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PREFACE

The presest rraaslatisn of Adrés Bello’e msin philossphic werk pep-
resents tha fiest English edizion amd as such is seant to (T8
pertant gap for the Esglis-speshing resder in the fisld of Latin Ameri-
am ph ihuﬁr Tha publization of this flesr English adivies colncides
with the second centannis] of Selin's bivth sad ls parc of the Festivi-
tles which e O et af ¥ la sad the Organisstion of Aserican
Ftates have carviad oo e h-uw this grestss: of Latin Assvican chisk-
.

K satious sttenpt wes mads aluwsys to follow the eriginal Spasish
teat 4s closely &v possible and thos give the ssaning which Bellae trled
te cemvey, although this wes mot always esay. Bello’s work conteine &
varlety of typographieal ertors and omlssions which the Erssslator has
carnfully stadied and owrrecsed LT sisple logle required it. in sevaral
sumsarisa at the begianing of & chaprer Belle's work emits the descrip-
tion of the fortacoming discussion; alse i soss parts of the mais Leut
ssntentes are ool complete—it seems that & part of the ssntence (s wies-
ing and thes 4LITieslt te unbetstand] the translater Seliswed the best
sption was falthfully te follow the eriglsel Lest and
tha possible description er wmissisg perc, unless soch
obvious. 1Tt han to ba barms in aind that at the ©
fros hamder (Ctes docuseats which mide srrars sare Dikel

Te B=lio's sem footastes, | have added & lew notes of =y om desling
with problems af trosalatiss. Alas, & hls weork Be

intricatn mystem of pemstustion whilch T Rase aot changed in the tramala~
thon, thus fellswing it s mech sa the Engl

Department of Fhilesephy of the Pniversity Ange
for bis valusdie ald In golng over the test and miliing ssny Belpful sug-
geaticas and carrsctions. 1 alen ous

wile Hcos for her pesmerous smid signifizent ald wi
FPinally, the frssslater desives to sxpress his gracitudes and sppeecia-
tiean e Bf, Roberts Etchepersbecds, Director of the Depsrtmsent of Cul-
tural Affales of the Orgamization of Americen States, fer his Interest
and his socouragesent In belaging sbost the present pudlicatios.

Wilten, Conmeeticut, WM. A ' 0, CANLDS STOETZER
Dutesber 1383 Prafesser af Ristory
Fordham University
and

Un beern del Salvadar
Busass Alres, Argentine

wii
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in Enile b tha deceds of the Teribes of " .
pings wad (he Chird sad Lot in & nsteral division of Sis Dife; et ol
Cavmias (ETRI-10L00, ohst wf Landns {IRIO=1RTR); and vhel o Beatiage de
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dlpheaghi Ws set Lorih the Diest ohapiears af (his wark ssler Che

Whide = the “Thesry af Chs Underupandi i IRRI-1AER, in The nEwws
papei L w‘ll Bamy lage, the rest @) dhe wwrd pessieed wnpub-
. Tha Univershty of Chile pebllobed postbamesly, in

iNEl, Wie semglets werh with dbe dsfisivies poils e P Pired voloss of
Balis"s H batan. Fathar Juan Dsasbar Palms, & plodediisd s The
Rab =il ulm Santhage, Wed shafge = the preparatiss sf the
walees Trem ssswscripin o felle®s femily proviisd bst shich subae-
questly eore lest, Paghey Lessbei Pales dles wvess e “Frologe™ s
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wihad apprare a8 e &l Lthe =eris e Fil 5 PRl iakhed 5 1PN s
valume B0l oi Ghe new wilition =i Bsiis"s ﬁ T T
the mliy whsre his prejest is beiag ceer - prelimamas g gpasd-
las af rhe Blopsic-Latin lewrices sohalers, Josd Gass and Juss Daw|d

Earils Baass, Rive bomn degision in shtsinisg easvel ressgnitisn af i
s wlglllomss (0 e bistory of philesephy eritios ta i Bgenion

W brmi prsblom ariss Sirk ta e Rister iral plesemmmr  sad
Filemephion] oriesistion [Sactrine] for e iaberprerslios of ke =
U Prierss SF Srvelopanet tad pebiicetton of Ton tabtint e

PR R md publicaties sl 2 eitisl serk and The
emitwile ol ids philesephy. fmeerer, the seervidiag

in
ml 'Iu:.:: ibe mukjest ssries aud of its svaleellon within (he ssthor’s

Beiln wan & Wighly somplen peresmaliiy. hwung bile mamy astivivies,
imlalleitual, sducsilonal, pelitizel, wad siber scoempl lsbmewin, his
wrth w4 wrilne deminates. His previowsly ssied eritlog s @ wide rangs
af webjmuin shows The wilde waristy ul materisls swd lesspsais dmwabugad
b Wle wvbia,  Bik & wwtable guilicetivs dissweiss sl & guestitativs
product |vily sheranierisn mis uriciags. When ohe Vesewuslen edition of
H:ﬂ Maw Suwn carvied sal, it will hows shest besatp-five
LY ol vilums will corry & distinei pifle amd wiil ineleds

Wana ol Ohess worie, relacing me phey de os Dhe sss Whoss rmrsanal iy
Ehap snrioh and (1 luminate, Lagks siguificanss, 1 APPEEES UNAECEEEEFY
Wit Eher verisus af thasd srilings, sheihsr piblishad dering

lakir, are groster in isportasds than sisevs, Wis writings
of ssay different clrousstesiss, pirpeses, s esslilions
ihidighaul & lamg, chenging s, su sesssbsss, saves lifs, Withsue
1““--_.--|uuun--|—tumlp varied inspi-
- in swifigleat Tor sue perpusss 18 resssbey thas |a

Bis pon cowers 4 highly sutesslve reags fres iy
pravided bar & spiifis scqasion &= “—::m:m. =
el pless s fiea P lewagsy Dy st gl ling
ul-lull-ﬂm-n::hm o i =
b Slia, Salls wew & post, pui
purion: B o sifsyater, orivic, o, el mtwmalian. l;

gl lmn, he sas o pulitickan, 4 diplomst, & sRatesasa, snd @ lagisletar.
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mem Laliiude gnd wilh ehvisss srorprancs sf sebbesdingy (11, togeiber
Siih babaslapesis of sepevimgesities, predtiasily jive ceglels sapres—
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pragmibin setivivies of Bells s o pukiis Digurs.

By Dour sardinsl peists of ihe ssjer s itisgs of Bsils piide in o
patupsl sap similer e the messer in wiich geagraphicsl boundariss de-
iwrsins thair baale divislons, Although the issss i itsall s debaca=
Wla, i da Fivvlag. st the viss of The iemntmsbal ol B=lis"s Birth, To
amiduiband, deCinsd by s st coeisteal eriibonl traditions; vhe pri-

pinlss wf tha waris sopressies of thess feus Dresds. I8 chreee-
mul sday il thair appEurumes, (hees ssske dee b felleew: Alec
1 La als ! Lide
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In LA81 Miguwl Astsais Care
wrag “Wh
of srience and & more pevfected nrnt:; al l- ':m- m&-ﬁ.m“"mmm
works

ma—m:lq:-!mtuplul Femot
- kons yut will |

:::‘::“::2; This judgsent, whish now in rm.::‘ '1:':.- s %

four outstanting emphases vhich we fov ricgeibenr By

ng.

The place given n his e

hn“_ ml- Bemaral mad in huilr:&-ﬂ. ta E al'“!!! E EE ﬂ
-lLtlIt:u:l:I‘lﬂd is the history or thought l: the In-m'

luu.n.. X, (-:r.."- Sl & small plase in the whversal

The sbave signifiss that the :
Privileged position e
i; éaziagsiﬁEE!!é;bi.:2::::!' s be jusuified ey |;: Lisi :
. fevous fhe serutiny may bu, the werk ale

ways will rema ,
Lectium of Batla, | o O et sipificet in the Wiblisgraphical coi-

As lmportant complemsy
ix the alresdy citad B E uf the pilosophical part of Bis colloctine
“.i becauss of ita cEncerng with 1s i dé

wnd :
I.“mﬁut:ﬂy::a:: tu'ul the inlgfal Shapters of the Treatiss
be s 'Ium:a m.t‘ lo's lsat wreiele shout Battise of |B48- -+ l“hr-’.
=yl h:d- AT the well-feundsed o bus | ow lbn: Yy Mll“"
4 purlect Mjlh, LE ner per fully is writtes :::'

of his M ﬁ & . E]ﬂ'_ 5

1t slas {» essentist L impur ity found
add Saaph
in the fulloving tes ffmmmarical mnt:h'in—'::u -;:"n::inu in
The

Sam decade g; ] P!!. 4 HFEE‘ ?!.
t=llans hd.ﬂr .:: !I;n-a . gﬁt__ﬂ. %%w .
ele-

menks =f thesw werhs ars nat
areigs. o= e wiher
hand, 2 the same

banic reflection about the heman saderstsading, so central s the rela-
tions hetwees lenguage and thought, or, in sifSer werds, Setuess lsguage
and understanding.

This sutesl swpport found In his wiews sbout langeags and 3
was the result of the close wsdersisnding betuses Befils the philslngist
and B=lls the philssopher, Althougs ons ismtersst is mepletely sepurace
from the other in warisus srean ol sach field, still there is & oneson
ground in vhich the Two coew together and becoms ooe. This ares hsa o
decisive rolue,. Wlthest the philossphar, lwsdeseantsl [seteres of the
phillalagist weild not be asplained; withour the pallelegist, festerss of
the phllosspher no less fundsssntal wosuld be sosxplained. Ble philslogy
and Ris philosophy esch wnfold im itz own sphers. Thay respand In theis
spirit te isbdependent inclisations whith eppeal o different sethodals-
gles anidl apstesatizstions. Mowvever, both of thess intervests sat emiy
gontimved in & counlatest parallielion from the daps of Caraess Dhroughout
hike Qhfe, but they alen becase interlocked la dasp strate s whick Kis

philesaphy and hia philatogy weerish ssch other (11},

The leading role which philesophical Chosght sarries sul s Uhis
talutiom Dhrough (ts swn features (s & naturdl eme. However dldecric
wight be his purpese and hovever declared his lntestiosn te lessen Ris

en philosaphy, Bella’s Eevelopseat of hio gremser, explicicly
ar lmplizitly, receives inspiratisss, 48 not its bawes, frem his paile-
sophical oriestation or idess of the mest lrt-h:lu order, The rela-
tion kelwsen thought and language ss ob ¥ye smong o e g -
thons of philesaghers in this seatury vas alss a eharaiteristie Interest
of Belln, With Condillss is the Sachgrowsd as 3 palnt of srvival as

mich ax & peist of departurs, Sallc perhaps wovwe than say predecessor
' } -lﬂ-pydnlqr';i_

the same Lise, he closely |loked both of thes Lo
out prejudice of waduly shading the course of Bello's peracnal develop-
=k, he wad representative af shgn of the tless, Asd eves hough

leaving sside for the somsst the philossphical basis of i jupridical
views, it would mat be pussibls te undapstand the paet in his mest ==
Ebs snprennioms without tekiag into sccesnt the wpochal spirit of his

L1

philesuphical analysis, Lo which, liks the stesp of & die, hin %LH

of the ' pontsibuted. In LET], Che come yoar in

Tlrst l‘; i'ft rear ltlm sppesred, he wwetsi

Frilssophical posms, desorsted with the ssbellivhesats =f the

lyrical language, snd espicially in silvas, bendecsay]llabic resances,
wr blank verss, foew & very cessldersble part of The seders Spanish
Farnaswws. Varloss fastors shich bhave costributed e placing thes
in vogue inzlude the hatit of discussiza end snalysis Wlch has ever-
powsred the sndaystssding esl the dwsivw for reform which has agi-
tated all socistios snd called general attentios te soral and goli-
tieal theses [. . ). Meny comswre this vendency which they call =

grase for philesephining postically and af writing sevesns in werse,
But we [ . o] Selieve thst the gquestion Boils dowm to shether this

Wil



hing at posiry s,

os (i) Uy nof, capsbla of intarssbing and anterExining

In histurical perapective, the harac
, LErlsating wh Mendsley
hlm_-ﬁ in bis guated jedgment of tE91 of the mative ‘:h aces 4
on & significence were snd sors pwsise S i

" lafeieeipecgeioal Snlationshiy of the “Milosopty of the

Sothisng is mers lluatrative ss the i Fead

_ st iay
:::intn-mtl:h:. placing of E&Humtul !i.mt?--“ﬁ n:f?ul:
o um, . verfortans Lhe Underatending. Bowerer great fts
matically to » definice —tk-l' of -‘u-...“‘ sy e o N Syt

i Philloscphy snd vy
r-:- lean dufimsd in ‘ln b joat mutter and In itw !ll!ll!l.ﬂf"m -

lwt:-u-ﬂ:ul.:m i“ i LT L I e — Peblicetisn i= LHN]
during. Teim of pesitivien, that wsrlier period and that intel.
i —t“n- t bistorically wers ending. Yot it wes wev this M“ "
R e lm'-ullutM and, is it snsextiale, flaished = ﬁ:-,ﬁedl
et ‘“d; Bowaver, at that tiss it fowmid [eeelf in dps 1
e :’. - ;-lullr wak e ol servival. a8 » Per Lod i!--l:::
ke “l the ssventesuth tantury, oulmisstes with n:q Enlighten-
-luu“ -; Fentinume as late ws the firss half of the ninstemnes Ix. 4
I.l.-',.-t : within imn scope the mdern tramsivien which &
e 'M imidge great priority ower mtalogy. As = mn“ rns
- mm i 7i: dealt in & netiomsl sesse with splstwmslagl ’
h-l: ting s Eaglish sources. In = dsstzinal semss Thesw et
o ;'ﬂ“':ﬂ.mh’ml”m“' foundations, Each :':-un.....m
Eharactep. 2 of natiesal o i pr— '
::- learly of distiner Eraits, .mlﬂ';.'in&u-'ui“m' kipoue,
Ehar growth and the lstrer attenuat |ow . -

m.m Eevenent vas only owe of e
:.l"lu*h-.. WEre sn tham !ﬂt'ﬂth; dominant -..1: tmtrm”-m‘; - ;::“"1
from philasaphy ?.hlm;_‘ heé smovmmes histerical significemse, r:
t:“.*' rol bgi tamll, because of (1w § o pu

As & part of the burgeoning
it was par smcollomcs, in ehe
“philosophy of the waderstest-
usdetutanding, through & special

Tha 16FF Essay Concerning Pesan Dsdaratandisg of Locke s the olas-
sieal sstrln title of all of the movessat. A ceatury and & bhall later,
the Phil of the Undsracamiisg of Bsllo (s prebably che lasz, Ix
s mat ¥y ase thak wapresnisn “underwtanding®™ them fisappearsd
From tha titles of books shout this subject. A the same tiss, thers
wat & changs in preferryed ghilssophical ialerests evem smemy wpistomlo-
gista, ¥eb, through ather chasssls, & sariain fors of ils resppearancs
is peking plece in sur Ties.

Diverss clyresstancey rems fogsther im @ sector of thaughe af 8 eer<
tain platesu =f the sodern period = comwvert this philesaphy of wnder=

tanding into o wisd of : tirst philomaphyl. Pirat of
:1!.-‘ at u-n:. ] m%m sl :'umunm togics

al the wapunss af thess ln smtelegy. But there (s sossrhing sors in The
resultant terminsloglos] prefaremcs. In the passage whioh comparahily
comes about is the replacemsnt of tatia by sstional philossghical lang-
uagss, wilitsat espiricism spted for ssbinmg the word "understendisg™ the
principal isheriver of the old “intellectws.” This option included wore
than the expressions of “latelless,”™ "inrelllgence.™ or “reasen,™ which
dlso wers used ln special isstances. T¢ teck s e perspeation of the
sepsary order the seme cognitive faculty im sdéitiom to the discsywive
sctivity of a logical chmracter. In the sese way, the comson word “ides™
was satesded alse U9 isclude comewpt, percepl, and even sensetion. It
Es wioh ehis exrenslos that fhe eeed enters late the e lom “asmoel-
athon of ideas,™ &= sopreavion typical sl the oharsarevistin peFahialogi-
sal axseciationion shich alas wes o part of the sems historizal sevessof.

With the sspresdlien “uslerstandiag” establlihed ba lssderahlp {in
the influencial English wersiem), Iv tesded to constitute by Qteelf an
Intrinnla charsererinavion of esmpiriziom wnd, st the saee ciss, of pay-
ehalogles snd pesaatioalem |8 the probles of knewledge. With mare pre-
ciniom, “undecsbanding®™ referred to Ehe origin of knowledge, er, with
wven gramter precisiss, te the origin =f idess sincw thers wes an in~
tlination s sextion ehis notiea which thes becess centeal. After
Lecka's work, Berkeley, Meme, Condilles, Destutt de Tracy, alesg with
othérs developed ar earlohsd this dirscvles of theught, sltheegh esch
cane had different mativatisas and Intonstisas.

