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PREFACE

This thesls represents research in the general fleld of
emergent evolution. The works of Lloyd Morgan and S. Alexander
were studlied in particular and the works of others in allled
flelds were used in & supplementary capacity., It mainteins
that Morgen offers a unique personal interpretation of the
universe. Its purpose 1ls to zlve an understandine of Morman's
Scheme and to ocall attention to certain problems within the
limits of his theory.

In the process of the development of this thesia,’the
following }ibrar}es were used: The Library o? Congress,
Washington, D.Q., The Virginia State Library, The Richmond
Public Library, and The University of Riochmond Library. I
wish to acknowledpe here the courtesles extended by the staffs
of these librarles.

I w;sh to give recognition to my fellow-student, George
Crabtree, who read the manuscript and gave valuable oriticisms.

It 1s with s sense of sineere appreciation that I consider
the main advisor to this thesis. The imperfections entailed
are in no instances due to his counsel and the positive contri-
bution that it makes may be traced to the teaching and influ-
ence of Dr., B. C. Holtzclaw.

JeMeP

Richmond, Va.
May, 1947
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INTRODUCTION

-

The problem of metaphysics is one of the most baffling,
yet one of the most 1nterast§ng in the field of philosophy.
From the time of Anaximander, many different views of evolu-
tion have been offered as a solution to this problem. 'The
one that we shall discuss is & comparatively modern one and
is expounded by Conwy Lloyd Morgan. Twelve books by Morgan
hnve??hblished end most of these deal with the hypothesis
of emergent evolution, Hls greatest work was the book entitled
"Emergent Evolution" whiech eﬁbodies a oomprehensive p?esenu
tetion of the hypothesis from begimning to end. Thus, the
greatest part of my discusslion will be concerning the prineci-
ples set forth in this work. It is my purpose in this thesls
to offer certain'problema that confront Lloyd Morgan's schems,
As a preliminary, I belleve 1t is profitable to discuss the
two'greatest Influences upon Horgan to enablé us to recelve
a better understanding of hls system. The outstanding iInflu-
ences are Professor S. Alexander and the fleld of blology.

Some of Morgan's most essentlal views are taken from Alexander,
but there 1s 8 parting between the two men upon other points.
Chapter five will be devoted to these differences. The presen=-
tatlion and explanation’of Morgan's emergent evolution 1s the
tople for Chapters two, three snd fo?r and the problems éntailed

are presented in Chapter six. Then, my conclusions are offered



INTRODUCTION (CONT!D)

in the finsl chapter., It i3 difficult to say Just what
another person means in new languace symbols., For this rsa-
son, I will frequently resort to quotations, In this thesis,
I wish to give a complete synopsls of emergent evolution as
1t is propounded by Morgan and present varlous problems that

arise concerning 1t.



CHAPTER I
INFLUENCES ON MORGAN

A. Blology

Conwy Lloyd Morgan, an_English philosopher and sclentist,
began his works with the publlcation o? "Animal Life and
Intelligence” In 1890. 1In this volume, he dealt with organisms
and their development. He waa very much impressed by the close
linkage of the structures of the different animals., He was
also convinced thaet 1life was something thet was progressiﬁg
and. capable of a}l-aorts of chenges., "Life today s not what
it was yesterday, nor will 1t be tomorrow'tha same as today".l
By observing and studyling various e&nimals, he concluded that
the organism was fitted to reapqnd to certain 1nf1uencea of
the external world and that these 1nf1uences could in turn

cause particular developments In the organlism. By an elaborate

set-up of experiments, he dlassovered that animals posseassed

1. pg. 182 Animal Life and Intelligence by C. L. Morgan



intelligence, but he would not sseribe reason or rational
powers to them. Thils study was baslec to hils later belief

in mental evolution. He inferred that the lower stages of
mental development‘were connected with the perceptual sphere
{(eye) and the higher stages were co?necﬁed with the conceptual
sphere (brain). His next two works, "Introduction to Compara~
tive Psychology" and "Psychology for Teachers" were both writw
ten In 1895 and dsal with certain themes of practic? for
teachers and basic psychologlcal concepts. However, they had
little significance in h;s emergent evolution hypothesis which
arose later on. In 1P96, "Habit and Instinct™ was published,
This conclusion was reached "that which 1s outslde experlence
oan afford no data for the conseolous guidance of future bew
havior."l"He found that experlence was a preureqﬁisite for
planning and there existed a close allianceé between emotion -
and instinct. Consciousness was seen as the awarenessz that
characterized the lower level of ?xistence_as well as the
higher, '"Animgl Behavior" (1900), "The Interpretation of
‘Nature" (1905), and "Instinct and Experience (1912) were .
works that brought forth further research in the blological
fileld and thereby offered more hints to;e?ergent evolution.

By the time his 1905 publication was made, Morgan had in mind

emergence as an interpretation of all reality bubt the aoctual

1. pg. 131 Habit and Instinet by C. L., Morgan



expounding of the complete hypothesls was made in the Uni-
verslity of St. Andrews in 1922, I"Emergent Evolutlon' foll-
owed in 1923. Thié particulsr book provides the source for
the groater part of this thesis for 1t is here that the view
of emergent svolution culminates and is advanced in entirety.
However, Morgan's later publicatlions were intended to shed
further light upon the subject. "Mind At The Crossways"
(1929) and "The Animal ¥ind" (1930) are further attempts to
elaborate the emergence of mind within the peneral scheme of
emergent avolution. They go into detail but add on}y a small
amount to the origiral sssumptions. Hils final work, "The
Emergence of Fovelty" (10%33) is a restatement of what is ine-
oluded in his main volume. Tt sttempts to clarify the 4iff-
erent kinds of evolutlon end Iinsist upon the emergeﬁce of 8
new kind of relatedness already'diacussed in "Emergent Ev01?~
tion". The most important book, other then the main volume,
is "Life, Mind and Spirit" (1926) in which the role of Spirit
is dlsousssed in relation to life and mind ms emergents.
Because cof prof?und scholarship and genuine interest in
the blologlcal field; Morsan was competent enough to attempt
g solution to the historfcal controversy between vitalism and
machanism. &4 synopsis of thls problem will be given here be-
cause blology was one of the preatest foundatlions for Morpen's
entire philosophy. In the aéc-old attenpt to explain adequately
those things that exist before us Involving 1ife, two well-



formﬁiated theories are advooated. These are mechanism and
vitalism.

Mechanism, as its name indicates, 1s the explanation
that interpreta organisms as mere machines, Organisms act
and function in their respsctive ways because they are so .
constructed as to produce the result that 1s obtained.
"Living organisms mey be regarded as conscious or unconscious
physical and chemical mechanisms."l Researoches in this field
have established certain facts that support the theory, One
of these is the fact that the matter of which organisms are
composed is reducible to the same chemical slements as are )
found outside the body. ¥No new matter is formed in the body,
or disappears from it. Another argument offered 13 that the
whole of the energy which is libversated in tpa body, whether
as heat, mechanical work, or in other forms, can be traced to
sources outside the body. Then, we can conc¢lude that the two
great physical laws of conservation of matter and sonservation
of energy can thus be extended to all living organisms, even
human beings. ;In answer to the objection based on the exist-
ence of conséioﬁsnesa,”mechanists say 1t makes no difference

to the energy balence of the body whether an animal is cons-

sious or not., So, consciousness is trested as an accompaniment,

1., p. 1l Mechanism, Life and Personality by J, S. Haldane



It 1a an accompaniment of physlcal and mechanical action,

but not something that alters in any way the physiocal and
chemical changes which 1t accompanies. Thils additional set
of oonsiderstions is offered by the mechanist. "In all
biological invea?igations we are Investigating elther struc-
ture or activity, and when we come to detalls we find that
the structure 1s physical and chemical gtructur? and the
activity physlical and ohemical‘activ;ty. Hence, biology

can be nothing but the physlcs and ohemistry of organ@sms."
Further support is argu?d from the history of biolcgy.} In
the field of physiology, Borelll applied the principles of
mechanles to elucldate the actlon of the muscles on the limbs,
Kepler applied the principles of optics to the sction of the
eye in vision. Harvey made advances relating to the problem
of the circulation of the blood by physiecal observation and
interpretation of the facts in mechaniocal terms., These faots
are used to support the primary i1dea that orgenisms are phvsico=~
chemical ocompounds and that all behavior may be analyzed in
terms of the laws of physics and chemistry. The wonderful
complexity, asccuracy and co-ordination of the physiological
mechanisms found within the bodles of living organisms may
be accounted for on purely mechanical prineciples. There is

no real purpose. The thing we call purpcse is merely apparent

1. p. 4 Mechanism, Life and Personallty by J. S. Haldane



and 18 In its essentisl reallty, merely & mechanical purw
pbseless phya?co~ohemical react19n.

