism, alin to that of Bradlsy aud Bosan=
quot, ac o baslg, B0 to speuke "God 2o imznent—the dlvine
life ap revenlod in the struoture snd systom of finlte exyor~
lonsa? my be takon 28 theo outoome of tho argrment in tho first
hol? of the book. rther @ovml ho suys thet ©it onshrines the asx
oonviotion which lir. Bradloy expressed in replying to oertaln

of ks oritlos thut, *thatk whioh 1s highaest to us ie aiso in
and to tho wrdverse most roel, and thore eon bo no guection of
its roallty boing s (oind ot"'{pne C15)s In onothor pleco he 8

soge thats “he (mn) cuxistc ce an orgun of the mlvorse or of







tho sbsoluto, the oxne Boings and from the samo sourco he drews
nis rotlonul end epirituzl oontent, 'foading', ss rlato says,
‘on mind «:nA puro lmovledge, the prorer food of overy soultte
And In tho nezt paregraph he ageroos vilth Bosasnuet vhen ho
soyo that, "°tho finite sol?, lile evarything it the universc,
ic now and here boyond escape sn olamont in the absolute'®
(re 259)s ignin, wo £ind in the @sousslion of the adjocti-
wl thoory, tho stuteront thot, “no finlto fuct cun elthor exe
i8t or bo wmderstood by itsolfyese the trus view of Reallty
ruot be thnt whioh oonooives tho universs 20 an inclusimo
syatan of intorrelatod fuacts virdeh, 29 =0 Inciuded snd inter=
relat-d, are to be rogerded as constituent mopbders of o gine
1o whola" (pe 274, itzliss mins)e Pringle-  attisom hovm
ever, doos not subsoribo to the ihsoluto pleying the rolo of
spootator, for he says, "oorisinly i wo attoept the recon~
oiliztion whilo olinging to tle oid 17er of an amip tent
end impessidie oreztor or an bsolute in the role of speatator,
we ohill soon £ind ourselvog excl:iiming with Jomos thet ‘a
viicle relish o sush superfiuities of horror (reforring to the
ovils of the worid) is no God for mmmn boings to eppsel to?"
{re 414), igpin ho suys, "and thus for a motaphysio whieh
hes amanoipated itself from physiocsl oategories, the ultincto

oomagption of Cod 16 nos that of pre-ewistent @reator, bvut







as 1% 1o fer rslig.on that of otemal Radomsr of tho woxrld.
"his perpetwil prodess 1s the very life of God, in viich, besiden
tne offort sud the palm, Ho tusten,ws must believe, the joy of
viotory won" {p. 412}s Fronm the foregoing it would secm that
Abcolutien forms the hookgrond of hie book, bub on coc-unt of
the faot thit he roalizes the futlility of wxdmbaining the old
conception 0F tho Absolute ho hopes, that by canbining coms a0-
peots of popltive roligions theology vith 2 nmodlfied form of
beolutisnm, to maks thoe raesultant & norse satlsfgtory and ten=
able position. In the light of tlﬁe, tho quest ons zchout viiich
this oriticiem ¥411 center, arise: Did Pringle=iutiiscn suo-
coed in establishing o posltion wihich satisfuctorlly combines
wvith positive roligiocus theology, «nd dld he susceed in freoing
himgelf from tho ‘boolute as speotatier? The rmin sortion of
vihat ie to £0130w will eonoorn itsclf ohlefly vith showing thut
Pringle-attioon déd not succeed in pincing on affirmtive e
awer beyond roasonndle cusotioninge

roeltivo religious theologxy will bo talken to me=a
that theology vhich is ambodiod in the Chwrietian roligiom cud
trudition. IFrom this point of view 1t seoers £2ir to but two
ouestions vhich Rev. izckintosh so woll frarwe in the words:
wHovw far is roffescor Irinple~iuttison’s view of God and the

aboolute cupuble of doing combined with bolief im the divimo







Pathioehiood?® and, “oun his stetaments ss to the rolatione of Raulle
ty ond tie timp-procose be haimwonlsad with felth in divine reve
dotion™ (Contamporixy Review, Vole 112, pe 6B50)e

