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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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or an ¢ p ¢ ' 1 d‘ l l‘ T 18 cary
1ven reseri on Xper ln]ent dv r ¢an be na eve S ¢ Od .

out in acf, an experi o 3
. 3 icnce of a given description will resu
. : , ption will re cop
;)V;ll nsliz tm; sense at all in what you say.” I-Iavinrrrlfil:rllz’ejofr tellse e
b tie 'gund and being inter'esbed in‘m,e‘tho oéf thinkinrvl?‘ ‘e]\
- e }lleory_ thgt a conception, that i's; the tim‘ml piir D; " 18
’eénduct('()); f’itfeer exthres§10n, lies exclusively in its bearing uplzmr t'}(:(f
: b ol iire; so sinee obviousl hi e _
from experi ' JYIoUsly nothing that might not
pegiment can have any direet bearing upon co;dlxctt;fes(;fg
! b

* "can defin “conceivable ¢
¢"accurately -all the conéeivable experimental phenomena .’

whi®h the affirmation or deni

Wwhieh thy t r denial of a co i

have.therei ) .. a concept could imply, o Al

'liziely neol;';:; a'eomp].ete,dpﬁ nition of the éoncept, and t];lc)ré ;Ca;)‘lu
thang ‘more in 1t.  For this doetrine, he i o .

- Prag,"zatlsm.f ’ R ’ lnyentcd the name

Aft ing that some of his fri Red hi
er saying that some of his friends wished him to call the doc

tlme [)IllCthlsm or [)lactlcal] m h Sas h t (S ha& I() irne [)h 0S-

ophy fro ‘ ¢ i
mos}tr reax(l}lﬂl}(}&;;;c; 31;3 t;lgt to one ““who still thought in Kantian terms
ot thé Jprat sg z,l 81.1(1. pragmatisch were; as far apart as the
[ Bopo ) the er belonging to a region of thought where no mind’
. of h;}:};el?nengglhst. type can ever make sure of‘solifi 0rmmd
purpose lgfa s tllc;latfce; expressing relation to some definite iuo Und‘
. Now quite the most striking feature of the new th(’:)?;’;

-was_ its recogniti i
gnition of an mseparal;leleonneetion between rational

‘cognition and human purpose.’’
From this brief statement, i | PRI
‘ tatement, it will b Pei ‘ '
the stomifioante - ) ¢ noted that P J
o ;;‘gl;;ﬁ;a;(:e of the t'ef'm to the determination of thee%\r;leéacx?gﬁned
, Or better, propositions; ‘the theory, was not, of itself, a ;E:o:; )

~ of the tes , ' i
test, or the truth; of propositions. Hence the title of his

orie s N
iginal article: ‘‘How'to Make Ideas Clear.”’ - In his later writi
? wriling, -~

: after the term had'b Y uth,—he proposed the
ot 1 15¢ , y of truth,—he proposed

. ‘morei 1m_31ted‘. pragmz%fnmsm’ ™ to desighate his 'Ol‘igina]; specigc

JUS,y

.

there is a iff
Jis a marked difference between his pragmaticism and the prag--

matism of, say, Jam :
t : es. Some-of the critics o
o ot . f the critics (especially contin
o the;r 1:;211111(.16 hz;vg saved themselves some futile )beatinrrf:;tfcllll)e x
, acted to James’s stater i t
il ey had re t statements instead i
b as;(;cmt.lons with the ‘word ‘“‘pragmatic.”’ Thus Ja i
(glifornia address: ‘‘The effecti i s o
g 1iornia, : ¢ effective meaning of i
+ prodosition W, hrou ! T of suy DU e
‘ b 51 on ‘can always be brought down to some part};cil IOSOPIHC’
] 2 Kant 'discriminntes ﬂiq laws: of moralit ' ar‘coqse-
. 3 slulll,1 baving to do with techni
H (¢ o
Seev‘v‘xgd “elfar?. The latter he calls “pragmatic; th iori
etaphysics of Morals,”’ Abbott’s trans pp, 338aqd 173’;01‘1
.y PP- nd- 34.

88ee 'tho article in th i
3 e Monist alread io '
name volume, p. 481, ¢‘The Issues of Praggxuzig:’??d, md another one in the

¥, which are a priori, from rules

laws practical.

