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    This collection brings together two closely related philosophical essays by Bernard Bosanquet, a central figure of British Idealism. The Distinction between Mind and its Objects and On some Points in the Metaphysic and Logic of the New Realism address, from complementary angles, the terms on which thought engages a world it seeks to know. The scope is limited and precise: essential shorter works that crystallize Bosanquet’s arguments about experience, judgment, and objectivity. The aim is not a comprehensive omnibus, but a focused dossier on a persistent problem in metaphysics and logic, curated to illuminate the unity and tensions in his approach.

Both texts belong to the genre of philosophical essays, composed in argumentative prose rather than in the treatise form or as introductory surveys. They pursue questions at the intersection of metaphysics, epistemology, and logic, testing distinctions and tracing their consequences through carefully staged analyses. The Distinction between Mind and its Objects examines conceptual articulation in experience; the companion critique of the New Realism confronts a contemporary movement with contrasting commitments. Readers should expect dense reasoning, principled use of examples, and sustained attention to the structure of judgment, rather than narrative, verse, or personal correspondence. The collection thus represents Bosanquet’s discursive, analytic mode.

Unifying the essays is a single question: how the life of mind is distinct from, yet answerable to, what it takes as its object. Bosanquet treats this not as a psychological puzzle but as a logical-metaphysical articulation of experience, consistent with the Hegelian-influenced strand of British Idealism with which he is associated. Whole and part, relation and term, immediacy and mediation, figure centrally in his vocabulary. He writes as a systematic thinker, exploring how judgments claim objectivity and how that claim depends on the organization of meanings. The recurring signature is a patient ascent from common distinctions to their systematic implications.

The Distinction between Mind and its Objects begins from the intuition that knowing presupposes a difference between the knower and what is known, then examines how that difference is to be drawn without dissolving their connection. The essay contends with confusions that arise when mental acts and their contents are collapsed, and with errors that follow when objects are construed as wholly independent of cognitive form. It offers an analysis of judgment aimed at clarifying the conditions under which an object can be said to be before the mind. The emphasis falls on the logical articulation of experience rather than on empirical psychology.

On some Points in the Metaphysic and Logic of the New Realism turns to a then-current school that challenged idealist assumptions by insisting on the independent, externally related character of objects and facts. Bosanquet’s engagement is diagnostic rather than merely adversarial: he identifies points at which the New Realism’s claims depend on logical theses that, he argues, are unstable or incomplete. The piece examines how relations, truth, and reference are conceived, and whether the movement’s proposed ontology can accommodate the unity exhibited in judgment and knowledge. The result is both a critique and a clarification of the alternatives at stake in early twentieth‑century debates.

The style across both essays is characteristic of Bosanquet’s philosophical practice: methodical exposition, careful definition of terms, and a willingness to follow an argument into its systematic consequences. He moves deliberately, preferring the slow testing of distinctions to rhetorical assertion, and he coordinates logical analysis with metaphysical reflection rather than treating them as separate enterprises. The prose is rigorous without being technical for its own sake, and the argumentative rhythm relies on cumulative clarification rather than on isolated theses. Readers encounter an author who prizes coherence and who measures proposals by their power to explain how knowledge secures determinate, communicable objects.

Arranged together, these essays serve students and scholars seeking an accessible entry into Bosanquet’s metaphysics and logic, as well as readers mapping the transition from nineteenth-century idealism to twentieth-century realism. They illustrate the continuity of a question that remains central: how mind achieves objectivity without effacing its own contribution. Their significance lies less in doctrine than in discipline, modeling a way of thinking that proceeds by articulation, critique, and reconstruction. As a collection of essential essays rather than a complete works, this volume foregrounds the problems that organize Bosanquet’s oeuvre and invites renewed engagement with their philosophical promise.
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    In late-Victorian Britain, philosophy was reshaped by a revival of German idealism centered at Oxford. Under T. H. Green’s tutorship at Balliol in the 1860s–1870s, and alongside figures such as Edward Caird and F. H. Bradley, Bernard Bosanquet absorbed a view of knowledge as inseparable from a coherent social and intellectual whole. The founding of Mind in London in 1876 created a venue where idealists argued that thought structures experience. This intellectual milieu framed Bosanquet’s lifelong concern with the relation between knowing and what is known, from which The Distinction between Mind and its Objects drew its systematic ambition and vocabulary.