On the ratiosalistic side Do tam, Maleb ha, Lalbnis, sach one
in ®is wey, emphanised tha distinction between semaibility (in the senss
of the sensocy) snd enderstasding (in the mesnisg of logical seviwivy),
I this sanner, the [lesn was separated aaurally Crom the ssieod, sod
st thresgh an estensien of linguistic sssming. They were restorisg to
this dletingtionm ail of lts scope im the traditiomal contrest Betwsan
the sensns and intsllect, (= s extenslon of thess differesctes, Hant in
hia twra would salarge tha distisction C[owird the other sotrems, dif-
ferentlating sseang The Thres lévels of seaaibllity, sadersvandiong, and
remion, dnd maklag & hlerarchy of thew. From the m#}u}gl 51%!
af the £ s with lts wide grassatical-lisgsistic implicat N
et W skitet G TiH g g 8B

Te construect thia latter . uny mat ] =
places of the undeystanding, with Encressingly grester estrampemsnt
frem philological disguisiziens.

At the seme tles, & coscurreat Tesstion wes tsking plesce ia Scotland



In the nawe of a phllss
ophy of “comssn senss"
ulli:: of the -l-n.n-uq in the Leckesn -—n".t”‘h-“- l:" :htnmmi“
C:“ h-w-.‘ ﬁ.. thin ﬂfl;-uﬂl:r sosght 08 he above sverything
-um — -l::-l;r'h it is tha notisa of t which 'tlnu“ .
lﬂ—m < i ‘:. t and pepchelogiet relax pe !I.n; : .
the highart leval. dithough this netion piur i rmosgy ot P g
e/ klﬁﬂl l\:: Reld, throwgh Stewsrt, ta Brewm, iIs :-hiz
gt sieg =11 b sessmatatly peychalagical. Belle himself peists i
a0 el taln saphasis: “The peyehelogicel wethod -;1 -
o h-‘ imt. ilesophy; neither (s iz poasible to have jhll:l:g.
“M l-lh!- .. Berkaley, Bald, Dupaid Scewsrt saw the percapti A
mﬂ T source of all knowledpe which the soul s I.-nn:
"‘IMI*'"-" l-l'm-‘ ‘.. sndoubtedly the LInsistance sn the espress <
i t-n-t.' u“l:l- potentialicion, wvas to open -—: M‘-
“.ml‘ ‘:um' ‘.mmmmm-lm-_-iuu!;
it M' .:l. t la on this highest level from which Scot l:n
Hﬂﬁ_“-m!dh .‘uu- The metions of spiric, witk ather p:oj-nt:u
wsild ni el o sequant Cerman post-Santiss desliss snd in ecl :
French Bven at the height of the nlasteenth ceatury -_.clh

tendens ien blocked -
shisats smbnin _::" philsscphy of the usderstanding” in its supreased

The Fhijosephy af the

coa e o ety S B4

oo hrm.rn this phase the preceding .-'::::l-:nm' s

i !Mnﬂu - n:‘h nn_-?lnu. Belle had sccmptsd lis apirit m

oy -"“i.un “l‘ ::.ﬂuh i“ tis inlvisl scholmatic

decads of the 880", Bello cowsents in Lﬂ:tll:‘ﬂ;ll ':;nt mhﬁn-“
L]

Lak tramalac
gy i-:lnmlnhn-umolmnmﬂm#

Certainly, there is missl
best way ke !::: s slng -ub:l;:-ut -:h..l 1 and the
Dagerasds, Reid, :.:.u'._m“ Ouadiiiin, Whssuks O 'ltu; Cabanis
ssat a8 trily waeful i , wnd sther msdern philosoghars pre-
the writiags of Locke Beither sheuld be forgotien in wuch o treati
have not bmewn slvays 'h:,“t: vanche, Barkeley sincs thelr mnuo::
fss, This kind of work ia mike good see of thelr prisary diszover-
Frasce and in Bngland irssl ing wor wmly in Bpain, bur alss in
Iny owaes T £, to which the scl .

s much (15}, seiancs of the sndegacund-

The underiinlng in th

e 2 e & above passsge (s owrs. 1t appesred

alearly in d:: ::-t ﬁ-' tha passage Beiter. There [a Mﬂibl i
the wadarstandisg Bilesahy of the unterstanting ol
Rt Tt et or sciesce of the usderstanding——ihe “;..:th‘:_m’ s
S8 Edtatios (“,__::m :ilr in differest periods bst alss i:'::
of "srismte of ldess™ ldenlogy™ in the spistessiogicul

pe-F ¥ girnas ) At R v ‘u the scheal of Destwtt de Tracy, whoas h:-r-lu
cades af the :i-um.!:':ut-r; "l“ﬂ:lillu'- R h.u Shé. Fieon ":
suppartier of this scheel, ull.; m|:t-g;.w“?_==.'=’;¢=w' h'::

"szience of the unde
easds of that mhl."uh‘- as squivalences, (e sccerd with the best

awi

in Chile sinee 1839, Selle took sdventage wors amd worw of

Living
e intansified his

resihing -'prudth- is the Fald of ghilosophy .
pelationships st enly with the ghilosophars already meatiossd In Landos ,

Sut alsn with othars vho =oce recently
wers ¥iater Cousin aad Teasders Josiirey, e principsl repressntat ives

sntersd this Cield, Asoug thess

enisctiz Franch apiritualion Particularly ehrsugh

al the .
Cossin, whom i= 1888 ha calls Hghe [lrst amomg ihe pailossphers &l war
Angs” (A7), he indirect inovisdge of The thought of Last. and

with gress prowshilicy, it wad thin
af Laibniz. The previsusly menticeed cos

temparary Tremch spiritualist,
views they spresd,

with grest enthus insm braught sheut & fundament a-z‘:l histarical
climais, V&g even the sbove situayiss dows not take socosml The

still younger phil
the slder Balla, with Bis lats ssarsaess &

the classizal Corman philosaphers whoss
and the Scattish wlews which -:‘-u; were diaseminsted

Like Jukn Stuacl Wil and Balmes, v provided

(buted ta pelish wp many edges of the later

prubless . This changs conic
ints = kind @i wery

fassaties of the pative of Carscas, comvarting him
indapendent eritic of the curreml sominant sxlscticiam. phvinmly, in
nia case, theve alad was @ matued "irimlht smphEnin .

e othar sestlng csn be derived [rem the wardy whick in 1843 intre—
ducel the newspapst publication of tha tirst chapies of his reatise:

Amoaj U probless walich sre presentad to e snderstanding &8
m--mi-tiud-ﬂ-m-lwin-mm are mamy
things shout which The wariess seheals otill are in disagreassnt.
hu—:u;-&-mwumdm Perhaps Af we study
mhm,-mmmwh-«-m wur lade
than ln =sre panie wstiura, sed ltm’utﬁuﬂl ta thair woaf
fon, it is et diftienlt to ile went of chem.
“—ﬁmnhﬂnﬂmw&whh.nn jenst can condenes
the bosmdarles of the dlspulss T8 BEFYOWES lindts which, wp to &
gavtain puist, disiaish tae aignifizance of thass differences and
plass Lha wast waluable azisntific afvascaments nder the guarsafee

of & waiversal sasent (413

eorhs tone and the compeguent redui—
#rhe knowiedge of the wuman apleit
af thess passaged ate in

Botwitasranding this teankly =l
tlem of tha ohject of philowophy ©o
and the right Sirection of its sste™ (19}, all
Mﬂn&-nﬁlmm Inn'-:hmnmtk—. He was

e uaderstandiag™ and the
= & philesophy “af e enderstanding.” The contents of
apie elesmnte snd in ité systamatlc diptriburiss
Justify his wee of the ticle of Ehe work. salle &id sot belong
tn any schosl in the wssal semes, &8 ahaeniintl Eidallty to the ned
ghilosephical peadithon will domisate all his labes,

Ten Fldelicy bugiss to masifest Ltsell in ths palat of depari=iv.
Tt has s Lin bass Che paychalogival dualiss of mdsesrsndiag wed will.
At This date, this dualism was eroded greatly by Sthar ways walich wers
in step sither with te sssending status of seatiseat in the brosd sense
ot with the affective Life a8 & separats el distinet eaTEgdTY- This
dsalisn had Been very dominsat 1= schalasticies through the antivhesis

of Yintellectes™ aad “woluntes,” which, fer wmasgle; playnd an fmpory Cant

weid



rals |a the thealaglen]l dleputos bobwren (5o Themisty el the Scoficks.
Fraguently, the signifizance of thaee dispubes a7 mst suderitosd becssss

of the smizsion -IW Isporiands wf tha pation of leve, which
&1 The Ciee was bnz the notiea of rhe will. Y

In the moders pepiled, % initial sspiriziens af craditlonal i
atcepied that old dusliss (s e llp:id terms of the m.m::
and the will as basic to 811 theiy progress. These i o Siffersacs with
classical rationalism which alsa perticipated lor a lemg tise in the
ums fmmiseant deallies of the papchic life. 164 alereuls werm jmslined
tn use s word “ressoa” (natesd of "usderstandisg.” When the rationals
lsts have recourss te this asTEssedy, &8 They do net cessa 1o have, Uhey
becoms pestsrued (o idenkily resssn with The legizel Functisn, This
identitication sight be by sdding "pere® to qualify “resasn,” or by set-
::ln‘uwt i3 an sepliclt way the ssnsary perceprion which the smpiri-
.'ll.l.-“.::m_ul.llg werw faaleting wn swssuming endes Their swn notiss

locks was estshlishing thar, "The two great end peisci o
the Sind [. . .| are thess twi . o Shigiies et Eatitt 4

-t ling. The Powssr wi Thisking - the #Lamid

Fowsr af Volition is called bhe Will [. . .17 uﬁ.—’L. Wad on his part,
Rarheley statmd ehat, “A apirit (s sae sinple, undivided, sctlve beiag:
as it peresives idems, it is called the 2 . and sa It predudes
sr ptherwise operates diool thew, it | called will™ (21). It was
In"this thesretizal Llse that Balle wrote, In the Introduction of his
trestise, that, “is & comiequence, ithe sowl has powers or [acuitize of
teo elasems. By ose group, we kese) by the ather, we crave. The |aining

of the firat s called underatanding,
ol the sscond, will™ {l#' iagedligmace, and the joining

The native af Carssss contluded gast, “Wenral Papchelogy and Legis

mals wp Uhe Fhil ihe tandimg; Moral Peyohal and Ethi.

ltha swbjwct h mﬁ Ei{ the 4 courss sf nllrﬁ [ i.:
direction] make up Ew {20, Mieh thees fws Srenches of
Pl lasupty copceived Ehis way wiith ssch e carresponding to thase

fwe traditions) divielews of the peychic Life, &=

sl Logls would constitite 1he sbiscr of his ;lm::{t:‘ :_:.‘ ey
b2 diwided Wis trestise ints Two prisary parts, Wental Fayehalagy o
:ll; (¥az let =n chamrws thet Iw spite of enis imitial resuelevion
A .u Thit speaking of his sthey writings, Salle goss beyond mental oc
inte mmrn':‘:::ﬁ :;-t: “;zh 9 tlmm‘ o "m-mﬂ

. mn b alen teuched sa &i

sntolagieal mad normstive points of sthies ia the same treatiss.)

Mlthough Bella had this attachmest to alassleal peychs '

El'!- Be also held that v sffsctions or the sentissnts in ;ﬁ?ﬂx:
.‘-r.’lm“ I“lhn:nuq fur proper recognitien in the papchic life, The
timencs, parzly :.‘.“.i’-iﬁ';:"l‘.. ke e iy P g

: Ak from &S
arder of the ssderseanding, hnimhﬂ.h—ﬂ-:ﬁt .r:
ssbigaity of the warb Lo want appline boch e wal-
| to affective dispesition. is recapnltion culmi-
ot French sulestic spiritualise, whics developed it
_ _?ﬂuu Afeer thal tims, s tripartita view bscams

scepted instesd af Lhe eskssred dighatumy Setwesn esderstanding s
will, 1m t8e mew view, waih poe of the oldey sspressions “to feel™ sl
Hta want” cuntribwted with ke share in tha shaping of the Fhivd, or

1t wowld b= wery 4ifficult tu (ind snother passage of that peclod
el witiool whibeh Setier sesmirliss sk a8 eutooms en the dislectis beval
then the following qeetatiss fre=m the mistoric 184§ : wf lemiden
lecquan, wha practically was a cestespurary wf Bello, everyching
faat this fast sigaifiss for the characterissties and placessat of this
by fall

Duder their diverse forss, sur thoughts constifute & clase of
hsman phenumesi. Oer seatimspbs, esch ese adapted to ite object,
foastituts snother, Asd @ third censists of all owr woluntary
ralstione. AIl ke scts of coastience enter inta this claswifics—
piss. 18 this way, theyw are Thres primsry functisas of the peyehe—
Ioghcal Bife, thees and no msere than three principal faculiles of
the husan smal, Uhe lopeillgence [wsdsrstanding), the sessibilicy
[here, in the sense of tae affective], snd The will, Theas sccupy
all Lifs wicth the ineshassnible gty of its dewelopments. And
thele differsnt products, assseiated snd cosbimed la verlous ways,
are thoss which make up the tewpers, which are st the sese Cles hath
walform s=d varied, af all Wesss swistence [2&).

Of course, Belis did not pams over The affestive phoncesss. Bul he
ment loned them valy in pasning ssd peferred thes s the umlerstonding In
rhe sphers sf what be called “internal senwisive perosptions,” concerning
&lfterent parts of the ergenlsms “Thess comples phessssns Tend to be

called 3 , sentlment , ions, sudh s o made

The wesb to fesl, wkich i= his judgment eught ts be lisited ts esternal
oi laternal sensitive pecoeptions, We furthey sdded that, “One fesls the
death of & beluved peeson; oue (sels sympathy with the suffeviage of
pthers; one fesls hefrar, sverslon, sainees, happisesa. Vet il af thess
phasen ars paychologheally inesast®™ (290,

The tripartite sations af feculties, of sctisas, of fonctions, of of
the payehiz phessmens depewding upon whather ome wasts L+ tlaanify In
sceord with conceptus] grefersnces wove ac then teesisslegicel prefec-
emaen, were alan destised to & leng =i, a1 the same tlms, gensralised
welldiey ia Later payehology. The face rhat Belle wesld sst reach =
sgrewmenl sbout the sbove mutter in en addiriscal presf =f the relevescs
of his week ta what alrsady vas the latteg phosss of esr isterpretatisa
of the wmedern sevemsal af "ihe phllossphy of the osdersvmsding.” 1f
serves s establish wilh = grearey dsgrew sf apprevimatiss the historizst
fremewark snd the dsdtrinal honds ta which this work carresponds .

Tt i unsecesssry Ea wxplain that mething reparding whar has hesn
aald affeccs parssnent iotersst i this vork ss » clessical tesr sines
it ls so cless to meny other major or siser Burspesn weitings in this
sovement which we have besm dlssussing. This is a1l the sers the situa-
tion since il comstitetes & privileged nuclind of Ballo's philossphizal
werk, which [ocuses on the snslysis af the relacion betueen enderstending

wlz



wsd language, betwess Chosght ssd + This, then; alse is & pri-

mary costern is the snalytic-linguistiz tendencies af mporaty phi-
Issophy whick ke semm =f its werbous reats in The philesephy of the

I, Wepaphysice in the Philgssghy pf Beiis

Thm of the + wn wn have eeea, be [he object
of saiy won o  fws me wn ul philosophy, In the view =f
tello, The sther brasch ia me_x. Fhilosephy, which he places cutsids
the plan af this work, The verk en the waderitandisg hes two primacy
ssbdlvielons which are Meatal Paysholegs and Loagic.