“nrowtiout thae book wringle-ruttison uses the torms
sbsolute, 4ll, ad God interelrgenbly. {seo Dpe 1855, 1863 587).
Kot only are thoso terms mentioned used interolmngeadbly, but
ho speoifionlly states and mémtaing tiv atman aud God are mu=
tu:lly dependent. In this comnootion ho says thot; “most
people would probobly be willing to admdt tids medinted ox-
istence in® the cus8c 02 mym, but they might feol it akin to
saorilege to meke tho gomwo assartion of Code A yaet, if
our metartiyeio is, as it yrofeceen te be, an anrlysic o0f ez~
perienge, t¥o implioution in striotldy roolprosil” {v. 254).
In the 1light of tho vinolo wirk it seams to mean o8 ReVe
Uaokintosh suzgesta,that God needs ran for axistonoe just
38 £na necds God—thelr relation of interepamdence being
oamuaroble to thuit of cvomouve and complok® (Cont. Review,
Volo 122, pe 681)e i€ this bo & corroet intexprotution(end
it seans $0 coincide vith tiio gonaral tramnd of thought) roe-
ligion oconwot und will not acoept ite FOr veligion rmn lo
dapeadont uponr G0d, dut God 1o depenldent upom nothings 70
suy that God und man are mutumlly intordenindent secms to lend

1ts0l? to $hoe eamo opitioiem that rylugle-Pattison cdvenced







againot Jemes whon he postulatos God as®ono of the Gaches!.
e objostion to Gol ac “one of the cachas' is thbat it places
Cod in tiic same mmoricsl cories and upon someviat tid Sum®
lovel as mam, I¥ God i: dspondant upon min Jiwt ep mun is
wpon Cod, how can Go@ bo tiken ocut of this memoric:l sories
to “hich frincle~--attison objeots?

iet ws now cousidor Whwther or not tlic ctateramtis
of iringie-rfuttison in rogard to the relations of Rewulity and &
tho timo-process cen be hirymonised vith f:dithd in divino rov-
elntion, Though Iringle~rttison cdnits tho importance of time iw
the disoussion of God and Hls relation tu tho vorld, he fimally
ooncludes that God £s timoless and wnalmnging. He says,
"o conolusion rmwbt Do thoth proprese io mrodiocuble onily o
tho yert vahich can interoot vAth other oyrts, snd, suoh ingor-
action, hus the naturo of the whole to drew uxane It is un-
intolligible as epplicd to the whole, and the terporul viaew
of things ocumot thersfoxo bo vltim:ta" {(p. 383)e Ho cgroocs
with Brodlsy vhem he statos that'in any ozec there 18 1o hic-
tory or progress in tk9 .beolute’.s Teliglon without & doubg
ropudiatos any idoe of God which m:kes lilm subjoct to civngo
and to that oxtent Pringle-iutticon®s position and posdtive
veligious theology @o hund in hamd. In this comnostion Reve

pokintosh pointe cuts “God's relution to mun it uppesrs to







Claistiun tliought, has not morsly buen reveunled in tho pasty
1t hne oomeho been developeds £or = mor:zl relationshiyp, as
1t grows, boommes inorcasiy@ly reoiprocal, and roligion is in
assenc: folleship”. & 1little further he o "1t 18
a simple fiot to eny thot for rdllions the rolationshi) of
0od and mn has beon trensformed through the advent of Josus
Christ. Ho meets us in the domeirn of historic movament—-

a difforent typo of reality from naturc=<in vihioch we ourselves
livo; there Ho zgoreite fimself as the cruciul frot uy whioh
the boing and tho rurnose of the living God are deoisively
roevealed” (Cont. Review, Vole 112, 1e 656).

