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pro 1e c t s . The ke y ~ o conserV Otl 0 n, h e though t , was to In duce ~ h ~ 

pr1v~te land D wn ~r t o c onserv e h IS own l ~nd - -the ~ co iogic al ve r­
510 n o E de.ocr~c y . ( I t 1 S si qnl flca o t t hat Leopold even tua ll~ 
bec3m~ ~ rel uc t an t d e te nde r of pu b l lC l a nds.) Bu t h1s In d1 v id ­
u~ 1 15m , l i ke Th o~e au · ! . was not u n re i l~ ctlve . And like Th o re au. 
Leo pold lo ved his l i t~le shac k 1n th e sand country of WIscon s In 
I n L h ~~ ~ qoo d ~ c h ol~ t, h ~ t ho ught, is llke g o o d l an d I n be lo g 
part t~me and part wild . [ i n &l ly, l1k e Tho r ea u and al l n at ur ~ l ­

lfi~S he taced (an d s a v ~ d h I m u~l f from) th e n a z a r d of ro lsan~ h ro? y. 

ThLS b o ok i s G mus t fo r t ho s e who are Interested 1n th ~ se 
t hre~ a re as . An d thos~ whl) h ~ v e o n l y read Leo~ 0 1d 's C1 3~S I O , ~ 

§and County Alm ~'las , s ho u l d no t as s ume ~hat th e y kn ow L~o p o'd 
\~e,ll ... 1: t h e y h d ve n o t · read He: .ine · s hoo k . 

;,eatt l ~ ~ nlver~lty Danlel A. Dombrow s ki 

Con~ciousnts s io Ne w E ng l~n d , F r o m Puri tan i s m ~nd I dea s to 
Ps vcho~oal v s ls a nd S em ~o t) c , b y Ja me s Hoop e s. Bal t1more : 
The Johns Hopkin s Unl vers lty P r ess , 1989. 294 pp. 

I ote l lec~u~ l hI3 Lorl a n Jame~ 1100 pe s traces the r ise a nd 
~ v entuaL tr ~n st o r~~tlo n of wh a~ h e ca l ls t he -consc ~ o usn es s c on ­
CdP~ " tro m t h ~ ,7th Ge ncur~ t o t J\e l ~ t l\. He di st 1n ~ulshe3 amo ng 
hr~e m Dd~ ls o t the s e lf ap~ratlv~ wlt h~ n New En g l a nd t h ougn t dnd 
~xpcrlenc e . The f l r~t $ t3 q e , r~t cr re d to a s that of " !~cult y 
P5yc h o ioq y, - W~ 5 b n SlC to Pur~tan e xp e~1e nc e a n d e mp h a S lzed ~ne 

co n flict b etwe ~ n th~ ~ n dep~ nd e n t facu l tl e ~ o f the WIll a n d t h ~ 
und~ r s~a ndlnq . C~ n tr~ l to t nl s mo del was the co n c~? t o~ conver ­
sLo n th~ t r @a l i gn ed tbe WI ll so t Oo t It co nform~d to ~hc wi ll ot 
God . Th~ ~urlt a n ~ en se of t h ~ ~elt r eq u ire d a per1 0 d ot p r o fou nd 
h U. li laLlo n. often bro u~h t o n b y t h e a ut hO r1 t Ie s in t h e c omm u n ­
IL y, so that m ~ = e s elf -Wl l1 c o u l d be brok en a n d allow ~ or the 
~ntr a nce a t ~ a v 1 nq qr~c~ . 

