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Preface.

The following 1s an atteupt to summarize the development of
a notion first formulated by Eduard v. Hartmann, but soon employéd
generally both in philosophy and psychology. A principle used
for such diverse purposes as those of Hartmann and of Freud, has

naturally taken several dlscreet forms, and perhaps the hardest

task of the philosorher who undertakes to criticize the notion
of Unconscious Mind is to find the common element in all the var-
jous manifestations of the idea. Yet the common elenent 1is there;
the Unconscious of Freud rests on the same metaphysical erineiplem
as that of Hartmann, so that as metaphysical principle they must
stand or fall together.

The acceptaice of the theory outlined in this paper does
not involve the ellimination of the term"Unconacious ilind"from
psychology, but does demand recognition for tae fact that this
term is purely pragmatic and not strictly correct -- that it
econnotes a fiction such as the zathematicians parallels that "meet
at infinity." I think the advanta§e of the simple, concrete notlons
of"Unconscious Mind", "re ression", "censorship”, and the rest of
the Freudian pgythonogy, over Lhe complex mathecmatical scheme here
sugsested, eaglly Justifies tne continued use of the picturesque
language in psychology, even upon acceptance of a different neta-
phrsical basis. But in philosophy we should care more about cor-
rectness than about pragmatic values, and should be as precise
as possible in our statements, even though our concepts become too
complicated for any but mathematical exprecsion.

The hegebognolytie RiterptyiUnhonseldnsadyndyoln dadebothddng
Herborhionagverthalesseloineé adtoatténptedial pupsey & thaiabPgeti,
bechiigel thisdchialbeen adequately gilven by Hartmann in his intro-

duction to the Philosophy of the Unconsclious.

The psychoanalytic literature has allready grown to astounding
proportions, but has remalned almost incredibly poor in philosohphical
material. Freud and Jung are the only authors, to my nowledge,
who occasionally offer a "metapsycholosical" theory; tihe host of
other writera on the subject accept Bhis theory without a murmur.
But lately the Unconscious has been treated by a few phiilosophers,
notably Lipps, Dwelshauvers, Herbertz, and casually by Russell;
upon their authority I have formed my ldea of its evolution from
the Unconscious Mind of Hartmann, have found 1t stlll to Dbe the
0old,decried and disputed notion, and have attempted to Lrace its
loglcal and metaphysical implications.
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-1;§Ei~%nry wide smattering ofscientific data -- from biology, electro-
dynamics, anthropoloky, medieine and half a dozen otler disciplines.
| And he tried to pers ade us that the observation of such data led him

to his philosophy of The Unconscious.

ne people have believed him, His chief comnentator, Arthur Drews,
8ces in his professed method "the final solution and the close of all
methodoldgical researches of the modern age."* Otto Braun devotes half

.u chapter of eulogy to the motto which graces the title-page of the

"Philosophy of the Unconscious", "Spec .lative results by inductive-scientific
method."** Even Volkelt, who is philosophically related to Hartmann the
dialectician rather thah to Hartmann of the Baconian method, emphasizes

the excellence of this pseudo-sciéntific proceeding and lauds as one of

met
his greatest accompishments "that he has the need of his tice, to raise

5

the Unconscious to to the dignity of a world-principle by inductive means."
Now unfortunately, Hartmann's system does not follow logically from

the limitted inductive Wfsnsallls which he acinowledges as his Peshuiases.
Particular premises simply cannot yield a universal conclusion; empirical
data cannot establish a world princlple. Part of the system follows logically,

and this part bears upon metaphysics, but it does not give us an ens realissi-

mum, an Absolute, nor even a law of universal application. In a later
chapter, a review of Hartmann's premis#s and conclusions in stark outline
will show the breach where certain very lmportant postulates, not empirically
obtained nor obtalnable, make their appearance in the gulse of theoreus.

#Arthur Drews, Das Lebensvwerk Eduard von Hartmamn's. p.15

## Otto Braun, Eduard von Harth%n p.44:"Wir sind hier auf den Punkt gekonmen
wo wir eine der wichtigsten Leistungen Hartmanns erkennen kdnnen:die Forder

der induktiven methode flir die gesamnte Philosophie,also auch fiir die
Metaphysik. Dadurch wird Hartmann im Prinzip der Denker einer neuen Er:

### Johannes Volkelt, Das Unbewusste und der Pessimismus. p. 93




 wear their fallacies on their sleeves; but I do want to point out the

general sequence of his thought, to show why his work has met with such
excesglvely diverse receptions, and perchance to formulate = more tempered
and plausible evaluation. His critics, it seens, camnot decide whethor

he was the greatest master of human thought since Kant,*or the most banale
half-witted babbler since Adam‘,but they are all convinced that he was

one or 'he other, He was, as a matter of fact, very often a babbler, howbeit

not exactly a half-witted one; also he was the beare® of a notion that may

well appear to threaten another Copernican revolution, but for all that he
was not a great thinker. Anyway, this is ny gencral view of him, which I
intend to substantiate here.