S

ue .
que or art, and councels of prudence, having to

fers the emphasis to" the general. The following I

_ quotation because of ‘the
ing with both the future and with the general. ‘T

" but they.are physically efficient.

o f:m.fi';y of moral action, while the distinetion and connec

PSYCHOLOGY AND SCIENTIFIC METHODS

quénce, in ofir future prqqtiéal experience, whether a?tive'or passive;
the point lyihg-rather in the fact that the experience must Jbe par-
ticular, than in the fact that it must be atlive.”” (Italics minO\)
Now thé curious fact is that Peirce puts more ‘emphasis upen -

praetise (of conduct) and less upon the partic,uiar; n fact, he trans-

' assage is worth
definiteness with-which it identifies mean-
l 1e rational mean-
ing of every proposition lics ip the future. How s0? The mcanipg -
of a proposition is itself a proposition. Indcbd, it|is no other than
the very proposit’ioh of which it is the meaning: it is a ltrzi’nslatibn
of it. But of the myriads of forms into which a p oposition may be
translated, which is that one which i8 to be called its very meaning ?
It is, according .o the p,ragnfaticist, that félrm in ‘which the propo- ~
sition becomes applicable to, human conduct, these or those.
special circmhsﬂdnces nor when, on'e' entertains thig or that special
design, but that-form which is most applicable to's lf-co'ntrbl'undér
every situation and to every purpose.”’ . Tlence, ‘‘it\must be simply
the, general description of all the experimental phengmena which the -
assertion of the proposition virtually prediets.”’ Ot, paraphrasing,
pragmatism identifies. meaning with formation of 4 habit, or way

he greatest generality possible, or the widest

of acting haviig t
‘ . ; . . . . » .
; range of application to particulars. Sinee habits or ways of ..

acting aré just as. real as particulgg's', it is commited to a‘bel_ief_
in the reality of “ecyniversals.”” «Hence it-is notia ‘doctrine of
phenomenulism‘,_ for while the richness ‘of phgnonie a lies in their
sensuous uality, pragmatiyn does not iptend 0 define these
~ (leaving them, as it were, to speak “for themselv ), but ‘‘elim-
inates their sential element, qod :éndeavors 10 define the rational
purport, and- this it finds in the purposive bearing of the ‘word
or proposition in question.”’ Moreover, not only ar generals real, |
The meanings ‘‘th air is stuffy’’
testuffy air is unwholesome’” may determine, - fof example, the .
ng of the window. Accordingly on- t.}l\e-'ethical side, "‘the.prafg- .
iat does not-make the summaum bonum to ¢consisgtiin action, but’ -
/it to consist in that process of evolution whereHy the existent
S more and more to embody those generals .. .; in other words,
becomes, through action an embodiment of rational purp hi
generalized as widely as possiblé.”’* T
" The passagef quated should be compaged with what Pgirce has‘to
say in the Baldwin Dictionary article. There he saysgfihat James’s

and
openi

4Tt is probably fafrt@ here an empirical rendering of the

tion of ¢‘rational pur-
port’’ and ¢ gensible patticular’’ have also obvious Kantian associations.
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o LR ity can not fix all beliefs in all their details, and bicause
doctrine seems to commit us to the helief ‘““that the end,of man is : - that qutho'r;?y:‘:fh;%t {z{x:isacs between organized tl‘-ﬂdlt’l,OnS' . Th;:r;
action—a stoical maxim which does not. commend itself as foreibly y o of the COI;) g ceourse to what is ‘‘agrecable to reason” met t(l)ié -

» to.the présent writer at the age of sixty as it did at thirty. . If it bs - * ;may t‘h?n fe ﬁntion of taste and in esthetic pr:odiqcf.lops and in "

C ad’mitted,.‘.oh the COntl‘ZII‘y, that. action wants an end,'and t]mtﬁth,e N wpflt«e nt m» '0;.1 § ophy.—but ‘a method which again fails to se.cure pt1
“end must be something ‘of a general description, then the spirit of | history ,Of p Y Qi 'lt ‘.i;1 society, and so leaves individual belief at the

‘ the maxim itself . .. wonld. direct us toward something different | -manent agre?n}ltn SIIOI‘ICC ﬁnz’al]y, recourse to scienee, whose funda-
from practical facts, namely, to general ideas. . . . The only'ultimate , , , -  merey of attack. s fhis" “There are recal things, whose cllarac_t?rs

N ..., good which the practical facts to which the maxim direets attention ~ mental _hyp(’t,h(‘jls.ls ln deat '6"' our opinions about them; those 1-'e:1ht;138.

