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projects. The key to conservation, he thought, was to 1induce the
private landowner to conserve his own land--the ecolegical ver-

sion of demogracy. (It 1s significant that Leovold eventually
became a reluctant derender of public lands.) 8ut his 1individ-
ualism, like Thoreau’ s, was pnot unreflective. And like Thoreau,

Leopold loved his littls shack in the sand country of Wisconsin
in chat a good scholar, he theought, is like good land in being
part tame and part wild., Finally, like Thoreau and all natural-
1ELE

ke faced (and saved himself from) the hazard of misanthropy.

This book is a must feor those who are interested 1in these

dreas. And thase who have gnly read Leopold s classic, A
County Almanag, should not assume that they knoew Leopold
they have not. read HMeine's bhook.

Geattle Unaversity Daniel A. Dombrowski

Consciousness in New Hngland: FProm Puritanism and JTdeas to
Psychoanalysis and Semiotig, by James Hoopes. Baltimore:
The Johns Hopkins University Press, 1989. 294 pp.

Intellectual historian James Hoopes traces the riss and
eventual transtormation of what he cails the "consciousness con-

capt” from the L7th c&nturv to the Ll9th. He distinguishes amonag
t e models of the self aoperative within New England thouagnt and
a erience. The first stage, referrad to as that of “faculry

psychology,™ was baslc & Puritan experience and emphasized Lne
conflict between the independent faculties of the will and the
understanding. Cenptral to tnis model was the concept af conver-
sion that realigned the will so that 1t conformed to the will of
God. The Puritan sense of the self required a period of profound
humiliacian, gften brought on ty the authorities in the commnun-
1LY, 50 that mere self-will could be broken and allow for the
antrance ol saving grace.

he second model of the salf derived directly from Locke and
made central the "consciousness concept.” Unlike the Puritan
model, which stressed the importance of struggle and conflict
within the sinful self, the consciousness concept related all
experience to immediate ideas. The Lockean revelution undermined
not only innate i1deas but the concept of the wall and 1ts c¢oprol-
lary, the conscisnce. Hoopes makes it clear that the older fac-
ulty psycholegy did not fully recognize that the consciousness
concept was actually a Trojan horse designed to overthrow 1t.

Tha thir? modsl of the self, called the “modern model,’
emerged in the l9th century as a compromise with the <SOR5ClOUS-
ness COncept. Ironically, the modern model was reactionary 1in
that it went back to the pre-Lockean position an emphasizing
~onflict at the heart of the selt. Instead of speaking of cthe
self a3 a conflict between will and understanding, however, the
modern view spoke of a conflict between the CORSCLlOUSNESS and
unconscicus minds, thereby reawakening some sense of conscience
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and conversion, At the same time, the modern model made 1its
peace with the Lockean theory of Ideas bv insisTting on an impoy -
tant role for consciousness 1n the economy <f the self,

Hoopas adds one final model to these three, perhaps best
termed the "resalist semictic” model of the self. Derived Lrom
Peircs, this model de-centers the self and makes thougqht, as
expressed through signs, the basis for the self, unizh 1s thus
derived from sign systems. Rejecting Locke s noticn c¢f immediat=
“ntuitive Kknowledge, Pelrce argusd that all thougnt is mediated
in and through signs. The semiotic model 1s held to &be more
powerful and generic than the other three, which focus EGO
directly on the self rather than on signs and thought. Hoopes
1n51sts that the sem:iocic model 15 not “"glottocentric" {in Thomas
Sebenk’'s pnrase! but based >n all forms 9L Ssemiosls, lingulstis
or not. Ir rejects Che Tonsciousness concept by deriving Lhie
self from semicsis rather tnhan semiosls from the selt.

Of wparticular 1moortance 1s how Hoops deals with thinkers
who comblne aspects of two or wore of these models and therehy
reveal the tenslons within New England consclousness. Jonathkan
Edwards 1s examined 1n terms of his rejsction of Che consciaous-
ness coneeapt, At the same time, he had Lo make compromises wilth
the Lockean position, especially in his own notion that noliness
15 a percepct. Hoopes puts a gr=at deal of amphasis on Hdwards’'s
Berkeleyian 1dealism which 1nsisted that the vnity 5f the self :s
established by the Ideas in the mind of God. Edwards would allow
no limitation to divine sovereignty and thus limited human free-
dom to our mere physical mobility.

By the 19th century the consciousness conoept had firmly
rejrcted the concept of determinism, and 1cs religious corallary
of predestination and election, for an emphasis on the Lree moral
growth of the self. Yet the rise of scientific analvses of caus-
ality reintroduced determinism 1nto the debate., A compromise was
struck by locating freedom in the conscious mind and determinism
1n  the unconscious. Ironically, psychoanalyslis returned Lo a
torm of cryptu-Calvinism by mak:ing the battle between the con-
sciousness and the unconsclous the locus for moral transfor-
mation.

Hoopes traces the consciousness concept through James and
Rovce and argues that James falled to move beyond a Kind of re-
constructad belief in Ideas. His treatment of James's Erinciplas
of Psycholozy will strike many readers as cavalier and ideoclog-
ical. Hoopes states, "James, however, was the rawest empiricist
of them all, and his view were simplistic, even by late minateen-
th-century standards . . ." {p. 206). Royce fares slightly bet-
ter if only hecause he had the good fortune to know something of
Peirce’s semiotic! While Hoopes doas recognlze the epoch making
quality of Royce’s The Problem of Christjanity he fails to see

the subtle tensions among hLhe various phases in Royce's develop
ment.

Dewey L1s dismissed as a biologizer of the self who falled Lo
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develcp an adequate metaphysics within which to locate the human
process, By now, Lhis view of Dewey as anti-metaphysician {Righ-
ard Horty) should have been put firmly to rest.

Philosophers often take issue with intellectual histoerians
for their seeming historical determinism and corollary tendency
to reduce novel conceptual [rameworks to specific Sitze im Leban.
While Hoopes sometimes errs in this direction, his subtle and
evpcative book does shed light on an inner trajectory of the New
England mind that needs to be taken seriously.

The College of William and Mary Robert S. Corrington
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