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INTRODUCTION
iS THE SCIENTIFIC BEHAVIORIST SCIERTIFIC?

The purpose of this thesis is to investigate the claim
of Behaviorism, "Is Scientific Behaviorism Scientific?" or, adq
the Behaviorist claims, more scientific than any other psycho-
logy?d

As the Behaviorist has redefined many of the traditional]
terms, such as ¥8cience, Postulate, and Movement," considerable
space has been devoted to a& discussion of these fundamental no-
tions, for it is precisely here that there seems to be a radicall
parting of the ways,

It will be evident from this discussion that Behaviorisn
is a Monistic, Materiallstic, and Mechanistic Science, Accord-
ing to it, Man is a physical, electroprotonic machine, Profes-
sor Weiss has been extensively quoted in this thesis, for he ap-
pears to be the most able and the most explicit defender of Be-

|haviorism in the world of science,




CHAPTER I

FUNDAMENTAL NOTIONS

Behagviorism professes to be a sclientific study of hu-

man behavior., Scientific Behaviorism asks: "Can the facts of

human behavior be studied scientifically?” The professed Be-
haviorist declares:
"Traditional psychology through introspection,
and philosophy through speculation, have given
the study of the individual a status which has
practically removed it from the domain of na-
tural sciences, "1
In order to understand well this objection of the Behaviorist,

it will be necessary to investigate these fundamental notions,

1. THE PROBLEM

The problem and subject proper of this thesis is form-
ulated interrogatively: "Is scientific behaviorism scientific?®
Before we can answer, it will be neceésary to define what the
psychologist and scientist and behaviorist understand by the
terms Science, Natural Science, Psychology, Traditional Psycho-
logy, and Behaviorism,

SCIENCE., In the broadest sense, science or general

science is nothing more than accurate knowledge. More atrict%ﬂ




science 1s gen@ral or 1t is not; if general, 1t is philosophy;
if it is not, it is special science, ©Special science likewise
may be distinguished: it is either speculative or it is not;
if speculative, it deals chiefly with sane theories and pure
knowledge, but if practical, chiefly with the application of
those theories to individual beings or beings in the concrete,
Theoretical sclence deals with abstract knowledge, practical
with concrete knowledge,

NATURAL SCIENCE, B8ince science is accurate knowledge,
natural science is accurate knowledge of nature, According to
Whetham: *Natural science is ordered knowledge of natural phe-
nomena and of the relations between them, *2 Such knowledge is
evidently theoretical or speculative, But speculative science

may be either mental or it may not: if 1t is mental, it is ei-
ther metaphysice or mathematics, and this type does not deal
with the individual primarily; if it is not purely mental, it
is called natural science, for it has for its object of study,
nature or natural beings as such,

When the term *Science’ is used today it generally re-
fers to science in the strictest sense, namely, natural science,
or as some scientists say, science proper, Besides being con-
trasted with mental science, natural science is opposed today to
"non-science” or "unnatural science" by progressive "scientists"
who do not recognize anything above matter, that is, anything
immaterial or spiritual, These scientists, who call themselves

Materialistic Monists, employ the terms Science, Natural Science
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or Physical Science synonymously with Science of sensible enti-
ties, To them all science worthy of the name 1is Material Sci-
ence, This 1is Science in the strictest sense, today's extra-
scholastic science in the common acceptance of that term,

Because the Behaviorist professes to be a Materialistic
Monist, he 1s opposed by scientists who recognize in human na-
ture two elements, body and vital principle or soul, These
scientists use the terms Science, Physical Science, or Natural
Science in a wider sense, to include the whole of human nature,
its spiritual component as well as its material component,

They maintain, that if natural sclience of the human individual
is to be adequately conceived and worthy of the name, it must
inc lude his whole nature, not merely his material component or
body. In our investigation, therefore, we must and shall here-
after use such terms in the wider sense, as understood by these
Dualiets,

PSYCHOLOGIES, Traditional psychology has defined Psy-
chology as the study of the soul, and therefore proceeded to
study the soul, and this by the most convenient and effective
method, introspection, But such a psychology was accused of
being too subjective, too introspective, It cannot be denied
that Titchenerism was a "reductio ad absurdum® of the intro-
spective method. Watson, the Father of Behaviorism, rightly
protested, and rendered expefimental psychology invaluable ser-

vice in redirecting psychological investigation by insisting

upon beginning with the concrete object, and making all results
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congruent with objective evidence derived from the physical ob-
ject under investigation, According to Watson,

#Behavioristic psychology is a purely
objective branch of natural science, 1Its
theoretical goal is the prediction and
control of behavior. Introspection forms
no essential part of its methods, nor is
the sclenfific value of the data dependent
upon the readiness with which they lend
themselves to interpretation in terms of
consciousness, ,,Psychology is the science
of behavior, "3
Subsequently to Wateon, the Behavioriste became accustomed to
designate all psychologies before 1914, the year of foundation
of the Behavioristic School, as Traditional, |
In this thesis, we shall restrioct the term Traditional
Psychology to those Schools that define Psychology as "the
science of the individual human being,” whether that being be,
according to Miss Calkins, our self, or another self, another
human being besides ourse lves, Other definitione of Psycho logy
as "the study of conscious 1life or conscious processes" are
discarded by the Behaviorist as entirely unnecessary, Never-
theless, for many modern psychologiste Experimental Psychology
remains still a science of immediate experience (erfahrungs-
wissenschaft), or a science of feelings and perceptions studied
by direct or introspective methods, With James, the Dualist
may say:
"Pgychology 18 a natural science, that
is, the mind which the psychologist studies

is the mind of distinct individuals inhabit-
ing definite portions of a real space and of




a real time,,, To the psychologist, then,
the minds he studies are objects, in a
wor1ld of other objects.“u

2, THE OPPONENTS

According to Damallistic Psychology, the "subject matter
of peychology or thé object with which it is directly concerned
is our conscious lifeL"5

BEHAVIORISM, What 1s Psychology from the standpoint of

a Behaviorist? let us hear Watson, who justly objected against
the unrealism of some of his contemporaries, and couragedusly
resolved to restore the human being back to reality and to

natursl science:

"Throughout the preparation of this ele-
mentary text I have tried to write with
the human animal in front of me, I have
put down only those thinge that any pro-
perly trained individual can observe,,,.
it does not take a psychologist qua psy-
chologist to study human activity, but it
does take s trained scientist and one
trained along special lines,,,.Until psy-
chology recognizes this and discards ev-
erything which cannot be stated in the
terms of universal terms of science, she
does not deserve her place in the sun,
Behavior psychology does make this at-
tempt for the first time,,...,It teaches
us to face the human being as he is and
to deal frankly with him,,, . 75

The Behaviorist is determined to be scientific, the
Dualist also, the Psychologist and Scientist have the same in-
tention, What must a Scientist do to be scientific? What con-

ditions must he comply with in order to be strictly and rigidly




gcientific? A sclentist must:

1, Study the human being as he is - an object in realitﬁ
py the process of Exact Observation,

2, Classify the Facts of Observation,

3. Formulate a methodical order of procedure, or in
other words, formulate a Working Hypothesis,

4, Verify thie preconceived hypothesis by pertinent,
well-selected, methodical Experimentation,

5. Infer and formulate from experimental data, the
correct and precise conclnlion.

6. State the result of investigation in universal
terms of Science, which statement 1s a Scientific Law,

7. Arrange all in a logically constructed System; the
result is Science,

8, Describe hie experimental methods in detail so that
they can be verified under similar conditions by another sci-
entist; for although it is possible "From one, learn all," yet
in order to be rigorously scientific, we need at least two to
agree to establish a new science, or a newly-discovered scien-

tific law,

THE STANDPOINT OF THE BEHAVIORIST, Watson is explicit:

"The present volume does some violence to
the traditional classification of psycholog-
ical topics and to theilr conventional treat-
ment, For example, the reader will find no
discussion of coensciousness, and no reference
to such terms as sensation, perception, at-
tention, will, image and the 1like, These




terms are in good repute, but I have found
that I can get along without them both in
carrying out investigations and in present-
ing psychology as a system to my students,

I frankly do not know what they mean, nor

do I believe that any one else can use them
consistently, I have retained such terms

a8 thinking and memor but I have carefully
re-defined them In conformity with behavior-
istic psychology., It is possible to retain
attention, to re-define it and make it serve,

v...1 have not done so."

let it be well noted here that Watson does not deny the
existence of comnsclousness, but he denies the serviceability of
coneciouﬁness in scientific psychology or Behaviorism; in other
worde, Watson prescinds agnostically from consciousness, Such
a position is perfectly 1licit for a scientist, provided he re-
mains faithful to his point of view, and does not deny the ex-
istence of a personal experience and fact, than which nothing
is more certain, Does the Behaviorist make that illicit trans-
ition from prescision to denial? We shall see,

Another contemporary psychologist, Albert Paul Weiss,
Professor of Psychology at Ohio State University, is a frank
exponent and expositor of Behaviorism, He says:

"With reference to the work of the two
psychologists most frequently identified
with the behaviorist point of view, Max F,
Meyer and John B, Watson, I believe I am
in complete agreement on essentials, "7

In developing this thesis, the present writer will of-
ten consult Prof, Weiss, because his work is recent and well

stated, He posits the issue between Behsviorism and all the

other known psychologies in no uncertain or ambiguous terms,




3. THE ISSUE,
According to Weise, the issue or the line of battle
petween Behaviorism and other Psychologles is clearly defined,

“The issue, 1t seems to me, can be
formulated a8, Is the concept of mind or
consciousness g necessary concept in the

gcientific investigetion of human behavior
and human achievement

But according to the duaslistic definition of Gruender,
who defined Psychology as the study of conscious life, con-
sciousness would seem to include the whole subject matter of
psychology. In other words, for the Dualist consciousness is
indiSpeneable in his Experimental Psychology, whereas for the
Behaviorist consciousness is unnecessary or even a hindrance,
There is not the leest shadow of doubt about these contradioc-
tory positions, of which one must most certainly be wrong, Is
the position of the Behaviorist as expressed by Weiss correct?

"Behaviorism claims to render a more

complete and a more scientific account o

the totality of human achievement without

the conception of conscliousness than trae

ditional psychology is able to render with
1t. "9 (Italice by Weiss,)

William James agrees with Professor Gruender, 1In his

first chapter entitled the "Scope of Psychology," he defines:

"Pgsychology 18 the Science of Mental
Life, both of its phenomena and of their
conditions, "10

And again, beginning his treatment of the methods of

psychological investigation, he writes in italics:
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“Introspective Observation is what we
have to rely on first and foremost and
always,...Everyone agrees that we there
(1in our minds) discover states of con-
sciousness,,..l regard this belief as
the fundamental of all the postulates
of Psychology. "11

BEHAVIORISM IS ANOTHER PSYCHOLOGY WITHOUT A SOUL,

According to the Behaviorist quoted, Behaviorism opposesg
Traditional Psychology contradictorily, Precisely in what does
this opposition consist? Weise is crystal-clear:

"Much of what is written, both system-

atic and experimental, is an attempt to

give both a mentalistic and a behavior-

istic account, "12

Clearly, the Beha#iorist distinguishes between mind

and not-mind, between Behaviorism and Mentalism or Traditional
Pesychology, between a Psychology which admits mental processes,
consciousness, introspection, and Behaviorism which ignores then
for scientific reasons, The Behaviorist firmly believes that
further progress in psycholggy is possible scientifically only
on the necessary condition that consciousness be deleted from
the psychologist's point of view and vocabulary, For that res-
son he maintains a rigld, non-mental, meterialistic standpoint,

As we have seen, James regards consciousness as "the
fundamental of all the postulates of Psychology." Since James
introduces postulates, since no science can do without postu-

lates, since postulates are not clearly understood nor clearly

defined, and since the entire final third of Weises' 452-page

text-book is devoted to the POSTULATES OF BEHAVIORISM, it is
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;absolutely essential to define clearly the role of postulates in

11 sciences, and in particular in Psychology and Behaviorism,
We are further encouraged to devote some time to the clarifica-
tion of postulates because Weiss demands definitions, and de-
clares that he is firmly convinced the woeful state of modern

psychology is due to lack of definitions of fundamental notions,
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CHAPTER I1
FUNDAMENTAL CONTRADICTORY POSITIONS

1. POSTULATES,
let us make s few general remarks on the necessity of
postulates, that will resolve meny misconceptions, A recent
writer has well summarized the essentials:

"A postulate is a premise which a given science
assumes as proved, It is a starting point, Not
only can it bd proved, but it has been proved, To
prove it agalin would be a waste of time and ener-
gy; to prove it agaln would be unscientific; to
prove every postulate again would be so to limit
and restrict human endeavor that progress in any
of the sciences would be impossible,...