N e subserveis to further the development of concrete reasonabl? are entigely ind epe.cordih'é to regnlar, laws, and . . . by tak‘mg ad-

k - mess.’... Almost everybody will now agree,that the ultimate @ood Tics ' : affecf elir senses {10 ; )efception ‘we can ascertain by reasoning how
k! : \\ ©in the é\;ollltiénary process in some way. “If 80, it'ds not in in}li\-'id-,. C van tage of the 1.:1“5;1 i'm}r man, ;f he have sufﬁcientjeXPCf“en?’e0 and
£ N gal, reactions in their segregation, but-in Something general or cof- ) ‘Elungsvreallylﬂ“i;oit it, will e led to'the one true cODélUSl?‘n' -
. tinuous, Synechism is founded on 'thq'notiqn\» that tlie coalescence, <+ reason ?}101;3 1 ite d: t‘hi;t the quotation employs the terms rcalflttyhe
becoming continuous; the becoming governed by laws, the becom-" - L ,It:“‘ lu})(i’n\\‘hﬁC it makes'them a.part of the statement ob~ )
gstinet with general ideas, are bug phases of one and the safe ‘ . and “truth,” 3 tained in scientific procedure. Upon SUCh”?" asts,
(OF the growth of Teasonablencss. This is first shown' to be - -, hypothesis-enter tdt ¢h to the terms “‘reality’” and *‘truth?”. Since
triie wit] 'mathgma,-ticalk‘exactitnde in the field of logic; and is thence what m‘zf‘mniiﬁ tZr{ns their meanings must be determined 01} tﬁt;)’
e Sl P e e e T
1e18m . . . but includes that procedure as a step. T . : ) T fect whic gs o
" Here again‘we have the d()Icfx-ixle d'f’prnginaiipeilsm as a doctrin® that c.onceRnhO‘H glﬂs;.e-l-:l?:;tillfeecODSC"l"lcnccs which give,f'}‘h? generdl ternf
- meaﬁing or. rational purport resides in the setting up 6f habits or gen- l;efxs‘;‘ eh‘e‘ y f:iona.l purport.”’ And -on'the assumption .?f the SQIG{I
. éralizéd methods, a dovtriné passirig over into the metaphysies.of syn- @~ - |- 1-'ea1'1ty\a o he d'ietfing‘uisha'-ng character of the real obJQSE ml I‘SP A)lel .
echism. It will be well iow tp recur ei-p]iqi‘tly\ to Peirce’s earlier - 1 txﬁ'c.x'nethog, tt(l)e: r(; duce a- single universally aceepted belief. .
" doetrine which he seems tC\ iualify_—dlthbugh,‘ as he notes, he upheld g that 1t tends ofpéciencé are fully persuaded that the processes of .

. 7 the doctrine of the realith ¢ generals even at tle earlier period. = ~ §: . '.che fo.llow.e_rs, £ only pushed far enouih, will give gne cer.tam s.ol.utlortf _

* Peirce sets out, in his article on the “Fixation of Beliel,”* with the - . f investigation, tl" 1(; tg’ frhich they ean be applied.” ¢‘This detivity o*

empirical difference of doubt 'ané helief ckpressed .in the facts that # . [ toevery ‘1?“35,1“.’ h we are carried, not-where we wish, but to a fore:

. belfef determines a habit while doubt Aoes no , and that belief is calme . 4. -, thought by whic

: : is @ law is
, - ion of destiny. ... This great
1 . . inedgmoal, is like the operation o Yoo e eor which
and satisfactory while doubt is an unésesy and dissatisfied state from - . ord‘am‘e‘ > i] oncéption of truth and reality.  Thgsopinion whi
“which we struggle t&emcréd; to attail thaf‘is, asstate of belict, a - L - embodied in the ¢
struggle whichmay:_be called in
the fixation of belief.l' The scientifie meth