Vitalism, on the other hand, claims that there is an
essential and fundamental difference between‘living organs
lsms and purely inanimate things. They regard thls faot
as to some degree self-evident. Anyone realizes that those
organisms we see before us are of & different nature than
mere stones. They admit the physical and chemical cone
stituenocy of organisms but go on to insist upon the pre-
sence of an immaterisl purposive agency. Driesch with
his "entelechy" or vital principle and Bergson with his
"olan vital” or vital force, insist that there is some-
thing outside mere physical and chemical laws that gives
life 1ts essential na?ure and causes it to functlion in an
intelligent;purpoaiva, and harmonious way. Some vitalists
offer as a proof of vitallsm the fact that we ¢an construect
g8 grain of wheat wilth the exsct chemical proportions of a
real graln and glve it propér nour1shmen? but 1t will not
come up and grow. \ie can compose &n egg, 1identidal to the
hen's, but 1t will not hatch. This 1llustrates the fact
that life comes from life and there‘}a nothing that pro-.
duces llfe within ltself. Of coursa, the strongest basis
of vitallsm is that there is no sclentific evidence at all

of the spontaneous generation of 1life from non-life. Again,



as opposed to the denial of purpose or at 1eastf the extreme
skepticism sbout it, which we find in mechenism, vitalism
rests 1ts case on teleolgy and refers to the harmony of func-
ticn end regularity of nature to §ubstantiate such & bellef,
These two vlews are, however, ochallenged by Morgan and
others with the concept of emergence in biologys "The fact
of'emergent evolution 1s moré conspicgoué in the realm of
organism than in the domain of things. All the great steps
in evolytion - the makirng of the body, the estadlishment of
a brain, the‘begigning of the blood, the differentiatlion of
sense organs,oto., were new syntheses wlth new Intrinsie
quelities and new extrinsic properties”, 1 This ides of
emergence in blology says that the characterlstics of an
organism are novel, and not roduvcible to physieal sand chem-
1cal laws. It is a gencral law of nature that when compounds
reach a hlghar degree of complexity, such wholes develope
oharactéristics not explicable in terms of their parts. Such
characteristics are called "emergsnts”., Life is an emergent
and belones to the genersal schege of emergent evolutlion. "The
naturalistic conten?ion i1s that, on the evidence; not only
atons and molscules, but organiams and minds are suoceptidble

of treatmsnt by sclentific methods fundamentally of like kinds

le De 206v Conéerning Evolution by Thompsaon



that all belong to one tissue of eventsi and that all exemp?ify
one foundational plan., In other words. the position is that,
in a philosophy based on the prooa?ure sanctioned by progress
in s&ientific research and thought, the advent of novelty of
any kind is loyally to be ‘accepted whenever‘it is foun? withr
out invoking any extra-natural Power (Forece, Entelechy, Elen,
or God) thrqugh the efficient Activ1§y of which the obéerved
facts may be explained."l Therefore; we can not only do sway
with mechanism with 1ta’1nsiat?noe of physieo-chemicél assent-
falness but also with vitalisﬁ, with 1ts outsi@e or alien in-
fluence that gives life. Vheeler says "We are, I believo;
bound to assume that the organization 1s entirely the work

of the components themselvea and that 1t i1s not Inltinted and
directed by extraspatial or extratemporal things."?

1. p. 2 Emergent Evolution by C. L. Morgan
2. p. 159 Essays In Philosophical Blology by VWheeler



Be Se Alexander )

'In-th§ year 1916, several years before Yorgan's "Emergent
Evolution", Professor S. Alexander lectured at the University
of Glasgow and gave the first comprehens?ve sche@e of emergent
evolution. These lectures were entitled, "Space, ?ime and
Deity" snd were delivered during & two year period, then pub-
lished in 1920. ?hera are various things in Alexander's two
volumes on "Spaoe,_Time and Deity" that are found essential
to Morganta scheme, In this section we shall revert to the
most important influences on Lloyd Morgan from Alexander's:
theory.

The first thing Morgan reta%ns from Alexander 1s the
space~time basis for all reality, and ?ha Independent existe
ence of the physleal world. Alexander, §n explaining his
philosophical views on nature as & whole, blds us think away
a2ll that has emerged in the course of the evolutionary process,
We are to do away 1maginat1ve1y with 1deals and higher values,
rational powers and mental abilitles. Think away mind itself
with its attributes and continuve subtracting until the animal
world 1s obliterated. Let all living things fade from exist-
ence and reduce the inorganic remainder to purely spatio-
temporal relationships. This spasce-time purports to be an
inexpugnable remainder becmuse 1t isiimpossible to imagine

away beyond this points This basils must be retained.



10

It is evident that Alexander would have to stop some-
where In this schematic subtracting process for 1t tran-
cends the human mind to reduce all things to nothing. If we
attempt to concelve the world of existence as aspace and
time in the traditional sense, it 1z incomprehensible be~
cause we are driven to the questlion of assentirl relatedness
betweon physical t§1ngs on the one hand and space and time on

the other. However it is reducible to spacs~time instead of

space and time and the plausability of this will be disoussed

at 8 later pointe. There 1s no mere duration or mere exten-
sione~-~just space~time, It follows that i1t 1s necessary
for Alexander to postulate the characteristice of space~time.
and he does this from & viewpoint of clessification tradlt-
ionally used for space itself. He accepts the triple aspect
or tri-di;ensional nature of spsce snd includee in his ex-
planetionva triadio view of time to enable him to couple the
two together ultimately. The first aspect of time is the
fact thet it is lrreversible in direction. A secon@ aspect
is that ecach instant is between two Instants, Then, duration
in succession offers a third aspect to 4t in with tri-
dimentional space. - "Now the three features enumerated in
Space and Time being indeperdent we might content ourselves
with seying that as betweer spatiality and successive dura-

tion there subsists such a connectlon of interdependence
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that each new feature in Time is rendered possible by a new
dimension of Space and conversely renders 1% poasible."l
Alexander means here that the reason ?hy Space has ?hrea
dimensions 1s thet time 1s asuccessive, Iirreveraldble, and
uniform in direction.

Aiexande? pontinues to explaein space=time in the licht
of perspectives. A perspective space-~time is merely the whole
of space~time ms it is related to a pointeinstant br virtve-
of the 1llne of connection between 1t and other point-~instants,
From this I belleve we are correct in assuming that a per-
gspective In general of space-time from one point~instan?,
~differs from the perspective from another point-~instant,
whether bpe perspectives be taken 1ln reapect ofvtha’instarts
or points, and we see that polnts merge Into points, and
Instants i?tO'instants each because of the other,

Again, we catch & glimpse of apece~time through math*’
ematics., When the universe was 1n'this atage of evolution,
there was iatent in thls space-time all the possible geomet
rieal and abstract laws that app?y to =pace and‘tlme.Alexander's
empirical and geometrlcal space, are identicel, because both
typeé of point-inaténts have a univgrsal and identical

character or structure. In reallty, we dliscover these lawa

l. p. 51 Space, Time and Délty by S, Alexander



12

of mathmatlos and do not invent them.

Morgan does not review the details of Alexendor's space-
time but accepts them under the heading of acknowledgrment,
which we shall see at a later point. Alexander views time
as the "mind" of space and space as the "body" of time.

This means thtt we may think of the relation of time to

space 1In the same sense as ve do the relation of mind to
body. The mind is the dymenio, driving force of our bodies
and we must look to time as the penerator of all emoergents.
The first and simplest relation of all existence s that all
finiyéé are merely connected together within the one‘spaca- ]
time, Alexander uses the word "compresence" bo}explgin this,
A thing affects another, with whioh 1t 1z compresent, Aiffere
ently according to the latter's re}ativé roslition in space or
time,’or its intrinsiec receptivity. SEinoce spa?e-time i1s conte
1nous; things are not cut off from ore another, and a thing
1tsaif.contains other things end 18 part In turn of 8 larger
complex. Lvery finite 48 a2 part which subsists within spacew
time and so far as it retains ibs own Individual character,

1t 1s accomodated or adapted to 1ts surroundings in space=
time. From such early relationships of the first pointe.
instants, the physical universe came Inko veing.

A seocond important point}in Alexander's pnilosopliy is the

concept of ermnrgence. Alexander claims that new "quallties"
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pmerge. He would say that at some stage of 1n?rganio evole
ution‘this or that so-called secondary quallty, such as
solor, emerged.' Then, at some later stege of the evolun-
tionary prpcesa,'the quality of 1life emerged and still later
the quality of consciousngaa arose. So, with Alexander th@
emergent is & new quality. ‘lorgan antinuea the idea of .
emergence and attempts to clarify 1t, as we shall see later,
though he views the emersents as new types of relatedness
rather thah new "qualitlea", Morpan tries to make his emerw
gence more incluslve than 1s generally implied by Alexander's
"quality", which does not have necessarily the same conditions
preceding it as "relatedness" must have. "Out of one level
in the heirarchy of levels a new yind of existence emerges."
Thus we note that in both systems, the concept of emergence 1is
basic and that new qualities and types of relatedness are the
things that actually emerge. Alexander and Morgen both start
with space«time and the resulting emérgents are considered
supernatural or supervenlent to that level of existence from
which it em?rgeds In ?oth philosophles the inorganic world
comes first, then lifa; then consciousness; and then mind
emerges. There 1s also a parallel between the hlerarchy of
levels of existence and their repective orders throughout.

Morgan adopts Alexander's concept of the Wisus which is the

1. p. 28 Emergent Evolution by C. L. Morgan
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drive towards Delty. The Nisus begins at the level of spsco-
time and pervades the whole of existencae, It causes the
emergents to go upwards toward Delty. For Alexander, this
Nisus is strictly within the process of evolution end any
entrance of an outside or alien influence 's fletly rejected.
Morgan uses the gsame interpretatlion and.aGOpts the Nisus for
his scheme, The Nisus towards Delty 1z important in Alexanderts
scheme end 1s nlsc essentlal to that of Morgen. It 1s used In
the same sense by Morgan In the effort to weave direction into
amergent evo}ution,

Finally, Alexander's notion of Delty 1s employed in
Morgants ?volut§on. Wot only do they agree onlthe emergence
"of matter, life, mind and values In this order, but the gosl
towards which all of the evolutionery process 1s heading is
the same-~=that ?f Deity. "On the one hand we have the totals
ity of the.world, which in the end 1s‘spatio-temyora1; on the
other the quality of Delty engendered, or rather being en-
gen&ered, within that whole. These two Teatures are united
in the conceptlion of the whole world as expressing 1tselfl in
the character of deity and i1t s this and nof bare Spacew
- Time which for speculation 1s the 1deal conceptlon of God,"

We see the inclusiveness and yot the transcendent charact-

eristics of Delty in 2 similar statement from Yorgan. "We may

’

1. p. 354 Space, Time and Deity by S. Alexander



acknowledge physical events as ultimately involved, and God ]
on whom all evolutionary process ultimately depends;"l Thus,
Deity i1s Included within the evolutionary processes and i=s

also the goal t?warda which the Nisus is driving all emergents,
In Chapter five, we shall review some points wherein Morgag
and Alexander are in opposition but from thils brief review,
wé see that Professor Alexgnder w}th his‘concepta of space~ )

time, emergence, emergents, order, Nilsus, non~alien influence,

and Deity playsd a tremendour iInfluence upon Lloyd Morgan.

e

1. pe 298 Emergent Evolution by C. L. Morgan
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CHAPTER II
EMERGENT EVOLUTION

To Morgan, the concept of emergence not only appligs
in the field of biology but extends though the entiﬁé meta~
physicallachema of things. In hls attempt to clarify hils
poaition, he blds us think of & pyremidal scheme (Fig.tl).
At 1ts base‘lies space-time and thls extends throughoﬁt fhe
entire pyramid of exlstence. Every event that ocours does

80 within the limits of space-time.