The same decades saw scientific naturalism challenge idealist claims. Charles Darwin’s On the Origin of Species (1859) and the spread of laboratory method—exemplified by Wilhelm Wundt’s Leipzig institute in 1879—encouraged accounts of mind grounded in physiology and experiment. William James’s Principles of Psychology (1890) and later pragmatism proposed experience prior to abstract categories. Across Europe, debates on psychologism pressed logic toward empirical explanation. Bosanquet, influenced by Hegelian critiques and by the anti-psychologism shaping British logic, insisted that logical objects are not reducible to mental states. His essays defend this distinction while acknowledging the newfound authority of the sciences of mind.

In logic and mathematics, breakthroughs unsettled older frameworks. Gottlob Frege’s Begriffsschrift (1879) and the development of symbolic logic by Giuseppe Peano (1889) promised a calculus of inference independent of metaphysical commitments. In Britain, the Cambridge revolution gathered momentum as Bertrand Russell and Alfred North Whitehead published Principia Mathematica (1910–1913), recasting logical relations and analyzing propositions. Bosanquet’s earlier Logic (1888; revised 1911) exemplified idealist holism, yet he engaged the new techniques critically. The distinction between mind and object had to be reargued in light of propositional analysis, reference, and denotation, which threatened to reify objects apart from the activity of thought.

Across the Atlantic, the New Realism crystallized in a cooperative volume published in New York and Boston in 1912 by E. B. Holt, W. T. Marvin, W. P. Montague, R. B. Perry, W. B. Pitkin, and E. G. Spaulding. Drawing upon contemporary psychology and a direct theory of perception, they contended that knowledge directly apprehends independent objects and external relations. Their theses circulated quickly in Mind and the Journal of Philosophy (founded 1904), provoking British replies. Bosanquet’s On some Points in the Metaphysic and Logic of the New Realism addresses these claims, testing whether realism’s ontology and logic can handle universals, error, and the unity of complex content.

At Cambridge, a distinctively British realism had already undermined idealist dominance. G. E. Moore’s 1899 attack on the doctrine that to be is to be perceived, and Russell’s analyses of acquaintance, descriptions (1905), and external relations, reoriented epistemology around common-sense objects and logical form. This shift made Bosanquet’s positions appear embattled but also sharpened his arguments. By confronting Moorean realism and Russellian logic, he clarified how objects can be objective without being ontologically severed from the structures of judgment. The two essays in this collection thus stand within a London–Cambridge exchange that defined early twentieth-century British philosophy.

Institutional settings shaped their reception. The Aristotelian Society, founded in London in 1880, and university seminars in Oxford and Cambridge provided forums where idealists and realists debated method and doctrine before overlapping audiences of philosophers and psychologists. Bosanquet, active in the Society and a frequent contributor to Mind, presented arguments that balanced technical logic with broader metaphysical concerns, ensuring wide notice among scholars and educated readers. The expanding lecture circuit, including public series in London and Scotland, carried these exchanges beyond specialist circles, reinforcing the urgency of clarifying how mental acts, logical form, and the object of knowledge are related.

World War I transformed the intellectual climate. From 1914, anti-German sentiment and practical wartime demands diminished prestige for Hegelian metaphysics in Britain, while analytic methods promised clarity and utility. Universities redirected curricula toward science and technical subjects, and younger philosophers took Moore and Russell as guides. Bosanquet’s late work, including the St Andrews Gifford Lectures of 1911–1912 and these essays, were read both as summations of British Idealism and as sophisticated rejoinders to realism’s advance. The political mood favored realism’s plain speech, yet Bosanquet’s careful distinctions remained influential among readers skeptical that objectivity could dispense with inferential unity.