Th e second mo del of t he s e l f derived directly fro m Loc~e a nd 
ma de c~ n t r a l t h e - c o n sc l o u s n e ss co nce p t." Unlike the Pu r ~ t&n 
mo de l , Wh ic h ~~res~ed c he lmp o rt an c e o t struggle and co n f llct 
wi ~h ln the ~ lnful se l t , t he co n sc io usne s s conce p t related al l 
e xper l~ nc e t o lm.edl a te l u e a s. Th e Lock ea n rev o l u ~ lQ n unde rm l ned 
no t onl y in nate l de a~ b u t th e con ce p ~ of the Will ~ n d Its c Qr o l ­
l a ry , the co nSC l e nc e . Hoo p e ~ mak e s i ~ cl ear that e he o l ue r Eac ­
u lty pS ychol og y did no t f u lly re c og nl : e tha~ the con S Cl 0~ sness 
con ce p c was ac tual l y a T r o ) a n hor ~e de si gned to o verthro w l t , 

The ~ h l rd mo d e l o f the self, ca lled the "m ode rn mo de l, 
eme rg ~d !n the l~th c entury as a CG mprOm1se w1t h the co n SC10US ~ 
neS S c o nce pt, I r o niCa Lly , the mod e rn model was r eact ~ o nary 1n 
th ~~ it wen t b a c k t o ( he pre-Loc kea n pos1tion 1n emphas1zlng 
conflic t a t the he ar~ o f ~ he sel E . Instead o f speaklng of th e 
se l f d ~ a c on f lict between ~ll l and understand1ng, howe ver, the 
mode r n VI e w s poke ot a c o nflict between th e CO nS C1ousness and 
unco nsC1 0 U$ mln d s . thereby reawaken lng s o me sense of co nS Cl e~ c e 
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and co nversi o n . At the sa me time, t he modern mod el made its 
peace wl th the Lo c kean th eor y o f I deas by insistin g o n an impor ­
tant ro l ~ for co nsciou sn es s ln the eco nom y o f Lhe self . 

Ho ope s ad ds one flna l model to t h ese t hree , pe rha p s be ~~ 

t erm ed the "r~a l lst s emi c tic· model of the s e lf . D erlv~d tr om 
Peirce. t hi s mo de l de-cente rs the self a nd makes t hou qh t . as 
ex pr .o;: ssed thr ou..:;! h S i qllS, th e ba si s for th e self, ~ln i ::h 1 S thu s 
de r lV ed f ro m sl gn syst em s. Re} ectln g Loc ke ' s no t i o n a f imm edl l t~ 

~n t u lt iv e k nowle dge. Peirc e ~rgu@ d ~h at all t ho uq nt i s med iate d 
In and through S lg ns . T h ~ se mio t1c mo d e ! 1S he l d t o he mo re 
po werful and .;j en er l C tllo n the o t her three, wh 1 Ch f oc u s t eo 
dir e c t ly o n th e sel f r ath er ~h 3n o n sig ns and t ho ug ht . Ho o p~s 
1 n . 1sts that th e s em! Ot 1C mod e l 1S no t "g l o tt ocen trlc " (I n Th o~~s 

S';!b~o k ' s pn l.".a se : b ut. b?.~"!d .:. n al l ~o rm s at Se ml0 !; l S , 11n q ul~t.!:: 

or not . !t r e Je c t s th ~ ~O l\SC1 0 U~ ne s s co nce p t by d e r 1v1 n ~ L'le 
se l f from s eml OS lS ra~her ch a n se m10S l S fr o m the se lt. 

Of p a rtl cu 13 r lmport a nce 1 S how Hoop s dea ls WIL h thl nk ~c s 

wh o comb1ne aspect s 0! tw O or mo re of th ese mo d e ls and th e re by 
reve a l the tens10ns wlthl n Ne w Enqland COns cl ou s n e ss. Jona th~ o 

Edwards I S e xam i ne d 1n terms oi hlS r e )e ct lo n o f the c on SCl OUS ­
n es s c on ce pt . AL th e s ame tl me . h e had to mak e oo mprom 1 5eS w ~th 
the Locke n n POS 1tIo n . e s pe c i a ll y i n h1S own ll ot l o n tha t. hoLin e ss 
1S a percep t. Ho o pes pu ts a q c ~ a t de al of ~~ph ~ S l S on EdwardS ' 5 
Berkeley1 an l d e allsm wh i c h ln s ls t ed th at th e unI ty )f th e s el f 1 S 
establ is hed by t he Idea s ln the mln d of Go d. Edw d ~ ds wo ul d a l lo W 
no l im lt at lon to d1v ln e sove reignt y ~nd t hus Ilmlt. e1 human fr e e ­
dom to o ur mere ph YS lca l mo b l l lty . 

