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VIL— DISCUSSIONS, /

THE Dl'iFI.\'.l'l’lH.\" O I‘HAH.\[.\T.I.“.\I TAND CHUMANISMS

His characteristic generosity has prompted Drofl James not only
gallantly ta com: in and wke his full share of the oblag.v awith
which sivse new eoneeptiois have hen ardotad.t hat wlso 10 try 10
minimise bis own services i their develoiment. And ieenich oo
bis disclaimer of originality, if uncorreetd, micht wo down as
authoritative,.] cannot allow hitn 5o grealy to understie the dan
I owe him. If atthe same time [tk the opporuniny o diseuss
terms of which the relutions are as yet often coniused, less by
reason of their inherent atiinity than hociise thev bave found the
same expositors, and 1o give reasons for partily dissenting from
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inenherences,  Bath the ceritical and the constructiye results em-
bontied fu driomsas Postaiies aud Hiosan'sm, moreover, seemed
o to felow so dircetly and logically from Prof. James's prin-
eples that am «all wstonished that none of his immediate pupils
seced wn vasy opporiunity of anticipating buth Prof. Dewey and
pyself Sine then T have become aequainted with Prof. Dewey's
piortint work. which T wke to have tinaliv demondtrated the
npossibility of the correspondence-with-reality view of “truth,’
ana 10 ensure the overthrow of Absolutism by weapons wrested
from it  own armoury. riz, by the very arzument it had crged
aainst realism. Co. '

Ihis bit of psyelueal history-will jerhaps explainowhy I scruple
o restriet ‘ pragmatism ot i original use.  Tu Peirce’s sense it
segms 1o efyve an exwnsion whneh it has undoubtedly’ received,
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and even in Prof, logges's sccount of the matter it is by no means

eaty o make the nction sharp.!  To say thut * truthi should
have practical ¢o flences ' is very vague, and hints at no reason
for the curious cOMnexion it asserts. - It is hard. moreover, to see
why even the extrumest intellectualism should deny that the dif-
ference bhetween the truth and the falsebiood of an assertion must
show itself in some visihle wayv. Even its uctual denial, therefore.

by over-zealous controversialists, hardly persuades we that Peirce’s
“principle is more than a truism® which hardly deserves. a_per-

the.delimitatiaus.shich.RroleJanics. has. proposediin. daa. I onise
that the unavoidably personal aspecis of my esplanuons way
thereby be sufficiently obscured s 1o seem twleranle

In the first plice, thet, [ must confess thar indivnation at whas
seemed the blindness of Prof, James's erities in babiucedly adint-
ting his eminence as a psychologist. but denyving the evberence of
his philosophic views, was a great timulns to me inwrying to bring
out the inner connaxion of his seatterad dictu ahous the will
believe, tha teleology of, perception and conception, the nature of

*necessary’ truths, the distinction of immediate wnd discursive

knowledge, ete.  The discovery ulso that a willinuness to believe
was clearly, in some cases, 1 eondition of the wttainment of * truth,’
and & cause of its *reality.’ naturally prompted to an imquiry how
far this influence might be traced, and what must be the gen-
eral nature of an intellect in which such pheromena could occur.
When subsequently the pamphlet on Philvsepivical Conceptions and
Practical Results announcedl to me the naming of * pragmatism.’
I found acceptanes wasy. Dut it sechued natuml to generalise also
this principle of Peirce and to inquire similarly—3What mu~t™be she
nature of a mind in which practical consequences ean become
determinants of truth or falsehood? This inquiry led to extensiveg

and deepening doubts of the whole intellectualist interpretation of |

the nature of knowledse, which has now come to scem to me as
inadequate intellectually as its consequences are deplorable ethic-
ally, and to be all honeycombed with ambtiguities, errors and

' In the October number of M1 : f. the June number.
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manent place and name n philosophic usage, aud naturally merges.
and evolves into the wider sense of the term so soon as it is