%3 the first of thess tum parts, Mamtsl Papchology is the msewt es-
tenae and ales the most subsbemtive, sithough it escludes in espressesd
farm what the swthor ealls "meral peychelogy,™ which censiete o Ene
peyehalogical avely of the sperations and aste wf e will, Vet thia
esrlusion, sogarding to what ww alresdy beve asdvesced, dces oot resain
ssaulute, Bello wets forth twenty=tws chapters shout this Cruncated
papchology in accerdance, 4t Lleast thearetically, with his erigisal plas,
whiile he provides only wight chapters [or legie, The most decisive pare
al the werk s the sonceptual seamlng ol the subjeat savtesr of peyshalngy
wnl the way he drings together doctrines which intagrsts QB In this
vespuct, ha sasmines gquestions Which gs From Ehe senseblon L e jor
gueations af prissry philesophy. ihes Balls's paychslegy [scusss snly
wn matal peychology or the myshology of the esderstasding, &t bs fun-
dimentally & sstighyalesl papehology. But be doss ost peesit his lagie
to be primavily & sstaphysleal wadestak log,

Since the swhject msttsr af popehology, o &t least & pact of i1,
war atill fur from being sccepted an & poeltive seisnce, Bells's wiew af
it wms oot umuswal for thet peried. I is ¢lear that the geseys]l mswe-
wewt of the “phiissaphy of the wndsratanding” bslongsd ta the lemg sycls
af wwiaphyslesl decline sssscisted with the sscesdancy of the probles of
knpuledge #o fhe highest lewvel of philsesphical intersst. In spite of
the duminance of epistesslogical interssts snd even of the sssential
pipchalogiles whileh served o as & base, wor esly 4id0 chis savessnt nst
wepurates iceslf from ootology bet, with e reservation of & redizal
shepticion vhiigh bed Huse ss ifw sodel, it wes from ontelogy that ia its
way [t brought sut lts soat delisitive festures. The rusaing dewn el
metaghysics whick historically (s sccopted & & wvealr of this perisd
wulsted primiclly spplied s the (fadivisss] sscsphyslcs cherasteristic
wf the & prierlavin spsaalanivs syntess, ths scholestiz as weill ss the
mefern yatlosslisg which flegrished in the sewmisssth cesfery, Bt
this disparagessnt in itesif wes not dus Eo the scbject matter of sera
Py ien,

hn iilusprazies of vhie atave of sffairy is Condiliaz, whe represests
s histsrical care of tha movemsnt and wha sles hed & siguilicast inflw-

wnce on Sulln's werlinr developmmnt. Af the begissing of his sareer, iw
17h&, Condillas, declared thati

1t i macessary to distimpelah twe clessses of setaphysice. The aw
bitious kind seeks to pansirats all of ths wywtavias of nature, Ihe

cquenny this s what sesks o
e u':.u':::;:ft Ton sther kisd of setaghprics 8
p— and te Prem el apts its Lavestigations fe the ‘H::ﬂ, . of
: m“‘“l‘t fr im @ lirgle cencernad shoub Thel -
s -'l-t‘-:.:tr u' sager sbout what It ks shls b= ;:'::'trh t kenses
:lu::“"u irasil in the LEwits that are marked @

1 L
il im 1TTE Wi ihist &Ry yheoretical shandoning of The pwnant lonis
*
polnt of depaviure, e e mOrE precisn: - e
the selesces, metapiguize Lo the el -Mn-:?mu-p“.l."‘{
e‘-i-:m-“ a1l the ohjects sf s amsuledge; it is ot sqsho
| semsible Truths and the science of "'"'"‘.‘.'5'3..‘... . 4 s
he mist Eetyect science; townr lng above Thai
it ralses us wp o God (341,
jon af Balls, dee kn
and s patt b8 the
philsscphy, Br
. he lt;ﬁ‘j

gres reaant, this sles wad the i b2
2y ::;l-n—n :l.-ﬂtuli— gf hix wapirit, -
- m- aan e Sacifet te writs fermslly stout

- wat dppest sustabnable.
uns “certainly wery Litri= -tm'lll y ::.l:in alsa held iu propet :
¢t mirigsted pesitiviee” LA t“m-:lli
consider Bello & samevha paychulagy and logic, he perses

“ -
?I:‘:n:: x;f;‘i?- ‘:: :::::ﬂu that are proper be mmtaphyslen.

d 1
Alseady in ihe Seiaf Dstredusties, Beile himall peys stientl® (0

s gEner oy Wbl metmphyslEE-
dhl‘u-u u:-l:-u Il'lﬂ:;’iilﬂ pailasaphy, he aidded tha Dallowing Ie
:P::ﬂ AL tha butlom ol tha page: ]

pays atieat i @

-

Cmia oadphy
' - (which
e ﬂt-‘hltl-.dll the mind of the -rir::il :ﬂﬁm"mm
e i the wee of resies, tSe Jimthﬂunh
:M*L:ﬁ:iﬁ:z'ﬁ!h “.-l*'#lirﬂ:.mm h&‘ﬂ: have & Glove Fa0—
- pur
nnlﬁ“:t:::ltﬂ‘l. Feychalogy #ad togle, diunse Ehe malynin of

ssnisa of all
intallectual asta gives ul the Saslc and pfk-ry!lwl' ez

thess theary judgment rassma

the E3 af wnd @ i
" ey o L T S e
ey o guide ea Tha undas» ] anding : : ’

which wervm &% & : o i n

all sther Truths, %L‘ %% - -

:-d‘.ppu:?n -ht& e linked less glossly 2o the sgimni® tha
£ @

human snderatandizg {28,

fuch = clarificscion smounted pat ssly

: the [
alca ma "The sclmmis of th e et
ml“.:-:{:::::‘ﬂmiu al ltn pressnce & u.".lt-:ﬁn:u.' g 5
peilcyas 1y, Uhese sateriais will pot [am 'ilulnu gy oo F
:::-:?;:-ln s closs Link with Mental FPayehalegy

I (L]
ts the refagnitiss at
irat truths,” Wt alsn
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torw @ part of thesw preseatatioss, VYer there 3 me=rw. [t weuld st
fwllow 1220 what wes "lisked lees csleesly with the scinnce of (he boses
undavsfanding,” howerer sucs seraphysisal it might be, veuld be sscluded]
it weuld be given under the “iorm uf e Appendin.”

These initial remingers wuee nat saly confirmed later in the steps
tahen iz the Trestise, But ales st 8 particulsr time the sether pauses
tn provide (ta thesreticsl foundstisn. In oo of the chapiers of Logic
where he discorsns sathod, he sritss sheut eatalogy with this Intreduc-
Eary statemsnt: [ , which deals with gensral ldeas of esistence,
time, space, cousa eifect, the [lalte sad the infinite, matter and
:::rtt. substance sndl steldests, 48 in & lasge seasurs pepchology it~

£« 12y).

The pasnage bocomss e of the scil expressly Ilissinaring of the
watues of the whols im the teat, 1t is oet thet oatslogy and peyvhetogy
becoss identified, But entolegy s In @& jﬁn pAr: peyshelogy itsslf.
In contisuing, e glves the reasss For this viewt

16 s becasas peyshelogy Is what has ta do with dersrminisg vhat are
geaerel (dusn, manifeating in what way e (erm them and what they
signify in o rigeesss sessm. [0 is pagehology which, iovestigatiag
the erigin of sur comples comcepts, is whis to give =0 the elesext
af thme sl the slemsnt of wpsce, the intwilectus! forms of causality
and of intinicy, g1¢ in what lays out the Limlts of the intulties

s gand af the sesses, which ssn The saly perceptive facelties of was.
It in shat discovers in the depths of thought the primary +lesents
wf ressan ssd the eternal standacds of the faculty of resses (30},

tr is not pessible tu sdvance iz paychuleogy withest delving luks
antolegy, (n the seme way That il is met pomsible Do develap entalogy
withost departing frum pepchulegyi

Thei, the hase of Outology (s the snalysis of thought iz (ts primi-
tive slemsnts, the sspasizion of these facts of conscismts which
dominate all (stellesctsal sctivitises. The principles constitete o
propeviy, sn isssparshle slessst of the spicle, and the consequendes
whith sre deducsd from thes estivates all the less confidance because
they betoms [urther remsved trem thelr sserce (1),

The seme shesrvation applles o thesdicy sincm it is oaly emether
part of sntologyt

Theadicy, or matural thealsgy, is & brasch of oucology. [t departs
from the signifizent fazs of the exintepse aof the waiverse and from
the interlinking of ceuses and effacts to reise wn ta the firse of
all cousas, to the source of being. 1f traces tha sticibstes of the
Creator susminiag his works; and from these stfributes and frem the
enamining of what happeas in crsated intelligence, iz deduces the
deatingy of man, o the degres that this ls given Ea the husan ressen
e hnow sbest (L. Cosdining sttestive chasrwation to & limited nus-
ber of demomatrstive processss, it reads in the fluctssting Peatures
of the phescemnal unlverss the stersal order; the traits af wncres—
tive astivity, snd the lishing of smans and eads ls hich human des-
tinies sre written (32),

Upes sush baves, offeret ot the end of all the werk, Bella's Paycho-
logy or Mestal Popcholegy temds from e [irst fs delve inta e taphyaics
with thesdivy Included in iz, The resulvisg secaghysical rolerences wot
mly help to throw light on Bella’s paychalogicsl Sevelopments, and thus
hia logloal develspments, but Chey slan romatitute the cove of his pey-
sholagical thought. Withest undersstimating the sharpmess snd orighnal-
ity =f much of his anslysis in the fechnical Flelds of payche 11: and
legiz, the prisary charscteristic of his werk sleays will remain the
setaphyalanl testure in his prosestation of his peychalogy s=d lagic,

Saturally, the systemstic priscity which paychalagy dlsplays In the
test is swt wersly ssposition, 1in its charscver, it s toandat lonsl .
umuml.mm-.rmumnummdmmum
tors of his trestiss, Batio had pleced this dinsléent marginal sste in &
wark writtes by Pierre Lerous vhlch he hisself tramslated: “The payche-
Iogleal sathod alwaps has Vewn bnown |z philossphy] there cam not be
philosaphy withaut Lt" (13}, Thus his own logle, (neluding ite sbumdant
sataghysical vefereaces, bucomss & payehologicsl togic, #r a legical
prpchologleal inm,

e wes Dulls conaldering sach oma of the guesblons ralasd s (he
parsgraghs quoted sbove as the ohject of sstslogy, & puyehalogiat ontsl-
sgy, 43 esch oo passes by in its turn in the unfelding =f Wis papche-
logy. Of prisery coacern will b issess regaeding the origis of kmowl-
sdge, the mation of subatssce, Uhe relation of causality, the idea of
Gad, Mu.mmmtuﬂmniahmnﬂuuum
negation of setaphyalen an well as its persistesce and restaration kave
turned in the soders period. The cobersnt position tukes by Bells re-
garding all of thess geestiosns whapes in o dafisitive wasser his mmts-
phynicn, which, in this seatext, includes his thesry of knswledge.

Moving slways in the broed chamnsel spenad by Locke, Belle wan oot &
arthodox follever of any ol the represeststives of vhal e have called
the moders “philmsghy of the uederstanding.” Ter just as Condilien sud
Pestiutt dw Traty were the ones wha spurred on ur setivated Relle, sither
Ehrough atresctlon or Teactisn, in the deveiopemnt of his swn grammaticsl
philessghy, sa Berkalay sppesied t# him seve thas sy sther intelleetual
in the srwa of prissry philossphy.

in writing absst philosophizal intsition s tse Clret yeers of this
century wsd (0 taking what he regards sd an swceptionally goed wadal
Sacgenn distingulones “four fundessntal theses™ in Berhaiuy's phileaphy.
Betting forth thess theses o the cleswes of brosdest v Mergean
identifies thes as Gdwalies, nosinalies, spiritusiism, end thales (34).
The distinction interested Bepgeun 4z = way s sek forth sriginal aa
well ws unique intuitien, sinze he found all these trends reprosented ia
the philosaphy abvanced by the Sishop of Cleyne, Witheut all these
fresds belng secessarily related smong chemseives, they were in this
content diverse sspects of & pallosophizal view that in lEself was in-
divisinie, Although in his cese Thess theises and thelr lsser conmections
sppear with a perssasl stamp, Bsils felt & streeg affisizy with this
historizal form of relaved end unifisd intwitiom. 1In Bello's paaition,
thess theses alss are the fser fosdesestal trends of Wis phi
awaresess. They sre in their swn wey equally discernidle, pet
inseparabia, in the wmity af his philesoghic views,

wxfii




Be st Le aee them in the couventiossl order
which
o et of shue frme o b b s S Vo Tt
ea alse cowventlesall ]
:'Ill“tt:‘.l;r:lll‘!'. philesophy. Spirituslism sad thelon ’-I.t: i-d::::
1ot Qe Do &gt i el s o ot ey dee
prisary in the double sesas of being the c:nur:b“ s i ot
doctrine
:;:t:“l‘e;u and the historical ecurrent of unlh:t wlul-.L mt::
twn primary .:‘h: 1: 'L ’l‘ﬂl.';:'. .I“ T.“L““. . s
e, In Nis i
o g .‘ . 'm fea, eotolegy bagh

Tha probless of rhe relations berwess thought lemguage from
and

:-hlhltutln Itll *ud Lo tha bases wf philnsephy in genersl uﬂl::‘uu-

n.'“’:; deuter in the work of the mstive of Carssas. In apperition

hital . ;':-.:: :.::h-:-:-t?:‘itiuim B=lle regardisg these larver

. thair msstaphysical groend

clear :n.;:‘- sertain setasions, such as ia toe pesiopes ey pi

:-:u '-:-‘ ::'l‘thal work, he made Wnawn DME deme Chearetizal (ea-

tn i i t::ah-unhl uwere mot £o he interpreted v “seraphywical

Srre mfuu— has Been the primcipal sourcs of this sx-

-  with its grest ssbiguity sbost the rslati f Ral
peaeral philosaphical grammar. gy

By atecibuting te Bulle o "pejerative wse of metaghys
Len,"™ Amads Alonsp has costributed te atrengthen ing : :0‘- tuilthl:

It has basn :
"-m,-tn"“::-“ such & pojorative meaning does mot fit the wee of

‘:T'I?. dnitted together wi . pe-zr’l- AT wur=
:::&-uhuuu te sttount that it is dus estisely to
Papu waage, tha crus and saly eraftimen of lenguages.
And In the Liga da la Len Castellana tien
IBVY, im call i
sbaut the sxpressles “la® [in], wh ar v t-. Eime l-":-h: l'-:;:

langiage caa be predicate and situsative, Bells ebemrves that, “This is

T s oy A R peniened O s i sece

Of esutse, these erises have diverss fa ezerge from
slures whi
:—:::n:t‘. luluu‘inl faftents. N The mosr llulmﬁtm erinis mln.-l.-h
Kans and auszoserily s known as the alasslesl el
munsw, it s the sswrce of the griais izenlfl; in mﬂu: om.h‘#, ITI-I.:

wxiv

-

vha puint of departurs for owercounisg this cerisis, These cupressions er
forms uf this histericsl erisis were mot comaluded willy-niily by the
franh demial of the legitimscy of setaphynice. Vot Dhey ot lmast had in
common critical inguiry snd the subssquent placing in questios of The
srops pi tuo ldeas which Red compbituted its Ewe Banic emppocis, whieh
wars the idess of substance and of cause.

1t {4 unneesssary to add that beth the inpulse and the prabing,
whathee great oe small, of this eriticiss procesded from more or leas
sl fens -1:'::.1 winws abost the erigia of keswledge within the seatest
raised by .

Tha peyehalsgleal smalyses whileh Ballo saderised led him te face
suscensively each of these idsas, j» &id is ia full suaresess of the
eritieal spirit which prevailed during the perind of his enr | oy Sevel-
opseat and sven of his sature yoars. Wails he was Wi ing the
tie peactiza sgeinst such o eritiosl artitude, hie swn deselopment will
scient him towsrd a kind of sslectie aysthesis whick weuld sveld e
ashignitiss prawslent in (he remantls sovemsnt, Withwub prajuiiee to
the multiplying reservalions shout the limits of the human mderatanding,
he csntinues in spressest with the peychologizal Traditiss of the “phi-
Lesophy of the underatanding” la its wilab] ishad semming ead he renalss
catagorical iy Wis seeeptasce of the legitimacy and wenlolness of these
twe hasle (duss, whieh ha refines in a personal way. The ides of wub-
ptamee will ba the primsry grousd for bia spiriteslise, sad the ldes ol
cause will be the primsry bms for Bis Ehelsn,

Mynady prior Lo Finslizing Chagter 1, shere be focuses on perieption
with senastiss s Its most sieple elewsat as & hasic operatlom ol the
understanding, Salle appresches the potica of substasce. The mamsev in
which he bagias te cerry sut this cask is cypical o e movement wBicH
wan providimg in with his basis oviestation. This rontinesy even D9
the polnt of Indlestisg that Belle weuld st do saything sther than pur-
eun  Ehis traditiss without hesitstien) “The sodifications which the
soul unfelds o Liself are considered ususlly as 1it which secoms-
sively and continsslly sspevimipose thessslves on & subptasce of & sug—

t which is Liks the esdergirdings of the ssul.™ Agsim he omtimees,
:: we ought to be en geard apgainst the fascinations wneceised sver o
by wetaphoriesl words ehich by necessliy we walse ln selplng wa s pon=
gelen this wysterisss svolstion of apiritual phenouens™ (3.