DTy

4
,‘\
\‘
\x
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From minute point-instants in space~time emerged elec?rona
and when these entered into their elaborate structures, atoms
ame?geda These atoms combined In such fashion as we know them
now, and the physical world emerged from them, This is the
view of Alexander and 1t taekes us up to the dotted 1line in
Fig. 1, Here is where Horgan's view fits into the schems, He
d14 not attempt to show how the phyaslcal order emerged but
puts it under what 1s known in his philosophy as "acknowledg-
ment?«v"ﬁaw for better or worse my notion of philosophy is
that, while'it involves the contributions of selence in all
departments, 1t should seek to express m constructive scheme
of the world ~~ & consistent scheme which 1a'conooived at a
level of reflective thought that supplements, though it does
not supersede, sclence, There rmust bg nothing iIn this schemg
which 1s diecrepant with science; but, on this underastanding,
there must be constitutive features which complete the other- )
wise incomplete delivery of striectly sclentific thoughtf That,
I think hgs always been the aim of philosophy. It will, I
feel sure, contlnue to be its aim., It geeks to develop & )
constructive oreed and not only a2 working policy.‘ In any case,
I want to nall my colours to the mast. In credal terma,\I be~
lieve in a physlcal world." ! Notice lorgan's statement that

he believes in & physical world. He admits that this is bee

1« ps 59 Emergent Evolution by C. L. Yorgan
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yond proof but is so evi?ent that ‘it deserves to have plade
1n the plan of evolution, so he places it undsr his heading
of "acknowledgment®,

The stress In emergent evolution 18 on the incoming of
the new, "There may be resultants without emerggnce; but
there sre no emercents without resultants, Theﬁ, it may be
sald that throucgh resultants there is continuity in progress:
through omergepce there 1s progreass 1n‘ccntinuity.“l It is
evident that things glready in ex!stence can produce already
¥nown resultants end it 1s a misconception to asoribe novelty
to those resultants that really are not new. But, every time
an emergent emerges, 1t necessarily causez new resultants be-
causze of its unique charascter. Morgen i1llustrates the cone-
cept of emergence Iin this waj. Assﬁme that the chemist has
some ligquid heated to a hish temperature, Gradually the
liquid 1s cooled:2nd slowly crvstals begin to form that are
new. Those crystels were derived from the liquld yet noth-
igg;oould be paralleled or explicable between the character
1  1§%&031df7thertwo « 80 1t 18 in the evolutionary process.
Things, when they attaln a certsin degree of complex!ty,
branch off or emerge into someth}nn news Apain in the case
6f the gases, oxysen and hydrogen, we see an example of this,
When the two are combined in a certain fashlion something new

and different evolves. It came from the oxyren and hydrogen

T. p. 51 Emergent Lvolution by C. L. Morgan
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but you ean not characterize 1t in the former stage before the
actual émergance because 1its complexity has not emerged into
a separate unique thing.

Within the whole of our pyremidal scheme, emergence is
taking place in smal}er py?amids. There are three main
emerg?nts ~~= matter, life, and mind. But in addition to
these, an almost infinite number of 1little emergents evolve.
Perhaps here it 1s best to Introduce or explain the ."nisus"
towards Deity symbollzed by the arrow towards Delty in:our
diagr#m,l'Th;s nisus concept 1s the ides that all emergents
have a‘trendiupward toward Deity. FEach emergent has 3its re-
lative level within the pyramid and this presupposes a hier-
archy of,eme?gents.--The nisus bellef 1s thet the emercent
vtrend 1s forward of towards the higher or "more". This Iim-
plies that the physlcal world existed before 1life, life e~
fore mind; and so on,s Morgan telleves this nisus 1s pulling
or directing everything to the highest poaaib}e emergent wew
Deity. "It seems, as I think on the evidence, that the
higher we ascend'in the hlerarchy -~ and espoclally when
wheh we reach human persons ~-- the emergent complexlty
413 such that it sppears Justifiasble *to say thet no two per-
_Bbﬁé are quite allke. Each person is an uniguely individnal
proauct along one o? very many lines of advance === say

Shakespeare, Goethe, Newton, end Darwin, If this be so, the

nisus towards delty on 1ts strictly contral line should cule
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CHAPTER IIT
EMERGENT EVOLUTION CONT!D.

Yow that we see that the emercenta pursus higher dire
ection, we may disouss the relation of the emerpgent to that
from which 1t has emerged. "Each higher stare 1s in turn
sﬁpernatural to that which preéedea 1t. Tn this sense 1ife
is supernatural to the 1norgan}§."1

Keeping in mind the nﬁsﬁs, we oan easily see that
each new emergent would in this sense be above, of super-
natural tc;vthe.thing from which 1t has emerged. The concept
of involution will throw further light upon this relationship.
"Life stonds to matter in,same kind of relation as mind
stands to 1ife. And this, I submit, can be better expressed
by saying that 1ife involves & basls of matter just as mind
involves a basls of 11fe.2 The relation common %to both is that

which I ecall involution," Involution indicates a state of

I D. 00 Lmergent Lvolution Ca L, JODPgan
2, pe x Life, Mind and Spirit by C. L. Horgan
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complication or entanglement. It 1s & state of being in-
volved. In emergent evolution, each emergent level in ascend-
1ng ordar cannot come into pelng'save as "involving" the level
or levels that are below it. Or, we might sgy thet each new
emérgant must be preéeded by ?ther emerpents with which 1t 1s
asséoiated. With Morgen then, 1nv?1ution 1s used in & sense
of deﬁéndence. At any glven levsl, the manner in which nate
ural éveﬁts run their course depends on the type or kind of '
relatedness which has emerged et that level. In other words,
Iifé c?uid not have evolved except for the pre~-sxistence of
matter, bscéusa the concept and reality of life ltself nece
easarily‘involYe an existence of matterf' In 1;ke manner the
eﬁsrgént, mind, involves the lower level, life, and with
each emergent some preceding or lowar lavel is invoelved.,

This sonse of oconnection and dependence is called invol-
ution 1n Morgan's version of emergent evolution., Tho cone
oept of 1nvolution i1s particularly important in ascertaining
the order of emergente for we osn observa which emermenta are
involved or dependent upon other emgrgents. For example, life
18 not dependent upon conscio?aneas, but ecan exist before it
and iﬁdapendentl& of it. But, aonéciousnesa can not exist
before 1ife, meither oan 1t exist apart from it. This is
1nvolutions' Apain we catoh some 1dea of the relation of

tha‘emergent end that from which 1t 1s -emerged., "If one
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says,; in teohnicgl usare, that orystals are emergent in &
cooli?g golution, éne Implies that they were not actually
there, or anywhere, prior to su9h emercencs, Then and there
they jusﬁ come as something new, so far as that solution is
concerned, This does not mean that they come Into belng'tout
of nothing! for they come Into being out of the cooling liguid.
Wone the less, as crystals, they are new for they were not
actually In existence aforetime."l So weé see there is n
direﬁt conneétion between the two but that the emergents are
not direct degcenﬂants of those things from which they emerge.
Now that we have summarized the view of the process of
émergence and ;ﬁs nisus; this question follows., What 1s 1t
xorgan olaims £o be émergent? It 18 some new relatedness or
new kiﬁd of relation, It seema that this new emorged relation
would be abatract b?t it 18 not so wlth Vorgan, It 13 conorete.
Every emorgent then, 1s in reality a different or new type of
relatedness. Relatedness 1nclu§eé'not only relatlion«of=terms
but terms~in-reletion. That 1s, not only do?s the new emerge-
ent possess a relation among other emercents, it has an Inter-
nal relatedness as well, Horgan usea the term "intrinsie" to
denote relatedness yithin the »nigque system of the emergent
{terms in relation), and the word "extrinsic" for relationa

In~terms (relation to some other aystem). There are many

1. p.iﬁ The Emergence of Novelty by C. L. Yorgan
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types of both kinds,cf rela?ednesa and the different kinds
suoh a8 conséiousness, 1ife, ohamico~physica1; spatial and
temporai relations may exist‘independantly or they may be
aosgxistent. In other words, one emergent or new relatedness
does not necessarily exclude another.

"What causes these emergents to emerge? It 1s an allw« ]
inclusive Activity or force thet is purposive and directive.
God or Activity 1s the source of all evolutionary events and
is‘peraistent from the base to the apex of our proposed pyrée
mid. Worgan frankly accepts Activity under his concept of
"Acknowledgment” rather than attempting to prove the point.
causation snd causality need to be distinguished although
they are not contradictory. Causatlon startss cgusality
continues or is the mwras of happan}ngs» Morgan, unlike ,
Berkeley; who denles any difference, differentiates the two,
but claims that no gulf exlats between them and Fhat ﬁhey bew
long to the same realm, So in an ultlmate sense, God or |
Activity is causation end causallty. Cauaali?y is not external
to the pyramid but 1s in its limits. In fact, there is no
alien influence whatsoever that alters or affects evolutiocnary
aventé in any way. Here we detect & carry-over from Morgan's
philosophy of biology. He rejects the outside push of the
vitalist amlinsists that all reelity lles within the pyramid.
"Any insertion into physico~chemical evolution of an alien in-

fluence which must be'evoked to explain the phencmena of life
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'13‘6xp1161t1y rejected under the concept of emergent evola
ution«"l

Ve find that Morgan uses the words'projicienoe; inter-
venience, and advenlence to give us a clue to relatedness.
Projiclence 1s attained only on the mental level. It ina.
valﬁea~tha distance~racaptor-pattern of viaion. It is per=
ceptusl reference couplad with distance-receptors, "My
dootrine is that all that is minded 1s within us, and founded
primarily on the correlated outcome of roeseptor-patternss that
there are physioa} things existent in their own right outside
us in & nonsmental wcrldg‘and that the propééties which render
’ tham‘apjeceive~1n mind are projlciently referred toytheae
things."g Morgan means here that outside our individuel world
of-existe?oa 1ie things different from the mental aspect of
~ourselves, which are a result of percep?ual'referencé a?d dis-
tance-receptors. When we refer to them, we, In a sense,
attaoch & minded quallty to the aotual physical reference and
this reference from our minds to those things that do not in-
volve the mental; 18 ocalled projicience. Projlcient reference
‘enables us to ascribe to the viausl field more than what 1is
actuelly included in the distance«receptors, For example;
1f I hold & coin in my hand end turn 1t until I sctuslly only
see,an'alliptical shape instead of & e¢lrcular shape, the dise

‘tance receptors enable me to see that one part of the object

1, 5. 12 Emergent Evolution Dy C» L. Morgan
2, p« 50 Emergent Evolution by C. L. Morgan
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is"?arthsr away than another, but 1t does not appear round.
But, I know through past experlence and geneyal knowledge
that a thing l1ike a-rougd ooin may be tilted, but not lose
1ts ecsentlel character, so I see the coln in my mind as
being eircular although it appears to me to be 8lliptical,
This 1s projiclent reference. The properties I ascribe to
the coln are called projiclent properties.

