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CIIARLES SA\IDDRS PDIRCD

I

. PEmCE AS A'PHILOSOPIIER

T

-

GHARLES S. PLIRCD called: himself, in his laten years, snnply a
\ logician; That he. w aq a philosopher he fully, recognized. But
the term lomcmn seemed to him more;apt for.a person engaged in the
- reséarches to which:he was most devoted. For. Peirce, rightly, logic
would constitute the best. possible foundation fora sound phllosophy '
- But .most, phleephers as he very. correetly saw, were not logicians
and \t'ould not be likely to become such until some very great reform .
occurred. Peirce united very wide know ledge of the history of phi-
10s0phy w1th a «renerally fair-minded dlsposmon to a discriminating
‘crxtlclsm of philosophers, and with & capricious, though generally’
very well restrained interest in philgsophical, polemic, \\hose arts he'
" regarded with a general skepticism and ‘pursued with a usual moder-
ation. B,ut«all the more he felt that the name lodician stood rather
" for what the phitosopher ought to be than the name phllosopher for
what a well- trained lomc]an was most, likely to’ be So it was a8
logician that he wanted to be judged. B
- Névertheless: he was ‘a philosopher. Like :’a-good‘ many other re-
* eent philosophers, he desired his philosophy to be what is so often
called scientific. . He desired that the methods of‘the various natural
sciences, and in particular’of the most exact natursl sciences, such as
physws and chem]stry, should be the models of his ﬁhxlosophxeal
“-gpedulations. He had a better rlght to use the term scientific philos-
opher than is customunly the po essmn of those who use this term.
His early training here ih Cambrjige, in: his father’s-house and in the ...
Lawrerice Scientific School, .was, first, in’ mathematics (smce his”
father,  Professor Benjaniin Pelrce the elder, was one of the greatest
. Amencan mathematlcmns) Peirce was fond of saying that he
" grew fip in a laboratory. Later, he\did some good -werk in the
observatory. Still later, ‘he was busy .with the conduct of a géod
many statistical researches in connection with the Coast Survey
He was early and 16ng familiar with exact measuremeqt,, and with the
: 701 :

by

& X

§
L

fal

.

AL SO Y N AR R T A
AR Y AT DR ]

"

AUFLzEaTN,

e e AN T,

B i o e T AT T




R St ey

Y

-

s

A

¢ ‘ .
\
’IIE JO(/I:N AL OIf I’IIIIOSOI’]IY

702,

theory and pmotlse of thc dctmmmahon of the errors of measurement .

in'the 1 mo'lsmnw seiences.. So, when he spnlw of beine a seientifie
p]n]oqoplw‘l‘ he was not without a really elose Ty towledee "of what
. seientific method.- in 1)]11]0\0;)]1\ on"ht to nrom

did not fail to appreciate

That in additfon he
some at least of (ho great historical think-
ers was due o his wide, manifold, and in some re xpoots very thorough
erudition—an eradition that remained, like many “otlier of his per-
sonal possessions, somewhat eapricious, dt‘qpno its frequent tJunoln*]h
ness. At any rate, whether he worked i any oneof his publications
rather as logician'or as' gener. al ])ll‘n()\ophm' Peiree had'no interest in
foundm'r a school, belonged to none of the existing ‘schools, had g
wide rangerof appreciation for other minds, and a very great dispo-
sitionto bind induetive methods with sp('ou](mw interests,
That Peiree should be élassed amongst the evolutionistg m‘for
many reasons, natirral. Ihs ecarly education was finished, and hisg
maturer scientifie \\(»1‘]\ Dbemn, in cthe er mt decades of the modern
.ovolulmnan movemcnt,  1lis prineipal contribution to Tundamental
10"1ca1 thom) that is, his ownhichly technical definition of the three

z}tefrm‘les_or modeés. of beingt which he nm(ln furddapental in all -
_his speculations; was published i in the year 1867 in the ‘Proceedings
of the Amerjean Academy of Arts' and Seicnees in B oston % lfis
essays on sclentific method in the lopulurw\'{ ience 7[0:1//1[] were
printed in tl§e early seventios —l believe from 1873 to 1876. . “The
gie,”” by the members of the Johny ~anl\ms University,
sed partly hy himself and partly. by hls advanced stu-
¢ at Baltimore,. was published in ﬂu-w\.nlv cightics.
Thusg, his wo i brinys him into elde contaet w nh the: imnmuvo perind
of the modern doctrine of evolution; =

But Peiree was never a follow er of Spun( er

N « .