Rasduall advinoes an attuok from a slishtly different
caglo to thet from which kackintosh does, Bentaring about she
guestion of osusality. He quotos the following dlrectly from
Fringle~Fettison: "tiotivity vwe I am nov using the term 1s
tho oharacteyistio of the living ami tho eonsoious being Blonos
any spplioztion of the term, or :uy trunsference of tlie asso-
olations, to tho huppemings of physionl niture and the ocrusal
rolztions betvween one phenormonon end wnother is rightly brnd-
od anthropormorphieme o« o o Zho fucts of 1life tn' of
mind cznnot bo trulyn deseribed, in short, oxsept teleolois
10211y, that is to cay as notivity Alrostod vomrds somn
ond® {p. 357)e* "It 10 true”, says Reedeil, "that he goes on
to innist thut *the ond muy be "in® tho orenture rather than

ovons@ionsly vrzsent to 4t (iind, 1918, pe 272). ;otivlt:y)







as desoribed, must surcly be thut of lower living owrturcs.
vlg ¢his is tho "oy, oontinues Rashdell, "in vwhich he vould pro;oso
to think of Gotivity in the Nivino idnd, 12 he 1o going to
mle the purpogsiveness of the Uivine iliind uwnoonscious, he is
not f24thksul to tho principlo whloh ho adopts @z tho fimie-
mental prinoiple of his Fhilosophy—=tho principle Shet tho lew-
er cin only be expléined by the higher, and that we ought to
talnic of God in the light of highest kind of existenos viiloh
is immo‘letely knovm to man® (:8nd, 1918, pe. 272)e o con~
cludes this moint by asking the quostion: ™fust not the prin-
ciple ocurry with it the applioation to God of the seme kind
of cousclity thet wo avo oonsclous of in ourselves” (¥ind,
1918, p. 273)°?

Ms fur 1t seems that ringle-Rittison is wwll avare
of the demands roouir:d of one who ettempts to bring about a
fusion of the tvo schoole boforo mentionod, and mony pPLasages
migkt be eited aiong with tha few that have been glven that
are more or less oongeniol to tho rositive voligious position,
but oven st that , on account of his .ibsolutistic temdonciecs
he hos folled to show how the Absolute is capablo of boing
ocombined vith bellef in tho divéne Fut:erhond, vhioh 18 a
fundonmentsl tenet of Chriaticnity; und has fo1led to relate
in u satisfaotory auy, Reu.lty end the time=rrocost t0 the

fi:ith in tho dimine Revolition, vhiocn, likewise 18 necosscry







to min tho surport of posisive rollgious theology., 12
suach o true, o my cafoly state that since Christiunlty
cumot ascep? his nosition, thore ‘s littlo left of the
poeition oxeopt that vi:ich tendes towmrd “bsolute idealinm.
Hense wo are brought to our nezt questions does ho sucdead
in eluding tho sbeolute Ideclistia pooition?

The neture of the answer ¢o tho guostion just
statod depends lergoly uron the ocnelusion roachod in ro-
gird to the quostion of time. ringle-rutticon rust rasch
an .bsolute
ﬁ»,"noac life 1s a purticipution in the 1ifo of umendty &nd

wnndty's 1lifo a cheuring of the .Lboolute, or &n ibsoluto
simllar to that of Bradleye.

To bogin vith it is & fundamental cantention of
sringlo~Pattison that timo is wnrecl, hence the ibsoluto,
the all, the Mmiversc is timoloases Einco tho reslity of
time 1c denmled 1e there any to cveid ibsoluticm? Yet us
then oonsider the ways in whioh ho hovss to suve himsaelf
from .beolutiem. e stutce that hie 1den of God 1s, "no
God, or .bsolute, existing in solitzry bvilse and yerfootion,
bt o God who Qlves in the puernetusl ging of MWmselsf, wio
10 sharee tho 1ife of e finits orsiturce hoaring in and
-71th thon the vole dburdon of their finltude, their sinful

vanderings ond sorrovwe, and tho suffering vwithout vhich they







eimot be rride pirfeot” (ve 411)e In enother plase he stntes
that "the wn'verse is in no sense & finighed et it ie an
agt, a continnous 1ife or prooess vhiach (to epozk in terms of
tima) 1o porpetunlly beipgs eccomplished” (p. 413), agpin,
"oroatlon o« o o must bo takm o o o A8 oxpyessing the es-
senti:i of the sivine ifo" (p. 44). Sieso stotomonts,
in the event thant theybro consistonjfdithm his attitudo tovards
timo, vwoulé onnblo him $o stecr oloir of tle sbhcoluto lloal-
ictio posttion, but it is difflonlt to ses how suoh stuitemente
411 lond themeelvod to a -osltion which milntaines thut time
1s wresl. In the firot ctetimont he siya €t we huve a