Afper waeh precestion o shiah the phllossghy of leng=ige Segine T3
appaar unified from the haginning with the philesoghy of the yndsrstand-
m.ﬁuu--iuummn-w-tmntn
follow, it appesrd that the suly required suteoss hes fo be the denisl
of the ldes of substamce. Mot &t sll, The precautios in this pesasge
primarily i oppesed ts The sation of quality mere so tham te The natiss
of substance., Clearly, sse af the features cssmsnly attributed Lo sud-
stasce i its meterlality with its sasemed satelegizal support of e
esterzal warld, But Belle rejects thin positien, Altheugh ha doss fouch
upon this concersn in the flrst chapier, be ssbasguently presents in this
work a mors cospletly developed wiew which we shall ssamise in 3 subes-
guent discussion of his idealiss. Tor ln spits of the tenor af the paw~
sages quoted abows, he definitely snd conclusively affers kis scoeptance

af & subsrastial wowl.




Il lgraly Tslloeimg, We sdds

In sach sms af Bde sete, the sasl i respletely shals sesacdisg o
what we previsusly have ssid. Asd i 0 wsorsaary 0@ iedsscile Uhe
bdenpity af the soul snd its Endiviaible ssiiy of whish er censtescly
have an eepemrial intuivios @ich ohe apparent dillerences sivich o
aclence shows T ul e chs weal

Like fhe istrodection to Chapter 17, thess ssrids fogused o ehal ils

zalls the “Estion sf the Substastis] E=1f." Ta e [follosiag
paragraph, &1 of B=lls"s ppifitoal sl sefidaniialion becomss con
drmued)

The soul, lsakimg of fteslf s Lilescioal, sDonrlessis, aml sos
unider sll of [ta similpenenss ssd ppocsssive sodlficetlons, plecss
all af thess sedificalions i=s itself, ms s sossidisg whileh serves
thes ad 8 hass sl suppirlr] sChervids, iU swuld nof e able in oo
wlder thew as iis sen. From thet istrespeciive act, the soul infers
Ehat “J. Fr:trll :.l:ﬂr::hh| i““#i"u E:H thet the Lataitive
purcaplion i tionw, for from giving ue § peaierisri the
Adatlas @l the sehatanriil sall, iLovalwes Ehis l.u.*r sailos =8 Uiw
e nessssary =lessat (371,

Thers was no comtrgdiction betwssn Wis imibial preosscien and this
fiael cenclusion, La snide foy o while ihe noied probles of saie
rhal Fubitancs, the erigisal precaution as it becomes clariflied was aod
Eireceed ppaluet sloher the sotlon of e sall or the sl ds substsnrs.
Laiher |8n oppopiiinn was Hlrecbed dgainst & particeler and fiwed con-
caption of the wosl, This rejecoet notion of melest vinlage regarding
the subslantisbity nf the soul sewemed the ssil to be dillerst by malure
fivs Che medilicabivne which the somssience azperiences. Bells pelats
saf thal the oemeen mess for thees modificetions wes "gueliciss:” Vigter
Cousln had pensved the alder ¥low b holding that from the sounl wlewsd
td & sshatemcs thags uss e (essdiate peredption. Bls juetlificition Povr
taklng this pevitims wes ehat the woul resslred sdly frea s julpeedt and
this frem ressmming based sn those sidiflcations.

Ia hls s way, Balle alas foss up apafnse the dsctrine of sshatan-
tial spirituysliom, We refers te this vilew, which && that tiss uss §8
tha helght of (% ntellesival s avivies] susmit iz French esiveswi=
Eies, o8 “pha illustrisus hesd of the seleciin suhasl.® Tha ssal sub-
vtangs dississss iteslf te ox thymupgh o direct pereepiiss cthat Un slmil-
Lansouy wifh what we haws of (00 swn sodifications rateer fhan EHhrough &
relationnl julpmens thar ue mele. 08110 SEEDES DAL, "The middflestions
ara nething ether thos ohls sodifisd sshbatance Qrsslf. To becoms ssars
=l tha fizatlma without tecoming swerw of the sadliied dalance in
absslutaly fepusnible.” g s was clowing the soms Chapter 10, b cos
ety PEthary e i oo labultively susce nf sor sws soul. ek
ierlhir ln Ie popilhln b destribe sur sl wee da um bnsw its waturs

wncupl 15 e subens
praseat (3R}, that the phenossss stteated by the coucimmce ars

s #L the subsrenrisl self ou imsdists pepessisgicsl
-F-l‘“'ﬂ!. % tha vamulting wisw thas requisas sa dllfereatistion smong
i "'-"“' fleations which the ssul undergons soffsns, st this

.~ aavk

palai, neibkimg Tedd ihes i%e clessical scEinngy Seiledsn elaUElds  did
stgidenin, MHosewer sffirmitise Sis notdies @ epirltial eebavEsts =6
have Beem, Ballo wss stvencing o puilssophically beteredon peine aof wies,
From the periods of Esdehas Palei Gnd Mesbadsy y Pelays, the prissry
makivation for Ues erivicisss sppessd e Bmlla's gemaral decirios of
jalintmnce By the incellectual wecter smad aitsched 8 Drasdliiss sught e
i goen a8 weah in Balle"s denial =Y matecial scbatanid &6 kA SayChisg
mlws.,

tn prosenting Wis wiess ahout o substantisd soul, Sells wes develop-
ing o8 yefinkng thesrwiicel lesees which meds sdis HTfiesll hd jistl—
liesthon of his wiew in anp grossds othsr then espicical consideratbons.
Tot in writing &v o philssnpher rather than o8 & thesloglm, Bailo hed
no doubin, Alfheigh wi o ws have Gesn, “we de B0 besw fhe meters™ of the
wpul, 4t fn as mech edbatentla]l &s (sserral, Bst the resssma for helding
tn puch tmsscrallty 0w peg ontsisgizal omsw derived from the aolisa of
rhe Iesateriality ssd siomplicity of the soul. Argusests Baisd & Chase
nagiess alen wosld apply To the seuls of ssissls, vhose sesle slen mani-
Eeit Eheas characEeriatice. Belle's reasens (o supporting the Dmser=
tality of the sml hove the mral srder s thale greund;

Wigh wegerd to the festeriality of soul al brebes, LT dass At
follew [. . .l that their sml io destined e bsscraliny, sinoe
from chs imesierial and B eimpls the lemiediil deds Bal Eecssasrily
foilss [- . =0- W know Chat tha husan seal in lesertalp but set
becossa It in usentended, bl father B9 acher bisd of preafa which
we dwdhice [rem the woeal phesssna of the unilverss |. . .. Thars
im Cir mask & Guiure desilny copabls af sacisfylng Wia .i.-p{ur.l.-u.
The husan sl suryiees dearh, [. . .] Tea worsl order owghi te
renelve (kv cpmplement apd its peridciisa beyosd the grave baie rate
The ressos alsis suffizes to ses welrvea Ln sral phenessss of eRich
we e wlinsaees, 8 [utute ohiloh avalcs s beyposd the gress (391.

The msetaphysivel spirituallss of Bells im it décislws &lsssnrs Fé
milned (stsgratesd in eais way. Obriously, 0 wsild mer be possikle ©e
ive L ely B it were seporated Fros Sis thelom, Ay desips,
we haws wveded his Copii usbil this pelar is spdar ts soaars tha gresks
wal fidelizy ta the spstemstic develnpments of Bello's werk. We shall
wbe how the wess Lisd of pespechologizal smalysia Ied kim I chie thelastic
peiicion shich Re cewerts intn the cacneratona of his miire sysies.
This, bt will Secoms the point sf depsriere [or the (des of Cesee.

fm this area, Balle cirvied duf @ peresal historicosdectrinal wym-
thenis, slnllar 1% vhe ons b weuld perfors reletive to Ehe fdes of sub=
Elanid. 06 s ses hand, he accapty an his om the criticise whizh Uhe
saeoms smphrioliste held shous the sobtius of comie &8 &0 bea BT Weede—
sary pemnscilon lsharent (o the metors &f things. Bt &6 thE ethed hand,
ha aweids gheptical phenssssaliss sod esplaine through the firee saues,
whick in boik sfficiest &a weil &8 Claal, &101 the b jectivs and auhjec-
tivw, phyaical and piyibolagloa] ssnifsscstions of cauanlity.

Tes sass bnicial study of percaption Qed Baile ©a che ldes of csuss
with sil af ite sscaphysical devivsiisms. A&fper diavingeishlag bstwesn
*intultive perceptione™ (aslf-centesplation of the conscience Ehreugh
tha faculey of intwitiogd, snd “semaivive perceptions™ (resviciag ia ths

eawid



svareness of ovgmlc impressisas through the fapulty of fesling), he
divides e "senaltive pereeptioss™ by classifylng thes as external and
internal, Thia later divislos distinguishes Between the respective
scurces which madlfy lmpressicas ss suternsl or intermal ta the orgesiss.
Viewed anly sa 8 phenssenon of consciousnsss and bepead its erganic beas,
the carrespsadiag paychic modification s the sensation.

Ax 3 comseguence, thepe are Istuitive perceptions wich by thelr
nature dre pot & part of ssnestlon, Belle says:  “Sessation is en ele-
ment of perception, 1t ix not the cowplete perception but wealy an ele-
ment of sensitive perception.™ He thes takes sdvantage of the sccasion
to distinguish betwsen his owm semsstloniem sed that of Coadilles, under

whowe philossphical petromage he had beges. Later he reteras bo develop
further this Lesue;

Thet we Labe (he words ts fesl and tion Is & mieh less extensive
wdaning than that of the sswsstiomist schosl, For that schpsl, sen-
satlon s perception, |wlpment, resssning, @sairs, wolitiss, wtc.
In sasence, that webheal sees ssrhing mere thes tranefermed smnaatlons
in all the affections st operstioss of the soul (40).

After mablng peeh distiscrions, Bello comsiders vhat he calls “rela-
tlwe peroepcions.” We dees met discuse them as o third group, which
would be Siffursnt by weture ssong thesseives Cros O “lotullive™ and
e itive" p prisma. Be dlavsases the lases of the resalt whiich
follews frum the je toguiher af the intuitive asd the semaltive
pereeptions (entersal o Internal) in t5e =derstssding. And thers
epemtaneously arises o third elesest is perception different frem the
w=re sggregate of eseh of the shave two kinds of ions placed o~
grthar, This third perception is that of & "‘-5; from which e de-
rives the nase of relstional perceptisss. It feult te ssxggerais
the grest ispectamce which the classic notlom of relstion carries In
Bella's philowophy, Aristofls had alevsted the potios of relstion to »
categoey and, with its revival in the sodern period, locks snd News ked
glven it en espirical eriterion sad Lelhnls and Kant & rationalistic ene.

Let i be ssfficient iz remssber that weders sapivicies coses ts wse
o lus ivalenl the sxprosviens of “commection” sad, abows all, of
“associarien.” Pros this lstter sspresaisn come Qfa influsntis! usags
in e halloved loostion “ssseciarion of (dess,” and alen in the payshe-
logical dactriss which cese ta ha celled “sssocistisniss.” In this e
gard, Bome war decisive; Thia tradition continued = the histerical
Seguents of Jesss Mill and his son, John Stusct Wil). Belle, who selers
as ofces sb peasiblie to Jeses Mill, slmset slwags sses tha sapression
"ralatisa®™ to swold this substitute wordisg, whieh in Cthe selbing of the

"philosaghy of the wnderstanding” had bees [he enprassion vhiich Loths
eapecially preferred.

For the man frem Carecas, relation is = sbject of & parception.
But it is st oo slmple that Ir permirs just any bterm Lo becams & part
of » relational wxpressios., Rarher & velation (s & Lisk established
between two terms by samms of & coaparisem Wioh similtesesunly locledes
ench of thes, Such an comparisen relates (n 2 @ailque st of peroeption
one or several sttrlbutes 0o sne or the other term, 1f the attribates
are of the sese wesning, w= have Sefore ws hosologous relations like

wwwihd

'u- mmasing, e have
eipaltyi if they =ra of an sppas
':l:.':“t::lm l-hlt are ’glllﬂg* ar oppeaing wach sthar, &8

canaal ity sud suscesslon (&1,

enan of these, Ehe suthor procesds
m“ e .’::‘s :.1‘#’:‘““"&!.“. relatios of c;-u wad :::ut," m
i}'”.; 1%. Ouril this section, he had ast ‘dnlt-“ mﬁr—
e B olpuupli.hqﬂ.lhhhphwu .‘"‘ m,w-‘,
M“Ml&m and thus of csssality, are #of yece : e
the md ;:m. "'l- tha peroeption of ralatisn, : wou .:'
:{ully sctiva, It takes out :l e c:l!“ it!u:; u.hM. : “nu
:n-:n- E iwes, guaerstas” AY). This nl-t:l.: ::
- ..r!th?u—l -iu% in Balla's ides of ﬂu“:.--t.
-L::::nml“ an sssential difference hatwsen his view and —-char-

iatie asesciatiomise.

tablishes &
e hich he unlevstanding o
M‘ on 5o ...-'“?:.'.- m.:ﬂuu. “rugalte frew W u“-nl:r':t- £:;
Nk 'ﬂ”h.ﬂ“‘l.‘!lﬂ!ﬂﬂl‘l;ﬂ“&
el ??tﬂm , wa taks for grested that uu-:;i e & n_;,
'mhm ‘tt constantly s werifisd thal partals s=is ‘-.l. B “-‘11.,
:&ul: uun‘ (61).  Merwowet . nutmﬂrtllﬂxu“t: s :-.mt
b g ::l“:: .I:“ﬂ;.tﬂ‘“il'! i lI-I and what -:mt l-n: m
i o ‘“‘mﬁm m’ - o h-lm fmplicated in
o ality so haih aso iy wre
Hn erperisncs” (441,

l-nl.-lhl
W shave views finds » comnection vhich the un
m.' - % setans Appendi im w=lla
“-Mi:u e T ll“l“ 4 in qh:::ﬂ?-: thakr v;l- )
- " ‘-"h‘t:::: ml;l:-,m .l;m tallo stiridatas ﬁl:
?-‘l“ g o ke &5 Wohbes and Locke, it sctually eulminates .
o mh.‘:t';.l vies the reelstion of eassality does st wru“ 42
-_-yﬁh. “:;u&-an-vmu-lmﬂli--!m::-n. .
ol b g 'm:“?nliil’-m'm '::.a::: epetas ;m?_ﬂﬁ
o gy A causs ~iLiusbon® (43).
- -u.i:':l :-z:-ln b.:{:: umi:;?: further in the Appendis,
:un—- u-c“ and affect, there I8 no REressary canmectimmi

staclutely
tlah batwssn surh phensmens m ’
st l:.m.l' ﬁmm ta suppons in bthe -nhm:‘; -:::1‘
e of causes which, destitate of (atelligesce ::u:'«-r& ) ol
sutasl Warmeny to @
“rll .:i:'m—‘?:; -li-.h rn:-';m e iinw;-r endy snd means, that
‘l: will sad Invelligence, a& evesy tarn (A4).

matuet i the wni~
irestios. This wery harsony of

bt u:-ul“-“: ~ ‘?l r-uﬂt:ir: Aurher snd all power ful 1-::.:::“';;
::rn will ‘hu ':nl.ﬁll.ﬁll tha eonsezTisss of phendaena frem

;-i arder resulta® (A7),

xzin



Tew philomuphizsl secess to the idem of God begine wigs ansal iy
#nd pruissds [rom toe “glsse pouses™ [x the phynidal order af navwre tu
the “frea cemses™ bn the waral srder of the will, This apgraach fsrther
:'u:i_llunr-::. :: hlll.th shaptey, “0Bf the Nelstion of Couse snd Ef=
eet,™ 4 as wtialve Appendiz with the citle, "0f the Bupreme Ini
imd ol Bis Attributes.” This ighly characeerlaric section, which ﬂ::
o comilatenl with the veer of the Drestiss, cone)edes by slarifying s
mich Ehe praeral setaphysical base of his trestise &8 Dhe speeslative
signiflesen of thelss within the geweral Crusewarh of Ballu's dectrins,
Bhwimusly, this Wind of philasephical meise with fex vests n the strict
::t::‘ easenlity departs sigmificantiy from vhe shaptical prehabilism

Y. Papshalagical ldealiss

The diversity of tha philosophical Tleations of rae

lésaliam, aven whew (& o rescelcoed :.'?..uut winh ml:::‘ u::
oaly Fittlag sntithamis, is well baswn. fisregardisg (¢ csrrent uss as
= sxprestion oppessd ta materislism, whers Erougs cereentiom ik s
glvan & broader senge them spirituaiive, we find thin diveraliy expronsed
ia tus distinctive ways. Firet, i1 cen refer to vericss probless |z the
dreas ol bsowledge, of heisg, and of valus, Secesd, sven ia doal lng
with a slagle problem, withia & glees subjoct sres, The definition of
m:u.m. in oppesition ts thet of veslise, con tabe dlatinet fores,

1a Bello's cass, the ideallsm with wwich we dsals follsws from cos
celving the ghynicsl warid a0 purely subjective, while the nsturs] csa
science with both grest certsinsy ssd spontanalty réjrasents the physical
world as extarior o it. Mereower, wslike 4 priori legle, paycholagica)
ldealiam through los & Lz senaery baie provides for this sohjes=
tise swarensss. U shou Bello begin the wee of (dealiss as =
tochaleal ssprawsing in Wis philossphy st & wery late date, Bab swen
than he uses the esprecsion “ideslisw™ not so such a5 § theorstical sen-
strugt in i wystem but rather o8 8 phllssophicsl dectrise. ¥

The problem which foruses o= the sature of st knowledgs af
terior object ssd on the lssus of Whether ssch ohjecta are n_-:nt“t:.:
-llr:: rxtarnal to the knewing subject ls both epistesslogicsl smd snte-
lagical. Beile diseusses thess lssuss with sose stribing particulari-

tien, s erdey (o . :
of aicisl 'wi"“l:;::-i prunible roafusions, thess [ssues sre lo nesd

Ou the ome husd, the problem of knewledgs with thess related is
Husy
W from tha [iest pages of tha trestise sad frequestly s Ehrust
foregrount. 10 culwinates as & speeific subject in =s less
place him final ahaplar o= Paychology] It resppuars is the Lagie.
mm-t 1h the sxprans tepic of me af his thees sreicies en ghila-
ﬁ m: ticiom, anw of which he dewates ts Balwed. On the other
-‘i' o mare thin sne secsslon teads ts winimize [ s & prablem
et ca— !:.Hl‘l: tw it s “wrawile® and wwem as "Trivaléuws.” But
ml et Lf thers s » loglosl incompetibility betwesn the
#hove cases, Lt I saly ia the forsal sppesresces. In fact, Ballp eom=
tlmmed ur!tl?\leiﬁg'ﬂlu—-ﬂr importsmt. The tople always wide o

al thess dlscusulions, there were satives Fforsbgn toa his philoscophy it~
solf. To be precies, sess sl thess fecters shich on escssien led his ta
those expressions grew oul af rthe perticeler veligiows swwironmest in
shlcs he wrots sxd Tosh on the [esturw of sars er lews ehligatory eve
whans.