S
g \yhnso relation to

natural seienee . was not such as seemed. satlslactmw to a mind of

Peirce’s type and tmmm«' ’\0}' was Peiree vely prominently inftu- -
enced bya.Darmn, nlthou"h of course, he knew Darwin well. Tor
Pelrce was, oneceefor all, a man rnther of physical imgd ehemical train-
“ing and of practise in the' use of various instruments of _precision,
than a -man ‘at all earefully traintd in the biological seiences. ITis
1ntercst m human nature. was wide- gnd varied, and, in his frag- .
ment‘il‘ry& wav he contributed notably to th sittdy of various ps)cho-' .
logical problems—in particular, to problems 1clatmrr to the threshold:
of.sénsation, and to various other plobld{ns of the ps_‘,‘dmlng) of per-
‘ception. - . o SRR
1(1) 'thgs. that is, individuals; &) ob]ects of comoptnon that s, uni-

\ersala, and (3) signs. Peirce-often nuntxoncd, in Lom‘ermtlon, these “threo
sorts of” bemg" as the e‘isentml fenture of his phxlosophy

A
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The “evolution’ of Peireciwas therefore no variation of {hé evo-.
lutionary philosophy of Spegeer or of Spencer’s disciple, Fiske.
Such minds Teft him uninterested. History, and especially the his-
tory of timught, and in partieular of the various natural smljnceq
“inferested Peirce deeply. But his mind, when® lic thought of evo-
lutmn turned its attention to the nmttbrs which most fascinated him
e wanted {0 know not merely about the evelution of

14

. as’ 1101'101.111

N
: any onc group of phy sieal phenomena, whether stellar or terrestrial,
, whether organic or inorganie, Ile wanted to know about. how the

lgws of nature eame-to he what they now are. Ior him the doetrine
of evolution w:rs_v tobe; if it should stceeced,at all, a doctrine of the
evolution of the laws of nature, a doctrine regarding how {he world -
cagne’to acquire not the plants, nor the -animals, nor the solar sys-
tems; nor the Milky Way, that now it has, but hot the laws of nature
. came to be what they are at all. o
' l’cn‘ce s spev 11].1tmm ‘upon these topies were very highly original,
were con(mued over a pomod of “very many years, were perh'lps the
most. oh.u‘actcmstic productlons of his whole personal character and
mental interest \\lnch apart from his technieal logical rescarches,
. We  possess, These speculations ‘Very greatly interested William -
v - James and played their part inthe formulation of that whole ‘‘philos-
~++  ophy ‘6f change’’ ‘on which Williom James’s latest interests. were
" most centered. “Yet to James the principal illustrations of. this doe-
-frine of the evolution of natural law always remained unfamiliar and
!:)mu\ ‘hat'too tu'hnluﬂ so that James listened, in company in which
I was sometimes pm'llonul to' he pxescnt—-hstencd I say, to these
axpccts of Peirca’s philosophy with an jaterest which certainly 'did
not follow Petree’s thought into preciﬁc bose regions which Peirce
himself most valhed.  The ideas here in tion are so manifold and
(‘omple\ that I can not hope to give you any u,dequal(r idea of them
" Let'me simply indjeate a few of them, :
© Most phlloqophers 1f they coneeru themselves wnth the ]llWS of
: nature at all, begin’ by regarding cerfain fairly- SJmple lqu as, so to-
kR > speak, - the only e\amples of canonical and legitimaté sorts of natural
law that we ought to recognize. ’\Iccl}am al laws or exactly qnantl-
.. tative-laws or formulag ca)mblo of precisegnatural formulation, these