Hartmann, like Berkeley, was blessed with one great inspiration; this
ia the source of his whole philosophy and is the only part that will remain
as a legacy to the world.*## It ig set forth in a eéingle excellent book,

Die Philosophie des Unbewussten. To a reader without any scholarly point
..of view, without further knowledge 6f Hartmann or his critics, this book

Anppoaru as a true work of genius -- original, alive, full of irrelevant

and untrimmed observations, full of vagzue silde-glinces and promises of

future researches -- as a point of departure for a new, un@artesian meta-
physics, crude as yet in details but clear in its fundamental tennets,and
sure of its general direction. It hus been indeed a spring of refreshing
suggestions for the disinterested, philosophically untrammelled paychologists,
who could take its hints for psychology and let al! its sleeping dogs lie -
for the .etaphysiclans to entounter afterward. The peycholoslists seem, at

Silrthur‘ﬁrewl, in Eduard v. Hartmanns philosophisches System im Grundriss,
refers to him as a writer "dessen Hauptwerke zu den hichsten Zierden d.r
philosophischen Weltliteratur geh8ren."

##J,C.Fischer,Hartnanns Ph;lgsoghle des Unbewus:ten,p.19: "Nur die deutsche
Philosophie 1st, zu ihrer Schande sei es se-agt, solch absurder Gedanken fihig. '
***0tto Braun, E.v.H."Dleser Gedance kan ihm nicht aus 'zerkauten Schreibfedern)
er ist eine tiefe intultion: und ihm verdankt es Hartmann dasc er eln grosser

' Denker ist."
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iﬁil!nt. to have tazen the whole legacy: the notlon of Unconscious Mind.*
~ The metaphysicians, however, suspicious of Lhe sleeping dogs, were

. very wary in their approach to this new treasure. This was largely due

to Hartmann's great mistake of following up his gospel with ellucidations;
3 for in th procecs of ellucidating he so successfully hid his original
inspiration, and"letting loose the hounds of war cried 'havoeo'," that
by respectable philospphers preferred to treat him as a harmless lunatie,

= ind‘ho found himself -- as his few sympathisers expressed it --"totseschwieg:
! The immediate cause of his academic death was excess of verbal gymnastics.
" The fallure of his ellucidations was inevitable, not so much because
; the notion of Unconsclous Mind is itself illogical and cannot be defined
and defended, as because Hartmann was not thinier enoush to analize what
ho had compounded. Even the Philosophie des Unbewussten is full of logical
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inconsistencies and rallacious nethodology; in his later writings, where

; no new and brilliant ildea overbhallances these blemishes, they become
unboarable&'nespite the fact th.t he is forever urging his readers to
Judgo him less by his earlier and more by his later works,**especially his
gg;; ecohhishiess System im Grundriss, 1t is certainly true that Die Philo-
sophie des Unbewussten 18 a contribution to human thought whereas the
Grundriss makes one susplcilous of the author's s.nity and desparate of his

logic, A few passa;es may serve to Justify this despair. Here, for example,

P —

is his discussion of"Logical Determination®™ which e seecms (from this text)
to consider an entity having definite relations to other entities:

WM& éewSlopusntbjelninthindsbioninilitn note a
prediction Drews' Lebenswerk E.v.H.'s, that physics will accept

Hartnann'l theories whereas psychology <an never have any use for them.
hie des Unb aten,preface to the ninth edition:"Nun ldsst

aber syla gemassig das Publikum auf :eine Weise davon abbringen,
iud%r zuorat nach dem Werke zu greifen, das den Ruf eines Autors zuerst
begriindet hat, ist dann Jedoch fast noch schwere zu dem Glauben zu bringen
= dass diesse Autor ihm ausser dem Inhalt dleses einen Werkes noch andere,
: ebenso wichtige oder gar noch wichtigere Dinge zu sagen habe,"
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"gi.ce all logical deteruination occurs with lo:ical necessity,

1t must, under similar conditlons, acsuune gimilar forms, that is to

say it must bear the character of lawfulness, .vsse....8ub in this
1solation the logical determination cannot be active at all, For it 18
1tself an empty form, and cannot glve to itself the content which it
fails to find in itself; it cannot apply itself to itself, but must
£ind something else to which it can apply itself, and only in this way
can unfold the poesibilities that lie within 1tselfil #

A perfect legion of questlons besete the naively lo ical reader.
How can logical deternination take place with loglecal necessity? What
18 logical and what 1s necessary prior to logical determination? This
logical determination is deprived of the power of action unless saved
by Hartmann's theorles; who would have suspected 1t of "“acting", anyway?
Also, even 1if saved, how can logical determination "apply itself" to
anything? It seems to lose its [Hirtmannesque character by translation,
because the crude English language deprives it of 1is capital D and the
pronoun "she". A speculation about Time, or rather temporality (Zeitlichkeit)
fares not much better at the hands of pltiless critlcs.