Thes® seservations occurped asd saly with vegard s the spesifis
sature of the proslem, but alse s the gontest of & possible ideslinkic
selution Es b, MNewing basd feced sapy tisss with the need Lo delesd
this pesition with pesslen, he aften sets IE sside quichiy. Svisusly,
he dwes this En sn appregriste buet plafn wap, like sisssring tesalogieal
dugmas upon webers. Ut is importisst te sake this slear fer what 0E has
e @ ot snly with the pesition of Bells regardisg this probles, bus
alss with the mei inlissts condition af Wis philosephiz sad aven his
il lmnphize=rel lgiom coned ienoe.

There |3 3 mesd Lo sppromch The probles shigh avises from ssassing
that Beiin hald comistsiahle idealistic posiciens from the first dewsl-
spuent of his view af peresplion. His holdimg oo sush wiews wsuld heve
scourred long before kis ows progress isd Rim ta the nass of Berksley in
the taxt of his [resrise, Wz iz will be Sevksley’s dectrioe shich will
provide him sith the spproprists oppuriunily te sspress bis views on
this tepie. After finding suppsrt in Barkalap’s wiew |n varicss places
&f The Ecreatiss, he naches U0 In greater decail in the decisive
chagter with the ticle "Of Matier,™ ln the divisies on Peychology. AF-
per making an sstensive defense of Wis poaitios, but ssly frem the angle
of w wingle pusaibilivyg, Balls sbyupcly snds che discussiss with teis
peraas whith, in 4 certaln wanmer, is disconcertiags “Nab altheugh ia
rlgee the deitvine of Berkelay coold ba sdmitted 45 4 possible sssumptiom
in the eyes of philossghy, it is lscontestabls thet [t is oppeawd Eo
some of the worw sssentisl dogmas berh af Cathelicien snd of slmowt all
the Christisa churches™ (48],

Ta ihe wentioned srtlcle abour Balmes, 1h& Catalon, Bslln smphasizes
the shjecriem to lerkelsy fros The polnt «f view of tweslagicsl dogma.
Oppasing the realisn of the Catalan, Bello sadarstsnds that it is threugh
the idealintic system ihat redven nebes up its mind withosl cevalatisn.
But he adds thatl, “We say resson withest sevelstion slste the Cathelin
dogem ol tremsubscestiation iy coslradicrs (dualbem™ And wtill
farther slong he statesi “We lsok &t the ldeslistic syatew oo & Falae
pypothesis because it ls oppesed re Cathelic Segma, but the redaon by
itself is wot shie to dessnsvrsie its falsshood™ (9],

Altar the above ststemsnta, b sight sppasr st of place to consider
Bells an ldesilst, Tet in thess stateswnts thers s & slesr bBoundary
betsssn philassphy, on the s hand, snl theslagy or rewesled dopm, o=
the ether. And sven Easugh ha safsguards his verbsl Fidslity Lo Thes—
togical ortsodoxy asd cespeets within this sephare the seality of the
pxtermal weeld, his peefersnces inlisw the order of ressen. Bub Un Wis
usn of this techalgue, Be yessgis Ea the sem of ireny in sabile suppart
of the kagliesn Bishop of Cleyne rather than of Chs Catholis Blishop of
Vich.

Tt is wall haows mhet deving & leng streteh of weitern philsaphy
resarvitions of such AATure wera not in eay wey esceptionsl (30}, Tnis

il



pragtice was sves more prevalent In comsidering the systeries shich fal-
fownd from the dectrims of trausubstantistion. In lts daliberstions
ragarding pussible 'rih-—wlul solutions Eo the mystecy of the Fucha-
tlak, the Counyll of Trent, in the slsteenth cembtury, convertsd the doc=
trine ol tramaubstentistion iate Cethallc dogms. Mot mly had the Fro-
trsiant velormeys disagresd wits this theologiesl doctrine, but &lace
Uk wedieval perind mamy theoleglann of the Nosan Church ales had es-
preasad dissest ahost e serbts ol this wisw, 1n the debats oo tais
vobjort, thesiagical views comw to ke |lsked narrowly to the reange of
tus sonlreverted pillosophical dualisss which dwalt with substance asd
scxidest smd spsence swd snintencs, Althesgh after Trent masy Lagellec-
tusls of the Catholls tesfussicn foued that as & Uheobegionl kswus this
topis was plessd, and svem though =8 writers they ware inhibited (s sd-
deensing Ehia gualion, they had me rdases Lo feel aatlslisd sub fectivnly
within & philosophizal point of wise since Ehe Council's decisiom deslt
maly with = historiaal isterpretation of cevelatioa,

Wirheut doubt, the sheve kisd of ofbuation wesld hald for s ldeallst
like Bwile, who had perieds of peasionste leslings sheue this sstoer,
The adharents of irasssbatantistion Deught with the sdvecates mf idealinm
by réquirimg that prisr Lo the Bucharist the bresd and Che uine be e
corded the ceoditien of sshatantisbity and rhus of phyaizal bodles. But
Ehe Rucherist thes redeted sueh physical bedles 1o = cosditios af -
srridents, WVithoul prejudice e comvent lonal manid feniations, the au-
thentic Cathalis faith of the native of Cerazas weed wet have Felt ivsml
Aamaged by ehia incompatibility whioh his philosaphizal tedsus was su-
-,hh.hlt-nm. Ga the atder hand, 1t nesd sot have bewn Che
-uli] peint af his dissgresssar with religlous degmas corvied by sach
thance hiatorical sxagesss 0 & lewel of spapularive abstractins,

dn earlier incident during hia stay (n Lendes throws 1ight es this
subject, Onder condliloms that sre winows but in du-tuﬁ of pro-
fouad spivitmal tribulstisn, in 163 Balls weal To sss = closn Teiesd,
the wnli-Anewn fosd Maria Wlewes Shite, whe wad amsng iS5 Spanish emi-
Erants iz Londen ot that tiee, s his subsequent respumiing letoer,
Blancs Wikin writes 1o Bello, ssong ather things:

Those whe, ai you ssd 1, have becoms scoustossd 1o daukt shout re-
ligious points [. . .]. The proals that the Christiss raligisn did
dal oviginate la sere fraed ars very sbrangt buf aothing is mare
dlilicalt tw deternins tham Lbw shatpact dsctrinss I: « <) Hmre=
®var, oo future fortuse ls in the hands of osr Crestor, whe ces sst
call us to sccmnt for met understanding the unintel Ligible; nelthes
can he submit ws to suplanatioss which add wacurity to the pbposrs
l= 5+ :)i With segard to mysteriss, nst asly da | not understand
them, but paizher as | able ta discover which wosld be Chese that
arw de [acew vevealed (310

Giviowaly, Iy is Nlsnce Wilte e spusks ln chis Qetter, But in
boms ways Balle alse s present, wid he hept this lerter from Wis ale
Eriama unbil bis desth, 1s the light of an lscident auch as ohis, it is
mat diffioult to usdwratand the alight impressies that the PP DS S Emnlla
sl the theologiess of Trent wete able to maks on Balls’s fdeafistic me
taphpsizsl comvletioss mad wees loss on his o pellglows Faieh.  Mat
the above asssrticn assds bs be sederstosi as bring sads witheul preju-

wunli

dice to the ohvisus reservstions relewsat to these tlroumstances., §a
many decinive passapes of Bis treatise yeilect this poink of wisv.

Trem The sivict begimsing, Bello coms faee ta Face with the natiss
af matiur kn the ih-‘lLth ponition. Amd Iy the wery first parsgraghi
of the inltial chapter in & section dealing with perception, Salln hae-
tems @ GharscEsrize maiter sa suly “thas which ia capsdls ol produting
simsation.” Ne seshs to setablish &t the el ol the diseusslon that
“uhat matter snd saterial gesllties are in thesswives other Dhan werely
an cause of seseatisss, we do st kmw. Saliker in such h-:dnp-—
cuapibla to the mmial ferelvies with which o are endousd. Scaresly
is all of this intesductury te the cabsgevicsl dalinition of Chapier
11, After sffirmlng that the seul s = subslests is ot differeat Lated
from ita modifications, b desies that == ims part subabants 8 @ csadi-
tion for metisri

Sut what! Parhaps ens will say, *Be ww pot perosive fhe modl [lea=
chons of matter without peroelving in some ey the ssbstanis (h which
thesn medillcations reside™ We respond thet ue mavwy perowive di-
rectly the ssdificatioss of matter] we snly .'-u-h- thes Teprasen-
tatfvely hy mesns of the semaadisss whizh preduges in the sewl
(31).

15 ks well te poimt Sut that #lthesgh Beils pressnis bare &= bdeal-
jstic delisivion swly in pessing, be slas Eepesis i1 in llke msnner en
wiker sccasioms whmm iU la convewimnl e do a0y Tee denial of the real-
ity af space mad time, & velovant paint of his ideslism, denerves special
emphanin. Aot we whall give partiewlar atfealiom be thin issse in our
Chagter V11. Ller us mentiom hare a5 & = ificant exsmple of ather de-
welopuents whal &e sstablishes §n pressniing gl the HNalation of lden~
Tity," n Chapter KLE of he creatiosd "Progeriy, we do ost perceive
enather subsissce sther than that =l e indiwidual uz. And this ak=
fustlon eerves ss & sedel o reprasent £e sa what e tribats theough
an inatingtive ssd irresistible snalegy te other intelligent sad semsi-
tive Saings.” The succesfing paragreph, which we mew quate, s migaly
parsmoent om this (aeset

Do we conceive swbstance in badims! Do we cospeivs that thers
would Be in thew scssthing teal, slthough seifher imtelligibis woe
wenpibie, which serves si & base for qualities which we Imagine kn
tham! e do not kmow Chess yealitiss eseepe thrsugh o réspanding
sensaticns and by the relstions vhich Betwein them the spiril ces-
cwives, We do nsl knew them sicept as cemsms of sensatisns which we
percalve iz sirselves, and of relatisss which sur wpirit eageaders
threagh = wind of astivity shiew e spprogeists 2 it and iliy cow-
pares the semsstions. The ldesa of substestislizy is budiss iz net
until this psint anything sthesr 1S The idea af esssality (330,

] ‘lmu&-aﬂmw:amuu-lmaliq
m;“;'u:’mz by the hand te the ks of ldealism and uﬁlﬂt! ‘:- i.
fatic base Dhrsugh his slreddy Waswn coaceprban ud causality. .
::t r:lu thars wan En take plece his eslacidestal weefbng whth Berke—
ley, It wan iz Serheley’s pame that s refatss The real jam af the schaal
of Edinburgh, pessing jsdgeent spesilically == ils {oander, Thomss Raid.
In wppasition Ts what has bees ssid many tiass, Bsllo wes not 8 foliswss

saaliy



Berhelay priserily focused his polemies against Leche. From the flestc
pages of his Intreductisn, he Begine his sttack by polnting oet In &
given place that, "1 shall ceasider anw the % of this dowinemt no-
tlen, waich to my wey of sseing ia 1 +  Likewiss, from the
beginning of his trestise, Sells will place himalf sa this groesd, al-

thaugh he will pot ssperinpuse in eny way his crivicism of shitractios
wpaa the views of Berheley.

Already in Chapter 11, Sells slludes = the philesaphico-liaguistiz
probles of ideds snd of sbebrsct mames, but st that point he dows oot go
ints these wiews in & Setailed way. Altheugh Bells explicitly sczcepts
in this chaptesr the noninalist ponivion, he doss so someshal (n pansingi

The errar of those believing that we perceive the modificetions
and sat the substance cosss [ros the prestige which sbstract nases
sseriloe over us. Frem this prestige srigl 4 mamy wvy can~
cepta in the philosophical schools of the sncients, Aod svem after
Ba t . mamy vastiges of thess errees wers
mlf%gy ul wad foms snd of subhstance s af real
things which sre put gn the top of othar resl things ia the way that
elathing is put ewver & bady which it covers; slthough this concept
in Whdden with speaious lesguage, it bs abeard (80).

11, like & guiling rhresd, it wosld turm st usefsl to wxtehlish
from the beginning the essentinl differences between the yisws of ab-
stracthon of Bello and of Berksley with edgard Lo ke mominalism which
linked thes together, the follewlig weuld havs e be sadds (1) Berkeley
rejects the lwvel of shatracticn distingeished fros geseralisstios. We
considers it more then illegitimste; (2 la lspsesibis and thes sen not
be axistent since suth & level wvould reguire metuslly swclusive sations.
Bells not snly legitimises sweh a diavinetiss iz & given semse, hut he
slss even makes it his defenss without prejudice of wolding, 1like
Berhaley, the identificetion Betwsen geaeralization and absrrasties,
between general idess and shatrect idess. (2) Barkaiey Mlt-rl all
shatrantieon a8 & generic “doctrise of shatractios.® Bello upholds hias
own particular and afflrmative Ssctrine of shetractios. (3] Berkeley
passen jodpmmut on what he calls sssemed absirasct s always decej—
tive prodetts of langsage, BSells prefers to pass £ on bed use of
what he calls sbstrect pases in the Fleld of philosophy and he finds
this sbuse to occur -quntf;.

The differsat scops whicgh sach ane glves to the wetlon of ldsa pro—
wides the point of departurs, =md saly tha poist of Separture, for
wnderstanding e differsnces betwwen Berkuiey snd Belin. In apressest
with the peyebelogine tradition of tha philssophy of the understanding,
which Balls received sclginally theough the line of Condillise and Dea-
Eutt do Tracy, the Venssuelan spress vith the Delohmas o well as with
his Freach predecessars that the fdea, whilech stysologically signilies
mage, pretesds from the ssnsery source of pevceptiom, But whiles Rapie-
sy appliss the nees of idea sveas E3 the sctesl perception, Bells pe=
stricts the exgression saly o vhat he calls “reneved percaption™ i the
sense of renewed by the memory of by the lsaglaation., Alrwady ia Cheprer

[, whisre bo discusses "Of the Perception,™ he states seceintly the fal-
Lowing view,

LR
Althosgh this spiritsal affection cosnises with the corperest

this
produces it, we have a pressnt reeptisn, When
oy et paisine e it affection, oF B ives aftarvards In fhe

reneued a gecsllection, &= R .
::;pthh:- ponmwed . & memary of By f.n' imagina wre called

deos bees
fies image; the Femeswsd perceptions have

[ -; uln'- :li':tn-l ns:rl!li- by The Tesenhisce which they

pruly have with sheir sriginal petesptions (81l

st this sesantic difference, which has in
rl':‘m“ - ‘.i‘:.l.::!-u teadition. Batner it s i T. 4u;:u:::
::lt Beile later intreducss betwean and _ wﬁu g
provides The baals for = wiluable petenasl doel ® s o
R flereatistes frem mers percaptive lmages, wven theugh such imagms
waye --mmm-tmm.

in weveral
tore wach taia destrins, ohizh he discusaes
xn-::n h:ﬁ::fh. I'I; the ithirtesnth & Wi trsstise, Belle makes other
advasces of his view in Ehe Appendiz Le Chapter ¥il:

g of ldmaa. Wropee Ldsas are wething suhey Chas

Sl 5 i ot preclos lome o

P wnd 1 s Intw b
develuogment of prepey ideas relatles ta

:::.muﬂ:- thdmwm-u—ih Ee reach

(6.

wapressioms, “inspprep siats™ a2 "imperfect " which wsre

-nll: ‘-Hnlmmm the -u-l’ kind af u-t. nqmp-:.: ::l:.n ..;“:l:

Yut the rish of sach & nagative wi .