~

3

orless sentimentally conccwed ideals.
’ But Pelrce s phllosophy was dominated by quite other modes of

such philosophers: rogard as the reasonabfp sorts of law. In case a
man dobs not believe that  these types of hw are unwersal are per-
\'asnc .or are canonical, kis philosophy i is usually likely to be some
sort of teleolor'y, or'some doetrine that freedom, or that spiritnal sig-
. nificance rules the world, and that exaet law is subordmate to more

.
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tlnnkm-r whose origin lay ]mlll\ in his ('\pvx'wn('e in (I(\(ljin" with
the problem offered by (he el Wdrts of-seienee to eliminate op to reduce
to rule the errovs which are vn«'ounfme(l m the actual measurements
which the physieal seienees endeavor 1o malke,
these subjeets were due- to still more general logrical considerations
whick intluenced him gu‘atlv from the time théy firstmet his notice,
The laws of nature that we actually eonfirm—so Peirce wag ae-
customed to Say—are laws which, so far as we ean verify them, are
approximately true. b SAll measurements are inexacet, and have to be
corrected by-further measurements, The moon which astronomers |
observc especially if the observations extend OVEr many centurices, ag,
'by the study of the records of ancient eclipses we ean make. them
extend—the moon of ohsor\ atton——nevep agrees pmlsvly with- the
idepl moon which the astronomieal lhom-\ (e nmnds Of eourse ag
astronomical knowledge grows foward _perfection;” {he diserepancy.
between thepry and fact grows less. That is  simply lmo;mse the
better we know nature, the more we can discover how to adjust tlwory
agd fgct, one to the other.  But if we extend our sury ¢y of nature ,
frém the instant to the year, {rom thc\var to the LL‘lltlH'V from the
century to the geologrical period, or to the evolutjon. of a stellar sys-
tem, we get evidence that natura] faws ‘wltich hold with' appreciable
e:\a_ctness and within the crrors of prohable obsery ation, during short
periods of time, no longer hold with such preeision for very long
‘periods of time. There is a reasonable mdudne evidence that the
laws which nature foHows are t}wmsolws (mh approximately true
and are ubject to evolution, so that New ton’s law of gravitation is
presumallly very nearly true at the present time for 1he present moon
and plandfs, for the present stellar systems,  But it ig equally prob-
able that this law s even now only a close approximation, not an
absolutely u:i\ssar) order of- thipgs.  For similar inductive reasouns,
it becomeq probable that, in so far as New ton’s law of eravitation
now holds true it did not always hold true, and that/tlm like all
other laws. of nature, is a product. of evolution..
. What an mdugtlv e study of nature makes probable, Pmrca was
accustomed to regard as what the rightly trained mind of the logica)
student of nature would Zegatd as that which would be hke]y to be
chdracteristic of a nature in which evolutionthas taken place. For
Peiree rejected, upon ]or’*lcal grounds, the doctrine that the natural
world or any other portion of the universe known to us, must necos;
sarily be subject to any a pviori laws, exeept the purely logical ones
or to a perfectly exact law of causatxon Regularity, as Peirce was'
especially fond of saying, is not necessarily a.self-evident typeof any -
real world whith is knmm to us. Refrularlty, where it exists add in

Partly his ideas on

—
’

a
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so far as it éxists, is precisely that aspeet of the world which most
stands tn-need ()f explanation. 1f you find a pack af cards lying in .
('(mfusmn you suppose that to be the natural result of their h.mu',,
been thm\\ n down in a ch: mee way by somebody whose 11(‘<l]1n“‘§ with
- thenu wvere "mmnul by no necessary, ricid, or preeisa law, “That i 1s, ¢
the chdnee (lwmlm ol the pack of eards thrown down at random
necds, on the whole, no explanation.  But if you find the cards in
some precise order, as, for instance, m the order required by a certain
hand'in a certain wame, then you stand in the presence of a fact which
needs explanation. Y(m very properly and logieally ask why they
came to be in this order. *
. Drecistly so the retative 1y chanee mﬂor of the starry heavens in
the region of the Milky Way ealls for no scientific explanation, But
i the planets conform to l\('plm s laws, if the moon of astronomical
theory approximately agrees"with the moon of observation, it is, 10"
really speaking, a fair question to ask why tho planets and the moon
behave thus, or, in ev olutionary terms, how thvy came to do'so.