" scrutinised. /

For to say that a truth hus consequences and that what has none

is meaningless, must surely mean that it has a bearing upon some

human intgrest ; they must be conscquences fo some one for some
purpose. But now, we may ask, how are these * consequences’ to
test the “ truth " claimed by the assertion ! Only by satisfying or |
thwarting that purpose, by forwarding or baffiing that interest. If'
they do the one, the aszertion 1s *good ' and pro tanto * true ’; if
they do the other, " had ” and ‘false’. Its ‘ consequences,’ there-
fore, when investigated, always turn out to involve the * préGtical
predicates “ good “or ¢ had, and to contuin a reference to ' practice '
in the sense‘in Which' we have used that term.#  So soon as there-
fore we go beyond an ahstract statement of the narrower prag-

matism, and ask what in the concrewe, and in actual knowiLg;

! It did not require the verbal ingenuity of Mr. Joseph's wrestlings with
the coneeption in the last number of MIND to convinee me of this. )

“No fur as I have observed, Prof. A, E. Tuvlor alone has denied it
outright | MeGill, University Maga i iii; 2. p. 50 . But even he prudently
refruins fromn trying to illustrate how * between two doctrines which are:
<6 fug as their conseqnences in practice are coneerned, indistinguishable,
thv.-ré way vet be alt the difference bétween proved truth wnd demon-
strallle contradiction .

“The strange narrowness of the intellectualists’ conception of fprac-
tice ' is one of the most- painful revelations of the controversy.. They
always profess at least to take ihe most sordid views of the ‘useful . -

t
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‘ having comsequences’ may mean, we develop inevitably the full-
blown pragmatism in the wider sense.  All that the latter adis is

a denial that into the establishment of truths there 2Iters any uther.

process than the valuation of their cousequences, Peires’s prau.
matism had already imiplied this process, but lefs npen possitiliziog
. that other thinus alwo might wo o the makinz of ‘wuth . Thos
possibilities are definitely excluded when the Peirein prirecist
asks himseli « What more ds there in truth 7 and fnds thar Weere s
nothing more, » ‘
ence we may etfect a transition from the srizinal assertion tha-
the truth expresses itself in the feonsequences o the more oi-
.. vanced conclusion that it so expresses isell rudly, el ennsists
" in them, and that if it is really ‘true” those COnseUEness are
1 good . . By itself, howéver, and without such further explanation,
;the word * consist  may well appear to lack precision, and T myvself
‘have never used it.  But it refers o a Jdefinite situation and
perfectly consistent attitude towards knowledue, Tt sluiition
may be referred to, that attitude may he defined, in o variety of
ways, according as wa approxch it hy one road or another. |
myself bave availed myself freely o that rizht by defining what [
call pragmatism, as (1) the thoroucsh and methodical recounition of
the influence of the purpasiveness of menta!l lifa on all Gur ¢emisive
activities ; (2) as the conscious application to tha theory. of ko
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of, wive or denv satsfaction to <ome human interest. and are
vulued accordinaly, Tt arises from the origingl pragmaiism by the
crowth of the conviction that nn other processes need he appedled
e toaceount for the wuths that are cuirent, and expands the
oridined Cestmaton by consequences  inio a general view of the
vnned and its cornigive activity.  In other words pragmatism rests
cu fucis which mey casily be observed by any oue who chooses to
wanich uny process of actual Enowing ending in the establishment
of a clin 1o wrath. The method by which the * true” is dis-
rimnated from the false is plainly pragoiiic, and has always
besn dnsuneively emploved. theua a full philosophic conscious-
ness of its characwr hus only-recamly been attaned.  And on the
whol? * pracmatisin® seems the best name for this method which®
has o fir been suggested.