R ke i

Rather Belle's pevition vas etaly Lo TN6 ary- gl

mdnh_m-ﬂmm:umw:?:#h

ol thess ideas sre pesitively e be samed %-!E ceh -

-lmhutmmruﬂ:hm—rm.ynt are pra .
thay are fundssental in importanes for humss wnculedge .

e already have said that il m’m-’::.m”:
picaly ealy ans sectss .
i::.mnm st e sams time. Mot everyonw i:l::: r.:l‘ll:o-:a-u-
tic movessnt differentisten, aa da Berheley M a " m‘“ﬁ‘
pemetal idwas and abstrast ideas. Likswise, @a “;‘-nmt s
oA ““ltr -.;mh;‘:u‘:.;o:::!.u. ::u erleiciom
L Ml o e Dol i | idwas wsd confronts di-
such an ldestification of abstracl and geneis B e
Trasy which wan nearsr
pectly the dectrise ol Destutt dm s it
idenlsgint scheal of which Besbet
mlm:::l:'n:.-—lh.:l this eppositim durisg the thee he Llved i=
Ehllem,

We are sot abie to fellow here the mm: ol Bella’s :us;:-i-:':::
of his intsllectual isdependmncs.
:Ij:‘:mhh:. :::;“l:'-!. unigue ia his tesation, sseaplifiss hia
peint of wiews

zxavi b



Wew | feel shllgared ts ssparale mpaelf Frem the eplnion of =0 mewy
eminent philasophssa, howwwer siresg the pessans salch serew in =y
faver sppear to e, | qai Wit do lees then ts distrest wyssll, Wips
all of ehis, T saght te say thal, lhowever much | think shest Ris
mitier, the smre [ om cowvinced that the erlbers ©s whem | refer
l[u::: wdapied withewt sufficient Inguivy tha dertrine sf The schosls

Ler um Tosk only ai his twn primery conglusiess) The first conelssiom
in nagative, With The serd abatractim, sose philossphess

have wezisd to wignify & sevcals syeierioss precedure, slsilar to an
inteliscenal distillazion, throegh vhich we sxirect genarsl ldeas
froa iadividusls Qika in @ press which estrects From Flessrs the
eanence o shich their sroma i waited. Abstrestion in this senss
::g’l)! ta b evised [rom the catalopse of inesllestual spevations

The secemd conclusion ds posiria
To sttend setlualvely ta certain guallties ls seither mere mar iess

Ehan o sttend swtlusively to cortais perseptioss. And if w» Limit
the mmiming =0 the werd abatract ta Ehin swglusive alteatiss, 1

do not fimd lenie Bts wem [, . ], 1f shecreanies Qs s
mate than the lom dipwated o a quality separataly perceptible,

te the saelusion ol sthers which scoempany [t and which also would e
ssparstely perdepilble, perhaps there is nardly as aet ol phe Thesght
in whizh shatractiss does sst intervens (84),

Tet la subsoquent pagms be will wrize:

Mimtractios doms ovewr (f it lo comaidersd an the Faculty of contems
Plating sepapataly corcaln parts se gualities of oblects and of
clansilying them accarding to 154 resemblances which we digeover in
thes, Bet s sething doms it #ifferestiate (Eealf from what we com
maniy sall srnescion (1),

Viswnd g8 a pereagtion of resesblomts, in an much as this reseshlance is
e of the ferms of perceptioes of relatioss ot the sams tise oher 01 is
regarded as o paychalogical phenomsnen of sttention, Sello affirss chst
? Tres Exlata. % in = clear centrsst with Beckeley, for whem
sbemt by Bwing In. sithough, indesd general

T, ar® mwwer tract (8.

Bells mshos Mid thosry more swbile. Se discards Berdsisy's visw
that it is “completely insdmissibie™ ts wEept The word ";I-lttl'l’tt-.' '
Hﬂtz- “which sssusss Thet the whatrest and The genersl are syneay-
moun ™ We e distinguivkes what, im his Jeigmenr, mre btwn different
but squally proper ssanings in the sdwissible scoeptance of shafraction,
These are the use of shatrsceion as & figure of spesrh ot a5 & mebighor
wnd (tr usd a0 Snalyeis, Tn memy, (F oot all, Sf tSe waes of “shitrace
tlom,™ both of Ehase msanings sre present (§9). Bs sussarisss:

The shatfaction with whieh many pailosophers have grefended tn

sxplain peneralization is an erressous sssumptiss. The sksbraction
L™

mErFLil

which conalsta In giving e qeslitien & fistiziens (sdependent ex-
latence, repressnting thew sa sobstantivss, da & Hflgues of apasih.
The sbafractiom in shich we condense certain gualitise apd disvegard
all the wibers wvhich scoompany them is 8 trus act of tae edeystands
img: Tha first in & fanciful ehstrastion] the secomd is o figurative
sharraction] the third is an smalyric sbatrsction {700,

in conmiduring further the relation =f sbheirsciion ts genaral isation,
it is ssssntial o enderebend 1hat sves Though Lhars can b geserslbiza=
Lisn withest shairacrion, sbatracrion in ben twe adelesible senses (of &
figirs of » asd of malysla) aluayw seeemss & generalizaviss (710,
The raaule Lu that in Bella's jedgeent, in sppsaltion to Rerkeley's po-—

S, T T TR R SR YLV

aiks
wigm,

li= doss not cesss t3 insiat on the dengers which sarrosed the manl-
pelation of sbefract names §f snposs begine to ssssms ther they slgaify
raal antities., fOa a highly revealing peasnage shout his scei hesic phis
losaghlcal aflilianion, he states

The uaw of abstract nases prodeces an illesion. (Sech Ullusisns
appesr t= ba & wormsl condition fomd im hemen socisties since we
find soch mimes in the soet prisitive leguages.) fa st 3 emsil
way, this kind of illusion bes arises from those sheurditiss whick
have confaomioated the philosophy of the wender dlng tor fmne
And periaps they are pot perged from all ohe worbs of Locke, Barke-
ley, Condillaz, snd sther saipsat philosophers. Ve hawe had frowm
the peripatstiz scheal sshetsstisl forms Thet are qualities atopi=
buted Ez cwrtain specims of fadepesdent reslity. fence, thers are
20 mawy sreoneess conceple relative o spues and time (72).

At the pess tims, Bello defends sbetvastion with regerd to lts ne=
cenaley and utllity, Thin le evident in sentences (emediately praceding
amd folleeing the shove pasdagei

Absepsithan ln (e seesing in ehich ve sow take thils werd (s, & W=
have waid, & Flgere of speech ssd su artlfice af langusge. 1t bs &
fiction which ensbles ws 2o sspress relations smeny fhe modes of
being of things with ssse sud liveliness. Ané perhape iE alse halps
us to conceive thass relstioms [+ « <] 10 sakes sssier the wew of
I-p‘nﬂj and, st the sess tise, it Soes this s 4 sere sxpresaies
way (TH.

With surk a duf o bE b enthenlantiz in oos of is eyitings
sboat Nalmes:

Abarmet mames esnciesm & spedien of [lotlem o eetapher which
consints In representing as part of ene thing what weally s the
wame thing sndey & definite paine of wiew |, . 1. sd it is pec
to bu bellewed that fhis Flotion Ga & weeless Figure. T the cen=
trary, ws ane in it one of the msat marvelous isgulises of Llanguage.
It would not be poanible withest (F €o scpress Ehe sstusl relations
ol Ehisgs in & sufficlestly clear and precise way . . o] Thus the
abiindsste of sbarract alessats of which & lesguage ceadlste ean be

Exxin



whule wphare of e solenred into (hres fundesestal groups, Locke pra=-
posed, on praciically she Tasr papge of this werk, we neses (or Eais
third divisies, These wers “Sessiatihn,™ the Gresk werd from which we
darive "Semantics™ and “Boctrine ef Figea.™ N ceasidersd cthis phird
divisison (o be the muivalest of logic, bur lts primary focus desbn with
the analytls stwdy of laaguage. Ia agressent with this, b= gave tha
riele "OF Worda™ to omd of rhe four sstensies “boaks™ in which he divided
his complaze work.

This percedent, sare Than sy olhet dloss & diilant lnskssce, stched
ane af the moat characterlatie strobes of the vhole movesent af the phi~
Lomophy of the understandisg. This dlstlsstive featuee held the view
that the sost geaseral part of gramsay was nof enly by ibs nature & phi-
losppaical discigline, but L& wven wes & priwileged ssctur ui philosnphy.
The summit of this approach Segian to he resched with Codillac and che
pubilication of his so—valled Pailosophice] Crammr.,

Begimiing as & philmssphical disciple of Locks and Cosdillac, Bells
continued his developmsnt within the spivit of this credition, Moth =
A pillzsophtr sl & groswsiss, fells peraisted stil the and of Wis
Life a= & stukbors eulrisster of what Locks had called the “Doctrina af
igne™ Certainly, this hiscorizal cernersteas which has served o
nourish tha fleurishiag of this movessat o the presenl oughl Lo == seem
as_having its rooks Enf thin concars of Locks shast & theoey of siges.
This pesition doms sat intesd sither o sndersptimate the many price
eontribsrions o this ssbjece, or [0 ignore what has dewelapsd both By
enincldente and Chdough the different paties taken by semictics and the
pulipssphy of Tangoage Lo our svn Says.

In wkia Elald, Bella's theory of idmaw-pigne, with bts brosd aplete—
salegiesl and setaphysical Esglications, conrbituted the eset personal
of nig costributlens, 18 anelyalng lesguage, he fousd not oaly wards or
sxpresnisns that directly served a9 algns of pressil percepEioss sad
idean, ar of reweved perosptions; he ales eetognlisd that words or es-
prespions withia thelr sphere of idess fusction o4 slgss U e Ledieset
way, Thers is sse kind of idess which i transloted saturslly to sords
#¢ wxproas bona and ohich fusitloos &8 slgad of ofher ideaw. Thess lsEter
slgne appear to convey mesning theesgh verbal expressions in an indirect
o ddddadary way, Those ldess uhich sdree a8 seanlngful Dntesrssdlarizs
betwesn idess and the signe of lanpeige are thesselves ldeas—1lgns.

Conlrary to the comson asvemption, Bells dild aot mske his First re=
farence [o his naties of (Sess-signe in his major philosophicsl trastiss.
His inicial sentien of idmas-signs oceurred in 1881 In his werk Andlis

F‘.ggugm s 1 w:sm& tallans. Hentsde:
ayn SCatad ﬂ"a'-'?' Hﬂﬂu{; the moal arig and  profeund t; hia

Lingulecie studios™] ha prafssd (fa groat besefit bt net withous sesbing
thac, “Tes, at First glance, it appears ©9 be & work more setaphysical
than precticel™ [A2].

The Faet fa thar the sbove work was prior not only to the Gramdriza
fls s which apgeared in 1887 and im which the fermer

pnacs snniats

£
: but slse to the Fizst pertial publicstion
s the of the nsd ding, 1h 184Y, This circematance il-
lusteates th sig _ﬂin w] Inspiration of Balls's philssephy to-

gpethar with ghs vertabral sigoificasce ohich his phileseghy of lasguage
et e

Without snalysing bhere the divecss philssophical Eecets of the work
ul 1841, with =il =f vhat thay slresdy inclode suplicicly of “the philo-
sophy of Ehe understanding™ (03}, Iex us resssber thas sfter desling
with the preper ar direct wie of che tensex of the verh, Ballo undsrishas
what he #will eall ite megaphorical use. That i, he will deal with the
convent lonal uss of soms verd Lmnses in plete of others. fle does Chis
in » peri shich he entitles “Metaphetical Values in Verval Fayss,” wich
bagine in this wapt "The eelatiss (dean of tensn (odlcated by werbal
[drms :..n“:-lb-i sighs @l wther ldsss) the metapber cuonsists of oSat
this i .

Although the generdl docrelss of (deas-signe was nat developed there,
and it does not follow that Lt should have Been, the natida of Ldea-sigs
Ltsall alreddy wos s=il dafinedi an bdea, the sign of ansther ldes.
The estaphor was css kind of fdes-sige. Te give (ofs Lo that decteies
im Chaptar INT of the Philss af the Understasding, bello would lapve
the mataphor circumscr ta only one of the thres possibls «lasess af
(dmas-signs which he called “hosonyms, wetaphars, and esdogesbotios,”
It dows wol appssr feveed ©o imagins thet kis initisl reflestion about
the wetaphsrical use of the tensen of verbs led him te the contept Chat
a1l ssraphars are (dessp=aigne. ¥From this view would devalop Ln due tise
the powitiss thst ssisphors sre only one of the thres claswes of fdens-

Belore reschlsy that chagtir, Bello had foms sere than esce in his
puilasophical trestiss ta the notiss and the expresaion of ides-aign.
Thss the chapter begims: "1 havs pointwl oot by chdnce sese fdean shich
in tha understandisg mike LnsLansds of sther ldses 1het sre onc glven ta
ur b form. [ call thess (deas-pigss" (83).

ALl of the three mentioned classse which e sstullishes are based on
relationg of ressshlasce, But in eath chle o 14 T & parc ol
ghis relstion in differest wdyd. - , are ldess=gigea im which the
wbject of the substitete bisa (s of the ssws speciss or =eme aa that of
the ides teplaced. They Becoss manifest sach Lime hat we Com serods
the nime of 4 class to repredent o oursdlves an shject ol than elsas
whieh we Bave nat ohesrwved, Betaphora are tdeas—signd is vhich we rep-
resent ta surnalves =m ﬂjnlﬁ af ths kdea of ssacher object of
diverse speciss. But we Wil keaw that the sign of Ehis diverss object
s mor applicable sscept by lesisg o part of [Es own meaning. Finslly,
%%ﬂn_i::u ideas-signs which srise sot of the depih of the signi-

1 ¥ it dows oot mignily it ether than through the partial
reprassntation of enly one of ite aspeeta, This eperatise is very fre=
gquent sinmce we sleodl never represast [e ourselves the wsls of tha o~
jecis shour whizh we are thinkisg.

1t is unnecesaary te call sttentien te the prabless that, in carvying
est their detsils, sstablish Ballo's thesty of (deas-signe which are
insaparsbla from thows idess~aiges sstablished by Wis theary of abstras-
tion, Lat us say berw that, of the theee groops pointed owt, it ia the
metaphars which are the resulr of & payadowical refation of “reseshlancs
af dilfepescas™ (BL) amd obvisssly compriss the most lapsrtanl group.