P x(wsxwl\ so Newton's laws of motion, in so far as they are ap-
pm\mmtcly true of the physical world, demand an (*\])1(111.11101‘1 and
an evolutionary explanation. If such can he hypothetically fur-.

* nished, we thereby come to see why and how the Newtonian natural

i _Monthly entitled ““Illustrations of the Logic of Seience.” .
The third leading idea of Al’mr(ve s philosophy to which I wish to.

laws hjve eome to clhiaracterize the real world. .
" Thus every sort 6f 'natural law, preciscly in so far as it is ap-
p1 oximately exaet Taw; logically demands, if p()%lblc, an e\planatlon
in_terms of the thu)rv of the evolution of matural law. And, em-
pirically speaking, :is l’wcv was never weary of insisting, there is a
wide rarige of empiriedl evidence that the present laws of nature are
the products of an. evolutionary proeess. In this thought consisfed
the evolitionary theory of Peirce. A brief mention now of some of
his other leading ideas must close this essay on his plnlusap]n .
The sceond of Peiree’s leading ideas dominated his lnr']r]v re-
markable and original version of induective logié. I have sometimes
“ventured -to call this doctrine by a name which Peiree himself,.in-
some of his carly papers, sugeests by his illustrations, thou"h I believe
-that he had never formally used it. This name is the ““Insuranee
" Theory of Induction.”” I have no time to expound it here. It was

originally set forth in the series of articles in the. Popular Science

direet_attention results from. his theory of the ev olution of natural
law, and expresscs the result of his most synthetic : survey. of cosmo-
loglcal problems.
.o ¥ ) o .

NI Ty

Thisis the theory according to which chance is
Qbjective, and the whole universe expresses a process that has two’
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oxt,r{rr‘lﬁ??with ¢hance as a limjt towards one end anq rigid net it
as a limit at the other end of an endlesg temporal pronoq: ey

The fourth Of. Peiree’s leading ideag relates u{ the‘t“vi(:(')lofr' 1
mental aspeet of ‘the world, that is, to the ide Teny i
form'cd a motive in Peiree’s thought, but whieh never bhecam i
ﬁled' n a dogmatic idealistic metaphysies. -Thig i;d(;q h'u; "'c o
smmilitude to ideag which Bergson hag recently mtldu( ‘ix;r(1 ‘c?rf"”n
though there- jg never very elose agreement h(:t.wvox; 1; Cvl cs.t.mf:,
and those of Bergson, But Peiree I 4 o e s
wh:i(-h intuition plays in the work of the
guidanee of seientifie rescarch.  Pejpe v
fmgmcnt.'n'y. Indeed ' his entire life
:;}Iled fragmentary, ,B.L’et 1t is my belief that his ideag wil] amply
e::’:ly if,;;ly. X {\s.hc' hn‘nself'.?uys l:nv‘l}l(‘, conelusion (o that brilliant

Y, e J rebitecture of Jhnurws.”m“nm,\' some future student
g()‘ov('r this ground again and have the l«'i.:;m'o to mive hig “_(’“‘
the ot ‘ “ 1o mive his results g

human ming and in the
’.. g N 4 i
¢s'thoughts on {hig subjeet are

wii© THE Pripeg MaNuseriprs .