There must be postulates, Everyday action de-
mands them; no science can be without them, MNore-
over, it is useless to admit the necessity of pos-
tulates a¥d then fail to use them in any given
science, "13

THE POSTULATE OF BEHAVIORISM, What is the rock-bottom,
fundamental postulate upon which the whole superstructure of
Behaviorism rests? It is Scientific Mechanism, Upon scientific
mechanism, Behaviorism places all its trust, its security. Upon
this foundation it builds; if the foundation is insecure, the
superstructure of Behaviorism must collapse, In order that ther&
remain no doubt about the Behavioristic Postulate, we select thd

last of meny similar conclusions and pronouncements from Weiss,

who closes his book with this final statement:
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"That these expressions are then paraded as
evidence of a concord between science and some
narrow pleasure-pain theory of modern social
reform, fills the true scientist with conster-
nation and doubt as to whether even the most
advanced thinkers on social evolution have e
merged sufficiently from their uncritical 1lit-
erary background to foresee some of the pos-
gibilities of human achievement when scientific
mechanism is taken aﬁ a fundamental postulate
In humen behavior, "1

- It is a historical fact that the behavioristic position
has been severely criticized by the Gestalt Psychologists of
Germany., In our country also Behaviorism has encountered some
opposition, In his book "01ld Errors and New labels," Fulton J.
Sheen began hig essay on "The Soul and the Twitchings of Behav-

jorism¥ with this thesis:

“Man is a machine and the Behaviorists
are his prophets, "1

What kind of a machine is man? He is a reacting machine,
But Dr. Watson does not call him that; he prefers the scientifig
and physical terminology. He calls a human being s reaction-
mass! What is the reaction-mese? It is an abstraction, and an
abstractiion cannot have a mﬁss. Neither can the reactions of
a reaction-mass have mass; for they are processes, and pro-
cesses have no mass, They are only movements, not the things
which move, Walking or & walk can have no mass; it is the man
who walks that possesses the mass, Anyway, Dr, Wateson is con-
vinced that reaction-mass 1s all the psychology ever needed to

explain everything,
Strictly in logical sequence with Scientific Mechanism
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as 8 postulate is Darwinian Evolution as a corollary. And Dr,

yatson accordingly lays a scientifically rejected corner~stone

upon 8 scientifically untenable foundation, He begins his book

entitled "Behaviorism, an Introduction to Comparative Psycholog
with this proclamation: "The Behavioriet recogniges no dividini
1ine tetween man and brute.'16 He means there is no missing-
1ink any more; at least, the Behaviorist does not recognize or
admit any such connection,

If man and brute are machines, what kind of machines
are they? Besides being internal combustion engines, they are
ref lex machines, whose activity we call Behavior, Weiss sum-
marizes Wassonian Behaviorism in his chapter on Conditioned
Reflexes: "Behavior coneists of chained reflexes, which may be
eimple or conditioned, "'’ The behavioristic objective method
is founded principally on the Conditioned Reflex, that is , a
response is conditioned when attached to a stimulus that did
not originally arouse it, But exception has been often taken
to the conditioned reflex, and so we ask: "Is it a resl reflex,
one not involving consciousness? And if you admit consciousness
which you have discovered to be unnecessary and have rejected,
vou manifestly contradict yourself,® And so Scientific Behav-
iorism would seem to hold an unscientific position,

THE POSTULATE OF TRADITIONAL PSYCHOLOGY. Opposed to
Darwinian, evolutionary, scientific mechanism, is scientific

individualism, which renders man an ensouled, thinking animal,
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pogaessing a unitary human nature, This scientific individual-
yem or moderate realism or scholastic dualism is an ever-present
foe to Darwinian, evolutionary, scientific mechanism, What is
the basis for iﬁs objection? The Scholastic psychologist de-
clares that if the Scientific Behaviorist takes evolutionary
scientific mechanism based upon Darwin's untenable and discarded
theory as his fundamental postulate, that Scientific Behaviorist

18 ipso facto unscientific, Why? The Scholastic scientifically

proves that any postulate of unilinear evolution from the inor-
ganic to the organic and rational realms is no postulate, not
even a good theory or reasonable hypothesis, and is only worthy
of the name, “Gratuitous Assumption.* He declares that postue
lates are only real postulates when they are proved premises,
not hypotheses or dogmas, |

UNILINEAR, DARWINIAN and MECHANISTIC EVOLUTION, however,
must not be discarded, cannot be discarded, even if untenable,
This is the position of the Scientific Behaviorist, He must
retain it or else go out of business! He must ¥Ypostulate® hié
organic evolution of man from a primitive non-living, nebulous
mass, of evolutionary 1life from non-1ife, of man from the ape,
the spe from the 1lizard, the lizard from the slime of the earth,
the slime of the earth from a nebulous mass, Such evolution of
electron-proton configurations from the nebulous mass, the u}ltie-

mate principle, is to modern sclience an absolutely necessary

postulate,
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If Darwinian Evolution is a postulate according to the
gcientific Behaviorist, it has been taken as a starting prin-
ciple for Behaviorism, and need not be proved by Psychology, buf
py the science from which i1t had been borrowed, that is, Anthro-
pology. Now the same question arises: "Has Anthropology proved
gcientifically that men originated from the ape which in turn
originated ultimately from the primeval ooze?"

MODERN UNSCIENTIFIC SCIENCE, 1In 1911, Sir Arthur Keith
declared: "The Neanderthal type represents the stock from which
gll modern races have arisen."Lé But in 1916, in his "The An-
tiquity of Man," embodied in his chapter on Conclusions, Sir
Arthur Keith makes the following recantation: "We are compelle&
to admit that mén of the modern type had been in existence long
pbefore the Neanderthal type.“17

It is an undeniable, easily verifiable historical fact
that world history, the history of natural science, and espe-
cially Anthropology form one long consistent refutation of the
Darwinian Theory of constant and inevitable progress, 1Is it
scientific, then, for the Sclentific Behaviorist to maintain
such a discarded, untenab® theory for his basic postulate in
Behaviorism? Is it eclentific, therefore, for the American
Associstion for the Advancement of Science to make the follow-
ing dictatorial proclamation: "The evidence in favor of the

evolution of man is sufficient to convince every scientist in

.

the world., "118 This is a ridiculous edict, unsupported in realit
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or bolstered up by analogous objective evidence; for "Paleonto-
108Y tells us nothing on the subject - it knows no ancestors of
gan. "7 ¥his 1s a contradictory scientific attitude,
“The only statement consistent with her
dignity, that Science can make, is to say
that she knows nothing about the origin of
man, *20 ’

This scientific conclusion and proclamation was true in
1902; it is true for this our day, for true science ever remain$
true, yesterday, today, and forever,

Why, then,this unscientific attitude regarding organic
evolution of the Darwinian type on the part of many scientists?
Why does A, L, Kroeber, in his text-book entitled “Anthropology“
begin the first sentence of the first chapter as folldws:
"Anthropology 1is the science of Man," and then promptly entitle
his second chapter, "Fossll Men," and begin here with that old
and discarded fable, #The Missing Link#?2l Why does he again
reiterate that pet assumption of "The Missing Link," that the-
ory which was conceived by‘a wish of an agnostic, delivered by
an atheist, mothered by hundreds of materialistic scientists
| who iterated and reiterated a wish and a theory, which matured
into a "fact" of science, and when disproved, blossomed out intg
a "dogma" of science, and in our day flowered into this: *No
modern zoologist has the Mst doubt as to the general fact of
organic evolution,® Organic, unilinear evolution is the angel
of 1light of modern scienoe: Do we wonder why no progress worth

mehtioning has been made in science, when it is based on this
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wgcientific" assumption, organic evolution. a la Darwin?

"Consequently anthropologists take as their
starting-point the belief in the derivation of
man from some other animal form, There is also
no question as to where in a general way man's
ancestry is to be sought,.,.namely, among the
Primates, the various monkeys and apes. "

The itallcs are mine to emphasige the unscientific ate
titude of some modern scientists,
I8 THIS A MACHINE AGE IN SCIENCE? If science is resl
and universal, why does not a Darwin see with the eyes of an
Abbot Mendel? Why does not natural science have in the eyes of
all scientists that objective reality and validity with which it
is endowed? 1Is it because these scientists first form a pet,
mechanical theory, and then not by natural selection, but by an
artificial, unscientific selection all their own, seek for only
those facts which substantiate somewhat their own theory, and
blind themselves to all other pertinent facts? 1Is it because
they must wail with the evolutlonary mechanist, Darwin, the wail
of one who adhered not wisely but too well, who adhered exclus-
ively to the monistic and materialistic viewpoint:
"My mind seems to have become s kind of
machine for grinding general laws out of a
large collection of facts, "23

let the scientific behaviorist beware, let him who pro-
fesses organic, physico-chemical, electro-protonic, mechanically
reflex, "tota in toto and tote in qualibet parte® evolutionary

science, beware, You get out of a machine only what you put in-

to it - no more/
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HISTORIC FACTS, What are the facts since 18597 It is

a nistoric fact that the theory of organic
" ..evolution has brought us materialistic

monism, in whose barren soill nor faith, nor

idealism, nor morality, nor art, nor gﬁy of

the finer things of 1life can thrive,®
And neither can nor did natural science thrive in such an un-
natural field, neither can scientific enlightenment be enkin-
dled at the torch of horeless night of organic evolution with
its monistic conception of an animalistic man, From the stand-
point of science,

"Darwin's doctrine on the bestial origin
of men brought no other gain to natural sci-
ence than the addition of one more unveri-
fied hypothesis to its already extensive
stock of unfounded speculations, *2
CONSEQUENCES OF DARWINIAN WPOSTULATE.* Now let the
Scientific Behaviorist scientifically and sincerely ask himself|
"Is my fundamental postulate for Behaviorism, postulating or-
ganic and mechanical evolution, not a postulate at all, but only
an unverified and unverifiable hypothesis?" Too long has thie
plausible yet blinding doctrine with its prolific progeny of
exaggerations, misrepresentations, and plausible formulations
met with an all-too~ready eredence on the part of unquestioning
scientists, who did not or perhaps could not discriminate between
a theory or hypothesis and a postulate, who after Darwin sccept-
ed all too readily and unquestioningly an unscientific postu&at+

as demonstrated beyond all shadow of doubt. Today, in 1935, we

see a1l too clearly that the solid gain to natural science from




ghe dooctrine of Darwinian organic evolution has been negligibile
put the consequent Dark Age in Science has been unquestionably
wgorse than the Dark Age from the 5th to the 8th Century; for
then there was only the darkness of ignorance, which needs but
1ight to replace it. Today we hawe Error, which is Darkness
darkening Darknese, which im so many scientists is so 1mpene;
trable and unapproachable that it is almost beyond the possibi-
11ty of scientific enlightenment,
CONSEQUENCES OF BEHAVIORISTIC MECHANICAL POSTULATE,

With this postulate of Mechanical Organic Evolution, the Behav-
jorist has had the temerity to “establiéh" the postulates for
the Behavioristic science of Ethics! Let him beware! Today
¥Yarxian Socialism and the Reigh of Terror of Communism is also
called "scientific" for no other reason than that it too is
based upon "pure" materialistic evolution, Today Behaviorism
also is called scientific for no other apparent reason than
that 1t combated the unscientific and exteeme Titcheneiism and
Introspectivism, and becsuse 1t based its stand upon nothing
else than materialistic evolution. 1Its reign of terror, since
1914, caused the Great War in Science! Its deadly doctrines are
80 revolutionary and revolting to nature and natural science
and natural ethick that even the Behaviorist himself confessges:

", ,.the public mind is not yet prepared

to receive them, and must first be

properly educated to accept them, ,, 426
to accept them in the Behavioristic "scientific" spirit,
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RECAPITULATION THUS FAR:

The theoretical basis of individual and social behavior
|gccording to the Eéhaviorist is evolutionary scientific mechan-
ygm, of which the ultimate elements are electrons and protons,
rpis is the fundamental principle, this is the basic assumption,
[ repeat, Behaviorism is built upon the evolution of man from
electrons and protons, and’from nothing else,

According to the Behaviorist, he is contradictorily op-
posed by all and to all previous psychologies, which he calls
rraditional Psychology, which does inc lude Popular Psychology,
scientific Psychology before 1914, and all other psychologies
that postulate an animistic basis for their study of human and
animal tehavior, These all consider introspection as valid
experimental technique,