! S ho anvestigate, is what ‘we
i N sole object of inquiry is ° ' ' is fated to.be ultimately agreed to by all who - A
quiry, sole object of inquiry is -
certain Fivals: one is that of “tehacity

. \ sect ssented in this opinion is the’
2 fixat: o { meah by the truth, and, the object re}pl,‘??;’li'obabiﬁty of Induction’’)
od o ﬁxz}tlon hqs, how qye;‘, : ' peal.””” In a subsequent essay (Qn't e l ok follows from this state-,
—constant reiteration; dyvel- : : o A FIeN onclusion whie . : Cl
ling ypon ‘everything conducive to the belief, aveidance of févéry- : . Peirce expreslsbé (tilr flswzotife;tionuof truth and. reality makes every-

S o h el ® Cop T o o S TN : ' ; viz., that thi . infer-
thing which. might unsettle’ it—the will to helieve.. The method : - 'm?nt" N d upon the character of the methods of inquiry and 1 .
breaks down in practise because of man’s socia] @ature} e have to b thing depen b clzmclusibns are reached. ‘‘In the case.of synthetic ld :
take aéco,un_t of contrary ‘beliefs ip others, 5o that the r(@iproblem NS . ef;neenlzs“"?;cimm.v oﬁly the degree of. trust\gor.thiness of our pr;)tciﬁs;
8 to fix the belief of the community; for otherwise our own belief is - : ce As all knowledge comes from synthetic mf;erence, k“xrle :’;11110 hat
precariously exposed to attack and doubt. -Hence the wesort to the - : %nf thatall human cerfainty consists merely in “m’lred ‘ot .s:ch a8
method of authority This, method breaks down in Time by the fact S 11111 er ;'oc esses by which our knowledge has been dérived are k
',G‘Poz')ul'ar Scic_ncc;]l[onthly,\ Volume XII., pp. 1415, It ig much to bo de- : o e p o . '

sired that the series of articles be printed in book form. Discussion since 1878 )

bas canght- up with Peirce, and his ¥iews would. awaken, much hore TeSpONSe Now . : .
than when published. - - : T Yoe

oIbid,p. il e o
1 Ibid., pp- 298-.-300,-1;@8117;.,
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must genera ave (l(l 0 e con on —r— ¢ con 01] 0
o ! (d Hy have lod to true ¢ ChISI s’’8 h‘ll conclusi S,
re 14 f g Ny
em those “th]l command thL agreement Of COIII.I)QtCI]f, / '
] . X

I3

quiries. . y v R R 1

Sum y
ming.up, we may S'ly that Peirce’s pr'wnmtlmsm is a d »

le';;‘itsoizf;gngﬂ:hte txlneanmg', eonceptlon or rational purport bf
e e y),mczx 11(},‘)8(! consist in the ‘‘effects, which" might con: .
ception havé Tica earmﬂ's we concmvc the object of our cou-,
ot onn someoption ” 1t(13n our co’noceptlon of these effects is the whole
- of its sensible effe(:zts ’1? :2310(13; we l:;?eur IIJ(IGZOEI?H} (hing s our idea
ave a 0 ;
(x)'enllyl believe the effects to be sensible oryno u“ct: ';il",ff :)‘xillethter Wli
urse V:([':S “lhethev or no we sliould act any dlf'ferentlv in thinro ::
o testmli slf::czlfgn()t\vn responses to sensory stimuli-are’the llltllﬂdtz
or te ofot,he el s in our conceptlon of an object. In the literal
pragmatist, therefore Peirce is mo f ¥
matist than James, 2 I‘L.O " P
Hei '
s els ;1(1;(;11:5;001? anominalist, That is, to say, he emphdsves much
P Senste it (;esoe;lslble consequence, and mudh more: the habit, .
R response,’set up in-consequende of experiences

speaks as if in his later life he attached less ;mport’ance to acfion, .and

. more to
N to concrete reasonableness’’ than in his earlier w riting.. lt

- —at least James in his later days.