‘ Aiyos
"God ~ho sdnpns in the perpetwsl eiving of himeols, who
glures the 1ife" oto. (itallon mine). Ho» aun suoh & stitarent

bae scmaprohendad oxcont ‘n o temporal emy? | The woxds *lives,

Awing ond shores” lmply sotion vwhich mesns motione--gnanges
hera ie but one vay by vhich we may aqomo %o appreciate tho

moaning of these terms and thit omly by oonceiving that thoy
ocommote hippenings of some sort, “nd ve canndt huive havpenings
wmilcene they hanen in time. If tids be true tiien the tormo mer-~
tioned would bo utterly mezningless without the temporel oon-
notstion. he word"lifey likewiso imiles *-A:I'cion. How eon
11fe bo oonecived wnless there ba grovth? For mrowt!l to

Por growth to have mauming thero mst be ak'ngo £or whnt sig-







nificineo his gpowth without ahenge? 1ife tioen, meuns chinpe,
and -the sume critlolsia adwimesd cbove applies in tlds instunos.
wringlo=rattison then, hee this dil 25 God which i1s timoless
end God “hioh is sctive, hence tamorule. 1£ on the other
hind he focepts tho former he sutomticelly consign himcolf
to the .bsolutlsd’s echool, and on tho other hami 1f ho tgoepte
tho lattor his whele work w111 do u miss of inoonsistencl o,
vhiloh would malse tho vork w:lusless. It cpooars from this then
that ho mst aling to the fovmer, for in doing so he vA1ll
ohoooo %0 lesser of tho two evile, us it waere., .48 2 result
o2 this ho hen to give up one of hic contentions wpon valch
he rolied to save him from an .bsolute ldealistlo aonclusion.
s naxt= contention is thmt “tho unmiverse is in
no Lupts it is «o%, continvous 1lige or
prooess which {to spauk in terms of #dme) is verpetunlly being
sooomplished” (pe 413}, 49 hus beon proviounldy stated
reingle=mttison uses smoh terms as God, .11 and the ~bsolute
intorchingaably, In addition to these throe it cppears
thitk thore 1s nossidbly anothor to be added to the list for
o suys that ¢ by wmiverso I mesn hore tha All of existenco”
{ve 254}, Trom this i1t sceoms logitirmto to substitute i: the
«bove quotation to make it reed: God 1s dn ro senco & Pinishod

2.0ty Ho 19 uB not, a continuvous 1life or process vhion i5 pere







votually heing 2ooomplisined.s Ry this substitution tho
dilleven is oloar, wnd it is likowioe oleur timt such 8
stitemmmt is untensble &nd completely out of tums with tho

of o tiwmelass roelity. R0 vllow suoh & statemunt would
at onoe nullify iils wiholo iloulistio oinoeption of Code 4G=
oaptanoe oi"thiu staternant wonld mke hig position oloscly
ukin to that hoell by  illiesms Jumes whom ha oriticisos so~
vorely. 1t 4o olear then, thut onesu of hls statament ©
with walad hoped to save himeelf from ibeolutiem is un=
onable. hoe third statament aited; Yorection « « o rmust
bo 53N ¢« 4 o expresoing thez eesontiul mature of the
diwine 1life ig, in ossonce, oo nocldent with the two pro=-
caeéing cuotugiono, honoo thoe cams argument aswvenoed in tho dise
cussion of tzam 5ll avply with oguldl weight to the ong in
quostions

out of the question of timo grovs tho question of the

nor:l rasvonsdbididy of mon, whemoo tho question: nooe the
Cinito individuil oreatsn the mor:l walucs to some extent,, or
are they tho product of the .bsolute und just disoovered by
tie Ffinlto indlviduwul? In other words; do individoels orce
ate wiues in additionl to vhat God oreutes? Bf on tho one hand