All the remaining papers of Poip., '
¢ remaining papers pf 1’5111'('0 have now hee

the oins o R . Jeen placéd under
1C Joint care of the Hapvar] depgrtment of philosophy and of the

Harvard lily T j i
' rd library. 7The papers are in muny ways fragmentary 1
may be regarded with confid’nee s cotitaining some v it
: rarde > as Ammng some very- g
oy ' it e ' [4 Y- inportant
HS],CZ We (ha\e. also in oup POSSESSIon copies of his various pub.
ish es§d}s, which are ulso somewhat Tr:lgzm(-mary and which j
.helr orginal publications were pretty wi!jelv distril)ut o 1 ] s
beie o : ons, we 3 ely di ed in varioyg
i)) ! ¢ an_d learned t_,r.m.s(matwns. A word about these Seems in order
elore passing on to g description of Peiree’s l'mpublished apers an
manuseripts, prpermand
’ * Poirnn ¥ . 4 A
. Otfrl eiree 3 published wolks - the most important from a purely
Seientific stapdpoint swag ic ( ‘ y
$ a photometric researe}, - onp’
starenwpon a gronp of
stars selected for th H05¢ f l ¢ reslts o
‘ at purpose by Profpssor Pickor:
this sessune O o [:' ¢ b) uips:sor I.u,koru‘lr:, the results of
— " being s }alnaihlo, despite the changes in modern
Ao 8 which have taken place in the fielq ' C
no } . e N . ’ ’ )
entins Iil}er ]co;]tn}futmn of Peirce’s to the world’s storchonse. of sei- -
Nty 0\\10( ,{;a 13 none the less valuable because it ig generally
. Lrefer to the scientifio v - t edition o
sele > vocabulary y iti
the Conteny Dictionary op il vocal iy of the first edition of
that port P C_y, of which. Peiree was the author in go far gs
lon of the Century Djeti arttho
’ ‘ ctionary had an all ]
Peiran it e Cen dd-any one anthor at 41,
st eruditio ] ; i ‘
0 the history of science and particularly hig -
s long devoted.
: aluahle,
philosophy one

alistye tendeney whiep -

as his owp theory as to the part .

work may in g certain sense he

a ’ ’
’
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logie ‘of relatives. Many of the most recent rzsezn-éhes, including
those of Bertrand Russell, ave still due to his influence, although -
Russell, as 1 think, has a somewhat inadequate.sense of his own gen-
erally indircet inddebtedness to Peiree’s work in ‘this field. The log-
ical essays of Peirce which deal wilh synthetic logie and with the
logie of relatives were colleeted and brough{ into a sort of a syn- -.
thesis hy Schroeder. A list of them ean be found in Schroeder’'s
“Algebra der Logie” (Appendix to Vol. 1), - ’ ‘
Distinet from these rescarches in exact and, in general, in de-
ductive logie are Peiree’s manifold eontributions to the logie of in-
duction.  The most important essays of Peiree in this field appeared
in the early seventies of the last century in the Popular Scicnce
Monthly under the general heading of ““Illustrations of the Logic

- of Science,” Of the researches of Peirce on this subject, I do not

hesitate to say thalithey are still very imperfectly appreciated and
are of enormousimportance.’ ) o
As is well known, \\’j.llinn‘i James considered Peirce as the fath’eg'
of pragmatism.  Yet what little Peiree published-on this subjeet will
go to bear out’the remark that there is little in eommon hetween his
pragmatism and that of” James. Deivee®s Monist artiele entitled
“The Issues of Pragmaticism’” was written for the express purpose
of maintaining the h’ulupcmlvnoo of his thoueht from either fllq prag-.
matism of James or the humanism of Schiller,  The word p raeticivm
seemed to him hest to describe the philosophy of Qlcse two think:rs,
As for Peiree himself, when he saw his pragmatism threatened with -
too much popularity he found it.casy to take refuge in a new word,
namely, ““pragmaticism’ which, as he liked to say, ‘‘seems ugly
enough to eseape the kidnappers.”’ ’ ‘ .
It is not always easy to understand Peiree. IIe never regretted
the fact that most people found it hard to* follow his ideas. IIe de-
liberately chose that most of his researches should be concerned with
highly technical topics and should be secure from the intrusion of the
wnealled. Upon oceasion he could he brilliantly clear in his expres-
sions of highly complex and recondite probfems, although this clear-
ness was a capricious fact in his life and in his writings, and was
“frequently interrupted by a mode of expression which often seemed
to me to be due to the fear, alter all, that in case mediocre mixds.,
found themselves understanding. too many-of hig ideas, they would
be fed to form too high an impression of their own'powers. One finds
this tendency 'towa'rds what might be ealled “‘impenectrability’’ es-
- pecially ewident in his manuscripts. To¢ often the reader mecets
with a thought of surpassing brillianey and follows it eagerly, only to
have it disappear 1ikd the cuttlefish in an inky blackness of its own
. ' e, R