One. of these projicient properties brings up the his-
torical controversy of idealfdm and realism soncerning color,
Let us lobk briefly at this oontroversy ané‘diacuas MUrgan'a‘
views ooncerning it. Professor John Laird, who 1s a realist,
belicves that beautiful oalﬁra end nensatlions are there
whether any personal wind appreciates 1t or not. "A pomantie
rovivel may be needed to reveal the stateliness of Gothic
cethedrals or the merene grandewr of Alpine summits, butthis
beauty and the worth of 1t belonged to the Alps and the )
sanctuaries;all;the‘time."l We noteé that for the realilat,
coler 1a not dependent upon the mind. On the other hand the
1dealist waintains theEQiew that color must be peroceived by
some mind beforegéﬁﬁbecomes'a reallity. Llovd Morgan parts
company. with bctﬁ,tho 1deglisﬂb and the rea}iatic viewpoint in
axfténae; We notice that, in his departure, he still enw

1., p. 126 Study In Realism by J. Laird
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- dorses the realistic implication from & pragmetic stand-
point. "Beyond question we sct 'as if! colour belongs to
this thing or that of its very own xy:%ht. To ot otherwise
would generally result in oonfuslon.” But he goes beyond
realism and idealism in maintaining that "Colour«perception
involves cartain physiologieal chenges in the brain at the
lovel of life; this asgein involves (Af any rellance can be
placed In the outcome of researsch in the fleld of colours

- wision) sertain apecigliaed phyaslco-chemloal changes in the
retina on the dhoyoid,-or (more comprehensively) in the
retina cerebrglsyatem‘"g "T?us at the top we fringe off'
into correlated consclousness, aesthethloally 'qualitled',
and at the bottom we fringe o?f into the physical, ;There
ia,ah?ehchaingd seﬁ of events, subject to emergence, from
bottom to top, end the beauty of colour is struck out.”s
"Tf the idealiste assert that colour lives only at top in
the mind irrespective of physicel correlates in the or-
ganiam;.or if the rgaliét assert that 1t lives only at
bottom in the thing, irrespective of physical correlates
in the organiam; ;_reapeotfully submlit that each goes be«
yond the evidence, According to the evidence (gf I do not
misread 1t) coléur»livés in the whole situation, in other

words it has being In virtue of the extrinsic rolatedness

T, p. 207 Emergent Lvolution by C. L. Horgan
2, p. 228 Emergent Evolution by C. L. Morgan
3« pDe 229 Emergent Dvolution by C. L. MNorgen
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of person (body-mind) and thingj dbut that which has ?eing

in virtue of extrinsic relatedness I call a pro?erty, not

& quallty intrinsic to the thingf"l Color then; 18 sccepted
aakan emergent quality. However, Morgsn holds that the
1nstrument.(the eye) 1s necessary to Interpret the color.

We may coﬁclude that Morgen 1s neither an extreme idealist
or raalist‘here but accepts the essentinmls of both. Thege’
projicient properties go to make up projicient reference,
end prcdncé the beauty of the rainbow and the other aesw
thetic enjoyments that we experlence.

"Advenience" is meant to represent the physical ins
fluence on the plane of matter. It 1s simply thé relation-
éhip of physical existences. .The relabionahi; betwaen‘adsf
v;hienoe andvprbjiciénca on the plane of 1life, howévar,
needs further discussion. This relationshirn 1a called
"intervenience”, Morgan states, "The position then is
that advenlent phyaical‘inflnenoe calls forth in the ore
ganism a very eoﬁplex system of intervenient events with
pbjchical corfelateég thét these events oculminate In be-
havior towards the source from which the advenlent influ-
_énoekwaa effluents and that projiclent reference endows
thn thing with all the meaning thet acerues under ?orrelaa

tion, as the net result of all intervenlent events, thus

Te4p' 200 Lmergzont Evolution by C. 1. Yoraan



29

rendering the acknowledged thing #n object of perception,
which, for our reflective thought, 1s always in scme meas-
sure conoeptualiaed."? We see thet there exlsts a complex
Integrated svstenm of intervenient processes on the inter«
mediate plane of life. Those intervenlent lifew-processes
are involved in all projicieﬁt reference, They occur withe
1n‘the‘organism and exist as 1links between the physicel and
mental, "they are the intrinsic physioeal and physiological
attributea of events which in their paychleal attribute
have the quality of conaciousness."2

~The question is ralsed now concerning the meening of
congclovsness. It seems MNorgan uses the term consclousness
below the level of mind. WNot only does consclousness exlst
here; we may follow 1t in emernent evolution on down toward
the bottom of our pyramld. !organ sscribes psychical correl=-
ates which'purport to be possaésing "awareness" even in the
lower levels. "But can 1t confidently be esserted that only
at & certain level of neural fﬁnotionimg or even that only
in organlc functioning does correlation'obtain? If this
question be regarded as too specuiative, let us ask: How
far down 'on the inside so to speak! does correlation extend
in us? There i1s at any rate something to be said for the

view that no limits oan be set to lte downward extensliong

Y. F. 214 Emergent Evolution by C. L. Horgen
2., pe 52 Emergent Evolution by C. L. Morgan
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that not only receptor-patterns but all the phyaico-chemical
chenres thevy lnvolve heve psychiocal correlates which 4f not
directly still indirectly contribute to conscious "awareness"
that just as physical novelty involves the aontinuance of
lower levels of physical existence so does psychiocal novel%y‘

Involve & continuance of lower levels of psychical existence.”

- Agaln, Morgan goes no farther to prove thls assertion. It is

placed under acknowledgment. When projiclence takes place it
has been preceded by advenience and intervenience . The
existence of consclousness or awareness may however, precede

the neural or organlc levels of existence.

1, p. 308  Emergent Evolution by C. L. Morgan



CHAPTER IV
EMERGENT EVOLUTION (CONT'D)

"In the natural course of eéolutionary advanoa; one
mhy say that 1life 1s emerpent on nthliving maﬁter"l Morsan's
view 1s that }ire is sﬁpérvenient upon nature or that the
emergent 1ife,‘followed after the physioal world was in axe
iatencé. Things of a physiocsl nature‘were being oontlhuéd
by Activity end being dréwn’upward bv the Wisus aﬁd when 8
certain degree of complexity was atta’ned in the h!ﬁneﬁt‘
foﬁﬁ.bf 1horganic thiﬁgs, 1ife came forth as a new‘emergent5
Whaﬁ is the‘differentia of 1life? This question 1s said to
be unfair and irreleyent bvaorgan. "Those who would single
out from among the ﬁultitudinous differentiations of ah

éﬁolving universe this elone for speclal interpoasition would

seem to do little honour to the Divinity they profess to serve."

We note that there are no great gaps or distinction between

1. p. b2 Emergent hvolution by C. L. Morgan
2. p. 84 The Interpretation of Nature C« L. Morgan

e
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these emergents. They are simply in socordance with the gen-
érai‘scheme of emergent evolution., Inorganic emergents reached
& certain state and life'emerged supervenient to it, In its
earlier atage; 11?6 was of course very primitive and it grade
ually began to take on new horizons and develop: ftself through
Activity end the Nisus to the hirhaest form of 1ife that we ex-
 pér1ence today. Life, when 1t emerged, was an entirely new

kind of relatedness and therefore caused & new seteup of re-
'lations'thfoughout‘the world of existence., Though 1& came

from t@é inorganic,; 1t was unique an@ different‘in 1ts essential
neture, as are all genuine emergents, and 1s not explicable in
terms  of nature. However, Morgan uses the example of "living"
radium atoms to try to £111 ?n the 1iﬁk from the non-living to
the living. ".,.a8 I put it, consciousness 15 supervenient on
11fe."*‘ The upward development of life and the complex cell
advaﬁéément‘finélly broke off into & unigue phenomenon which
Qe'call‘conaiconsneas. Thus, we note tha? consclouveness 1sused
'here as an emerpent. In the last chapter, we clted where Morgan
~seemed to belisve that 1t preceded 1ife, As beings beceme aware
of'thingé and other beinpgs, development w;s correspondingly
’accélérated énd another hich degree of complex!ity was attalned,
and‘mihd‘emerged. It was larmely the capaclity and ability of

the eje that brought this emercent about. The nervous system

¥, p. 49 Emergent Evolutlon by C, L. Morgen
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developed and the physical besis (brain) of mind was ‘ntact
before this mein emergent took place. Morgan can not seem

to decide whether this emergent occured in the animel organism
or the human body. He made a lengthy studv of snimals and
.proved certain ﬁmental" powers to be in their possession.
"One may ploture the organism startineg with a certain amount

of congenital automatism of the more or less definite ine
stinroctive type and psssing on to reach a certain amount of ‘
the acquired automatism of habit. The latter state 1s in

part superadded elements as wall."1 These instincts can be’
howsver, developed to & high degree. "The foundations of

enimel intelligence rest on individual cholce or aeleétion,
which ‘in turn 1s depehdent upon association."z:.He gssumes that
some animals db have Intelligzence and offers many“illuatrations'
-and experimenta to substantiate this view,’but finally concludeé
thateﬁhey ars inoapabie.of reasoniné. So, the thinmaﬁhﬂf
differentiates the "mind" of the animal from that of the
human is the power to reason, but mind in the sense of Antells
igence orginiated in the animal realw} "The eiolutionary
ascent of mind has been as I believe, an advence through new
products t0>further'n6velty."3 This means that mind 1s a

new "newnessa" and ‘arose supervenlent on life.