= slikl



We glves teies e ek space t0 metaphors e

BERRT grBupe. Bub if weress his pucposs te u:pi“:\: !;.-:'T. .:n:::
m '::' tn:&lth hl‘tl relatisnn tn gpeneralisatiss o well as

m“m. o ths Bakd ot 1t :a of metaphors, or thelfr sasggerstion,

i

Mepshille, metaghor s bn §ts depth a1l the r i
: : ! : | epresentation of o
m“lﬁ “The mames which we give to Ehe memtal operstioms have
e ‘.W“ “i.; ﬂl -t_-h_lﬂ, dmd iE s almeat ispossibls to talk of
_hh III‘I:H i of ths werds smd phrases with vhich we
ez “Mh . setions of bodies.” But the applicatisn
e tEphnt - more mmplei “In geaeral, o¢ make if sanier for ourselves
o fheryane prremive lews familisr sbjects by essparing them with eth-
e ta:.:tin::c;..ln te sheervs frequently.” Thus, “From whst
: sume prineiple which leads = farms-
t-in of :il::m-; aad T th.l_ mrpeen |t o penasal uames |s :-:h:q;nu
Laphay sigs i3 w." dod be addei  “ID is peasible te sap thar
Erery proarsl name has beoes wriginelly & sotapher, asl that FEEFF
st b an imperfeet pesersllzscies™ (871, o

s
bayand whst is groper® (88). In the hise o
r . ory af
ozl m.:i.u “the mdatantisl farms of the nr”l;nu ;;l:*‘:
with = way m.-n- :-ul’t: relative to space and timm,"
Im— Entationiss of Condillar snd e medi
::Mi- of Cabanis slas sis cluser Eo Bello's views, and he t-ﬂ'“l :
tage af this circumetance to eriticize thes In sose detail (99,

It bs threagh the wie of the wotisn of (d >
lwsiges the reslist conceprion of space wnd tlu-::.-ﬂ-' that Bella chal-

We have @ sertala propensiiy to elodk a4 o peal bal §
R L3
::'-ub-ugn everything that (s signifisd by a m?mli::'[.mbln
lﬂl::n::t:; I avnlans that T have ol esught & glispas of ey irn;
g Ty “:ﬁ:.n phantassagariz appraiesle of tiee sd of wpace.
= Ll for ma & possible order of succenssive evenis jmat
space is itawlf |n o possible erder af coenlstest svests,

tnatnting om the comfessional
emphiadin im & highly espressive
:E:I::n m-”:ﬂ.‘liat:sh“ﬂ‘l maansEri "Wl of wmy t[!::; ::
Huu“ "l—i._. O e ch wy usderalanding seald grasp

ht n;-iq-t Pages, Be rapeats what be kel suggeaied abeur bath
:.-l: n “.: tame puusage, In & pevitive ey, We saps that, "Spece smd
= ir-rim : mmee capacicies of resl sxistescsa™ (91), Por Enis im-" :
he previculy had feusd “plausible the ides of Kast which sses spoce snd
s ciom ::.:t:w: o the humsn intellipmece™ (97). Bet & ia wssves
et ® Emmi, It s st as 4 prisvi ferss rhear e wnderstands
me, SlEhough he wight appear te suggest it in ohia plm.'

wliy

™
Bather, apace and tims ase sstapharical ideas-wigms whick begin wiTh
ca u-gt_mu%m are yesuliants &f The paycsalogical ah-
abract precess proper be idess-pigna.

Somstinsy the ssope of this affinity with Esal kas Bewm ewwred L~
msted, After Bello Tesssbersd fhal Leismiz desisd the reallty of space
and Eimm, “reduging thew, as ve oursslves bave dims, to sers ababract (o
or ideaa,” Balle edded, fresm Wis paychologist poist of wiew, Thal ke was
nnt eertaln shost LEibain’s ows wiew. “Esst wun thinking s & almller
smnner when he ssds speos and ties o prios| cosditions 1s sl]l = empic=
leal Emwwindge.™ But he maden clear thas

If eme zshms = clase losk, 1E §a clest thers la mo ssre dilfersnce
hetwesn 8 prisci ceadicicas snd relatisas of successlon than that
m‘lr-m ftealf, Us we hawe samn, M!ﬁa—-
ditisns belsag ©o the concepr of Gwth spece and thes; i
alan smgeadeis the relations of succagnisn by wirtss of sstivizy
appraprlats £ (2, For in the First sepression 19‘ deel cendi-
pissa), lengasge 8 apnthecic, snd in Che swrand [re ntiﬂ uf wue-
gesdion], languspe is ssalyric (93).

it is =onecesiary te relterste which sere ihe Eeatapts snd Languigs 19
shich Balle wes devoted parsonally.

fwes though the ideas of time ssd spaie are necesssry, the syrar i
in sotelegising or substantisting s, Anyone Eniling fnim iRis srrar
ususily commits himself to & sleiler srror with twe athay ldess, thuse
ul sothing msl the infimite, which are syeally indigpemsanin for the
wnderstaadin | 8

Iaberently oppaeed ln Ehemselvns, both huwe fn pemmon The deriving
of spate and time from sueh idman or nases. Jeut an mathimg can not ke
& causs af Istuitions or of ssmsations, ww cas ssl have ==y iden of
nathing Is the proper ssnssi "It ls sscessary that in the glace of thia
idsa That we 46 sot have, ser sre we sbls [# have, there should be soms=
thisg in the understendisg, that is, an idea=sign, whiich pesvidas for QL
and whilch in a given way wedld sccset for fis Inatances,” With regard
tn Ehe infinite ss differentinted (rem the Fimite, it cen not be pEr=
caived thrsugh The homan (nrelligence which & pestrizted by farce to
shieets with limiten “Ceossquently, the ldms which ws have ol tha in—
Einits is sm idss-aige sné it con et Be say wther thing" (W), The
error is in cacrpisg ta wxtrenss the belisf, siteibuting the status of &
real entity te nething snd te the infinite, which In thesssluss &fe o
conaary 8 hless.

The natbon of jdea= allufles vo the understesding through The
aspect of "ldea," amd EE}'E-“‘I ghyough the sspect of Talgn.” Tie
theary in the central part af what cherw is segerding the philssspay of
tanguage in the trestise &f Beila aboal the wndsretanding. But it i=
the siagls rentral part. @ carefsl saesindtios af this werk shows Ehal
the relstion betueen wsfarstsndisg asd Usnguage. betvers Thougat e
Language, kn prasent from ihe begissiag ve the end af the breative. The
saalyais of thase relstions even easetltutss Uhe fundssental sotiveziag, ¢,
af the grimiry gremmaticsl weths of the authsr. ?‘-" ——

{



Alraady 10 the pralspes ta the Anllliks Idwuldygh iss Tirepas de
1a ci_-_j,i&y_-‘ Eiqam =f 1441, & wore @ Ml'ﬁ-&m%n—-l the vers,
bello had - d that sers sbtentios b palid "o vhat oscers s tse
uadsyutasding when we speak.” This esphasisss the importance for e
derptsnding of ohat he calils “tha prilaenphizel stady =f langusgs.”
In this imstance, it wet comwying that the principles he was going i
#itabllih sbout Spanish conlugalion smld Seios “spplicable with certaia
madifications te sther Languspes™ (9%). I the praleges tu the Gramdnica
du I: [‘_-r;"g! elisaa of 1847, be inaisty on this Basle {des: [ﬁ thast

.._ [ ] t sbey certain pemeral [aws, which
from those lews to which Fheught ipeslf (s aul juck, hlniun :lm':
bages and conatitute o sniwersal grommer™ (94,

Languags in the shoew wiew Gas los gesersl Lews which are i
frem thaee that are, il the sass tiss, Uhe pnaval lesss af Ihnp:":::
Bello imsediately sabes twe resscvations. On the sss aid, banenis what
different lamgmages have In comson, thers are grest differssass biw tww s
them, These language differences give rise to che impertance of parti-
:.ln:..-r "d:“lunr' which haww their bass in philssaphical &
u—ni!h':'-i:i sach ather. s R o et

. Thle latter resacvstion, that of go: idenrilying wi ith L
usge, iy prricularly importast to -% this aentest, .'lﬂtﬂ
Aame afavesald proldpes:

::;un':-z““m tmmm tip::r :: l.rﬂt law of [deas te the scci-

v e annumy! Lo t languege is an essat | ikenees

-:i:“l -n- h"ﬂt absal : : fwe mistakes in philosephy. Aad
Ly sawe u ] an lod grasssr i

o nr-nmm. sasEmpr T silray in the sp-

The mistsben asismptiss of swch ldentity whilch s brought sbeut Ehpsugh
EEEggeration has made philossghy and gramser to err in & parsilsl way,
with wich e going ssbray in (ts swm manner. “In langnage, the cenven-
::ﬁn wnd srivitrary (neludes muzh sore Chan what cosmonly Ua thoughe®

A wm have eewn slrssdy, U0 was in 1BA)-A3 during the prealss
chrannlgieal interval betweem rhess gramatical u-:u ol 1B\l and 1847,
that Balls published ar luast the flest purt af the Philsssphy of
e « Im Belle's case, 0% b well understood wp e what peint
o ect “ﬁ:q:nl?im:m-w-nlnwmh
umm'“l i tedit lemcw in the werh of the gresssriss snd

BE Ak eurisus what it @» prezisel
F au reachiag Chapter N1 that tha
t: sstloss of lanpuage and of sign appear organically for 1he Firse
time: This securs wader the #luorienting thapter tille "Of the Sugges-
t:‘ﬂ of Mecollngtions,” o sebject spprosched is ssalyeing the functiss
of the pryeholaglon] phancemns of the stescistios of ldess. Hawizg made

betwsen satersl lamgusge sod artificisl lesguage, Sells begin
wven thers tha protles of weiring. e ham il!ﬂ‘”'hlﬂ :nt:l::g
into the text @ slder test, writies in 1837, during his Lendon peried,

-

——
mivi

emd published in El Bepeciocis Asseitano with the title of "besquejs dal
Grigen y Frogeewss del Arte de Eseslbis™ (98), He e sdvaacisg thers,
as he contlesd Lo da #6ew, 4 relersnae (o (he fellsentary Tanalysin of
thaught by weams of spessh™ (90), which primitive mes siresly sohisves
in & spontenesss way through the sale sct of slsbersting and ebiliziag
laguage.

Bur from tha Ciese ohapoera &f the work and well Sefore raachisg
Chagptes XK, e relanien Satvesa thought aad Fanguspe la « el
Win incerest in ths pelation will cantinue 2o be scrive sacl] the snd of
the preEstiss.

Hiner percmptiss ie papsholegisally priec te apeech, Belle places
the teple of pereeprion withowr hesicstion prior to the prodies of lang-
wkpt. T Chapcer IV of chia seedy, we saphanizs the significance cthar

fons of ralstion, or of “relatives,” ss fHallc slso calls them,
hawe in Wi philasopby. These relations are on 4 eecoadary level with
regard 1o & [irst level whleh vosslsus ia the erlglasl pecespilons thar
sonetioes afe latsltive and st other cisss semseiy, the latter dlvlied,
ba turs, Ints interpal and satermal perceptions. Tn the arss of the
pereaptions of relatios, which can lead Eo the concept of it relatiom
of relatioss, the Flrst te which Bello paye sttentieon s the relations
ol tescablanés bedause of thelr peyebologlesl prievley. Inseparable
from these relations of ressshlance, but subordinate to them, are Ehe
parcaptions af the relstion of giffersnce, Thus, the origis of languspe
is fosad ln percepiions of the relation of ressshissce.

Bells understands thet resesbileonce |a st the properly stated per-
reption af shat there I8 In comsen in objects (98], Bwt, indeed, it i
the sowrce of emson ssmew, saad tarsugh them, of lesguage:

Tha percaption of reseshiloncs (s whal has glven rise 1o the gensral
drnignations with shich we designate objects, and through the mesns
of suth asmes, they have hecose sreanged Un wencal eallserions whieh
we call clamsss, #, onfl specien., This smly s the basie
role which reseshlsnce ssght ta have played in the loreazion of
Vasgaage .

Nr mabss saplizin the fol lowisg peiac

Flata it fa Isposaibls to glvs & proper ness £o sach poe of the
Jeutn whlch we hmew, thers sss an isstinctivs recourse ta | cha
of impssing »n them genersl Sssfgnations, thaf iz, commss nasss or
sppelziives, which all srw ome sscavding to the rossshlences which
v shaerved in them (L00).

Yot further en, whars Balls wes clowing @ Dlodessssial pessags sbauk
the paycholagical phemassnon of gensralizstion, he ststss that, "1t also
follows from what s ssid that geesralizatisn, or the intellsctual pen—
emdurs with vhich va form gmeral ldses, (8 reduced 1o peresiving reses—
blanges and Lo imposing cessen desigaarions en resesdling Indiwiduals®
(i01Y, And pec wweh further slomg, s ateres that, “In this way, there
(s Forsed whe seminal clssaification of ohjects, the hass of the syutems
of meaning which wa cail spesch or lesguages {633,

wh=
lew

aiwil



The perception of reseshlasts i3 & percepéion of itien. Porcep-

: of sodes of helag of objects an such

In lesgaage, these guslities correspond 1o predicat "

rerenive q:ﬁhin ol objeces and we call the nlzc“-:u':i:':l:-‘:::r:
or

sent them atpributes sater.® The foll
-h‘ o ta hisi "It is sswy to begis m;..:::: ht-.-....l.-
qua #tiributeos there (s nmot the correlaties or paralielism

ML meny phllesepbers heve lmsgined [, . .]. 1t is ts confuse the

snbaratanding with lenguage, e yuslities with sttribstes,”

. W* hecospany-
:uﬁb:mu—u i the false ballel that "te the separstinn
Il.“.. ww—“lm:hclmk

lows af thowght anl 1Bs alss general isem of

Temguage. Thia is what
ullhlt:.ilhi“ theary of Ideas-siges, with the reswltisg distinction
s fumen 12 Iagitimate oxr illegicimere En the Fhillssophizal or mrdis
mary use =f names whiloh des surh Ldeas-signa,

VIl lagical Puychelegiss

The division of Logle in the nuw d does
:lmun-tmmmlu:m éﬁt%.
“‘-Mn (T lemant the primacy lesding notlons wf First philosophy

ustrated in suction on llz:lnlm, ws muEpect b4 dome upaw d4ffer-
“nt passages shout It in the divisios wn Legie. Aad 29, his Tirse ehap-
ter deals vith "0f Enwledgs” in & perisd is ohich the theary of buoel
serehalogisn, Shis dhupter aloe Cil Tve b oorsioviag Relle's lagiest
” orerm Mgt have to desl with his setsphipnics,

i

In 1843, the same year that & part of Salls's rrsatise arpen

:. & mewapaper i Ohile, Jobm Stuart Mill's & Sysiem of uﬂ: m:
‘n Londsn. Althesgh in msay dlfferent sensss b wark was highiy
nnEvative ntl:ulnlr in the ares of inductiem, it arill Lept  the
g-.-'-unl or “gresaticalist™ cradition of the preceding sovessat

L% fleat division has the titls "Of Names asd Proposision ,* with
:-x-ﬁa‘ of les first chapter, “0f the Heceanlty af cl-nei;; with
- ::;lh Al Laaguage." Approschisg lagic as the art of prosf, Wil)
ey Wy probless sy “What sre che fscks which sre the okjects uf in=
g o l-l:‘m. and what are these shich we merely inler!™ ke
g4 te his subject. lnetesd of following this kind of appruach
g 4 B8 ww howw peen, Bollo deais estensively bn his Paycholagy

L Ereats wuth topics diffarently. e states that :

It place fs in ssether and perfestly distinct de

partment of science
to &i‘tn the newr setaphywice wars particslarly beloags: thu'
p;n of mental philessphy which sttempts Lo determine what pare
of tha furniture of the wind belomgs to it originally, and what part
io comatructed sut of materials fursished fo it fros without lmt

Peblished almsst slmultenesualy with Mill®s work wes another Logie

slwiil

"

shich becams the seet impertant book ef that parfed ka Freseh eclactic
apiritualism, This vork ssppocted—like Balla--intradacing the wub oot
of knowledge b the Seginaisg of & bosk o= this tepie. Ve vrelfer to the
division on legic of Jules Slmsa, In the LEAS Cirst edivion of the hise

tarleal : &“%F of Jacqgues, Sisen, and Saleset, ALL ol the
var boes = the [first pasrt of The tn:' sections sn legic deal

with issuss about kesuwlsdge in & way that, Seglnnisg with seo-Lestisniva,
bucame 8ifferentiated from lagle and developed smdar the sobject Reading
of the thesry of kneviedge st of spiatemlogy.

Although we lack the swact date of when Belle worked mut the details
of Wis Lagie, It ebviously was dering the fecade of the 1840%s, It
should be emphasloed that by that tise be had sssimilsted the prevailing
smmrgenl Lsndensy ta give the sshjest of Ssevledpe, baied oa lagic in
the peoper sanaw, & place ia the aystematization of phileseghy. At this
peint, it ies sot isportest Ehst s yet spisteslogy stlil resaine s &
pari of his Lagic. The ssvemsst of the Aagla-Fresih philusaghy of the
understanding te which Bells belonged wax sougeting ae wmuch in the i
tosophical wotld of that period ss wis the Kantisn Cransfesdental en-

throned ghilssophy from Germany.