This wider pragmatism, moreover. embodies a very important
truth Just now, breause, oddly enough. it has not yet been dis-
covered to be hoth w fact and a truism. I have long waited in
vain for its erities to ferrat this out, and can only put down their
failure 1o the fact that they are still too excited 1o have observed
BOW very inuocuous a prineiple it really is,  Instead of subverting
all but the most grossly useful forms of knowledge it really vindi-
cates afl, but o few wewphysical phrases which have no genuine

sphers of_sppliciion.and.s ..&:w..b&ull.}:..h&.s;ad,.loAaf;ean«aayth-iﬁgr-rw---------—d-

ledue of the teleolouical psycholooy suggestwi Dy A mewpnysical

v-luntarism ; (3) negatively, as a protest aLainst abstracting from

the actual purposiveness of our eXperience in constructing theories
of thought and reality ; 14) as the doctrins that ¢ truths > gre values

and that * realities’ are arrived at by proeesses af valuition, and:

that consequently our * facts * are nof independent of onr ¢ tpuchs,
- mor our * truths’ of our *zoods .\ To these debinitions I My now
also add three of a more distinctively logieal complaxion, 1., .5,
that meaning depends on purpose. and Mr. Alfred Sidéwick's pithy
formulas that (6) the weaning of a rule lies in its application. and
(T} a fortior!, that the Ericdh " of an asstrtion :a'u[;c)::iﬂs oty app.
caton,

Now it is of course obvious that these definitions are verbally
very various, and 30 sure to bewilder any critic who declines
look beyond the expression to the facts referred to. A thinker
however who is really trying to grasp the meaning of pragimaism
may find them helpful and may finelly discover that for this pur-
‘pose the expressions ars really gquivalent. In anv case one who
has not yet discovered their equivalence has litle claim to Hatter
himself that he understands what the question of pragmatism’ :s
about, ' :

Pragmatism then, in this wider sedse, refers to the way in which
our attributions of * truth * and our recoguitions of * reality " are
restablished and verified by their working, and sooner or later
brox_.lght to the definite test of experiments which succeed or juil,

' Human/sm, p. 8, slightly paraphrased.
. R

Nevertheless, even ‘here, some of the fundamental assertions are
bardly in dispute.  No eritie of pragmatism has, I believe, directly
denied either the omnipresence of psychological interest or the de-
pendence on psycehical satisfaction, whiclh together pervade all
mtulleciual functioning.  The corollaries therefrom doubtless have
not been pérceived, and Prof, Taylor. and perhaps a few others,
have evinced a tendency to suppose that what they imagine to he
a *disinicrested ' interest in ¢ pure’ thought and *useless ' know-
ledge, and a ipresutmably unreciprocated) atfection for Absolutes
are somehow not to be counted as cases of ciotional interest, but to
be classitied apart from the com:mon herd of psychological motives. ..
Such fanciés, however, are as untenable as Kant's ¢ pure -respect
for the moral law,” and when the epistemgological consequences of
admitied psychological principles are calmly traced out, it will be
swen that pragmatisi is inevitable, and must gradually win its way
1o universal acceptance. . v

As regards what I have proposed to call Humanism, however,
the situation is very different. Ideally, no doubt, it too should be &
truism, for if all philosophers were reasonable and devoid of human
frailties it would, as Prof. Dewey has remarked,? be assumed as
obvious that the nature of man must be presupposed in all man’s
reasonings. But actually, as Prof..Dewey well points out, this
‘assumption is bitterly contesied. And this probably will always

! Prof. Dewey's *instrumentalisin * might perhaps be substituted were
it not g0 open o linguistic and msthetic objections,
* Peychotogical Bulletin, i, 10, pp. 836-337. ’
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be the case. Yor even a slicht familiarity with the psyehology of
philosophers will nake it seem extremely unlikely either thas they
will ever universully consent to use man's integrl, unexpurgoot
nature whole-heartedly, ws @ premiss i their lucubrations, or view
its satisfaction as the conclusion tu be rewched, or that if they dd
s0 conzent, thev would reach concordant resnits. Seme Humanists
probably there/will always be: indied my knowladzoe of thelr nnm-
bers has been notably enlarced since my scienvitie caution aw
modesty dared not vouch for mor: than wwo.  But to beoa
Humanist there will always be needed o certuin whele-souled
temperament, odinus to the =/re intellzenalise, and thecause of
their mode of life) this will always, conunue to be rare ameng
technical philosophers, thourh no doubt in future the instinetively
humanistic nature will be permitted better opportunities of urowin
than heretofore, even when iy 8nds itseli <noaeed inoan academ:e
career. And so for a lory time to come we must expret sull to v
the great principle of Protagnras malignedeor pervertzd by theze
congenitally unfitted to approciute it.