secretion. ' '
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- The most complete manuser bts of the Peiree collection include S “01.1Re'trp du:?-‘.t](:?f'%f;lc:;gni.ag‘%{:eliggical Ideas®; Chapter 1V,
copies-of the ““Lectures on Pragmatism’* which were delivered pri- .. : “Tre‘}tls‘f in Logic Vi “f'l?he Three Kinds of Signs?’; Chapter VII,
vately to a circle of friends in G h;?I"b'ridge and of the Lowell Lectures ' ! ‘Etlncs’.; Cha.ptcr 11, gistic’’; Chapter. VIII, ¢“The ‘Algebra of the
on Logic of 1903-4. It was thele Jatter which James described as . .C‘Th? Ar;sto'gtilitlr},(‘S): 0?‘15) Ixt’)rrical Bteadth and Depth?’; Chapter -
“flashes of brilliant light relieviid against Cimlﬁe‘rizin darkness— " ! COP“I&”;,‘Chﬂ.%-).t&'-I\L £ Dlllal Iiaelatives”;‘bhapter XIV,V“Quantﬁi; .
. ““darkness”’ indeed to James as, b,znany. others must have seemed - P -XI.H, ‘-‘{gmlphﬁ?twﬁ z?te”' Chapter 'XV,- “Txistential (?rl:aphsr .,
those portions on *‘Existential G‘:;'a'phs” or “Abduction.” Yet it . cation Q~f 'thﬁ “;f(‘ltcures c;mthb Bitish Logicians.” ”.P051t1‘_”sm'”
seems strange that the very strikin lectures on “Induction,”” “Prob. , - . fisy[_leCh’ls.m' Lo ti(:?ories ” \“Moleeules and Molecular - Theory.””.
ability,”” ““Chance,’’ and “I\[ultittﬂ'g” should have attracted‘nothing L ::;}msgﬁi :));_1 Aiz; Ezlilih;’.” “Opn f{e‘presentgpi‘on.l’(’i ‘“d()xllnc'lsirifl?él'
- . more than a passing Fotice, . . ‘ Co . tTos e ey “Notes on Royee’s World an e
The two works, which, if they &ould ever have been completed, , Dl_{fe’rex‘l‘ces m Sf,n S'-Istloogl ﬁ;rhar‘nics."r ““Theory-of Nurbers.”’ ‘Ref’- g
were, intended by Peirce to be thé 7 toper fruits of ‘his studies, were - , . u?ﬂf’_ lllu;s t{‘u o dentalism.” ‘A Priori and A Post_lcf“.’”»"
a “‘History of Scienge” and a "‘Con%.j)r;-chensive Treatise on Logie.”’ .+ utation ofs réa-nfzi?s'of (I\Ietaphysicsa’f . ““Quantity. and Q}ﬁhlt)‘
Both of these remain unfinished; aniy the value of his fragmentary *The Sev?n p ysn d Number.” - ““Logic of Histm'y.”. ”Lee‘t‘urcs (})1n
manusEripts will Jargely depend up "ﬁ.u the extent to which future B [ “On B,gulfit“ ev\; a an<1“1\1atter. “‘Logic of Continmty."f_ :O'nt €
‘editorial work can bring into unity the very considerable fragments S 'Kant'. . On ;3‘ 27 “Spinoza.” “‘Hume—a Critical Hxs.tor}:_‘
- which his remains contain of the studid§ which ‘were intended to forpy "Assoc?ﬁtlonsd(j? oas. PP N R
© part of these works. So far as his eruglition and inventiveness ere o of Lo‘glcvail I eas, . Fostam .ROYCE,
conditions ‘for the writing of these twl intended books, Peirce pos- . . FERGUS . KERNAN
sessed both these characters most abundhntly, No greater mind has , Do H')GE Masd. ¢
- ever appeared'in'Ameri(;\a in respect 0?_ the powers needed for the - 1 . Cavomiver, M
writing of these two projected works, 10 more ample Berudition has- -