After the Eweusr ol knewlsdge, the primsry Istrsductary subjecst ol
Belto's Lagic will b jedgment. At the begisnlng of the Papchalogy, he
wrota that “the ldeds whish sccompany The well=-feundsd jolgment sheur
the reality af the ohjests sre called Snswisdpe.® Bow be wl1l add that

Thers is & eeciain diffzrence betvesn baswiedge snd  judgeest.
Enswisdge §a the powsr wiich The ssel has §0 renew & fwlgeent .
[+ » o] Enowiedgn s the pusssssion and judgeent is the use. And ia
the sase vay that possesslon slesys bagine by occupation, wnowledge
Beging (s a1l instances by jedpment (193], )

Joad Cans shawewet that, without didt, the leck of s prior doctrine
ot concepts was conslstest with tradition end was dus ts e histerical
situstisn in Wich concepbs coatinoed ta be & subject studied In peycho-
lagy, “whan paychel studied ideas" (108}, Soching Is wers illustre-
tive of the m-i::ru base of al] Balla’s Lagle, that is, of his leg-
ieal paychologism. He himsel! establishes It ia an expressed way ia &
chaptar in his logie. ©n setting out in decall the proger pepchelogieal
saaen of ontology, Be lisks more than snce logie with payehelogy. Absst

this satter he states:

It eofers ta Tindlag sit what geoeral ldess ave |, . .. It ks Whsk
traces tae Limite of the intuition and of the sanses, ESe only par-
coptive facdlbins of man [o o <]o Tt s what Siscovers in the Sepris
af thesght the primery slemests of reswsm and the eternal types of

reananing (107).

Fer, Belle s more ssplicit in mather piasage = the s Lagic
whern, with regard t= the use of the syllogles, he says s passiag:

Gives Ihe slatesent, “From Ehe comasguesde that every principle
sught to explais lteeif on the basis of the origizal prineiple.™ it
Isllows that "all of the pailessphical norlons which ars peyshalogi-
cal wught 1o esplais thamialves oa the Basis ulf paycsslogleal na-

alis



tionn,™ The basis fer this lnfleesen la that the subteras philossph-
igal natisng is lnoleded, wich respest ta papshalsgy, in the subterm

o and the sshierm cholagical notlons wifs reapecl 1
1!! stseT a“-lﬂizil mitimey is I3 in the edierm Eutl-
gles (HOK).

Thare s then & vigoress lsgizal swder;  prisciples, pepchalogizsl
wetions, and all the ressining philosaphizal sstlons, But thers s e
following smeaption, Throsgh papchologien] smalyals guided by cartaln
Ilnatinsts ar peinciples, thers 1o agressent o thase prisciplss whick
ars discavared thisugh the royal vosd of n;ml (rt UKL are dlaslosed
In the sstursl msovessnt wf the imagisatise” (109). It [s ehat we pre-
visgaly asw in syr Chaptes V1, in palal i the enpirica] Guse S0t up
by Hwlls for thess primicy priscliples wnl 6 the huses Tedses,
Obwiswaly, peresptionm will pesthaus 1o b2 in leglc, so it wss in pay=
ehalegy, the prissry MPeneessss of refersece. Lot e ressshar  the
uniwereal Lty whish he pranied ta the perceptive papchalegical sethed in
the whnle sphere af philosaphy!

The paychalogicdl sethed slwars bhas been kosw in philewsghy and
there gan not be phillmaphy withest (t, Locke, Berialey, B=id,
Degald lzswart loched a3 perceptions =f comscience ss i%e source af
w1l sngulsdge which tha ssul cam have of Eremif (1100,

sdm the gass =i jm1 tha dezisive paraspriomn (s rher of rela-
plomes  “The soul s ot able te aifirs or to desy saything else Than
relanisns™ (110}, Fres shis i1 fellows ther “Judgesents, sccording te
what has baen aald, sseume ldess smang which we perceive relstions*
{1120, W=t in agreement with s dactrine developed by Bello thrssghout
all his work, it is fitting to distinguish with dus care betwesn proges
fdean md Emproper Gdean, Thir i, there le need oo discinguish berusen
the fenewed parceptisns and the represancatisns shost which in sctsality
v do AT hawe pETCEpEioma, Bor can we have, But yet ey sct an (deaw
which incerveans in the relations sbeut which judpments conmist. Already
we hmow what thess last ideas arei they are fdeas-sipss. In s wirh
tegard o judgeests in hils cssplete lagle that Bells reltevaces the fal-
lawlngs

Thers ars idess «hick sccurately reprencnt objects by wsans of
fenovatad perceptions. Bul there ate objecta which w& fepreieal o
surselves by seems of other Ldess shich serve w8 a8 slgne o isages
and which mabe the sccasiens for proper ldess shich we lack. [. . .|
By meuns of thess ideas-signe and of enly the aswosed sstursl wi~
bllity of the {magisstion, the soul rises to ths ldess of sntity in
general, of posaibilivy, and of the infinite [113).

Ia the probles of the relation betwesn ihoughit and langeags, Bslle
makea tha sbove ssalyeis to b= frudtful for his logie, as 12 had hewn
lor his pepshology. Mesnuils, the sotion of judgsest sefurslly Lesds
kim o conaidey the subject =f prepsaiiions. Asd again e defends kis
lowet bte bipartinan eoneeption ol thes, as he alss dows in his grosseii-
eal worke. Although “rthe loglclem™ divide propositions inte three wle
menin, subjest, predicase, ssd copuls, "It is much more simpis end scact
o consider propssitions as heving saly twe slessnts, the subjece smd
the sttribute™ [114), Tha noticn of progositios rshes his (n dus cowrss

-

ts the matiss i definition. ®ere, he again sepsrates himsell fvem “the
logizians,™ For whom thers ars cly twe ilnds, “defiaition al things =md
Safinition of aswes.” On his pare, he weisratands That Thers are thres
Rinds: “datlnition of things, datinition of idess, sd definition of
names™ (11%).

in this way, %o sdvanced ls depth (ate the varlety of definitions
which gramsavians give 1o dhfferest wemls By exbing refarence ta mub-
atantives, sdjectives, werha, wnd sévarba. Wis conolsaion be That, “he-
really, e werisus clasdss of words da wel differ from sach uthsr by
their meanimg, Bt refSer by Ceeiy sonaection snd sutusl depesdeacs o
1 = Aa & peswit, ha completes Mis views sbour deflniciess by
agpreaning hls concers abhout avolding serely veshal dlapuress

At the same thes, sech definitios i@ o Gefinivion of & thisg, of &
iden, and of o word; and it depesds only wpos the circemstancesr s
whith wa sesk ts make kniowe e objscE Ehrsugh Che uss of & dafini=
Lism, [e wwpress o specisl nee comcept, nr i seffls tha wegning wf
an wah | gious werd .

Yeb, hs wanils [ g to the hase ol the profiles amd hn comwnbs ferther
shost this Lessss “Tack of fhese perposes of definitions alwaps ia Tim-
ited ©s determining an shject sisve swary word sigaifies en ldes and
avery (das corresponds to sn ebject™ (LLG).

1t i te e swperted that ia the finsl chapter, “00 the Couses wf
Trror,” ths sase provism af the relocion betwesn the theught and ita
wigne remppeits, #lthough in This sess the pressnisfiss ls nok well or—
gmized, Of the seves csutes which he snussrabes, s i the sbusa af
{denu-algns and sssther i The general imperfection of lsageage. 0On the
sther hand, “The idess-sigss deceive un [vhen ve sxaggerate thea], -.u:.
us attribots to the objest sessing which osly pertaiss to Its lmage,
On the other hasd ,

e dangers of arror bo the eee of werds consise; 0 ThEE ww have
pat formed s esaet snd preciss cencept of their ssming as they
geseraily are undersisod [ . o] in that many words have war los
mewmings, ameng which thete are grest slwilarities Ie & &l in the
conplenity of the msaning af sany eerds.

Bui snw and smother causs of ertor tend bo colaclde: “The sbuse of wards
culnsidan in part with that of ldess-signe, besscis vhenswsr == suagger-
ate the valus of sne of the idess-signs, we slfey 5w mesalsg of the word
which pegesseats Az™ (LLT).

In sgresssst with all thut has bean wald, the Linm whigh was
tharasteriatic of Bella's Teychalogy tegether with thren other D
Samental theses whilel have special sstephyelzal significance, Iﬂl‘t%k‘

fam, and | , enlold coherently iz his Logle. The logieal
lopments glee hism the cppectunity s sntey saaily snd willingly inte
this ares Cheough bis ssleciion of exsmples,

Balin makns varlosd statessnts shoul Dhe subntsstial sslin

Glven n sodiflestion, vhen s phanomense is perealved, we fiad (¢

. 1i



Sbup anseming & substestial welf as o wuppert, = wub-
& wedified baisg. Haviag perceived imtmitively

: substantisl seif, v mshe it on image, an ides-sips
| the other substances. i. v o] ¥r know, through the strangest
. cosbinations, the esistence of other humen spirits

0 the relation of God ©o natuse, he states that, "The Crea-
ter has Seen able 1o slect at his discretion betwesn thess -r.thm B,
and the election hich har talen place (s a fact, or better, & class of
faets Which we cam eosch only in an & posteriori way™ (119),

Ballo thus resffirme Wis epiritualion and his thelss (s & way that
fave him grest sstisfsction, Yet, he does this in his defease of the
Ldsalistic conmeption af the wxterisr sweld and slmost dlways during ==
SppRrtunity £o eagage n his sxceiling polewics shost this b fpert with
the Scotrish schenl of tommon semam. In oppas ilion to Btewart, he palsts
mm.mmmn-tmmmdmlqm-cm:
anyrhing absurd essept for thass whe have mot pouand to essmies o.*
:::.:u ;"ntu h‘lzjll saserts that, (. . .] o his dewpalr, sur so-

of corporea ®REls can oot ke sayte otiar Tham » tie
rensntatlons which only have ceseshlances of hr:h-tllu wirh R::I: :mn"':
and Ehay do sst tall us, mor cam they tell ua, anythlng aboul ths nuturs
#nd the sbealute gualities of thess cmuses™ (120),

T dex perice mathadologiesl festures, Bella's Lagis corvenpands in
dectring te Dhe periad bmmad lanely proceding that of Jehn Stusrt Mill,

wevating snd lnerssning interest in the sshject and on provid » di~
restioe Fallswsd by many sshasgusst isvestigstors. Toe nq-:.unl—
_lﬂhl‘-ﬂhﬂlmlﬂl“mmt‘-ﬂlmm
intarest that weuld concsntests, during the Flrst thisd of the sinstesath
Emntery, on the indsctive method, with its shesdant and diversifisd
practical applicatisn. Yot ia the ssemmtisl slesssts of (1s basic the—
aties, induction was 101l = legates of Bacom. The cuisinatios ef the
sprculations vhich atirred during this period was the werk of the Eng—
Eiahman is his Risteric A System of ﬁ-l 881,  Ar the same time, it
::Li:.plnt ol departure e tigneions sl penstrating in=

In s sxgressed usy, Ballo recognised ln his work his &bt te Thres
sigmificant suthars in the decads of ehe LAI0's s this finld, Owe of

hesw peracns was John Hersehel, for his q_lj ilsinary Biscowrss i
+  AROEREY wan IIE

ad wial Ml w Pullished in
R \ -
P ¥ LT
E"lnﬁ ar complemsntary 'IEI.la-i af -'u nl:-q work., The tt!'::

m‘.lll Augiate Comie for his Course of Positiew PRilesaphy, of 1830

An Mill explains iz Big Astoblography, his firet prlsary lonpiration
bad an its basis the vork of Nerschsl, ;'r—h-—-tl:t::’m-n-
wnce, Merschel®s work was Bighly influsntial. f2 Cilled an exinting
vasiim and becams for & wesber af years o binding suthority in che fisid.

L1t}

The twe preat werks of Wheusll, ohich becams o grest challeage foo wil,
appracishly ssrpassed the work of Herschel. Ia geisg Couts im
the phifosaphy of induction, ®ill's work, with + ;:cw tios,
closed oo period and opsned smother in the history of logle.

Wen Bells beglns his development of the ssthad af (nwestigation is
the seloaten of nature, he dssa nat Find his support En WiLl, eves though
Hill may have prolonged eignificently the ssse Eraditios of lagicsl pay-

Balis linds seth support in Herschel, vhom he meatloss in
schnowledging, "To whos | eve the ssterisl of this ehmprer.” Bs alse
calls Berschel's suree, “s slassirsl werk which s like & cstschism
wf logle for the study of the phywicsl scimsces™ (B21).°

The muster scholar Josd Caos, iz Bis 198 lstroduction te Bella's
gll-gp the Undesstasding, stated that “the contributions of the

e of M are nol transpareat™ sseag the clrcessissces from which
Bella develops the sethad of the satursl scissces, Bather, sccerding te
Cass, in calling the work of Nerschel “clessic,”™ Bells is respending "o
the sitsation of "classicalness,” il you will permit me the sapresslon,
immediately prive ts the appearsmse of the verk of WilL." Such evidenoe
appiars ts ba “conglunlve ool that the weri Eld not cose ta the Waowl-
wige of Belle ln tiss to influssce his owm work™ (172}, In & previous
warl, we balleve that we hawe clarified swarpining that has heen ssaumsd
shaut the reitersted bealiaf that Jehn Stmsrt Will, vhes Bello heew s &
ehild in the London hoss of Johe Sresrt's lather, Jasss MI)), eaeiilscd
influsnce thesugh his o the philosophical end gramsscical thought
of the native of Carscan (173),

The previcus refevences serve lo give precislon s The hisverice—
doctrinal chersciwrization not saly of the sedtism -*lﬂh'n Lagia, bug
mles of all of vhe PRl of the 4 Pepreasntative of
the period waiah pﬁ%_inuh 5 #t!vm in Latin Assrica,
even though the publication of Beiio's Etrestise #id not sccur in cemplets
furm watil o such later date,

1. Mhileseghy of the Pnderstendiag” ia Latis fmevices Fhilcssrhy

From the peint of view al lsnguages, Latin Aserican philosephy pas—
s Through Two great perlods, In the colealal perisd, the use of Latin
was praper, yet thers stlll vere sone later ween of It, In the sadern
periad, which begss with the sowvemsnts for [ndependenze, the metisasl
lengeages sre propay although the wes of Latin wes wot discoatisusd com-
pletaly.

The flrst peried, whieh was deminaved by o shalasticion that Finally
was dismantied for sodern philnssphy, Inclsded st all times distinguisbed
penissular and netions! repressntstives. Amusg thess wers tha Blsgamic-
Mepican frisr Almman de s Wevran Crus in e first hall af the sistesats
ceninry, the Chilean Alfonss Bricefio in the seveniesnlh eeslury, and The
Cubas Josd Agustie Caballero at the end of e sightesnth century. Lat
us remesber that In theiyr day scarcely s sinimes pusber of these intal-
lectuals had sccens to & printing press. By giving equal sttesliom te
published matwrisls asd including Cuks, which remsines palirically de
pendeat until the end of Ihe Llast century, (he secesd perlod alsa had,

1iki



Frum the Begimiisg af the ainetesath cealedy I8 The ®Fs prier Ew i b
tiwham, & muccssnisn of setwble intellecieils isflusnesd by tse Enlight-
sosesl mmd Rysantioien, dsemg those bn this group wers the Cuban Félis
Parsla, The Sispanicsirgenting fuss Manis]l Fesodndes ds Agiisre, tha Gusan
Soad dw la Lms p Caballefs, G Asdrds Balle.

The mmalet Fringlsss Bowers oade famous the clpssificatimn ol ohe
Tfmunders &f The Letin asrricen philossphy' referving to Che gresc in=
tallactusls of the 1900%. These sen, whe both inberiied pesicivies and
wanct Bayund (0, sarrisd sul e sejer part ol Dais work & Eha Firai
dagades & Che reentinth cenfavy. Ve, Lmmors, (8 fepreipeccive wisian,
somepimes consldeced st csrisin culsbeuling pesitivist thinkers asd
their predeimssnrs, vhes we proviemily senciemed From ihe firsil hall af
the past emmiuzy; dlss Seleng fo the “fess af thoss shich deserss to na
saliwd Che Fomnders.” bmewy Meeiw, he recalled Salls i ths forefrest
138D,

Eha Lishing af tha Phil ﬂmm&mﬁ!um
n“:’:- ui.l.':n. tha writer af the Prolagse, the scclaslascie F. Es=

sohar Palms, seiwithitamding the ssvers dsctrinal criviciss which msti=
walwd Wilm, said af the worki “Fer bis importsscs el s Uis cless, @2
is the Plest whick has bess published iz hils dsd sven in all dewriea.”
Besdndes y Palays supperted psch o view in his slreedy guotsd jul gees:
pf 1BW3T 10 s withous deshl the sost impartant worl which Asaricas
iiEgrarare posasees dd Lts elaas® [133). Seth judpeesin setinue ia
affent withis the lisirs of fhe pespery to which rhey balag.

1 the purllying oml objective perajpeativs af tisw; wichegn raking
siden in sy Siepite based on the leng eelonisl cyele of Oon use 3§ Latin

ind without prejsdice [# ss sasy valushis sdvemces of prag im the
wred af netional Limgpiages, the wl s =
imgly tokms on the charscoer of il lng =eT Ein Asmifedn
pailessphy In i esckor ol ihe Openiss language. el Belle, an Qiw

reprermiative, ales stands truly sd feueder.
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