‘1¢ ps 142 Habit and Instinct
2, ps 152 Habit and Instinect
3+ ps 115 The Great Design by Frances Nason
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Is reason an emergent or 1ls 1t a development ?f the
innate capacity of mind? Morgan indicates that 1t, along
with other 11ttle'pyram1da, is an emprgent. éWhen this kind
of reflective procedure charactises the life 6f a rational |
being, have we heré the emorgénce of something éenerally
‘new.in mental development? I belleve we have."l Emergent
ﬁévolution believes there are chlef emergents and those which
are considered as little emerrents within the bounderies of
the large ones. Reasaon 18 & smal} emerrment under one of thé
mein emargents’a mind. Therefore, some lower forma of species
may posgess a2 mind and consclousness but not be influenced by
the emergent, reason: - In the development or unfolding of
memory we get 8 good clue to the aaoanﬁ of mind, First; 1t
is evident that there had to be =something to experience an
occurence ---this, Morgan ocalls & "register". The register
was by definition capkble of "reristration”, When the reg-
lster was able to retain something in its conaciousﬁesa and
}oonsider 1t;-"ratantion" was being introduced. if at’a later
stage the same reglstration could be recalled to mind,
"revival® was employed, Revival also might have been stimu-
lated by something outside the'r?gister-and if 1t strongly '
invoked the regiéter's attention, "recognitioﬁ" vas deﬁaloped.

 Finally "reference" was existent when the original registration

1, p.‘211 Emergent Evolution by Ce Lo Morgan
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could be classified. _

The mind 1s capable of a high degree of development.
Morgan gives good instructions and theory eoncerning this.
"Mental development 1s not only a mstter of cognition but
also of the emotions and the will."l Values and aestheties
capacitlies are unfolded after mental emer@ence; and we are
in a trend to recei#e more and more as the evolutionary
prooess continues, "Emergent svolution works upwards from
matter, through life, to consclousness whlch attaina in man
its highest reflective or supra-reflective level, It mccepts
the 'more! at each ascending atage."2

The nisus is attracting everything towards Deity. But
before we view this conoépt, let us note again the essential
nature of emergence within our sc?oma. "Just as a ocombination
of two gases, oxygen and hydrogen, results in the production !
of water, having new propertiea,'or as the chemiat creates a
new carbonkoompound by aynthesis, 8o man 1s something geniunelyA
Vnew."s It is to be noted that Morgan claims that eagh ascend-
ing emergent 1s evolved "with" and not merely "from", just as
the crystals are emergent with the liquid. This d4ifficult
. point in Morgan's philosophy may’be more clearly understood if

we realize that the new emergent, though it is in 2 sense re

lated to thet from which 1t is emerged, is unique and 13 & new

T. p. 1659 Payohologiu?br Teachers by C. L, Morgan
2. p+ 228 The Emergence of ¥ovelty by C. L. ¥organ
3. p. 230 The Emergence of Novelty by C. L. Morgan



typé of ?elatedness.

~ Now, we shall consider briefly the apex of our pyremid---
Deity or God. First we see God as directive Activity. This
1s a:fbrce pervading all of emergent evolution which aims at
constructive conslistency. The "manner of going" in all nat-;
ural eYénta ultimately depends upon this Activity, Secoﬁ@ly,
Morgan, uses (od as imdentical with the Nisus that draws all
things upward. "God as Seing, 1s the nisus ?f the universe
pressing onwa?ds to levels as yet-unattained, or as I should
prefer to say, 1s Fhe Nisus directive of’the‘qourse of eVents."l
In the third place, we view God as Efficiency. "But there may
‘be something more in the heart of eventa than such ieffeotive-
neséa--énamely~that which one may spsak of as Efficlency---=-
something more than causation, which I shall call Cauaality-e
something'mdfe than dependence which I ocapitalize ar Depend-
--gggé?“(We are to assume here that Dependeﬁoe refer# to ?he
evolﬁtionary,prooesa and net to Godl "In virtue of this,
should it be aoceptea, not only does.something happen under
veffectiveneaa; but all that 1is emergent has being ghroggh
Efficiency. This; which of course may be rejected, is, for
those who teke the risk of the higher acknowlgdgmenh, the

Creative Source of evolution--- this is God.," God 1s eternal.

fi" Ds 54 Emergent Evolution by C, L. Horgan
2, pe 89 Emergent Evolutlon by C. L., Morgan
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but finds expression within the pyramid of being. The entire
'OOnﬂéﬁilbf;God 18 4ncluded under ¥Yorgan's "acknowladgment"”,

The concept of Spirit desorves consideration here bee-
cause 1t is an impoftant sspect of Lloyd Morgan's evolution-
ary hypothesis and because it has connection with the idea
and concept of 3od, It is mentioned 1n "Emergen? Evolution”
but a mora detalled discussion 1s found in "Life, Uind and
Spirit", which 1s a later work. "Since it is part of my aim
to distinguish life and mind frqm~3p1r1t I seek alsovto use
distinotive words. Hence, I speak of 'manifestations of ‘
Spirit', But Spirit 1s howise~aeperab1e from 1ife and mind,
‘nor they from 1t. What is given\for reflective contemplation
is & world-ﬁlan of natural events. I hold that this world- ‘
plan is a8 manifestation of Divine Purpose, We human folk are,
in 1life and mind, intepral parts of that world-plan, Ve tgo;
are manifestations of Spirit;wﬁich is 'revealed"within us,
Each of ué’ia a life, a mind, a’Spirit a?d Instance of 1life
aﬁ one expreasion of world-plan, of mind, as a different ex-
pfession of that world~plan of Spirit 1p so far ag.tha«Sub-
stance of that world-plan 1s reveale? w!thin us," The world-
plan or évolntionar& procegs from the lowest form of in-

organic matter or space-time event to deity 1s a "manifestation”

of Spirit or of God, Then, Spirit 1s being partially revealed

1. ps 32 Life, Mind and Spirit by C. L. Yorgan
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in you and me., I say, partially because we are only an
individual instence of that which In full manifestation

is univer§31‘ But not only are you and I manifestationa

of Spirlt, even the emergence and developmeht of the rose
1s in acocordance with Divine purpose and weaves its part
into. the great pattern of evolution, We notice then that
Spirit is not something emergent or divorced from 1ife and
mind but something that pervades the entire world of_exiat-
ence and causes it to develop in a teleological, harmonious
way. It seems that Morgan feels that evolution eslone 1is
insufficent and because the realization of this inadequacy
i1s so pertinent, he injects the idea of Spirit, whish
supplements and 15 an indissoluble part of each staqe of
emergent evolution., Morpan replies to the assertion that
evolution might bring disastrous results to religion in
this way. "There is no disjunctive antithesls of evoluw
tionary progreas and ngina purpose, The question: Is
there one or thélother, has no meaning if there always be
one with the other., Uy chief coneern is to present the
point of view of one who aoccepts both."1 This 1s en attempt
to make the natural and supernatural not_only continous but
equally divine and the expresslons or manifestations ine

herent within our pyramld are an expression and manifestation

1. ps IX Life, Mind and Spirit by C. L. Morgan
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SUMMARY OF CHAPTERS II, IITI and IV

To’eiplain odequately the general eoheme of Lloyd
Margah!atemergent evolution, a\pyramidal'echeme muat‘be
1etfoduced. Eoerything that takes place, does so within
ﬁhemliﬁits of the pyrsmid. There oannot by any type of
alien 1nf1uence or force outside that affects the happene
1nge 1neide.: At the base of the pyramid is apacentime.'
Alexander tries to sccount for the emervence of matter
from this inexpuqnable basis but woryan merely aoeeptsit
as a faot thet cannot be proved.. Yorgan introdueee the
1dea of “acknowledgment" to reoonoile ‘such things as the
1norganio morld and activity. ‘He uses the concept of”’ ae-‘
knowledgment beoause he feels that things are not adequate-
.ly explained wtthout 1t. To have = eomplete comprehensive
eyatem, acknowledgment of oertain things ie an essential.

In the evolutionary soheme, there are eountleee resultante
and emergente. Resultants may ogcour without emergents but
emergente always cause new reeultante.  The 1aw of emergence
does not eoinoide with the general 1dea of evolution, Emer-
genoe 1n biology and in other spheres of the'evolutionary

set-up means that the arrival of a new th*ng, broken off from

2 high degree of complewitv In the precedirg etage. It 48
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exemplified by the coollng of a hot liguld an? the emerging
erystals. The relation of the crystals i3 not altogether
foreign'becausé they actually emerce with the llquid not
from 1t, but the grystals are certainly different and unique
and have new form, so they are sald to be emersents., The
line pointing towards the apex of the pyramid is intended

to symoblize the nlsus or foree that is pulling the entire
process of evolution towards Delty. It causes emercent
evolution to want the "more" and the more or test s found

_towards the spex of the pyramid. The thing that Morgan .

1' 36tua11y claims to be emergent is & new tvpe of relatedness.