;Illz;:t 'gsilabgl:flgi Ii;he rfelatwe emphasw had shifted. But® there-s.at’
mtlonahty‘ ere ce 0 }emphums For in'his later doctrine, concrete
aetmn 2o thoe usrla change .in existenee htough# about through
Speelﬁe iciones gh action which enfbodics conceptions ‘whose own
s e ;onsxsts in hahitual attitudes of response. In hlS
nplsit, :ﬁ e emphasis upon llablts, as something generie, is-
“What a thing means is simply what habits it involves,’°

I\I X3
ore elaboratcly, ‘Induction-infeys a rale. Now theelief of 4 rule

~is a habit. That a habit is a rule, active:

e in us, is evident. a
Charz'elt):lleﬁ al: I())f thelnaturre of a habit, in so far as it.fs 6f a gerrll;};g

e sl ::z;) stlown in the earlier papers of this series, >t
the grester st e w']een Peitce arld James which next stnkes us is
raqenter ﬂl(;: us;: It) aced by the former upoy the method of pro: -
- turned, to Pelr(}}e atlons already made show, c&e;;ythmg ultimately
incuten upon the t;ustworthmess of the -procedures of
ence his high estimate ofi logic,-as compared with James’

Tene

of the appeal to the Will to Beheve—undee;- iifg f};fmdgffil:f;lea: el;.]s Cct;;)lli

8 Ibid., p. 718.
9 Ibid., p. 293.
10 Ibid., p. 292, ’
‘11 Popular Science Monthl _/, 'Vol XIII » P 481

In the passage in the chtlonary already quoted he

i

B “PSYCIIOLOGY AND éCIENm’I'C'zi}ETI'IODs

- Peirce has a more explieit dbpendence upon

- reahty, with reality ag a term
osis itself to be determined in terms of '

3 o -

s

Closely associated with this is the fact that
the soelal detOI‘ than has.
he consensus of those

the method of téﬁacity

The appeal in Peirce is essentially to t
who have investigated, using methods which are capable of employ-
.ment by all. It is the need’ for'social qﬂleelnent and the fact that in
its absence ‘‘the method of tenacity’” w 11 be exposed to disintegra- -
tion from without, w hich finally forces upon mduku}d the mder and
wider utilization of the scientific method.
Finalty, both..Peuce and James are realists. The reasonings of
botli depend upon the asstumption-of real things which really have -
offcets or consequences. Of the two,’ Peirce makes clearer the fact

. that in philosophy at least we are dealing with the conception ‘of
lmvmrr ‘rational purport, and hence

James..

" with something .whosé mheaning
consequences. Tliat ““reality’’ mepns the ob,]e(,tktif those beliefs whlch

have, after prolonged and coopcmllve inquiry, becomd stable, and

‘egruth?’’ the quality of these beliefs is a lpgical consequence of this

Thus. while ‘‘we may "defihié the real as that whose char:’
acters are independent of what anybody may think them to be .

; *it would be a’ great mistake to suppose that.this definition makes the
idea ¢f reality perfcctly clear.”. mz For it is only the outcome 0 of per-
sistent and conj ﬂnt inquiry whie
meaning in the goncrete to the e\pressxon ‘‘characters. mdependent
of what anybody may thibk them to be.”’ (This is the ‘pragmatic.
way out of the- e'rocentrlc predleament ) And while/my purpose is

wholly e\pos1t01 y I can not closé yithout inquiring \:fdether recourse
_to Peirce would not have a ' mos

t beneﬁcml influence- 1 contemporary
dlscusslon Do not a large part .of our epistemal

sgieal difficulties -
arise from an pttempt to define the ¢‘peal”” as somthin® given prior
to réflective inquiry instead of’as

, that which rﬂiectwe inquiry is-
* forced. to reach and to which when it is rcached belief can stably
cling? - ’

" CorLunBIA UNIVERSITY.

posmon

h embles us to vlve mtellmble

JouN DEWEY.

N

ClIARLDS S. PEIRCE AT TIHE JOII\IS IIOPKINS

\HE keenest pleasme \\hlch ean offer itself to. the umvemty stu-
" Jent who is about to grapple w ith the profoundest thmkmg
that the world has dong and is doing is his when he finds himself by
Hee in the actiial presence of one of the creators of the world’s

¥

*

v

re of ‘thought.. This had beerg thie happy lot of the stndents of the .

12 Popular S%.‘LG?IC&MOII”IZ!], Vol. XIL,, p. 298.
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