There will consequently be many pragmatists who cannot rise to
Humanism; norindeed i3 thare any logical neerssity wny they shos I
doso. Itis quite possible to accent prazmatiso as an cpadino.
logical method and analvsis, without expanding it nto a generid

philosophic-prineipler--No-iapacns-be-eotrpebiord-t0-Bave A diuiie me e

physic els2 there would be no need for a Mind Association 1), or ut
least to be conscious of it.  Any one can. if he chooses, stop short
on the epistemological plane, as he can on that of science or of
ordinary life.  If, on the other hand, he procesds to become o
Humanist, he will no doubt resird his procmatism as merely
gpecial application of a principle which he applies all round, to
ethics, @sthaties and theology, 13 well as 1o the tucory of kpow-
ledge. Clearly, therefore. we must distinguish Humunism even
from the wider praziatism.

But in the case of every philosopher who huilds out his con-
vietions into a *sysiem there will alwass be much that is nu
deducible from any objectively formuluied priveiple, and iwhether
he knows it or notj is subjective and idiosvncratic, due to his per-
sonal experience and personal reactions on the food for thought
which his life atfords. For example, in the presens state of our
knowluedge, his interest in the quesuon of a future life must largely
depend on whether he has or has nos found his life worth livigy.
And generally it must be recognised shat a philesophy is alwayvsin
the last resort the theory of a life, and nos of lifs in zeneral or in
the abstract. There is no reason, therefore, to anticipate that the
adoption of Humanism (or even of Prazmatism) will at all diminish
the number and variety of systems. Personally, indeed, it would

" Humanisin, p. xvi. It grieves me to think that Prof. Dewey [loc. «t.,
p- 335} should have misapprehended my remark. However, I am de-
lighted towelcome him and others : the more we vre the merrier we shall
be, and the rosier the prospects for a * friliche Wissenschaf . :
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seemto e 1o argue abysmal concelt and stupendous ignorance of
e Bisory of thousht to chierish the delusion thet of all philasophies
anes owa alope waz destined 1o win reneral acceptance 1psissimis
veroes, or even 10 be rellected, undimmed and unmodified, in any
secend soul. ' ’

But the existence of this personal clement should render eritics
ali the more cantious to diseriminate between what is due to it and
t Ii%n:/n‘e‘: objrciive fuctors in a “systewn . To quarrel with its
s emsios s 0o way o refute i< fundemental principles: in
Atseissing these, sueh poreoadis ave alwavs more or less irrelevant,”
New in the present contreversy T eannot bat think that our eritics
nave olten wllowed oir idinsvnerisies 1o balk s larcely ag to oh-
soure the i issues T a procedire which mav be partiallv excused
o the aecidesial fact that therd bappens to be un ynusual ‘amount
ob cotnerdoniee hetween Prof. James s porsonal Cover-beliefs * and
pones but nach es it would atter one's Wilie zur Macht to get
themadb vecurely tied on to the new philosophy, and patticipating
1olE suceess, ~uch things as, e interest o Psvehieal Rtsunrchv,
sre ot peldly of the essence of Pracmatisi or even of Humanism,
and 1t wvas, therfores quite o reiief w we to find Prof. Dewey
pointedly diszociating himself from some of my most cherished
eomictions!  For really, if there is to he he::llg.h_\"pror'ress_ig,phi_l,g

var . PR 23t gt
AUphYOWe st have mors tolerance, 1es8 party-spirit, no cast-iron
orerils, and {in & word) no more.absolutism,

F. C. S. ScaLrLEr.

' Loce. it p. 335 :
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