There may be extrinsic or 1ntr1nsic_re1atedneaa, but ths
émargent comes a8 8 novelty from the preceding state of
affairs, One wonders about the.cause of emersence. Morgan
differeﬁtiates betﬁeen causation and causality, as being the
starting and continulng of the process respectively. The
source of emergent evolution 1s Aotivity which is 1ncluded’
under acknowledgment., In further explanatlon of emergence,
the three different typee of relatedness are wuvsed., Pro-
Jiclence 1s‘that relatedness thet 1s obtalned only on a
mantai level., It is perceptual reference c¢oupled with
diatance4receptors. It enables us to view a thing on a
-higher level than the bare physical. Advenience is the
physical influence on the plane of ﬁatter such aa the spaoe

relationship between physical objects. Intervenience is a
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type of relatedness found on the plans of life. The inter-
venlent processes are essentialrto the prQJicieyt procesaes
because 1ife emerged bvefore mind, MNatter, life,‘and mind
are the chief emergents, Matter 1s sokmowledged, and life
emerged after the inorganic progess had attained a high
Qegree of complexity., Life is superveyiant to. matter, but

a8 the general law of emergence states, it 1s not explicadle
in tefmStof mattér.- There 1s no greater gap here than in the
other emergents, The same general law characterizes the en-
ﬁirevprooeass"Con§ciouaneaa 1; coraldered as & forerumer
of m*ﬁd and it too, is &n emergent, In the ascent of mind,
one of the maln factors was in the complex:development of

the nervoua aystem, 1argely the eye¢- Whenlgﬁ; percelving -
process was h*ghly developed, mlnd emerged to recall the
perceptions, and to function in an entirely new realm.
Animals are considered to have Intelligence but not rational
poweré, although Morgan is not dogmatle in denying them all
reason, The unfolding or ?evelon*ng of m?morv 1hvolve§ the .
register; the‘régistration, the retention, the revival ~thé
recognition and the reference. God 1s used In several ways;
first, as the directive Activity; secondly, as the NWisus;
third, ss the Effieient; and finally, as Causallity. The
process of emergent evolution started ard generated by 09d

i1s heading upwards to Him erid during thia'accompliehment,

thlngélaxist and.develop&énd new emergents are supervenient
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to them: The concept of Spirit is used as the Divine Plan
or way in which everything progresses. It is the "mani-
festations™ of God. The most subtle appreciation of th§
artist or the poet, the highest aspiratlion of the agint, are
no less accepted than the blossom of the water-1lily, the
erystalline fabric of a snow-flake or the small intricate
structure of the atoms The theory of em9rment evolution )
urges thet the "more" of any given stage, even the ~higheat,
1nv01vaa the_lesa of the stares whlch preceded it and cone
tinues to exist with 1t. It does not 1nter§ret the higher
in terms of the lower. This would 1mp1j the denial of the
emérgéhda of‘thGBQ new ﬁbdes of natural relatednesz which
oharaoterizé‘the higher and‘make it what 1t 1s., All things

are upon the river of evolution floating towards deity and

fihal devéIOpment.
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CBAPTER V
- MAJOR DIFFERENCES OF MORGAN AND ALEXANDER

In the seocond section of chapter one; we obnstdored the
way in whioh Alexavder Influenced Morgan. Ye shall now dls-
cuss briefly, not the mutual concepts and coﬁrcid*rm elements;
bpt the points wherein ¥organ and Alexender disagree. A
divergeﬁca 18 fourd in the 1nterpretation of the status of
senaandgta.v Alexander days:,"In our ordirary experience‘of
éoldr, the color 1s separste from the miInd and completeiy
1ndépehdent of it."In our experience of'the colorfs bequtj
there 1s Indissoluble union with the mind. ! 'I think
Alexander tends towards realiam here for he means that color
reaides in the thing seen, wilth which an organism having the
quality of conaciousnesa may or mav not be compresent. In
othar words, color to Alexander 1s Intrinsic to the thinq asg

1ts own emergent quality. Ve recall that Morgan ascribes

v

1. p. 244 Volume II Space, Time and Deity by S. Alexander



45

color to the entire pyramig of the whole situation both

" mental and physical, Thus, we see that Morgan rejedts

the view that color 1s an intrinsio quality of the thing
because the higher level (mind) is necessary, Alexander
leans hepvily toward realiém. Mprgan leans in the opposite
d;rqction«towardsjidealism, étvléﬁégtin his insistance that
the psychical factor 1a néceasary for the existence of color.

This divergence leads farther. ' Alexander ﬁostulatea a
‘non-mental world in which colors, odors and sounds are
emérgent qualitles. This ia opposed by Morgan, "I am gon-
cérned to State distinctly that a sense-datum }s not, for
my Interpretation, a gi?b until it is received, and that 1
the person a&s recipient, only has it when it reaches him.,"
with Alexander;‘it aéamé that the secoﬁdary qualities emerge
right élong with the emsrgent bﬁt‘Morgan walts until mind
has emerned In order to apprehend these qualities, and they
| are not real until & mind has received them,

The God Concept of both thinkers conoldes in onse res=
pect (Fisus), put Horgents idea of God differs in many ways
from thet of Alexander. Alexender ocnsiders Delty as an
emérgent quality toward whioh everything is yearning but

never attains. "God as actually possessing delty does not

1, pe 42 Emergent Evolution by C. L. lorgan
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exist but 418 an 1deull 18 always becomingi but God as the
vhole universe tending towsrds de’ty does exist.“l Thus
we note thet deity is the goal that is never attained., God

fs the whole pyramid tending towards th’s emergent quality.
Lloyd Morcan considers Go@ as'something in & sense outside

the yearning and striving, as He seems to be represented as
having already attained what the process 1is tending toward.
nye one may claim that acknowl?dgment of God, on whom all
natural events in thelir ascent, notwib?atanding lapses to
lovier 1evels; are untimately dependent, 18 less permissible
at the bar of ph;loeophy than that other‘aoknowledgment of

@ physical world, our current e;perienoe, so largely infected
by the relativity of appearance, swings between the infra-
vital Ybeyond of materigliam and t?a supra-personal.Beyong

of Immaterialism. Both, as beyond, are strictly speaking,
outside thg’rgg;m of appearances in the body of our pyramid,..
There should'fé;ho dis junctive entithesis between the timeful
and the timeless. They are not to be regarded as incompatible
oontradictories;f“Difficuit as the task may be they must in
some way; be combined in & higher symtheaia";? "God 1s All

3
in a1l but in diverse modes and degrees of manifestation.,”

“Gad 1s an objJeot for contemplation in the same sense as 1ia

1, p. 428 Mind by S, Alexander
2, p, 63 Emergent Evolution by C« L« Yorgan
3, p. 302 Life, Mind and Spirit by C., L. Morgan
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8 personal self in sociml regard. In other words, what is
objJective 18 a concept of God.” It is God that we contemplate
and de'or Delty ghaﬁ has what we are seekinge. It bolls down
-to this. it seems. lMorgants God is the Nisus plus Activity
plus Efflcieney plus Sﬁirit plus Divine Purpose plus God as
ap‘eternally éxieting goal of the evolutionary process.
Alexanqcxgs Delty 18 that highest emergent quality toward

. which éll%thinga are atfiving, which has neven been attained.
iThen'we‘méy,conolude that Morgan ﬂs less panthelstic thnp
Alexander‘who includes God‘within the p?ooess altomether,
But; 1ﬁ contrastuw%bh Alexandgr'a Nisus, we know lorgan
agsumes a;persoﬁal, purposive, spiritual Being. )

Though both men accept the concept of emerpence, there
ds n:diatinet difference between thelr Interpretatiors.
-Alexaﬁder views the emergent as something that evolves
'?frcﬁ",a lower level of existence, He calls his emefgent
'?quaiity". Thinge are emerged "from" thinéa; Morgaﬁ

1] .
froﬁ'to a certain extent but for his

acceﬁté the 1dea of
pafticular 1h€erpretétion,.the emergent wmust emerge "with" '
the'thihg'from vhich it emerges. A mew type of "relatedness"
© instead of M"quality" is what Morgan claims to be emergent,
Th§4concapté are in e way aimilqr but Morgan &ttaches the 1idea
_of "with" to Alexander's "from'.

Again; there is a parting of the ways 1? the concept of

the mark of the past or memory. Morgan says, "Note that
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egainness 13 a character of certein presentations in full
swing; that passing awayness characterises the fading pre-
sentations but that comingness attaches %o & re-preaentafion
vhich forestalls a like presentation and therefore implies
prior exﬁerienéa of normel routine. They are quite dis«
tinctively cheracters within the emergent quality of con-
gsolousness and enter into composition only when this level
of evolutionery advance is reached, But they tnvolve
physiological and physico-~chemical procéssea on the planes
of 1ife and of matter; and they gannot adqqnately be Iinter-
preted;-under emsrgent evolution, 1f these be not takem into
consideration."l " Thus, we aee'that the past for Morgen 15
no more;-the future 1is not vet, and their marks &re charace
teristic of preéenﬁvévente. They offer data for reference
to‘a "eonceptual acheme'of the past and th? future no less
présent in mind."g But, on the other hand, Alexander oon-
éiderplthat the pest 1s praaeﬁt and esaehtial to the enjoy=-
ment of memory. hen we speak of mémory wg may maa?
remembering;.,This is universally admitted, I @hink, to e
mental, But what 1s remembered s not universally so re-

: gafded; There are some who_consider the thing that 1s
remembered to be non-mental, Professor Alexander 1s one of

these who supports such & bellef. Vhen thia or that is

T 5146 Tmergont Rvolubtion by Ce L. Morgan
2: §: 148 Emergent Evolution by C. L. Morpgen
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*

remembered, "experlence declares the memory to have the mark
of the past on ita forehgaﬁ, an? the expected, the merk of
~ the future."l Thils wark, I teke it, 1s not put there by us,
It 1s found there and therefore can be considered ae & none
nental mark, In otherlwords, Alexander meintalns that'we
cen experience now and then at the same time. He says, "A
tract of brain.mﬁy be occupled either by a present or a
past anjoymenf."b Horgen explieltly rejects this as has
been shown. | |

The greastest contrast that appears botween Horgan'and
Alexander i foﬁnd in the corcept of rlan, TFor Yorgan, every
. happening is a.ﬁanifestation or expression of the rreat worlde
pléna. Horgen states, "As & matter of direct observation and
under such reflective trestment as enaplea t?e observer to
furnish a déscriﬁtive plain tale, thls, that, or the other
aet‘of events;.whioh affords subject-matter for speclal
ihqui?y; runs its course on a plan-not infreguently in a
routline with recurrent phases, The éubsistent plan or the
routine-~tﬁis, that or the other=~1s a plainetale 5nfcregce
from the several instances which are directly observng"
Thus we notice that Horgan fits the idea.oi~concept of plan
into the entire explanation of plain-tale of evolution,

Everything runs its course .in a plan and there exlsts = great

T 5. 126 Tmergent Lvolution by C. L. lorpan
2, p. 148 Emergent Evolutlon by C. L. Morran
3, ps 62 Life, Mind and Spirit by C. L. Morgan
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worldeplan or Spirit. We search vainly for a greast plan

or Spirit in Alexender, Thinpgs happen dve to the'r individual
natures and are In a sense Irdependent., There 18 no Divine
Purpose or fulfllment of a pattern.