ringlo=rattieon Gonles that lndividuels orsato cnytidng he







vents,
1w £
tho 1ufinito wlues of whiol: his 1lifo is the etoimal fruition
PPrO=
wriction onjoyront” (e @34}e iR, tho finite
sorld, as captrod in fimite gpirits, I hevo also contonded,
is not to be rarmrdod g & mero appearancd, oxisting only
from the £inlte polnt of viaws it io metaphy:icully raal,
as founded in the naturo of Jod imself" (p. 412} ©n the
othier sido aro sich stutemonte ceg "tho 1ifo of thefinlte in-
dividurl, a5 1t bullds ap 1ts truo self, ic thus a continuxl
proooce of celf~trangendenocs its trus poraonulity oz indi-
viduality dose mot lie in imshenrable feelings, but in tho xioh-
ness ena warioty of itss thoughts und interests” (. 268).
An, it is in end throwch £intite individw:ils thit the die
vinoe triwmph 1s worked out, and each of our nct' ons und oholoos

is tuerefore integrul to the total rasults® {p. 415). Tho







first two utatements, espooiilly the cecond one, intim:te
a2 deniul of the orcative zotivity of the individunl wnen he
saye, "retheor the infinito wvalues {( which I teko it meons
the rezxl wulues) of which lNis 1ife is tho aetormel €fruition
and vhich are frooly gfforad to =1l spirits for their ep-
propriation and enjogmant” (1talios réne) one right lopite
im:toly infer that God 2lone is the ereato of wmlues and that
tho individucl simply discovore theme Truo 1t io that there
1s an implication of ashoise, but even ut thet the 2zet remins
that God ~lone 18 the orector amd thut oven though the indi-
74331l does oxzoroiso somd depreo of choioo 1t Leoomus ex=
ocedingly diffioult to see how such cholce cun effeoct Gode
than, 15, in a way, trunsoonient innsruah u6 @ reming
maffoct @ by tho totion of tio individuile The third stato=
mont geoms to m8 to bo slightly crbicuous ac far us the first
purt 1s oonoccrnod—I £:il1 to compreihond the meuning of "fi-
nito point of vie:". Tha$ wtter portion, howevoy, indicutes
oclenrly thst as fur us finito splrits aire cousornod they ave
to bo found in the n:ture of the .bsolute. Tho last two
quotations indicuto auito the opposlito “oint of view for i them
1t is evideont that individwil evrcotion 18 rooognisod and that
individuile do affect (Gods Tow oomos tho guestion: 'llah
one of thore bost fit vidh tho basio clements of Iringle-
Iuttizons philosophy? e hivo soon thut ono of tho fimdoe

nmentel oomtentions of iringle-fottison 1s the demial thet







tire 1a ultim:itody ronl, how 1s 1t posslole to corselve of
& wniverso wvhere there aro individwucl oreations? 1€ wle
wes Zre mido Uy God nnd disoovered by €inite oreatwres, it
soeme thati timoe does not hive to be ultim:tely real.

i@ have now rexched tho point, [ think, wvhere it
is ovideont that .ringloeiuttison rmet, oven though ho doeo
not vish to, t:io up tho .hoolutistEz position similar to
thit o Bradley eud Bosonguete (ertainly he cummot toko tio
position to which some of tho gquotations oited will lead
for they indlonte tho positions agrinst vidoh he gpends g
great time and space for critiolams Thore is but one ale
tornotivo that 1s loft oyem vnd thet i3 to oontont himoelf
to tho school of ..bsoluto idezlism.

In oonclusion wo hive seen thit lringle-vttison
is intimtely 2oqualnted with the criticlsme admnocd vgainet
both Jume3 and Bradley, #nd @ have seon how he sttemmtoed
to bvuild and muintedin o md-wy poeition, toamporing it, ee
1t wora, +ith the (hvistion tholstio tru@ition; and thon it
g pointed out thet thewre 2ro a mambey of sorious inconsis—
tancies involved in suoh o position that mako the position
oxziramely shulgy. sven at thut the vork is 2 noble asttendt
at roconoiliation, und though the aotw:l content of the book

1ittlo towerd o fin:l rooonciliction (17 thore be such)

of the tvo scnools, it will im al1l jrobabillty’, by tho spirit







of the vriter, vhich seems to normoateo the vholse volume,
be instrumontal in brinsing tho two sciwols to o olosor

and better wnderstandinge.
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