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T H E 

P H I L O S O P H I C A L R E V I E W . 

T H E P O S T U L A T E S O F A S T R U C T U R A L 
P S Y C H O L O G Y / 

BI O L O G Y , defined in its widest sense as the science of life and 
of living things, falls into three parts, or may be approached 

from any one of three points of view. W e may enquire into the 
structure of an organism, without regard to function,—by analysis 
determining its component parts, and by synthesis exhibiting the 
mode of its formation from the parts. Or we may enquire into 
the function of the various structures which our analysis has re
vealed, and into the manner of their interrelation as functional 
organs. Or, again, we may enquire into the changes of form 

1 At the Ithaca meeting of the American Psychological Association, December, 
1897, Professor Caldwell read a paper (printed in the Psychological Review of July, 
1898) upon the view of the psychological self sketched in my Outline of Psychol
ogy. The present article contains a part of my reply to the criticism of Professor 
Caldwell; a full answer would require a definition of science and a discussion of the 
relation of science to philosophy. I hope to publish, later on, a second article, dealing 
with these topics. Since Professor Caldwell is really attacking, not an individual psy
chologist, but a general psychological position, the discussion of the questions raised 
by him can take an objective form. A polemic is always more telling if it be directed 
against an individual, and Professor Caldwell doubtless recognised this fact when he 
selected my book as whipping-boy. But a rejoinder in kind would, I think, be 
dreary reading, while the issues involved are serious enough to justify a broader treat
ment. 

As I shall not return to the point, I may note here that a few of Professor Cald
well's objections rest upon technical errors. This is true at least of nos. I , 8, and 9 
of his twelve arguments. Such lapses are hardly to be avoided by any one who 
travels out of his own special field into that of another discipline ; they do not at all 
impair the value of Professor Caldwell's contentions regarded as a whole. 