Thus we see that Mor"gn differs frcm glexander in re-
gard to sense-date, memory, emercence, God, and the worldw
rlan. These differences do not divorce the two systems
altogether but indicate that there 1s a definite "parting of
the ways" eoncerning certaln concepts between Morgan and

Alexanden
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CHAPTER VI.
PROBLEMS

1. Reconciliation of‘Hové}ty

1 emorgent evolution, "each ascending stare In the one
attributa is evolved with that of the other." ' "Each emergant
1s supposedly new, yet is has evolved in some way with the
thing'to'which it 1s supervenient. For the saké of clearness;
we shall ﬁse‘a simple compound for 1llustration, that of
waéé?. 'Thé view of emergent evolutio? seems to indicate that
with the union of hydrogen snd oxygen, water emerges as a new
type of relatedness with new relations but st1l1l with the thinas
from whieh 1t emerged, Water is the emergent and the charac- |
teristiocs andfunion‘repreaent1thé‘high degrae of complexity
from which water aprang; Yow, the diffioulty 18 found in

this gquestion. IS water something 1ntrin51c1& nev or is 1t

. & mere combination of two physical existences that take on

1., p. 116 Emergent Evolution by C. L. Morgen
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a different set-up? Or; does water contain hydrogen and
oxygen or did these two things by union produce something
fadical}y ?ewz Thls seemlngly ambiguous 1dea in Morgan's
§hilosophy, I pelleve 1s one that forces itself into view,
Any possible alternative would contradict the system in
goeneral « hence the amblgulty., Let us first asaume that
emergenoe entalled the 1dea that each emergent evolved ‘
from the lower thing. This would bring diffieulty to Morgan.
Alexander uses emergence in this sense, "The emerrence of a
,neﬁ‘qnality from any level of existence means that at that
: le#ei there comes into being a certain constellat}on or
collocation of the motlons belong'ng to the level, and
posseaéing_the quality appﬁopriate to it, and thls collow
cation poséeases a new quallty distinctive of the higher
complex," This is the pgeneral connotatlon of the word
emergent evolution. However, Lloyd Morgan attempts to
injeot a close affiliation or a deeper sense of relatedness
between the emergent and that from which 1t 1s emerged. The
idea of déscéndeﬁce_or coumplete "fromess" 1s disastrous to
his.scheme. Morgan illustrates his claim of ?withness".-"A
simpia and famillar 1llustrstion must sgffioe. When oarbon
haviﬁg certain_proparties combines with sulphﬁr having other

properties there is formed, not & mere mixture but a new

1. p. 46 Space, Time and De'ty I by S, Alexander



53

compound, some of the properties of which &re quite different
from those of elther bomponent: Yow the weight of the com-

- pound 1s sn additive resultant, the sum of the welight of the
cbmponenté; and this could be predicted before any moleculs
of carbon;bisulphide had been formed., One could say In
advance that 1f carbor £nd sulphur shall be fowmd to combine
' in any ascertainablo proportions, there will be such and
such welght as resultant, BDBut sundry other propertles are
constitutive emergents which (it is claimed) could not be

foretold in advance of any instance of such combination..

SN

1ike instance under similer circumatanoas. One has learnt
aoﬁéthiﬁg'cf the naturel plan of emersert evolutionafl e
understand that the precess not only involves involution
between the lower stages and the higher, but that each
particular emergént‘pyramid is pervaded by both a "with"

and "from“-naﬁure‘ Morgan repeatedly emﬁhasizes th? fact
that the lower level 1s not-lgft out in the process, but
thet it evolves "with". Thus, we see thet we canmot ascribe
merely & -sense of fromness to hls schene, On the other hand,
wa are not able to interpret emergent evolution purely on
‘terms of withness becsuse of his Insistence of novelty.

"Rut i nothing new emerge - !f there be only regrouping

—5T"60 Bumergent ELvolution by C. L. Morgan
LS 64 Emergent Evolution by C. L. Morgan
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of pre~existing events and nothing more - then there is no
emergenb”eVolﬁtion."}-,There must‘be an emergence of novelty-
& type of newness. The real emergent is & new type of ree
latedness, - | |

~The 1ssue may alsgo be stated In terms of quality and '
ralafions.. Does Horgen mean thet from the lower level of
relations a new quality arises? No - this is rather the '

definite clearwcut idea we derive from Alexander, In fact,

- Alexander claims that the emergent is simply a quality that

emerges from the lower level., Does Morgan mean thet from an
old relation a‘ﬁew emergent relation or relatedneas arises?
This 1s his view. Buﬁ, he ‘nslsta tﬁat'thia i3 concrete
and not abstract; to accountvfor’material substence., "I
want to wmake quite clear what I shall always m?ah when I
use this word, It has rather an abstract look, bput what I
call an instance of relatedness is through and through aon~
crete; It includes not only the rélation~of-terma but also
bha.termsainarelation. An atom 1s an 1ﬁstance'of ialateq-’
ness; s?;,toé; is an organismf'and a pergon. Any entity,
as such, 18 an instance of relatedness," Here we review
Moﬁgan's attempt to attach concreteness or phySicalnéss to

the new emergent. But he claims & relation in the actusl

emergent, "If it be msked: What 1s 1t that you claim to

L DPe @ Emergent Tvolution by C, L, Morgen
2, p. 69 Emergent Evolution by C. L. Morgen
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be emergent? - the brlef reply is: Some new kind of relatlon.”

Yow,. 1if thé;new emergent covld be seen as a relation end yet
be concfbte,fa problem arises, Csn qualities be reduced to
relations and nothiﬁm else? It seems that Morgan would have
to say that nbt‘dnly does & new relation arisey but an‘accomp-
'anyiﬁgy'Qualitj, For instence, in the emeegence of the color
reds If anything cormes near being a quality 1t 1s this, and
apﬁarehtlyvred 1s not & mere relation and nothing more.
Tnébe”aébhlto exist qmergent’gualities and if this be true,
Morgan would need to assume that qualities plus new relations
compose the new emergént. If we comaider that this new

‘emergent is evolved with and not from the lower level,‘ﬁo

'arrive at the mentioﬁed difficulty of novelty. Does Lloyd
Morgan,add to the concept of emerment evolution or Joas he
needlessiy gomplicate 1t? I believe he ccnfuses it here
beéeuse of the simultaneous uvse of oppos Ing or ‘Incompatidble
1dé§s~§ namely; "frommess” and "withness", There should be
a rec9nci11at1on of novelty w'thin the 1limlts of Horgan's

philosophy but it seems that this problem remains unsolved.

T, p. 60 tmergent Evolution by C. L. Horgan
2, pe 64 Emergent Evolution by Cs L. Morgen
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2., Minor Problems
‘&, Spatial-Temporal Relatedness

In the beginning of this essay, this question was
aliuded~to In brief, The inquiry was ooncerning the
ﬁoﬁsibility of the ex;atance of epace and time apart from
| physical t?inga. But, since Llojd Yorgan uses the concept,
‘sﬁacé-time, it would be best to stete the problem in this
'manner.~‘ls spatio~temporal relatadness capable of exlatence
apart from physical events?

4It'may.be agserted that this problem does not apply
‘directly to Llovd Morgan., It is fundamentally an aspect of
Alexander's philoaophyf but Horgan accepts 1t and uses 1t,
under "acknowledgment", so my oontention is thet the assump-
tion is needed in his scheme, therefore it 1s.perm1§aibla to
‘question it here. It seems that tlme 1s not something to be
considered as pre~sxistent becsuse 1t 1s wmerely an attribute
or charaoteriat1? of capagities of‘a physical nature, Wy
view‘heré;is not, Rowsver, that motfon preceded time, The
point is that motion which involves time 1s something appli-
cable only to something physiocal., It 1s incomprehensible to
‘ﬁonsider the physical movement of abstractions. If we agree
‘;hat motion necessarily involves phyaical existe?ces, we can
then assk if motlon presupposes time, The answer, I t?ink 1s

in the affirmative. Time, as we ocommonly speak of 1t, 1s
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elther the perioa during which an,aétion or process continues
or that which pﬁrports to be measuradle., If no action or
porcess occ?rs or there is nothing to b? meaauﬁed in 8 durat=
ional sense,‘thén there is no‘time. So, because of this ?act
we conclude that time presupposes or Implies the physical, so
lwe‘sayvtime presupposes physical exlistences and cannot posdw
tbly'éxiat{without5them."Spacevis thet which'is characterized
b? éxtehsion in 8ll directions, boundlessness, and indefinite
divisibility; the aubject of determinations of position and
dtrection. It 1s A1fficult to imagire & world of space and
1t also is diffiocult to Imagine no space. However, from an
obserwvational point of view, we are able to see«thag the only
torms that we can ¥mow space ar? those iInvolved in physical
existehces ‘In the mental world, there exlists no space iIn the
sense of éitension; To me, 1t 18 nonsense to advocate that
spoce occuples space. Space seems to be ?ather & relation

or a cepacity of physlcal objects. If #o, then we may apply
ouf’érgument again end contend that space presupposes physlcal
 objeots. | |

| Howevér; 1t must be mcknowledmed that the actuel basis
Alexander and Horgan use fs not space and time dbut spéce-
’time. ‘This is offered as & supploment to the three spatlel
dimensions and 1s known as the space~time continuum, Thelir