By t h e 19t h cent u r y th e co n SC l ousn es s co n Qep~ had fir ml y 
r O l~c ~e d ~ he c oncep t o f d e term1nlsm , a nd ltS rell g lo us c o r ol lar y 
of p r ed e sti na t.1o n and e le c tl~ n , f or an ernpnas is o n the fre e mor ~ l 
gr o wth o f Lhe self. Yet ~ he r 1 ta of SC1 ent lfi c anal y ses o f ca u s­
ali ty reint.r o du c ed determlnlsm lnto the debat~ . A com pro mt ~e wa ~ 

stru c k by loca tin g f r eedom ln th e COnSCl QUS mlnd and d et~rmL n1 s~ 
ln the uncon sc i ous. Ir oni cal l y, p syc ho ana lY S 1 S r e~ urn ~ d t o a 
foc ~ o f c~ yp t O-C aIV l nlsm by mak~nq the battl e be t we e n Lh e con­
SC10 u s n e ss a nd t he unc o n sc I ous t.he l ~cu s fo r mora l Lr a nsf c r ­
ma tion . 

Hoop es t.r ace s ~ he con SC1o u sne ss co nc ept t.hrou gh Jame s a nd 
Royc e a n d a rg ues th &t J ame s f a 1led t o move be yond a k i nd ot re ­
c o n st ru Ct ~ d be ll ef in Ide a s. H1S t.r e a~ rn en t of J a mes's F rlnc i e l ~s 

of Psycholo g y will st r l ke man y r e ad ers as cav a l le r a n d lde olo~­
i c al. Hoop es states. -James , h ow ever . wa s the raw es t e a p i rl Clst. 
ot them ~l l , and hi S v 1e w were sl mpl 1stlc , e ven b y la te nln ~~ee n­
t h-centu r y s ta ndar d s ( p. 2 06) . Roy ce f a re s s11g h ~ ly b e~­
ter i f only b e c ause he had the good f o rt u n e to kn ow some thing of 
Pelrc e ' s sem 1 ot 1c! Whi l e Hoo pes d o es recog nlz e th e epoc h mak1n q 
qua l 1ty o f Royce 's ! he Pr o blem o f Chr1 s t .an i t y h e f al l s to s e e 
th e su b t l e tenS10 n s a mo nq tn~ v4rl0 us ph ases 1 n Royc~' s d e velo p ­
men t. 

Dewey 15 d l s mi ss ed a s a b i ol og1ze r o f t h e s elf who fU lle d to 
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dev el op an a d e qu a ~ e ~et aphYSlc B wIthin Wh l Ch t o L o c~t o t he human 
p r o c eS s . By now, Lhi~ vi e w of Dewe y as a n t l- m e ~ap hy s icl~ jRioh ­
~rd Ho~t y ) ~hould h av ~ been pu t f lrmly t o r e st . 

Ph l lo ~ nph e(s Qft~ n tak e is s ue wi th In t e llectual IlistO r la ns 
roc their ~ee m ~ n ~ h i st o rI c a l d ~ l crmin~ sm and coro l l n r y t ~ n do n c y 

to r educ e no v e l con c ep ~u ul f ram e work s to s p e cIfi c S it =n i m Le~D n . 

W h lL~ HaOP6 3 so m c t ~ m es e r r s i n th I S di r e c ~ l on, h1 5 sub t l ~ a nd 
e v ~caLlv e boo k d o e~ shect lign t 0 11 a n i nner ~ l a J e ctory of th e New 
En gl~nd min d t ha t n~ e ds t o b~ taken ~e r i ou ~ l y. 

~he Colleg~ o f W l11~ ~ m an d 14 a r y Rober t S. C o r r i nQ~on 
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