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88	LIFE OF
Whether such a doctrine is to he accepted or not, it Is
obvious enough that it acts disastrously on the clcarnoHB
and consistency of philosophical doctrines. Receptivity
of mind is valuable only so far as in exposition it in
balanced by certain fixed and unalterable points of view,
But if the expounder of a system of Logic is at the saint*
time always absorbing theories, even from his enemies,
we may admire his character, but we cannot always
understand Ms position. Let us take one final instance
from the sixth book of the /^*ih In writing on
Sociology Mill is very much under the influence of
Augus'te Comte and Positivism, He takes from him his
general conception of the Science, and, to a large extent,
his views on its method. But in Comte Sociology was
deduced directly from Biology: from the physical
organism we are to advance to the social organism. A
consequence is that Psychology as an introspective
science is by Comte discarded, and Cerebral Physiology
is put in its place. This Mill will by no means admit
He belongs to a school of English psychologists, and lit*
cannot set his seal to the incompetence of his teaehen.
Psychology, in consequence, must be made the founda-
tion of Sociology. The discovery is then made thai
there is yet a link missing. We cannot at once advance
from the laws of mind to the laws which govern society,
We must introduce a science which shall deal .with the
laws of character, the science which Mill term*
Ethology. Without Ethology he maintains Sociology to
be impossible. But can there be a science of Character ?
Mill, at all events, has to give it up. For some time
after the Logic came out he was busy with an attempt
to sketch such a science. But he had to confess hi*
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