assertion 1s that this basis is not aparﬁvaltogether from a
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physlcal nature because the essentlal nature of space~time

is thaﬁ it 1s the'actual gtuff of which all reallty 18 cone
‘posed. "In‘t?uth, infipité Space=Time im not the substance
of substances, but it is the stuff of substances., No word is
more appropriate to it than the encient one of hyle( U An )e
Just as 8 roll of cloth is the stuff of which coats are made,
but 1t isfnot it?elf & coat, so Spece~Time is the stuff of
which all things, whether as substances or under any cete- )
gory, are made. If I call it the stuff and not the material,
it 1s Eo avoid;confusion with the very much more specifle
1dea of matﬁer, as matter 1z commonly understood."} Yet we
realize that things may endure w!thout ocoupying space, For
1 exampie, I remember my barefoot davs. This is an existent
but 1t requires no speces, The contention of these men 1s
that the two (space and time) are inseparable. "In 1like
marner there s no mere spsce or mere time but only Spacg-
Time and Time-Space."  Although this contention is msde, I
believe we heve a pood case for thelr separate existent in
the realm of sbstraction end memory. It seems that duration
may be escribed to those things which are recalled or used
by the mind but they do not occupy space. Thej could not be

characterized by space~time because they are not made of

"physical™ stuff and space-time purports to be composed of

T p. 241 Space, Time and De'ty by Se Alexander
2, p. 48 Space, Time and Delty by S. Alexander
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"physical” attributes. The contention here 1s that there
seems to te a reallty of time as a thine 'ndependent of
apace., Memory shows us that we mavy attach time to events
which heve oceured and do rot involve spnae for the'r ex-
fstence. ' The faot of historloal events is an 11lustration
of ‘this polinrt: Ve can use the conceptas "before" and "after"
" to characterize past events and fit them into & definite
chrbnological scheme, Apaln, in the case of srithmeticel
or abstract reason'ng we &re able to ascertain durattonsl
aspects though space 18 unnecessary. A premise in a loglcal
problém 1s retaived while the corcluslon 1s being reached
and things may precede or follow one snother 'n abstrect
féésoning throughout, If this 1s possible end absolute or
puréfﬁime is'édmltted, then there exlists a problem st this
pbintfih emergent evolutlon,

b. Life and ¥Mind

There. seems to be & vagﬁeness concerning the beginnings
’éfélif%“sﬁd mind and their dfstinctlon from each other in
Morgan's evolution., Thaere are msry Indlcations ﬁhat Morgan
reverts to the'httribﬁtes” of Spinoza, Te seems to subs-
titute matter for "exterslion" and mind for Spinozata Ethousght",

find 13 to be found down at the lower levels of existence and
'is an attrioute of nature. "¥ithin the vwhole doma!n of those

integral ent*ties we call organisms there 18 concomitance of
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of mental svents with blogses - thst 1§ physical and physio-
loglocal eventa."l We see that the mental exists in Pbe

life level and also on the level of nature. "For me, in

the good company of Spinozea snd his followers; mind is with-
in one of the two "attributes”" of nature, It 18 the ne tural
correlate of certain physical events which belong to the
other attribute."z "Throughout the story of reference there
1s an accompaniment of bodily action; throughout the story
 of influence there 1s an accompaniment of reference and
enjoyment. But both are included in one synthesis: énd
underlying both -- sommon to both -~ 1s substantial unity,
one and indivisible, In the distinetion I.draw_betwee?

two stories I do but esho Spinoza. For me, as for him,
tsubstance thinking and substance extended are one énd ﬁhe
seme aubstande;-OOmprehended nov throuch one attribute and
now through the other." We see here than Morgan adopts
Spinoza's consept of "thought and extension" at least in
1ta’essentia1 function. He not only speaks of mind in this
sense but it ls also treatéd as an emergent. "Under what

I here call emargent evolution stresa 1s 1a1d on the in-

coming of the news Salient examples are offered in the

-

1; p;‘il Life; Mind and Spirit‘by C. L. MYorgan
2, p« 27 Emergent Evolution by C. L. Morgan
2. pe 249 Life, Mind and Spirit by C. L, Morgan
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advent of 1life, in the advent of mind; and in the advent of
reflective thought."l The problem that eriases concerna the
double aspect or role of mind. How can it be vsed in ean
inmate or developing sense and also as an-emergent? An
emergent 1s by definition something rew and unique and if
mind persists along‘with oxtension or matter from the
base of our pyramid, there is no chance for it to be an
emerpgent. Thus, the Minﬁ concept in Horgan brinze con-
fusion instead of clarity. Agaﬂne when we ﬁttempt to'
classify 1ife in Morgen's theory, we have Alffioulty, "Life
end mind 2alike belong to a different order of being whioh
cannot erise out of - can only act into - the meterisl order

of being."z Apparently, Morgan sdds 1life to this other ides
of thourht and extension because it 1s treated i1 the Ba™e
wey as mird ir this sense. Could Horman mean that metter,
life end mind are everlasting existents? He seems to hold

- thet this is true. However, he regards the same three
levels of existence as his chief emercents and considers
them as being supervenient on the other (#ind on 1life and
matter)., The problem may be summarized Briefly: Things cgn
not be used as immanent, everlasting as in Splnoza's sense,
and étili be an"emergent” in emergent evolution. Morgan

seems particularly vague concerning the concept of life.

1  Emergerrt Evolution by C. L. Morgan
2 Pt 156 Emergent Evolution by C. L. Morgen
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He asks us not to question the gap between it end the thing
from whieh it emerged and gives examples of the olose
resenblance between the higher form of the 1norgani? and the
lower from of 1life ( radium and one cell organisms), and yet
asserts that it does not emerge from the "material order of
béing". ‘This confusion iz closely related to the probem

we mentioned concerning novelty. It seems Morgen needs to
poétulate unique emerpgents but also needs to retain

‘everlastingess and development.
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3+ God '

By Morgants concept of Spirlt, we see that the pyrami&
of evolution ia In accordance with Divine Purpose or &
greahvplén. Different developments in evolution are g?oah~
ing or yearning for greater attainmsnts In this sense,

God 1s the Nisus towards deity.~ Delty belenes to the order
of perfe9tion. As the universe flower}ng to deity; God has
no rival, just as on the level of mird, there exists no une
minds Deity in the universe as 8 whole is like 1life In s
healthy bedy. God 18 the power whlch makes for delty. He

" 1s the Nisus causing the emerrments to go upward., Imerzoent
evolution is real}y not suf“iclient. God is the eternal
perfect Energizer, s god who transcends the evolutlon
prdcesa but not spaco-time, He 8 the directive Activity.
He iz the Csuse and Causalitv. He %8 the Lffiency and the
goal and epex of the pyremid. This complex conception of
God has definite elements of the Idemlistic philosophers.
Fichte; Schelling; ScheXiermancher and Hegel all agree that
the goal of the Absolute's striving or the iwmenent purpose |
is self-expression; self—rgalization and self-devclorment,
The Absolute is the Infin?te activity of which all else 1is
8 manifestation. Hnweﬁer; the Absolnte Ideallsts do not
Acnnfine evervthing to spacc-time as does organ. Morgan

may be classified as = Abaolvt!6%;g vt e 18 rot &n
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Idealist. However, the problems that confront Morgan are
similar to those that confront the Absolute Idealist. The
real problem for Morgan with his God concept is to present
8 reasonable synthesis between the traditional God and the
God or drive of the evolutlonist., He wants to retain the
1dea that God is eternal and that the goal of the striving
found in the evoulitionaery process is God but hé also
attempts to use God as the Nisus and in & sense everlasting
~or within the process. It does not seem plausible to con-
cievé-God'as‘a'goal énd yvet be used in the world-plen in an
1ﬁmanent‘oapacity. Ny conténtion here 1s that it is
diffioult to éynthasize the_two somewhat opposing oonoeptg'
of God and ﬁhat; for the sake of clafity and plausibilitj,
&organ shoqld ﬁake a cholce to Tnelude in his emergent

evolution:
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CHAPTER VII
CONCLUSIONS

Emérgent evb}ﬁtion 1é“an‘attempt to sccount for what
is‘befofe ﬂs. 1t, iﬁ a sonse;'prediets the futura; ro-
_trospecté the past aﬁd'axplains the ~resent, Ié offers
ﬁhﬂ besﬁbéxblanétlon thah we can Tind from an evolutionary
viewpoint becsuse it‘giﬁés the mést“cbmprehenatve i-terw
pretation of the universe. ‘ '

o The'iﬁterpreﬁationa‘of Alexander and Ho?gan are su-
perior to those of Smuts and Fellars I thirk, becasuse of
thelr inclusion of God apd the ¥Wisus wlthin ﬁheir respec-
‘tive systems, Alexander, I feel I8 the most brilliant
of all, for he offers the most plausible schema.‘ He 18 in
realitﬁ; the tasis for Morgan's theory. However, HMorgan
does present a unlgue, in@ividual scheme that reflects
puilesophical genlus and his theory 1s a contribution to
metephysics. But; Horgan ralecs difficul?ies in ?18 systenm .

that Alexander does not have to cope wlth, namely, the
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repﬁnailiation'of averlgating exictents and the "{rom and ]
with idet of emorgence, and conflicting attributes of God.
Alexander asserts that the omergents are omerced or
quaiitiea "frum"thellowar levels end not "with" and God
plays a‘aihgla domp?ehana}ve role.

Yore thén the others, lorgen loans toward & persorsl
orvsoméwhat "orbhbéox" Gods He glves us an attempted
aynbhésis be%ween’evolution,anﬁ God'mnd presen?a the test
théologicalfthgoryv In this sphaie, I belleve, Lloyd
ﬁdrgan mekes & poslitive addition termerqent evolution,
Biology Initiated the schame; Alekander supplied & oone
'jrahanaive‘grounduplant thé novel ooncepts °f emersonce
.a‘ndapa gave 1t the proper distinction; thus, Lloyd
'ﬁofgén*s ihﬁefpretation of emorgent evolubion gavs 1@5

metaphysical contribution to the ield of philosophy.

THE LND
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