"The teleo-dynamic, intensive side of Activity intrinsically possesses
temporality, but of a perfactly indeterminate sort; that side of 1it,
however, which 1s logical determination, 1s essentially non-temporal, and

particular
requires no time, and timelessly determines at every moment the ideal
content of Activity. What 1t expresces 1s eternally true, eternal relations
among possibilities; but as 3t (the determination) 1s constrained to apply
1ts eternal logical lawfulness to a temporal Given, it is connected with
time in a double sense. On the one hand, every particular act of determi--
occupies a particular moment of time, be it at the beginning or end o

during the process of time. On the other hand, a considerable porti~
*Grundr der Me s DPDe 24-25
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&?ﬁ?(ﬁf ermination 18 employed in prescribing measures and relations for
the indeterminate pemporality of the teleo-dynamic side of Activity,"#

How can aforesald detcrmination be"constrained" to a;ply something
to anything? By what secret trap-door has the 8948 of determination crept
into the discussion? It 1a‘§nbbab1y unnecessary to drag out this .process
of vivisection any further, to justify my former statement that Hartmann
was not a great thinker. All his logic 1s of thds type. A perusal of the
Grundriss der uotaphyalialeaves one with the feeling of having just stepped
off a merry-go-round.

Some of his comment:.tors, however, are peeitively awed by his logical

attainmenteysThis seems explicable only on the assumption that people who

from their academic infancy have been fed on post-Zantian terminology,
naturally read the thought between the lines without being startled by the
lines themselves -- as one follows the general drift of a2 sermon without
noting and interpreting every case of "beloved brethren® and “world without
end." It is rather significant that Otto Braun, for example, derives his
admiration from the form rather than the content of the works he exalts.
What he has gathered from the content is not logic at all -- it is the
original notion of the Unconscious, whose appeal to his(unconscious?) mind
has enriched and enlivened for him the whole system of philosophy. Or has
the German mind really a2 logic of its own? Are we blind to perfectly clear
Zuropean concepts? One is tempted to hold this view on the strength of
Hartmann's statement concerning "psychical activity";

“Neither is the objection sound, that an unconscious psychical activity
is for us unthinkable. 'Activity' is a clear concept, and so is 'psychic'.
The combination of the two :ig,ﬁﬁh; no montradiction, therefore it is
concelvable, But the concept ™unconscious' likewise is not incompatible

*#* Ntto s 9D 751 Bartmaqn ist ein logisches Genlie, das zeigt
sich, abgosehon von dem inhalt seiner Schriften, vor allem in der Form

derselben. Er ist ein architektonischer Kilnstler:"
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?aiiér..uqu imagining fho‘oontonta of the Unconscious. The unconszcious
ideas are simply anyh}doau which would have upheld our association
psychology, had they gggured == Which they did not. But Freud, and
above all his oooaaioﬁal collaborator, Breuer, have discovered a

law whereby the "unconaciouf ideas" may be guessed at; the "uncon-
scious " have their represecntatives in consclousness, images
uhich,‘bal quite out of Jjoint with the rest of the mind-system, b@it

act as the supposed’unconsclous"” idea could logleally have been
expected to act, had it occured. They are symbold for, or symptoms

of, the “"unconscious idead." They let us infer beyond doubt that
th "Unconscious idea" exists as their generating cause.®

One of the established relations between the "unconscious idea"
and its symptom ;9 consclousness is, that when the idea becomes
oonsciﬂi the Emntgm disappears, ##* This is, of course, the basis
of pspcho-analytic treatment; as such it does not interest us
here. But presently we shall see that it is onc of the principal
factors in our theoretical study of Mind,

One of the first principles of Freudian peychology 1is, that
every element once introduced into the system remains as a link
in the association chain of the Mind. Let us retain this principle,
The next premise is, that if an idea occurs together with another,

*5.Freud, es ia r 1f in die Psyvhoanalyse, p.316:

"Die M8glichkelt, den nsurotischen Symptorem durch analytische Deutung
elnen Sinn zu geben, 1st ein un rschiitterlicher Bewels fllr die Existenz =-
oder...die Notwendigkelt der Annahme -- unbewusster seclischer Vorginge.™
##loc.cit.: "Aus bewvussten Vorglngen werden Syuptome nicht sebildet;

sowle die betreffenden unbewussten bewusst geworden eind, muss das
Symptom verschwinien."DEé infra: "Die Symptombildung 1st ein Ersatz fiir

elwas anderes, was unterblieben ist...... ist 80 etwas wie eine
Yertauschung vorgefallen; wenn es gelingt, diese riciz’mgis zu mac en,

hat die Therapie der neurotischen Symptome ihre Aufgabe geldst."
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