. . i Co . b v P ‘< : CE
ever existed amongst ug regarding thelitopies which were here in P ' TIHE PRAGMATISM OF P_EH,{, : :
. : iRy ’ , SR . i into 1i -in the open-
question, . SR _ : : . . ism was introduced into literature in _
s a s . ‘ . e S atism was 1n S g
Of espetial importance from an historigal standpoint are the writ- . : o I_B_term ?rai?' of Professor James’s California Union address
ings of Peirce which deal with- Aristot] ¢ and with the scholastie L o g sen el;t'eﬁc'és run as followss ‘‘The principle of p‘ragmafé
philosophy. Aristotlé, Peirce read in ‘the briginal carefully and for ’ in 1898. The s all it, may be expressed in a variety of ways, all 0
many years, and his man'ﬁscripts coﬂtain%‘,d many original expres-. . ? - tism, as e may 1(‘ ) I1’1 the Popular Science #onthly for January,
" . slons of his independent opinion about the‘problem_s connected With _them"very Slln,] pigs S: Peirce introduces it as follows:’’ ete. The k
the interpretation of the Aristotelian philosejzphy. For the scholastic , 1878, Mr. C ar ':n d to the volume referred to have not, how-
- philosophy Peirce always had a very grea’; interest, “Duns Scotus : : - readers who have uzll' tﬁere From other sources we kn?w, tl}at the
was among his favorites' both ag logician ang as, metaphysician. He | ever, foundll{he ‘:ﬁ: idea x\;as furnished by Mr. Peirce. * The l.att'e?A
Was not attracted to the Scholasties by anyibf their theological re- ‘ - hame a3 we ‘ls‘b th the word and the idea were suggested to 'h“,ri‘
latibons, but byan interest in their skilfully 'gvised vocabulary, and : has told u's thait‘; K(')mt the idea by the ‘‘Critigue of Pure"Befi_SOn:
in the beautiful array of their word conceptibns, ¢ A treatise which . -+ by areading 0 “d 'ti’ ue of Practical Reason.’” - The article n the
I recently found amone his manuseripts entit%ed ““Duns Scotus and : the term by the-"Critiq ‘ t of both the-idea and the reason
y N . P o ist gives such a good statement of. R irce gets
Occam’’ sets forth very clearly the issues-of r lism and nominalism 1 . Monist gt that it may be quoted in extenso. Peu‘ce. .
“in the light of modern thought and goes far towards showing that ~ : , for seleetlr{g the timylith ('meh who work'in laboratories, the habit Qf
many éontemporary philosophérs, as, for 'insté,n".e, Bertrand Russell, ‘ o ou‘t‘by‘ saying t;mb “e‘:p erimental work,_much more. than th(’:y are
. 8renot so far away from sgholasticism as the caldadar might indicate. mind ls,mOId,e , y¢‘Whatever statement you may make to him, he
~ The following constitutes g Iist of the titles ofithe more ifportant . ’ . themselves aw ax-‘g.l. t] will either understand as meaning that lf\ &
- 8mong the Peirce manuseripts, Tt i far from bé{)ng complete, yet it . < [the Exp_emmen‘tu s fism,’” in ¢*Baldiin’s Dictionary,” Vol. IL, p.
may serve to ‘suggest the varied and in many respebts original nature = . A . ) "18ece articlo f"; ‘{,ﬂ’”f;“ ;,lsinéz Lo s '
© of Peirce’s philosophical and scientifie resez‘irchAes‘i.AEt . ‘ 322, and the Monist, Vol. 15, .
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