According to Professor Weiss, 1t was his intention to
#gerutinize fundamental assumptions! and insist upon "some
degree of consistency in the development of the superstructure"
of psychology.27 This we have done; and we have come to the
following conclusion: 8ince the fundamental assumption of
Unscientific Behaviorism has never been proved and yet has been
accepted as a Postulate, the superstructure 6! Unscientific
Behaviorism, no matter how imposing or attractive it msy seenm,
collapses. The Scientific Behaviorist has been proved unsci-
entific in accepting the viewpoint that Man is a physico-chem-

ical, electro-protonic, organically evolved, mechanically re-

acting, reflexly behaving combustion engine,




2. DEFINITIONS,

BEHAVIORISM DEFINED, We are now in position to exam-
jne the definition of Behaviorism, Etymologically, Behavior-
jem would be the study of human behavior, of man's adjustment
or adsptation to his environment, Prof, Weiss defines:

"From the standpoint of the writer,
behaviorism is the science that studies
the origin and development of those bod-
i1y movements (responses) of the indivi-
dual which establish his status in the
social organisgation of which he is a -
member, 2

The Traditional psychologist of the Scholastic School
would deem this definition inadequate unless the words "and
psychic" are included after "bodily," to represent the re-
sponses of the comple te individual, But Prof. Weiss says:

"For the writer, behaviorism in psy-
chology is merely the name for that type
of investigation and theory which assumes
that man's educational, vocational, and
social activities can be comple tely de-
scribed or explained as the result of the
same (and no other) forces found in the
natural sciences, '

Earlier in this thesls, we have carefully defined what
is commonly accepted by the term "Natural Science." But Weiss
by this term limite himself only to sciences usingsa measuring-

stick of wood or brass instruments, Natural science, as under
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;food by scholastic psychology, means much more than that, It
| geans studying nature wholly and accurately, so tha; scientific
gnowledge may be gained agd verified by whoevef wishes to do so
at whatever time and piace he wishes to do so, if he provide on-
1y jgentical experimental conditions, But the Behaviorist will
pot face everyday fﬁcte of humen experience, and must cling to

pet theories and unscientific beliefs:

"For the writer behaviorism represents,
as 1t does for many others, a protest a-
gainst all attempts to explain human achieve-
ment by the introduction of an element which
is beyond the range of the physical measure-
ment, I believe that human achievement is of
the same order as the inorganic and organic
processes which Brevail in the physico-chem-
ical universe, "3

Evidently here we have the point of departure between
behaviorism and scholasticism, The behaviorist himself plainly
realizes that no upgiformity can be reached in such a contro-
versial and contradictory atmosphkere, He summarizes the view-
points of the opponents; but unfortunately, like many non-phi-
losophical scientists, he falils to distinguish between a postu-
late, which can be proved and has been proved and upon which a

less fundamental science builds, and a hypothesis which has not

been proved, These are his own words:

“There are two types of postulates accord-
ing to which human behavior and human achieve-
ment can be explained: (1) Physical causation,
according to which human achievement is the
product of nothing but the physical processes
and structures which make up the body and the
environment, and in which the sole datum of
existence is the electron-proton totality;




(2) Psychical causation, according to which
human achievement is the product of some
entity which is not completely describable
under the electron-proton assumptions, #31

Too many hypotheses in the dress of postulates, and beliefs
which are merely subjective longings have been expressed by
the Scientific Behaviorist, let us conclude this passage with
another citation from the Scientific Behaviorist, Weiss, in
which enough beliefs are expressed to make of Behaviorism not
o Science but a Religion, the Religion of Mechanical'Evolution:

"I believe that eventually pBychology will
be recognized as an interlocking segment
through which the social sciences will become
an extension of the natural sciences, As an
educational problem our whole conception of
science will probably change, Physical sci-
ence has not seriously interfered with tradi-
tional beliefs of either the educated or un-
educated; blological science and the theory
of organic evolution in particular has been
widely accepted by the educated and 1s begin-
ing to be accepted by the uneducated; the
soclal science of the future will introduce
the conception of social evolution which will
brand as illusion and error a much greater
percentage of long cherished beliefs and
ideals, but this sacrifice is now scarcely
anticipated by the educated and is entirely
unsuspected by the masses of mankind, ¥32

With such a platform Behaviorism claims to be the one
and only psychology! It claime to displace all others, to
make them unnecessary. This is not science, this is a code or
cult unguided by objective evidence, Behaviorism violates its
own code from the very begimning, It demsls objectivism, and
yet passes judgment promiscuously, and uses but one touchstone

for all its judgments——the magic word, MATTER, If it is not
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patter, it is wfong, it is inadmissible, Absolutely, and let
4t be noted, a priori! There exists nothing but Matter, Why?
pecause Behaviorism says so) 1Its only objective knowledge is
the physical world, This 1is opinion or madness, but not sciencs

A SUMMARY CONTRASTING UNSCIENTIFIC BEHAVIORISM AND
gCcIENTIFIC PSYCHOLOGY, ILet it be noted clearly:

1, Behaviorism rests upon the theory of unscientific
evolution; expeiimental traditional psychology upon the fact
of a vital, organizing and unifying principle, the soul,

2, Behaviorism seeks to explain all by the evolving
and gyrating configurations of electrons and protons; although
Traditional Psychology admits moderate evolution restricted to
definite orders of beings, scientifically it mmst deny that
evolution is an adequate explanation of all the phenomena and
experimental findings in psychology,

3., Behaviorism posits social evolution due to intrin-
sic changes in the configuration of complex electron-proton
combinations; Traditional psychology admits social evolution,
bﬁt cannot scientifically admit the evolution of that funda-

mental unit of society, the individual human nature,




26

3, OBJECTIVES,
PURPOSE OF WEISS AND PURPOSE OF THIS THESIS IDENTICAL:

"This book is an attempt to bridge over the
gaps between traditional, popular, and behav-
ioristic psychology by showing their inter-
relations, The underlying plan of the book
is to present fundamental principles of be-
haviorism as the writer sees them, and to
compare them with the most important concep-
tions in traditional subjective psychology
and the socliological systems that are based
upon it, "33

After pointing out that Titchenerism was traditional
subjective psycholog&, and that Scholastic or Neo-8cholastic
psychology is subjectively and objectively scientific, we sub- |
scribe to the noble purposes expressed by Professor Weiss,

CONTRADICTORY POSITIONS, The Behaviorist maintains:

¥Thus, in the last analysis, human behavior
is reduced to movements between electron-proton
systems, but this reduction is the final aim of
all scientific investigation., As an expedient
in social co-operation, the behaviorist special-
izes in the study of those complx forms of mo-
tion, which, for want of a better classification,
are designated as the personal, domestic, profes-
sional, publiﬁ, moral, esthetic, scientific

activities, "3
But the Scholastic psychologist maintains: Human be-

havior is ultimately reduced to movements of the soul, which

cannot be reduced to electron-proton systems,
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These positions contradict one another; consequently,
poth cannot be right.

STATE OF THE QUESTION, That man or beast or plant is
a particular systematic configuration or electron-proton pat-
gern can be admitted; that man or other living being possesses
a vital principle a8 a unifying principle is only admitted by
the scholastic and popular psychology.

That this vital principle is not demonstrable directly
by wooden meaeuring-sticks or brass instruments or other.mate-
rial instruments of precision, is universally admitted; that
it, therefore, is‘nonexistent is generslly affirmed and taken
for granted by non-scho lastlic psychologists, and just as in-
sistently denied by the scholastic, as an unwarranted, inde-
monstrable, gnscientific conc lusion, based upon preconceived
theories,

Finally, Neo-Scholasticism and Scientific Peychology
maeintain that Behaviorism, with oversimplification, with the
bui 1ding up of complicated patterns of behavior by the inte-
gration of simple reactions, by seeing only stipuli and re-
sponses and enchanted by its magic formula, S-R, expressing
nothing but conditioned and unconditioned reflexes, it can
never scientifically and adequately achieve its purpose and

arrive at its objective,
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CHAPTER III.
MONISM vs, DUALISM,

1, HUMAN BEHAVIOR AND PHYSICS.

BEHAVIORISM AND PHYSICS, Thus far we have seen that
Behavioriem is seriously attempting to make the psychology of
human behavior, to make a non-mathematical science mathematical
to make the psychical aspect of human behavior physical, and to
jdentify the physical with material, Is human behavior the efw
fect only of a physical force? Or is there another force that
may be negatively expressed as a non-physical force and posi-
tive ly expressed as a psychical force? If it does exist, pust
it not be recogniged in order that human behavior may be ad-
equately and scientifically studied?

Is human behavior the result of a physical force only?
The Scientific Behaviorist ¢ laims “scientifically® that 1t is,
But to establish this claim scientifically, he must reduce all
human activity or behavior to one physical or material princi-
ple of activity, to the Energy of Physics, He is attempting an
impossible task a prima facie, for it is clearly evident that
physical matter as studied by Physics, is dead and lifeless and

killed if previously alive, and therefore can never give an ad-
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‘gquate explanation of vital behavior. 8ince non-1living phy-
1,1ca1 substances do not possess all of the following charac-
ftaristics of living creatures, which are found specifically in
T,ach representative:

1, Definite sige,

Definite shape,

Definite chemical composition,

Definite organization,

Definite immanent activity - metabolism,
Definite reduplication of itself - reproduction,
Definite responses following with physical but
not absolute necessity -~ irritability;

\lO\?‘l-F\NN

therefore, a fortiori, human behavior, being a study of 1life
and of living activities, 1is entirely out of the scientific

gcope of physics, and consequently out of the realm of the

¥onistic Behaviorist,
View of MECHANISTIC PSYCHOLOGIST and BEHAVIORIST,

"The scientist, however, will regard the
physical explanation /electron-proton con-
figurations/ as the better working hypothe-
sis, at ast in his own field, allthough he
too may have certain reservations as th the
adequacy of physical causation when he con-
siders such gctivities as morality, religion,
art, etc,, in which he is on the same level
with the poet or non-scientific individual,

The behaviorist, however, is faced with
the problem of describing humanachievements
in the most accurate and uniform of all
languages (mathematics)., The traditional
spirit or psychical conception cannot be
thus described, *35
It is familiar and commonplace history that Descartes
attempted to make philosophy, a non-mathematical science, ma-
thematical, He, genius though he was, failed, for he attempted

the impossible. 8Shall history and its Pailures be repeated?
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ARISTOTLE'S8 WARNING, The Stagirite cautioned subse-
quent generations that not all sciences can be gxpected to
y1e1d the same mathematical certitude that the metaphysical
gcience of mathematics can, Over two thousand years ago, the
pythagoreans made the same misteke. 8Shall we not learn from
their error and profit from Aristotle's adménition? Deecartes
did not learn; he attempted to make philosophy mathematical,
and failegd, Neither is péychology mathematics, If it is, then
pehaviorism and Psychology cease to be, cease to exist, have
absolutely no claim to existence! “Entia non sunt multiplicandJ
sine necessitate;" so Occam's razor would dispose of the Scien-
tific Behaviorist,
S8hall we or can we ever get mathematical certitude in
the study of human behavior? Here is the opinion of Aristotle,
as parsphrased by that Aristotelian authority, W, D, Ross:

"We must be content to answer it with the
accurscy of which the subject-matter permits,
Ethics is concerned with 'things which are
for the most part so,' 'things which are cap-
able of being otherwise,' and we must not ex-
pect in it the perfect demonstrations that
are possible for a science, which, like ma-
thematics, deals with 'things that are of ne-
cessity, ! ,

Ethics reasons not from but to first prin-
ciples; it starte not with what is intellig-
ible in itself but with what is familiar to
us, i.e,, with the bare facts, and works back
from them to the underlying reasons...Mathe-
matics deals with a subject-matter the first
principles of which are acquired by an easy
abstraction from sense-data; the substance of
mathematics is the deduction gg conclusions
from these first principles, "
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This same sound opinion can be readily applied to the

”physical sgiences and Behaviorism, We can never demand that the
gariable element in humen behavior will give us the metaphysical
certitude of mathematice, or that Experimental Psychology and
geientific Behaviorism 1s, must be, or ever can be Mathematics
lor Physics; for at that moment they would cease to be distinect
wciences. Shall, then, the Behaviorist maintain:

"When we are faced with the problem of
adopting a fundamental assumption toward
which the analysie of human behavior might
regress, the physicist's electron-proton
ultimate theory has the advantage,

(1) that it can be stated in the most
effective language responses (mathematics)
that have been developed;

(2) that it can be synthesized into atoms,
mo lecules, protoplasm, animals, man, social
organization, and

3) that it can be communicated from one
individual to another so that a uniformity
(verifiability) among the responses of many
individuals can be and has been established. "37

He realizes the only other alternative that can explain
humsn behavior, for he immediately confinues:

"0On the other hand, the ultimate resalities
of the professional metaphysician, such as
'thing in itself,! entelechy, elan vital,
psychical force, are fictione which cannot
be measured, verified, or synthesigzed into
anything more unified than is implied by the
term uniqueness, which can neither be demoa-