Beyond Britain and America, continental debates offered further context. Neo-Kantian programs at Marburg and Baden (Hermann Cohen, Paul Natorp; Wilhelm Windelband, Heinrich Rickert) defended the objectivity of science through the normativity of concepts, while the Brentano school analyzed intentionality. Alexius Meinong’s 1904 theory of objects and Edmund Husserl’s Logical Investigations (1900–1901) refocused attention on the relation between act, content, and object, including nonexistent objects. These developments reached Britain through reviews and visiting scholars. Bosanquet’s sustained defense of the distinction between mind and its objects reflects this wider moment, reinterpreting idealist themes to meet exacting standards of logical and phenomenological analysis.





Synopsis (Selection)




Table of Contents




    The Distinction between Mind and its Objects
An idealist analysis of how mind and object are distinguished within experience, arguing that what counts as an object is constituted by logical relations within a coherent system rather than a thing wholly outside consciousness.
Rigorous and clarificatory in tone, it foregrounds internal relations, the primacy of the whole, and a coherence-oriented view of truth—recurring motifs in Bosanquet’s philosophical style.
On some Points in the Metaphysic and Logic of the New Realism
A targeted critique of New Realism’s claim that objects exist entirely independent of mind and are linked only by external relations, exposing logical and metaphysical tensions in that stance.
More polemical while still densely argued, it defends idealist commitments to systemic unity, conceptual mediation, and the inseparability of knowing from what is known, marking continuity in Bosanquet’s method with a sharper engagement with contemporary opponents.



The Distinction between Mind and Its Objects
Main Table of Contents








Cover



Titlepage



The Distinction between Mind and its Objects



On some Points in the Metaphysic and Logic of the New Realism



The Distinction between Mind and its Objects


Table of Contents



​


The Distinction Between Mind and Its Objects.







What I desire to consider with you to-night may fairly be described as a new situation in the philosophical world[3q]. And I may begin by saying that it is satisfactory that there should be a new situation. It is a testimony to the inexhaustibleness of reality[1q], and, what is really the same thing, to the fecundity of the human mind[2q]. And in the next place, I shall attempt to shew that the nature of the new appearance constitutes a real advance. There is, indeed, always, I believe, a double interpretation possible in face of new attitudes of mind. The novelty may be satisfactory in itself, or it may be satisfactory because of its suggestions. I shall touch upon such a problem of interpretation this evening.

But the first and principal matter to which I wish to call your attention is that we have ​before us in twentieth century philosophy something which, whether unsatisfactory or not, is definitely new. Of course I do not mean that it is wholly without precedent. You can find much that has led up to it; but I do not think it has before been propounded and defended consciously and on its merits.

What is it, then, that I am speaking of? and how is it connected with the subject of this lecture?

What I am speaking of is twentieth century Realism[4q]; and the point of novelty about it,—on the whole, though not in every case, and throughout—is its contrast of principle with Materialism. Or, speaking in terms of our subject, the novelty is this; that the realism in question, though it gives much less to Mind than Idealism, gives much more to Reality than Materialism. Whether the position will prove untenable is a question to be discussed. But that the position, if tenable, would go far to rearrange the whole battlefield of, say, Idealism and Materialism, is, I think, indisputable.


 ​We all know pretty well what is meant by Materialism. Its popular aspect is summed up in a phrase of James Hinton, which I quote from memory, and shall recur to below. "What a world is that which science pronounces real; dark, cold, and shaking like a jelly." Of course there is a sheer confusion in the statement; but perhaps it embodies popular materialism none the worse for that. The idea is, in general, that such characters as shape and motion are self-existent properties of things, while colour and sound for instance are effects produced in our minds through our sense-organs, and bear no resemblance to anything in the real external objects. Now I do not say that this theory need necessarily give us a narrow view of the world; but it very naturally did so, and I believe always will do so. The reason is, that it makes us think all the things we live with and care about most, faces, voices, music, light, taste, smell—all these things are, if




	↑ Since writing this passage, I have seen "The New Realism" of the six authors. I could not altogether, from the point of view of my own studies, apply this judgment to them. They strike me as better informed outside philosophy than in it.


	↑ Ar. Proc., 1909-10, p. 32.


	↑ Ar. Proc., 1909-10, p. 32.


	↑ Prichard, Kant's "Theory of Knowledge," p. 243.
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