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OF THE GOOD. 161

we might nevertheless ask the question: granting that
human knowledge does exist as a fact, what conception
have we to form of the constitution of the human mind
in order to explain this fact? In the same way we can
treat the ethical problem: granted that morality, <.e.,
conduct regulated by the sense of obligation, does exist,
what conception have we to form of human nature so
that this fact may become intelligible to us?' This way
of putting the question, of formulating metaphysical pro-
blems, opens the door to a peculiar and novel form of
speculation; it invites the thinking mind to go as it were
behind the ultimate data of consciousness, to construe, so
to speak, an ideal ground or process,’ lying beneath or be-
hind consciousness, through and out of which the ultimate
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