-etrated nor defined. This is the reason why
I adopted the electron-proton type of hypo-
thesis as best adapted for the study of human
behavior, #38

What an unscientific position the Scientific Behaviorist

maintains! Since, as he says, the entelechy or psychical force
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i;nnot be measurgd, it is not an ultimate reality, but a fic-
gion} Anything that cannot be measured, synthesized and thus
;,rified in a chemical laboratory, is fiction for the Scientific
B,haviorietl Love, loyalty, patriotism, must be fictions, too,
for they cannot be measured in a chemical or physical laboratory

pecause the entelechy, postulated as absolutely necessary by a

gcientist, Driesch, who dared to face the facts when he faced
ghe reality of the human being, and thereupon'modified his the-
ories to fit the facts, because the entelechy of Aristotle, of

ﬁ‘quinas, and of honest;;se;entific psychology cannot be synthe-

sized or measured by meterial measuring-sticks, the Scientific
Behaviorist declares most unscientifically: "This is the reason
vy I adopted the electron-proton type of hypothesis as best ad-
apted for the study of human behavior. "3 Such a starting prin-
i ciple that is clearly wrong in its germ can never germinate in-
to truth subsequently. |
How can the Behaviorist maintain such a narrow and re-
stricted and erroneous position regarding humsn béhavior? He
mistook a theory of biology for a postulate of a stable science
of human behavior, This is bad science! We have just indicated
that behavioristic logic, philosophy are, to say the least, very
questionable, How came it about that the Behaviorist accepts in
regard to human behavior, scientific mechanism, which is phy~
[sicelly mechanistic, anthropologically evolutionary a la Derwin,

unreal, and therefore unscientific? It is ultimately due to the

ﬁ;gggcientific ievolt of Science from Philosophy in the sixteenth
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century. Following upon the discoveries of Galileo and the
pationalism of 8pinoza, the teleological principle accounting
for man's origin

", ..and of God's dealings with man, is replaced

by the principle of mechanism, Science has now

become identified in men's minds with the quan-

titative laws of motion, The Copernican revol-

ution had further egghasized the meaning of the

mechanical theory,*

DEVOLUTION OF MONISTIO SCIENCE., From this time, it is

;ssumed that the processes of life may be described ss quanti-
ties of mechanical force or energy., This is universal mechan-
ism, but not universal truth, Such going back to inanimate na-
ture to explain life and vital processes may be "scientific!
naturalism, but it is unnatural science, Such a view of human
behavior identifies reality with this world, éxplicitly mgin-
tains by "the whole world" nothing more than the sensible world
of matter, Yet sﬁch a point of ﬁiew is strictly orthodox and -
scientific according to the Behaviorist, but it is quite un-
scientific when its subject-matter is human behavior, because
such s realism explicitly repudiates every spiritual or moral
reality, And the fountain-head of this unscientific realism 1is
the restricted view of Science: "Science is Physics," or again,
"Science is Mathematics." This is not a postulate, this is a
prepossession! Whatever else it may be, it certainly is not
science,

Although the Dualist denies universal mechanism and

organic evolution, he does not deny all evolution, But he does




]geny that these dogmas of the modern unscientific sclentist are
geience, and that the Scientific Behaviorist has proved the fol
10wing facts by means of Darwinian organic evolution:

1, Origin of 1life from non-1life,

2., Origin of animal life from plant 1life,

3, Origin of human life from animal 1life, i.e,,
from ape-1life,

4, Origin of all humen activities from matter alon&

rhis attitude of the Dualist is scientific, But the following

attitude 1is not:

#The combined implications of cosmic and
biological evolution have destroyed com-
pletely the foundations for the B{pothesis
of humean uniqueness or primacy,”

Professor Barnes is clearly not talking as a scientist
when he makes that statement. Since when can conclusions from
hypotheses be accepted for verified facts? 1Is it any wonder
that Professor Ryan of the Catholic University objects:

"Evolution is supposed to have made untengble
any theory about nature which is not rigorously
deterministic,..and essentially materialistiec..
It 1s to evolutionism aes a philosophy that we
object,..How the truth of blological evolution
gives one the right to postulate that ab initio
everything was a primordial undifferentiated
mass of atoms, or that thought and matter are
at bottom one and the same, or that noumenal
and phenomenal are but aspects of a common re-
ality, or that human ethics is either a matter
of conventions or the result of economic deter-
minations, or that God is but the construction
of our own fear impuises---all of this has as
much to do with the results of biology as the
fantastic elephant which supported the fantas-
tic tortoise which supported the world of In-
dian mytho-philosophy has to do with modern
phyeical science, "%2
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2, HUMAN EEHAVIOR AND PHYSICAL MOTION
IS HUMAN BEHAVIOR PHYSICAL MOTION ONLY? What stand

does the Behavioriet maintain?

*When human behavior is studied as a form
of motion differing only in complexity from
the motions and dynamics of physics and me-
chanics, behaviorism assumes the systematic
status of physical monism, of which electrons
and protons have been accepted as the ultim-

ate elements, "853

But human nature is coordinated in its activities, it
is conscious of an abiding entity during multiform reactions,
gnd this knowledge is immediate so th@t any possibility of er-
ror is excluded. How does the Behaviorist account for this
unity midst multiplicity in human behavior?

¥In adopting physical monism any conscious
or psychical entity as distinct from the phy-

sical eleciﬁon-proton entity is, of course,
excluded, "

The Behaviorist does not account for the human princi..
ple of unity amidst the multiplicity of reactions; he simply
excludes, he does not explain, 8uch is the sterility of Behav-
iorism which hopes to supplant Traditional Psychology.

How does the Dualist meet this problem of 1nd1viduaiity
lamidst multiplicity? What is the ultimate basis of all human

achievement? It is a soul, an individual soul for each organiéﬂ

L
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5nd the unifying principle of all its activity, that known and
lmmediately recognized ablding entity persisting through and
iaccounting for all human behavior and achievement, Deny it,
‘Fand you accept an impossible contradiction, a million of inde-
'~pendent, individual cellular units organized by chance with a
production of billions of variegated, incoordinated processes/
this surely will not advance the scientific study of personality]
and social organirzation. This is disorganization, chaos, Weissg
himself admite the difficulty, for it is inescapable,

"In other words, I assume that the scien-
tific study of what is generally known as
personality and social organization can be
conducted under the assumption that the phy-
sico-chemical continuum is the sole existen-
tial datum and that the totality of the el-
ectron-proton aggregates is the universe in
which we 1live, "$5
Explicitly, then, the Scientific Behaviorist while maintaining
a continuum denies individuality of that continuum, denies per-
sonality, and so affirme and denies that a thing is undivided
and divided at the same time under the same conditions, This
violates that most fundamental principle, the principle of
contradiction, Weiss realigzes his untenable position, and
bravely attempts to ameliorate his irreconcilable, unscientific
behavior; then, finally, gives up the hopeless situation,

"0f course, I do not imply that human
achievement can now be reduced to the
electron-proton formulation, Neitzer is
this possible in physics itself, "

Truth must out, The Bcientific Behaviorist condemns

himself of being unscientific, for even he recogniges that the
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jntrinsically impoesible will never become possible. Yet he37
quglifies his admission, It is impossible now, but perchance
it may be possible later, perhaps seons later, But this will
pot save an imposeible situation, Whatever is of its very na-
ture impossible, can never become posseible, for not even the
Almighty can harmonizescontfadictories. If it were possible,
gscientific study, and therefore, Scientific Behaviorism would
pe impossible, would be sheer nonsense, But Professor Weiss
is consistent and loyal to his pet theory although he well
knows his precarious position and contemporary opposition:
“There are some eminent physicists

(¥i11liken, lodge, Whitehead, Pupin)

who claim that the mech&nical con-

ception is inadequate, "7

And so end all of the explanations of human phenomena
under the tutelage of the Scientific Behaviorist. They do not
explain, That is the reason why Behaviorism has been known as
the Sterile Science, Physics can never btecome Psychology.
And so we conclude, in spite of the energetic Behavior-

ist, that physical motion, physical energy, the parallelogram
of forces, or in a word, the phyeical energetic theory of mo-

dern psychology, and particularly of Behavioriem, is entirely

inadequate to explain, or even begin to explin vital phenomen

—p—

Now we are faced with the problem of discovering why
and how the Scientific Behaviorist has assumed such an unsci-

entific attitude, why he has been complicated and involved in

such an impossible scientific situation,
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HISTORICAL REVIEW OF “"ENERGY, " Aristotle originated

?;he term "energeia," which, however, the modern psychologist
does not use in the same sense, Energy to Aristotle meant
i‘,ctual manifestation of any change, not merely physical or
paterial change, The Power or latent Potentiality was called
udﬁhamis;“ the result of the change is what the Scholastimscall
nactus," or "act," due to something "in energy," or according
to Aristotle, "'enérgeit;t."‘8 He gives the following illustra-
tion: During the wakiné state, an act of knoiing occurs actu-
ally or "in energy," whereas during s ep there exists only the
rpower" to know,

PHYSICAL SCIENCE IMPROVES ON ARISTOTLE! But physical
science appropriasted these theoretical terms as her own! The
result, too often forgotten, or perhaps never realized, 1is
evidently a superiority complex of unscientific manouvers, Here
are some of the evolutionary changee introduced into the hypo-
thesis of mental energy, as first correctly concelved and de-
finitely promulgated by Aristotle, and "modified" by later
fgciencez

(1) First of all, this concept of energy became re-
stricted to material phenomena. Energy now claimed reference
solely to physical movements, but no longer concerned itself
with mental changes, as for example, in processes of knowing,

(2) Since the Remaissance, potency and sct of the

Scholastic, or the“dunamis'and energeia’ of Aristotle, have be-




39
come the Potential Energy and Kinetic Energy of the science of
physice, a persistent entity, always identically the same, at
one time latent, and at another time manifest.

(3) “The third change---and that which is of
the greatest importance for us at present-—-
consisted in assuming this persistent energy
to be transferable from one thing to another, "9
And thus mental energy became by a process of evolution or de-
volution—--neural energy.! Wm, McDougall, for example, writes
regarding contemporary views ae follows:
"The constituent neurones of the nervous
system with all their branches are regarded
as a vast system of channels in all parts of
which potential chemical energy is constantly
being transformed, in virtue of the normal
vital activity of the neurones, into a par-
ticular form of active energy, #50
let this discussion suffice to trace the materializa-
tion of mental energy into physical energy. By recognizing a
vital principle distinct from matter Aristotle formulated his
his hylomorphic theory of matter and form, and form he called
énergy (energeia); by discarding a vital principle, or soul,
the materimlistic scientist of today clings to his physical
Energetic Theory as sufficient to explain Psychological pheno-
mens,
The next question, then, to be investigated is to dis-
cover whether any or all modern Physical Energetic Theories,
|which are held by practically all non-scholastic scientiste,

including the Behavioristic psychologists, are sufficient to

explain human behavior with emphasis on psychological phenomens,
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ENERGETIC THEORY OF PHYSICS USELESS ¥R PSYCHIC ACTS,
Can any physical energetic theory explain psychological
phenomena? Modern psychologies have built up elaborate mathe-
patical theories and ingenious physical "Energetic Theories*
for solving distinct problems of human behavior, as in the op-'
eration of knowbng, They have strung together raw facts, dif-
ferent interpretation of these facts, and the outcome was a
nost of laws, not laws in the sense of Physics, but descrip-
tions as of some puerile science. These psychological laws are
in the main truthe which the common people know but which the
Unscientific Psychologists seem to have discovered for the firs{
time, Here are some fundamental "laws" of modern Scientific
Psychology:51
(1) A person has more or less power to observe
what goes on in his own mind, He can know that he
knows, (The 01d Scholastic called it "Ref lection!)
(2) When s person has in mind any two or more
ideas, he has more or less power to bring to mingd
any relations that essentially hold between them,
This the modern psychologist calls the Eduction of
Relatione. (It is "Judgment" for the 01d Scholastic.)
(3) Third and last law is the Eduction of the
Correlates; When a person has in mind any idea
together with a relation, he has more or 1less po-
wer to bring up into mind the correlative idea,
Yes, and the 01d Scholastic and Aristotle knew
and expressed this too,
But no highly technical scientific terminology, no
physical or physiological version of mental energy can show
how an electron hae the innate power to refect upon itself,

no Scientific Behaviorist dan demonstrate how an électron and

:
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proton can educe such correlates, as, e.g., dfather and son,"
white and black, " ete,

It is true and undeniable, therefore, that often our
physiological energy is interrelated with psychical energy, but
"e must maintain when facing real facts that in some operations
often known‘as the higher functions of the soul, the psychical
energy is intrinsically and essentially independen;, as in such
gbstract concepte of "love and devotion," or in experiences
with logical memory of transcendental relationships,

Likewise, without an abiding entity known by the
Scholastic as "Person' or the "Ego" it is impossible to ao-
count for the "mental span® required in a judgment or a cor-
relation, There would be nothing which would do the comparing,
.the judging, or the correlating; surely, the unrelated protons
and electrons could not do it, And thus we are forced to con~
clude by objective evidence and a sane consideration of all
the facte that discrete electrons and protons, behaviné inde-
pendently, absolutely independent of eadh other and integrated
by no unitary principle, ensouled by no vitaiizing and ener-
girzing principle whose identity remains essentially constant,
can never account for nor adequately explain the higher cog-
nitive processes by any ehergetic theory or hypothesis which

maintains that mental energy "in toto" is nothing more than

physical energy *in toto."
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3. HUMAN BEHAVIOR AND DUALISM

HYLOMORPHIC THEORY, We shall endeavor to utilize in
this discussion some of the general principles of modern and
contemporary psychology as a confirmation of Aristotelisn and
Scholastic scientific psychology. Recently Robert Woodworth,
Professor of Psychology at Columbia University affirmed:

“The first principle of psychology is
contained in the definition (psychology
is the science of the activities of the
individual), and that the individual acts
as a unit, Without this fundamental prin-
ciple, often called the "organismic prin-
ciple," it would be impossible to explain
anything in psychology, "52
Since the Scientific Behsviorist concelves man as a
combustion engine made up of a billlon more or less individual
entities, and explicitly rejects this first principle of psy-'
chology, according to Woodworth, that Behaviorist would find 1t
impossible to explain anything in psychology. The sterility of
Behaviorism vindicates Professor Woodworth,

In his "Modern Materialiem and Emergent Evolution,"

published in 1929, Professor Wm. McDougall analyzes the beha-

vior of living bodies, and then enunciates a conclusion con-

sonant to the objective evidence of experimental data:




"It appears on the face of it that the
living body is the scene of events which
require for their explsnation both mecha-
nistic and teleological principles, The
acceptance of such mixed principles for
living organisms is the essence of doc-
trines commonly called vitalistic, And
within the field of psychology or physio-
logical psychology the acceptance of such
mixed principles is called dualism or
interactionism; for it implies the inter-
action of mechanistic and of teleological
or mental events, "53

Mcndugall merely restates the o0ld problem of unity in
duality, which had been first recognized and solved aright by
Aristotle, and which can be solved today only by establishing
a similar Aristotelian hylomorphic theory in our study of hu-
maﬁ behavior. To deny that natural events are not of two dis-
tinct orders, the physical and the mental, is not Science but
Neecience, is Folly, because it is a denial of undeniable fact,

Vital energy.of two orders, mechanical and mental, de-
mands in a living individual but one energiser or energist,
which Aristotls called Entelechysn'and St, Thomas of Acquin,
the Prince of the tholastics, called Form.55‘ To avoid sub-
gequent misunderstanding, we shall the vital brinciple, soul
or entelechy,

This is not a departure toMedieval or Ancient times,
As late as 1929, Hans Driesch in his "The Science and Philo-
sophy of.the Organism" uses the same terminology invented by
Aristotle., And Hans Driesch knows whereof he speaks! He has

long studied animal behavior, he analyzed the phenomena of 1life




—

Ly
%;nd death, as was forced as a result of experimentation

"eeoto conclude to & coordinating vital prin-
ciple in living organisms absent in dead mat-
ter, for organic growth from a single ferti-
lized ovum is othgﬁwise inexplicable---and so
is regeneration,*

But might not a machine located in the germinasl Anlagen
of Weissman save the position of the Scientific Behaviorist?
priesch denies this possibility according to his own definition

of a machine:

"A machine is a typical configuration
of physical and chemical constituents by
the acting %f which a typical effect is
attained, ">

But how can the mechanical conception account for
that wonderful phenomenon, regeneration? Divide, for example,
a fertilized ovum; you obtain two completely evolved and deve-
loped orgenisms, Divide a machine, and instead of getting two
machines, you get no machine, Such reconstructive ability is
found only in living matter and must be of a non-mechanical ne-
ture, And thus we conclude scientifically with Aristotle:

"The soul or entelechy is the principle
or energizer in the vital processes of nu-
trition, sensation, intellection, and mo-
tivation,

¥"Broadly sye aking, the sou% is the es-
sence of a determined body." 6

*Therefore, the soul is the first act
‘of 8 natural body having life in potency. "5/

"The soul is the principle of nutrition
sensation, intellection, and motivation, "

"The soul is the princigle by which we
live and feel and know, "D

Aristotle built his Psychology on his Scientific Biology!




CHAPTER IV,

GENERAL PSYCHOLOGY,

A, DEFINITIONS,

If we define psychology as the science of conscious
1ife, then we can personally verify the following fascts psy-
chologically by means of internal observstion, scientifically
designated as the method of Introspection:

1 Nutritive processes are unconscious processes,

2) Sensitive processes are conscious processes in

‘ which a specialigzed organ is required,
(3) Intellectual processes are conscious processes
in which no organs are consciously required,

During intellectual processes we are not aware of the
6¢gan action no matter how intently we attend as we most sure=
ly are when we consciously attend to the processes accompanying
a sensstion of touch,

From our previous discussion, we are forced to limit
the term "mental energy" to intellectual processes, to purely
psychical processes requiring no admixture of material or phy-
sical elements., This indicates our position regarding the
higher processes, namely: The soul is intrinsically independent

of matter, although matter is a condition sine-qua-non for fur-

nishing the soul "*food for thought" in the form of sensuous Tre-
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jg merely extrinsically dependent on matter in cognitive pro-

DEFINING NEGATIVELY:

The soul is non-material, for it has not
extension or ponderability; therefore,
it is not subject to the laws of
mechanism,

Non-mechanical teleological factors com-
pel us to adopt the hypothesis of the
soul as an inextended immaterial
substance,

DEFINING POSITIVELY:

The soul is a psychic being,

The soul is a substance, a sum of endur-
ing capacities for thoughts, feelings,
and efforts of determinate kinds,

The soul is a unitary being or entity be-
cause of unity of consciousness,

The soul, being simple, undergoes no de-

ve lopment during life, for 1ts capacities

are fully present as latent potentialities

from the beginning, .

The mental differences exhibited by any
person at different stages of his 1life
would thus be wholly due to the devel-
opment during 1life of the brain and
subsequent degenerativg changes of
this brain structure,*

Now we have established an adequate foundation for
the study of human behavior in accord with the most exacting
requirements of scientific experimental psychology, and are

prepared to investigate the Soul, Consciousness and Mind, and

16

‘ presentations of objects and entities; in brief, the human soul

B, RECAPITULATION OF PREVIOUS DISCUSSION BY DEFINITIONS,
McDougall, the former pariah of the scientific world because he|
championed the existence of a soul, in his "Body and Mind" says

the Subject "I" or the Ego scientifically and psychologically,




EMPIRIC PSYCHOLOGY,

DEFINED; ZTHE: SCIKNCE OF PSYCHIO CONSCIOUS MOVEMENT,

IS THE CONCEPT OF SOUL ENTIRELY A NEGATIVE CONCEPT?

We have proved that psychology, in order to be a nat-
ural science, must deal not only with matter, but with a con-
scious self, The Behaviorist, however, objects to a non-

material entity:

"But if the properties of this psychical

entity are only negative, that is, non-ma-
terial, noneneursal, non—chemical,’etc., no-

thing is gained, and the principle, vig,,
that no new factors shall be assumed until
estgblished principles have been demonstrated
to be ing%equate, seems the logical course to

follow, ¥
At this point it is necessary to introduce a pertinent

discussion on analogous concepte and on negations, and their
contribution to scientific knowledge. Does a'negation always
deny absolutely? Does not a& negation furnish something posi~
tive at times? When Behaviorism negated Titchenerism because
the latter was runniﬁg unscientifically wild, did it not ipso
facto produce a positive contribution for Psychology? A negate
ive statement does not always imply a negative concept, e.g.,

when I assert that the Bshaviorist is not a Philosopher or a

Scientist, I do not wish to assert that he ie not, that is, thaf
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| does not exist, We must, therefore, conclude that there are
gome concepts, which although expressed negatively are never.
gheless not absolutely or purely negative, but relatively or
jndirectly produce a most positive concept, although it may be
an inadequate concept, e.g., of God, of the human soul, etc,
In scholastic terminology such concepts are called anslogous or
negative-positive concepts, Since these are very true concepts)]
jt follows that the concept of the soul is trﬁe and so corres—
ponds to reality. In such wise are all spiritual substances
recognized by the human intellect which knows the spiritual be-
ing only indirectly through precisions and abstractions from
matter, Such knowledge is negative under one aspect, and most
positive under another; it is imperfect scientific knowledge,
yet most true scientific knowlddge,
Professor Gruender of the Department of Psychology at -
'8t, Louis University, in ¥Psychology without a Soul, " writes:
"The spiritual soul is a substance; that is
the positive elementy it is, however, unlike
the material substance, it is 'im-materisl,’
i.e., not material; and this is the negative
element, But..it is one thing to say that our
knowledge of a thing is imperfect, in fact ve-
ry imperfect, and quite another thing to say
that we have Kamalegous) no knowledge, no
knowledge at all., Those who reject all know-
ledge of the spiritual soul, because in our
present life it 1s, and must necessarily be,
imperfect, do what a dissatisfied nurse is

warned not to do: they '‘pour out the babg with
the bath,' as a German proverb has it, "b2

Somé wit has said, ias it McDougall, they have even

discarded the bath-tub}!
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EMPIRIC PSYCHOLOGY

L. CONSCIOUS MOTION AND THE SOUL,

That the soul 1s not an entirely negative concept,
but that it signifies a positive reality, is the inevitable
conclusionsdrawn from the previous discussion, We will now
proceed to more positive experimental or empirical data,

Human behaviof proves the existence of the soul as
is testified by the universal experience of all men, 8uch
human behavior is the subject—matter of experimental psycho-
logy. Here is a confirmstion of the Scholastic and Dualistic
Position produced and granted by the Behaviorist himself, We

quote Professor Welss:

"When the behaviorist actually tries to
determine which of these conceptions (i,e,,
the soul, either material or non-material)
has been most effective in impressing it-
gself as a pedagogical principle in our edu-
cational practice, Stout's conception that
mind is to be regarded as a non-material
causal agent (the functional point of view)
approaches nearest to the one which pre-
vails in actual class-room and every-day
practice, no matter how much it mey be re-
pudisted in the preface of the text-books
or in the theoretical discussions, #63

Such preseing, stubborn human behavior implicitly and
explicitly vindicating the existence of a soul should give
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ghe Behavioriet warning not to fly "in the face of facts," not
to be out of step with human nature and human behavior, His
' province as a scientist is not primarily to refashion human be-
pavior but to study human behavior as it is, TRUTH griwes him:

"After students have been carefully trained
to observe the fine distinctions involved in
the mind-body relatiomship, they forget them
as soon as they leave the university, When
they get into the business or professional
world, they adopt the popular conception of
an intelligent mind or consciousness residing
somewhere in the brain, The teacher who has
had the full guota of psychologlical courses,

talks ss glibly of "training the mind" and in
the same sengﬁ, as oné who has never heard of

psychology, "

The‘Behavioriet does not refer to true psychology but
to behavioristic psychology. Popular psychology with its sim-
ple terminology is more correct than the behavioristic, which
artificially and arbitrarily has simplified unscientifically to
too great a simplicity, and is back again 2000 years to the
Grecian cosmologistic philosophers, who were laying scientific
| foundations and saw the most obvious, nothing but the material
world, The unscientific Behaviorist studying human behavior
gees matter, matter everywhere, but not a sign of soul}

Since the Behaviorist will not admit scientifically
the existence of the soul but is forced to attend to mind and

conscioueness, our subsequent investigation will be devoted to

these psychic phenomensa,
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> 2.

. EXPERIMENTAL PSYCHOLOGY,

2, HUMAN BEHAVIOR, CONSCIQUSNESS & MIND,
CONSCIOUSNESS is awareness of the activities of the self]

Consciousness is awareness of the activities of the ensouled or-
genism, It is cognition and recognition of such processes as
gensing, imagining, feeling, thinking and willing. Has this
power of awareness, this consdiousness, a Structure? According
to the Scholastic, it cannot; for it is not organic, not mate-
rial, Is it, then, a distinct entity in the strict sense of thel
term, a something existing in ite own right? Scholasticism has
been accused of mu}ltiplying uselese terms and so obfuscating
many an issue, lLet us first examine, then, what modern psy-
chologiets hold, _

This problem well merits prolonged anslysis, 1Is con-
sciousness psychical as held by Structural Psychology, by the
8chool of Titchener? Orshall we hold that consciousness is a

something that has no physical properties, and that its psychioc-|

al properties or attributes are (1) quality, (2) intensity, (3)

extent, and (4) duration? Will these attributes so far enumerst

ed suffice for a descriptive definition of consciousness?
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In the first place, Professor 8tout maintains that
’nconsciousness itself is not susceptible of a positive defini-
tion."65 Second ly, Professor Weiss well interprets our modern

pgychological perplexities regarding mind and consciousness:

"If I have interpreted Wheelerb6 and
Fernbergerb7 correctly, they both hold to
a monistic system and that a physical one,
They recognige, however, that in the ana-
lysis of human achievement many factors
are unknown, and some of these factors
seem to be sufficient ly different from the
biophysical and biosocial facts that we do
know, that the old subjective terminology
is justified, but the dual%gm that origin-
ally went with it is not,"

How in the name of Science and logic can the Behaviorisef
in one and the same passage recognige factors that differ es-
sentially from biophysical factors, recognize a manifest dualisn
and then immediately declare that dualism is inadmissible? This
is a plain contradiction to preserve monistic and mechanistic
psychology and Unscimntific Behaviorism, The conclusion did
not follow from the premises cited; neither does the following:

"The Behaviorist conc ludes that if mental or
conscious processes are regarded as particular
types of chemical or physical processes of as
yet unknown composition, then only one entity

’ or one system of events need be assumed and
that it would be simpler to admit that con-
science, consciousness and mind are merely
terms that are used as substitutes for any
real knowledge of the events to which they
refer, "69

And he would be justified and logical in holding this

conclusion were it not for the fact that mental processes are

not one system of events with physical processes or chemical,
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put processes of & higher and entirely different order which is
gpparently altogether unknown to the "modern mind." These two
essentially distinct orders, the physical and the mental, re-
quire a dualistic theory, Any purely monistic theory, thereforq

js unreasonable and unscientific, for it contradicts the facts,

CONSCIOUSNESS AND BEHAVIORISM,

WATSON AND CONSCIOUSNESS, Msny a sincere psychologist
confessed before 1914 that burying the soul did the science of
psychology no good, Yet Watson did not learn from the mistakes
of previous psychologists. Let ue follow his development:

(1) In his first book, "Psychology from the Standpoint
of a Behaviorist," published in 1914, he saye:

"The psychology begun by Wundt has fsiled
to become a science because he only substie
tuted 'Consciousness' for 'Soul, '*/0

(2) At the time of his publication of "Behaviorism, An
Introduction to Comparative Psychology," he is indifferent to
Consciousness:

"One can assume either the presence or
absence of consciousness,.,.,without affect-
ing the problems of behavior by one jot or
one tittle, *71

(3) But by September, 1927, Watson writes "The Myth of
the Unconscious" for Harper's Magamine, and says behavioristic-

ally:
#The Behaviorist finds no ‘'mind' in his

laboratories, sees it nowhere in his sub-
jects,..if the behaviorists are right, then.,
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.. there can be_no such thing as

consciousness, "/2

This, then, is an example of the evolution of psychbl-
ogy from the standpoint of the Behaviorist Watson, But from
the standpoint of any truly scientific psychologist it looks as
if all trace of psychology had thus far been carefully left
out, What remains? After studying Watsonian Behaviorism,
Harvey Wickham in his book, "The Misbehaviorists,® tells us:
"Psychology is the study of the
conscious self, Doctor Watson says
not, He thinks that psychology is

the study of the reaction-mass, #(3

And so Peychology has evolved into a study of Physics!

WEISS AND CONSCIOUSKRESS., By 1929, for Behaviorism

"Consciousness as a non-physical,
spontaneous, selfwinltiating form of
energy does not exist,

Consciousness as an implicit form
of behavior or as an obscure physico-
chemical process 1s best described as
behavior, "7

What argument or fact does the Behaviorist, Weiss, of-
fer for making consciousness entirely physical?
"As soon as soclal organigation and
social achievement had reached a cer-
tain stage the difference between man
and the animals seemed to be more than
a difference of anatomy and physiology."75
Darwinian evolution 18 here stated as a fact, Is it a
fact, or has contemporary 8cience discarded this untenable and

fanciful hypothesisy Prof. Welss himeelf disbelieves it:
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"Man was said to know, feel, perceive,
judge, and even create his universe,
Coglto, ergo sum, does not seem to be an
animal reaction or the product of an auto-
maton,.,It is this gap between animal and
man which behaviorism is trying to reduce
to purely mechanical components, and
against which traditional and popular
psychology sre most active, "/

The Behaviorist is trying to make the impossible pos-
gible, We, therefore, conclude:

1. Behaviorism, according to Wgtson and
Meyers and Weiss, will never reduce the gap
between brute and man, between material and
spiritual; therefore Behaviorism is attempt-
ing an impossible task,

2. For the gap is not one of mere com-
plexity, but a difference in KIND, Just as
vital and non-vital can never be identified,
neither cen brute and man, Until black be-
comes white, and white becomes black under
precisely the same conditions, then and then
only, will brute become man, and man become
brute, But such a time will never come, for
contraries will ever remain opposed, and
therefore, two contraries can never both be-
come true at the same time under precisely
the same conditions,

3. Therefore, Behaviorism throws reason
and logic and science to the winds, and that
is why this thesis proves and maintains that
the scientific behaviorist is unscientific,

Thile we are on the question of science in psychology,
it may be instructive to inquire for what scientific reasons
the Behaviorist ignores the mind and consciousness, and a for-
ttori the substance underlying these functions, the human soul,

the study of which constitutes, real, honest,iscieatific, human,

behavéoristic study.
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WHY DOES’THE BEHAVIORIST IGNORE MIND OR CONSCIOUSNESS?
why does the behavioristic psychology make an i1licit transition

fgrom the animistic conception of human behavior to the mechan-

istic?

“The behaviorist affirms that his science
is 8 study of the material, biological, me-
chanical, and soclial antecedents that are at
the basis of human achievement,..To speak of
investigating a non-material, non-biological,
non-mechanical, non-causal entity has simply
no scientific meaning. *77

It has no scientific mean;ng for the Behaviorist perhaps
He it is that is ignorant of an entity that can put 1life into
our mechanical, lifeless psychology. Only a soul can make psy-
chology dynamic! What is it, may we ask, in human beings that
is dynamic, that is conscious?

“(1) Either the brain thinks, that is,
material substance is the substrate of
conscious processes;

(2) Or the nonsmaterial thinks, that
is, the soul thinks;

(3) Or neither the mind nor the soul
thinks, But we have conscious processes
alone, "7

In this enumeration Moore has included all the poaeib—
i1lities, Wundt held the view of conscious processes alone, a
position untenable, because we simply cannot conveive of action
without an actor, o a motion without anything moving, or thought
without a thinker,

Given conscious processes, we must thereupon conclude

that these sctivities are manifestations of some underlying sub-

stance that is responsible for them, Now this substance is
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either the brain or the soul; but the brain is material. We
shall now prove scientifically and experimentally with Professor
Moore that conscious processes are not activities of matter,
that consciousness cannot be essentially brain activity,

"If identities are to be identical, and explan-
ations are to explain, we cannot identify our mental
life with chemical reactions (1life with non-1ife) or
explain consciousness in terms of energy, which is
merely that which moves s mass with a given velocity.,
If one takes a mechanical view of life at its face
value, it is nothing but a series of chemical re-
actions in which molecules, made of atoms, disinte-
grate one by one and new molecules are formed with
the elimination, or by the aid, of heat, Does this
view explain how a chemical reaction can be conscious
of itself, or how one chemical reaction can be con-
scious of another?"(7

A dance of stoms can never be identified with the sen-

setion of red,

"The dancing atoms have no identity whatsoever
with, they do not even bear a resemblance to, a
sensation, They cannot, therefore, explain even a
sensation, let alone the higher thought processes
and the activity of the will, If, therefore, there
must be some substrate of conscious processes, some-
thing which is active when the mind is conscious,
and if this cannot be a material substance, then
there must be a non-material substance, that is to
say, a spiritual substance or esoul, "78

It has been said that psychology has lost, first its
soul, then its mind, and finally 1ts conscliousness, and so be-
came mechanistic. Let us not 1033 our mind but loose our mind,
let us be open-minded, That is the real scientific attitude,
Then we shall be conscious of the fact that the mechanistic the-

ory of today is driving us straight into the open arms of the

vitalistic theory of tomorrow!
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THE DUALIST AND CONSCIOUSNESS. Mind, then, and con-
;ciousnése must be regarded hot as a material structure of the
juman body but as a function of the‘éoul. No other position is
renable in experimental psychology as we have demonstrated, Ac-
sording to this view, there is no consciousness as a unitary
structure, but conscious processes, not mind but mental processep
1f we speak strictly and scientifically, not sensation but sen-
goTy processes, not pleasantness or unpleasantness, but only
pffective proceeses, not a will but willing processes or activi-
ties of the soul, Psychologically, all these processes must be
regarded as functions of one and the same essentially unchanging
soul,

THE DUALIST AND HIND, If mind is not & structure, if
it is not a substance, and if consciousness is a function of the}
soul, what, then, is mind? 1It, too, is a function of the soul,
How do mind and consciousness differ? Mind is the totaslity of
conscious processes, it is the sum total of those non-material
forces controlling our human behavior, Is not mind, then, a
structure? It is not, for the sum total of comsclous processes
can never equal a structuee, Stout defines mind similarly:

#A mind is the unity of manifold
succeseive and simultaneocus modes of
consciousness in an individual whole, "7°

In other words, we can say with Titchener that mind is

the sum total of conscious activitiesy; activities of what? Of

an experiencing self, the EGO. This is our next topic,

———
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3,

. EXPERIMENTAL PSYCHOLOGY,

B, HUMAN BEHAVIOR AND THE *EGO, ™

Mind has been defined as the sum total of conscious ac-
tivities, But activities demand an actor, a unity of past and
present conscious processes demand a unifying principle, for
which, as we have proved, there is no room in the behavioristic
electron-proton evolutionary and mechanistic theory, This is
another stumbling-block to the Behaviorist, Prof., Weises writes:

"Professor Titchener more than any other
investigator has proposed rigorous defini-
tions for such terme as mind, consciousness,
mental element, but inevitably some inner
aspect, ‘an experiencing self,' proves a
stumbling~-block against the uniformity in
accepting or understanding the definitions
that are proposed. "

It is not only a stumbling-block, it is an insurmount-
able obstacle, it is beyond the understanding of the Behaviorisf
How did Titchener, himeelf a orypto-materialist, dispose of that
"Experiencing Self}¥ He annlhilated it And alliin the name of
Science, of Psychology! Profesaor>Gruender summarizes well the
"gnnihilation of the Ego from Consciousness" in his excellent
book "Psydhology without a Soul," in the chapter entitled aptly:

“THE PROTON PSENDOS OF MODERN PSYCHOLOGY.®




60
THE ANNIHILATION OF THE "EGO" FROM PSYCHOLOGY IS THE
|ANNEHILATION OF TRUTH IN THE NAME OF SCIENCE! The Ego, that
well-known, directly known abiding entity, must go, must be
entirely eliminated from psychology.

¥"But psychology, if it is to be a scien-
tific psychology, cannot recognize this
truth /of the Ego/ a® we have heard Prof.
Titchener state., And he voices only the
general trend of thought among modern psy-
chologists, The datum of scientific psy-
chology is: Thought processes are going
on in the world, 8cientific psychology
demands that mental phenomena be expressed
impersonalg{ much as we say, for instance,
it rains, "

But why must the person, why must "I," the Ego, why
must this datum which is so unavoidable be excluded, and why
must merely impersonal datum be datum of scientific psychology?
%hy can it not recognize the Ego, the substantial principle of
thought? Professor Gruender, who studied under Professor Tit-

chener, gives the following reason:

"The reason, we are told, is because the
object of scientific psychology is 'mind, not
as popularly understood, but mind accessible
to experiment.,® Prof, Titchener, however,
forgets that mind ie really not accessible to
experiment except as a substantial principle
of thought, expressed by the personal pronoun
'I1', For no mental fact can be observed even
superficially, and still less be subjected to
experimental research, except by means of
introspection or internal experience,. Every
act of introspection reveals the substgntial
subject of conscious states, the EGO, &2

Is this last statement true? If it is, how is it pos-

gsible for Titchener, introspection's champion, eliminaténg all
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personality from his psychology, to eliminate the Ego? We

chellenge him to remove the ego from common parlance, What

ghall be the result.

"Thie /the presence of the Ego in introspection/
is so true, that even Prof, Titchener himself in
his supreme effort to eliminate the Ego from the
expression of internal experiences 1in that espeo-
imen of scientific language which engaged our at-
tention,, ('Mind splits up into consciousnesses,
the breakfast-consciousness, the newspaper-and-
correspondence-consciousness, etc, ') was obliged
to prefix the Ego of antediluvian days in the
shape of the pluralls majestaticus: 'To put the
matter crudely, WE begin the day with a getting-
up consciousness, "&3

And s0 we must agree with Prof, Gruender who must agree
with Prof. Titchener, that this is putting the matter crudely,
in fact, very crudely, if indeed the personal pronoun must
needs be excluded from the terminology of scientific psychology.

If Scientific Behaviorism or scientific psychology de-
nies at the very outset the substantial principle of thought,
the Ego or the Experiencing Self, that psychology commits a

sulicidal blunder,

THE "EGO* AND THE DUALIST, What are the experimental
facts of personal experience, of being conscious of the Ego in
action? Can these be verified whenever desired? A comprehensivd
yet brief description which answers these question has been fur-
nished to us by the Professor of Experimental Psychology at 8¢,

Louis University, whose psychology recogniges the existence of

;the soul:




"I am able to observe and study my own
thoughts, I can make the reasoning process
and my own reasoning Ego, the subject of my
study, The marvellous part of this intro-
spective activity of our mind is the per-
fect identity of the thinking subject and
the object of thought. This power of intro-
spection is one of the main sources of ra-
tional psychology and the condig&o—sine—quap
non of empirical psychology..."

The next psychological fact punctures meterialism,

"Now this mental phenomenon (the fact of
perfect psychological reflexion) finds no
anslogon in the realm of the material world;
nay more, it is in direct opposition to the
known properties of matter,..that an atom
act upon itself is repugnant to the known
nature of matter, Yet every hypothesis,
making the brain the organ of introspective.
thought, meets precisely with the difficulty
just mentioned, "85

What, then, does peychology with a soul and with an
Ego maintain scientifically by experimentation by means of
introspection?
"Through psychological reflexion we
never perceive the Ego except in some
act of cognition or volition, sensitive
or rationsal...A thought or volition with-
out ‘a subject is never met with in our
experience; we always perceive the thought
and volition in the concrete, i,e,, the
Ego thinking, the Igo willing, "86
A study of human behavior, therefore, convinces us that
we always catch the Ego in sction, Destroy the Ego and there
is no human activity. The Ego with its power of Introspection
will ever remain the pillar, the sine-qua-non condition of

Experimental, or more strictly speaking of Empirical Psychology.




CHAPTER V.

¥SCIENTIFIC BEHAVIORISM" IS UNSCIENTIFIC.,

1. UNSCIENTIFIC BEHAVIORISTIC POSTULATES, Is the galaxy|
of postulates of the Scientific Behaviorist scientific? Here ig
nebubus array of nebuloue Behavioristic “postulates:"
"(1) I assume that & reformation of the
psychological postulates is justified,
if it/Behaviorism/ establishes a method-
ology which replaces the mind-body dual-
ism by a systematic monism based on the
assumptions of the physical sciences, "87
This thesis has proved the impossibility of the replace-
ment of‘the mind-body dualism by systematic materialistic and
mechanistic Monism, The Behaviorist Welss "postulates" that

#(2) fme postulates are assumed to be
forme of motion, "&8

Materialistic monism has never justified this ancient
assumption, The Scholastic philosopher might ssk: "How can an
immaterial being move froﬁ place to place if it is not in a
plece?® But this gquestion voﬁid be beyond the comprehension of
Materialistic Behaviorism,

"(3) The universe is the sum of the move-
ments of its fundamenta]l elements, the
electrons and protons, "

. This thesis has demonstrated-the existence of nom-
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meterial entities in the world, and consequently the Behavior-
jstic world-view of the universe is inadequate,

n(k) The totality of these evolving dynamic
electron-proton systems: /evolving from/

free electrons and protons,

atomic types of organization,

mo lecular types,

inorganic crystalline types,

organic protoplasmic types,

Unicellar types of organization,

Multicellular or organismic types;
these in turn evolve into the

Compound pultice llular or social types of
organization...

The totality of these dynamic electron-
proton interactions forms the movement
continuum, or the Cosmos, "90

This thesis has disproved the assumptions of such a
Materialistic and Darwinian Evolution, The basic assumption
of such an Evolution is that the Cosmoe originated and evolved
entirely and only by Chance, If the Scientific Behaviorist wil#
prove to us that by casting alphabetical block he can by chance
compose a Shakespearean drama, then we shall believe him when he

asgumes and "postulstes" that this Universe, this orderly Cosmos

evolved by chance.
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"SCIENTIFIC BEHAVIORISM" IS UNSCIENTIFIC.

2, Unscientific BEHAVIORISTIC COROLLARY,

It is evident'that Science is not Mathematics, neither
does Psychology with its study of vital behavior and human ac-
tions and reactions become identical with Mathematics, But the
Scientific Behaviorist evolves an unscientific corollary from
hié unscientific assumption of electron-proton evolution,

"Traditional psychology regards man as
being controlled by a gort of spirit man
within the physical man and that the mea-

- gurement of human achievement is the mea-
suring of so-called processes as attention,
perception, wishes, volitions, images, etc.

The behaviorist regards man as a link
in the chain of physical processes which
make up the universe and with this assump-
tion goes the corollary that the measure-
ments of human behavior and of human &=
chievement are of the sgme order as
physical measurements, "J1

It is a fact that to some modern scientists Sclence is
jdentified with Mathematics, We repeat: Science and MathematicHq
are not synonymous,

This is a fundamentally erroneous corollary evolved
from the hypothesis, which today is untenable, that man is a

machine, nothing more nor less thah a complex automaton made up

o
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of nothing but blllions of electrone and protons arranged by
chance and maintained by chance in most marvellous configura-
tions as yet unfathomed by Physical Science,

In this thesls we have demonstrated that Empirical
Psychology can never be identified with Physics or Mathematics,
for human behavior does not without exception always fall into
the category of Matter, It should be evident to Behavioristic
psychologists that Psychology needs a different measuring-stick
for such processes as thinking and willing than a yard-stick or
p micrometer rule, For Psychology there is none other, espe-
cially in the reelm of Introspection or Reflexion, that is or
ever will be available while human nature and human behavior
remain what they are, than'the Consecious Ego, than this dis-
carded Experiencing Ego, without which even the yard-stick or

the micrometer rule would be useless,
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WSCIENTIFIC BEHAVIORISM® IS UNSCIENTIFIC,
3, UNSCIENTIFIC BEHAVIORISTIC ETHICS,

The Behavioristic Psychologist becomes and evolves into
yn Ethical Philosopher, Here is the treatment on the Ethics of
yuman behsvior which does no credit to Sclentific Behaviorism,
lere is the evidence, quoted from Weiss' Behavioristic Theory:

"If the assumption that a rigid mechanism may
underlie human behavior and human achievement

has a probability sufficiently high to receive

scientific recognition, then in the formulation
of the future program of social control there

will be a reaction against some of the norms
which have been developed under a traditional and

nonscientific ethics, "

This is not scientific, this is ridiculous) There is
10t the probability of one chance in a trillion that this Cosmos
a8 evolved according to rigid mechanistic and Darwinistic "pos-
tulates, " But the Behaviorist is undaunted, he is brave, he
thinks that his theory may some day attain "a probability eufw
riciently high to receive scientific recognition," Much ke ss
this being Science, it is not even gambling, for the Behaviorist
a8 not even a gambler's chance for his dreams to come true,

Since mechanistic behaviorism is non-scientific be-
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it is erroneous to maintain that man has evolved from "primeval
ooze" and nothing more, such erroneous and unscientific psy-
chology is not entitled to generate and evolve scientific be-
havioristic ethics, Scientific ethics must ever be based upon
a true knowledge of human nature, It is a historically unde-
niable fact that human nature is essentially fixed, and so it
follows that morslity and human ethice in their fundamental
principles are fixed essentially and eternally, But the Be-
haviorist, Weiss, believes in ethical evolution also,

"Extending the time limits backward to
the beginning of the species homo sapiens,
anthropologists would probably predict in-
creasing variasbility., This seems to speak
against the stable equilibrium principle

and against the probability o§ an unchange
ing norm for human behavior, "J3

No need to remark more than that some of our modern
Anthropologists, as prophets of Darwinian Evolution, have turn
out to be False Prophets, But the Behaviorist unscientifically
believes them, He bases his entire science of Behaviorism upon
their predictions, upon the "Variability" of their shifting
sands:

"of the four types of theories presented,
the VARIABILITY theory,..,based upon life
from non-life.,..8eems to conform best with
the facts found in the evolution of human
behavior. .. "§8

We must interrupt such nonsense! Darwin and Huxley and

Speneer and Stanley Hall have introduced nothing but erroneous

foundations when they propounded the theory of Unilinear
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Evolution, life from non-1life, The work# of Kircher, loeuwen-
hoek, Schwan, Spallanzani, Pasteur and Twyndall have given the
death-blow to that false hypothesis: "All Iife from non-life, "
The only scientific fact that we know regarding Evolution, whichl
1e incontrovertible, is: "All 1life from life," Interpreted
negatively, this means: ¥No life from non-1life, *
But Professor Weiss logically concludeé:
"The variability theory seems to conform
best with the facts found in the evolution
of human behavior, and the behaviorist's
problem thus becomes that of showing that

this variability may be a mechanical func-
tion of biophysical and biosocial causes, "95

The unscientific aspect and the 'immoral'! probabilities
of the Behavioristic quest, engender a scruple in the mind of
the Behaviorist:

HIf normality is measured by the degree
of stabllity of the species, the terms %ood
and bad mean something different than i
normality between internal asnd external
relations is based upon the extension of
geographic range, or on an increase of po-
pulation, There are strong objections
againet introducing ethical implications
into animal behavior but in the face of
the fruitfulness of the phylogenetic method
in the study of human behavéor, this objec-
tion is likely to vanish, "9

We lesve the Behaviorist with his scruple, Whatever
the Behaviorist may be, psychologist, philosopher, ethician, one
thing is sure--—and it is precisely this that our thesis aimed
to prove-——THE YSCIENTIFIC BEHAVIORIST" I8 NOT SCIENTIFIC,
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#SCIENTIFIC BEHAVIORISM" IS UNSCIENTIFIC,
4, UNSCIENTIFIC BEHAVIORISTIC BIAS,
After lauding natural science, Prof, Weiss says:
"From social science we have secured better
organization, better training, but we have
scarcely started on the path of an equitable
distribution among individuals of the bene-
fits of science, For too many of us more
machinery means less leisure, The benefilts
of science are wasted upon a few at the
expense of the many, "
This knowledge is common property. But
“The benefits of science are wasted upon
a few at the expense of the many, This is
a vestige of the type of ethics in which
every individual was regarded as the ser=
vant of some superhuman being or force by
whom or by which his social status was de
termined at the time of his birth, "98
Professor Weiss is not epeaking here as a Scientist
and Psychologist but as an Ethician! He is planning a program
out of his own specialty; he is plainly beyond his ken, He
seems to have confused Nietzeche's Superman with the All-Perfect
Being! His theeis is untenable in the 1light of the historical
research of our own day. His attitude has been characterigzed
as a "conspiracy against the truth." It is a "spotted" heri-
tage of the Protestant Revolution, It is an unscientific at-

titude of a materialistic and mechanietic "science, '




CHAPTER VI,

SUMMARY and CONCLUSION,

I. A problem and conflict arise when the Behaviorist
explicitly condemns all other psychologists as unscientific,
and declares himself to be the only scientist and psychologist
who studies human behavior scientifically, This claim is chalw
lenged and inveetigated in this thesis: "Is the 'Scientific!
Behaviorist Scientific?* The two conflicting theories regardin&
the basis of human behavior are presented and analyzed: (1) the
position of the Behaviorist, who is a materialistic and mechan-
istic Monist, and (2) the position of the Dualistic Vitalist,

II. These positions evidently are fundamentally con-
tradictory; therefore, one must be false, We discover that in
defining his ultimate basic position and fundamental principle
the Behaviorist makes the fatal error of confusing a postulate,
which is a proved fact, and an assumption, which is an unproved
hypothesis,

III, The oppoeition between the Monistic Hehaviorist
and the Dualistic Vit;list is essentially and fundamentallya
conflict between Hylomorphic Dualism and rigorously determin-

tstic, evolutionary mechanistic, and "scientifically" Darwin-
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istic, electro-protonistic, ontogenetically and phylogeneticallﬁ
recapitularistic, unequivocally Behavioristic Monism, ,Accordin%
to the Behaviorist, human behavior is merely the energy of phys
ical motion which can be calculated and determined and predicted
with metaphysical and absolute mathematical precision, This
position manifestly contradicts every-day experience regarding
the freedom of individual human behavior, The Vitalist, there-
fore, relying upon direct experience and soientifically giti-
mate empirical data, does sclentifically maintain that a part oq
human behavior is undeniably free and is physically and morally
undetermined before the act is posited, He is sﬁpported in his
view by Common Sense furnishing to his Thesis the Universal Con-
sent of Manking, He, the Dualistic Vitalist, is the champion of]
this Popular Psychology, which is refined but unchanged essen-
tially by Empirical, Experimental, or Rat;onal Psychology.

Reviewing the History of Psychology with its material-
istic errors, from the‘time of Plato and Aristotle through 8t,
Thomas Aquinas and Mercier to this our day to whbm human beha~
vior and Scientific Psychology was an absorbing pioblem, we can
see clearly that, in order to avoid erros and really explain hud
man behavior, we are forced to accept the hylomorphic theory of
matter and soul, of these two principles, one of which is mate-
risl end inactive, and the other is spiritual and dynamic, This
theory does not admit that deadly epigram: "All 1life from non-
life!" which the Behaviorist accept unquestioningly, but which

—4s-scientifically -inadmisaible
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IV. ©Next, the scientific, psychological views of the

Behaviorist and Vitalist are contrasted and investigated as to
their scientific validity and degree of cogency when the fol-
lowing problems are enalyzed:

1, The subject-matter of General Psychology.

2. The subject-matter of Empirical Psychology.
This Special Psychology, experimenting with a human being and
his behavior, demands & study of:

1. Human behavior and the vital principls or Soul,

2, Human behavior and Consciousness or Mind,

3. Human behavior and the Experiencing Subject,Ego,
This scientific investigation reveals the fact that the Behavion

1

ist does not do what he promised and set out to do, namely,to
explain the phenomena of human behavior; he eéither denies these

phenomena or deliberately ignores them,

V. This concluding chapter reviews facts and arguments
previously offered, Its conclusions prove beyond the least
poseibility of doubt that the "Scientific® Behaviorist is
amagingly unscientific in his study of human behavior, with his

1, Unscientific postulate, which is an assumption
believing mechanistic and darwinistic evolution as true;

2, Unscientific corollary, believing all of humen
behavior to be physical motion and mathematically sure:

3, Unscientific morality, of the laissez-faire,
individualistic, godless type, theoretically discarded;

4, Unscientific prejudice, denying God and deifying
Man, The Behaviorist should know that only a fool says
in his heart: "There is no GodJ}"




APPENDICES,

PROLOGUE,

Catholic Psychology is Scientific Psychology because
it is true and universal, Other psychologies, as, for example,
Behaviorism, are only partially true, because they only discern
the human in man and are blind to the divine in him, In the
following appendices, it is my intention to discuss human beha-
vior in so far as 1t is an imitation or participation of Divine
behavior, for human 1life is essentially an imitation or partic-
ipation of Divine Life! The Behaviorist denies God and recog-
niges only mechanical energy to be a fact in human behavior;
the Vitalist knows that man hae 1life, but that God is life,
and he knows that energy exists, but that God is the Energist,)

S8ince the phenomenon "Motion" is characteristic of
all life, and since the Behaviorist has confused vital motion
with physical motion until he has identified material and psy-
chic motions, we propose, with God's help, to discuss:

1. Human behavior 1is vital action, is vital motion,

2, Does motion prove the existence of God?
3, Whence comes vital motion?




APPENDIX I.

WHETHER HUMAN BEHAVIOR IS PROPERLY VITAL MOTION?

Vital motion demands 1life, What is life? To answer,
we musk ask first: "What beings have l1life?" Considering the
characteristics of living beings in the world around us, it 1s
clear to us that those beings are properly called living that
move themselves by some kind of motion, whether this motion is
properly so called or motion in a more genersl sense, g8 when
predicated of the act or "energeia' of a perfect thing, as

nunderstanding" and "feeling" are called motion, Accordingly,
all things are sald to be alive that determine themselves to
motion or operation of any kind,

And what 1s 1life? To live is nothing else than to
exist in this or that nature, and 1ife signifies this living
or existing, fhough in the abstract,

Hence, to say that a thing is alive is to predicate of
1t something substantial and not merely accidental, Sometimes,
however, life is used 1ess properly for the operations ffom
which its name is taken. In all events, life implies some king

of self-movement,
Hee man 1ife? Not only hae man 1life, but he has it in

the highest degree of all visible creation, To prove that th11
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is true, let the btehavior of living thingse be produced as true
experimental evidence, In this discussion, living motion will
be emphasized, It must be noted that "motion" here is used in
s techhttal sense, namely, the passage or transit from one
state or stage to another state, Thus, it may be said that
different phases of 1iving behavior, different living phases
of activity are different living motions. It may further be
said, that the more perfect is vital behavior, the more per~
fect is this vital or psychic motion,

In the lowest order of living things, at the very bot=
tom of the scales of psychic activity and vital movement are
the plsants, beings which have characteristically immanent ac-
tion of bodies endowed with a psychic or vital principle, but
which do not feel ér understand or will, By immanent action
is memmt that plants operate from within, that is, that they
move themselves, when this term is used in our tecﬁnical sense,
namely, the passage from one state to another, Casual observe
ation of plant behavior is sufficient to convince anyone that
these beings possess the characteristics of living things, such
movements as nutrition, growth, reproduction; regeneration,
decay and many other anabolic and katabolic processes,

But plants possess only one of the ﬁhree specific move-
ments of living things, 8Specifically, these three movements
are vegetation, sensation, intellection, That plants lack

powers of cognition muet be conceded until experimental or
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objective evidence prove the contrary.

Ih 8 higher order must be classified the vital move-
ments of animels. Ordinarily, an animal is sald to live when
it moves itself; and as long as such motion appears in it, it
is considered to be alive, By ite own natural powers, an animal
moves itself from place to place, Its activity, therefore, is
also immanent, a characteristic of living beings alone, 8uch
operations ere called immanent and manifest vital activity whose
principles are within the operator. In virtue of its vital
principle the animal produces a characteristic, animal operation
of which the plant is incapable, namely, movement from place to
place or locomotion, |

But animals possess a still higher type of vital mo-
tion; they manifest sense cognition, Their end organs for cog-
nizing sensible objects are analogous to human organs. To deny
sense cognition to snimals as a property endowed them by nature
is to render their locomotion purposeless,

It has likewise been observed that the more perfect
the sensorium of animals, the more perfect is their power of
gelf-movement. Such as‘have only the sense of touch move so
slowly as to be almost indistinguishable from plants; whereas
such as& have true sense power besides touch, not merely cognige
objecte in contact with them, but objects apart from themselves,

As these animals can cognize objects at a distance, they are

found to possess locomotive powers in proportion so that they
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can move themselves to conaidcrable distances by progressive
contractions and relaxations.

A more perfect degree of 1live and psychic motion is
found in intelligent beings, That which progresses by a res~-
soning process from a principle to a conclusion, or from con-
crete and specific instances to a general law, can be sald to
possess a higher species of psychic motion. 1If, further, in
such beings, understanding is considered as a species of psy-
chic motion, of a psychic traneit from one state to another,
that which understands undubitably itself is wery properly
gaid to move itself, Such movement is characteristically hu-

man movement; therefore, human behavior is properly vital

motion,




APPENDIX II.

DOES MOTION PROVE THE EXISTENCE OF GOD?

There are two kinds of movements or actions or motions,
transient and immanent, In transient action a being effects a
transference of energy from itself to anothér, energy goes out
of it to another and so effects a change in some external mat-
ter, as in heating or cutting; in immanent motion, the action
remains in the agent, as in acts of understanding, willing, or
feeling., Transient action is a perfection of the thing moved,
not of the mover., Immanent action is a perfection of the agent,
Immanent action is called movement because of its similarity to
transient action, Transient movement, the only one the Behavi-
orist sees and properly cognizee, ie something imperfect, some-
thing which exists potentially. Immanent movement is a perfec-
tion and is not potential, but actual, Motion in this second
sense belongs most properly to God, less properly to man, God
moves Himself, and man imitates God in this behavior, inaemuch
as that which understands itself is said to move itself, And so
motion, that is Immanent Movement belongs most properly to God,

and is less perfect in man,

The argument for the existence of God can be proposed
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according to the "dunamis" and "energeia" theory of Aristotle,

or potency and act of 8t, Thomas, let the Behaviorist here noté

that Aristotle's 'energeis" 1s toto coelo different from the

mechanistic, physical and material energy of Modern Science,

We enunciate the principle: "Whatever is moved, is
moved by something else" (quidquid movetur, ab alio movetur,)
This principle means that nothing moves itself when used in
the widest sense, or that whatever moves from one term to any
other term is moved by another thing. It strictly means (and
so is here accepted) that whatever passes from "dunamis" to
"energeia®, i,e,, from potency or potentiality to act, must be
asctuated by something else, |

As regards living be;ngs in this 1life we admit that
they have movement of themselves, but only partially and ime
perfectly, In some way or other they require something else,
at least to initiate the moveﬁent, even though it be self-move-]
ment, Moreover, in so far as they come into being and thus

psss ex potentia in actum, they require something distinct

from themselves, according to the above principle,

It is God, the Universal Mover (Plato) Who gives mo-
tion to all beings, He alone does not move in the sense of
passing from potency to act, He is therefore the Motor Immobilip
(Aristotle); but He does move most Perfectly in the sense that
He understands and wills mdst perfectly, Therefore, God is at
once the Prime and Ultimate Mover of all being, Himeelf being

unmoved, and Perfection Himself moving Himself alone.




APPENDIX III,

WHENCE COMES VITAL MOTION?

The Behaviorist is seeking the anager to human behavior
and to all vital motions in matter, "in mud'" Will he find it9
If out previous proofs are true, and they are, the beginning
and end of 1life, the Alpha and Omega of Life and of human be-
havior is God, the Motor Immobilis! For God is life and Life ig
God, Behavior and Motion in the most perfect sense, with no
admixture of matter or any other imperfection is found in God
alone, If the Behaviorist wishes to study pure‘and unadulterat}
ed motion, here is his opportunity - let him study Perfect Mo-
tion, let him study the Perfect Mover, God Himself! The Life of]

Al11 Living)

"Seek life wherever one will, it will be found in no
one but God, Draw 'the bolt of Nature's secrecies'; study the
'swift importings on the wilful face of skies,' ILife is not
there,

"Rejoice in the evening, when she lights 'her glimmer-
ing tapers round the day's dead sanctities, ! Life is not there,

laugh 'in the morning's eyesl)' Triumph and sadden
'with 211 weather'; weeg with heaven and make its 'sweet tears'
'sglt' with your own, ife is not there,

"Lay your heart to beat againet 'the red throb of' the
‘gsunset-heart,,.and share commingling heat.' Life is not there,

"Delay the quest for life until 'mangled youth lies
dead beneath the heap' of years and deys 'have crsckled and
gone up in smoke,' Life 1s not there,

"Go out beyond this 'mist of tears' and 'running
laughter,' travel 'across the margent of the world,' trouble
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the ‘'gold gatewaye of the stars,' smite ‘'for shelter on their
clang®¥d bvars,',., 'rise from this valley of death,' repose not,
rest not in this imperfect communion of created 1ife with ore—
ated life; be satisfied only where 'hid battlements of eternity
are reached where there is 1ife which is the Infinite Sommunion
of the Infinite with Itself, the Original Life of all Beings,
the Eternal Life whence has emanated all that lives---God,. the
LIFE OF ALL LIVING, the lLife of all living., By it the angels
are immortal; but It our souls have an imperishable existence;
by It the animals move and grow; by It the plants have their
being.

"If It should disappear all earthly life would fall in-
to nothingness for all 1life on this globe 18 borrowed, Life is
not a push from below but a gift from above; human 1life is not

perfection of animal life; it is an imperfect representation
of Divine Life, There is no spontaneous generation in this
world, either naturally or supernaturally, Life must come from

Life,

"When we return to It we liffe, when we depart from It
we die---and that Life---the Divine Life—-—the only lLife, the
Life which all seek, many without knowing it, is the LIFE OF
GOD, the Life wherein all life rests; the Father, Son and Holy
Ghoet to Whom be all honor and glory forever, "

(Ref, - THE LIFE OF ALL LIVING - Rev, Fulton J. Sheen, pp.35-8,

L, D. 8,
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