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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
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- 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.
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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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. Johns IIopl\ms Umver:lty from ‘its. openmn' dn)s They felt, with
‘reason, that thcv w cre assisting at. the i(mnddtmn of an important
‘new development in’ university life in this countlv Tor the first
hmc the atmosphere of the great Furopean centers of research lad
" been ereated ' Ameriea, Deparinfents headed by such men_ g
Sylvester, Gilderskegve, Rensen, Rowlangd; Martin, a group. of soho]
ars all fitted to m\prre their students with the ardor of research—
“this was sonmething iew: To this. atmosphere the students of those
e’uly days, remforccd by entlmsmstle young (Imcuz/s fresh from their

‘experience oi' the then simple and ideal (erman, unners*y life, re..

sponded with ‘due appreciation of the lucky days upon w hich they
had fallen, Probably theré has never been in this cbuntry a center
“of learmu" where' the eondltlons were more ideal for producing in
its best form thc Joy of the intellectual life—nor group of students

better fitted to profit b their novel opportunities.- To share the life -

of this ardent body of workers \\’ds thev one and

- ence to be remembered.
To thig group of students, cager for mtcllcctndl ad\ enlm‘o came,
in 1880—1881 Charles 8. Peirce. IIis reputation bad preceded him,
‘and his hearers were quickly receptive to the mspn(ltlon to be hdd

all'felt, an e\:pei‘i-

from one more master mind. ‘Bylvester and Peirce both possessed *

recognized elements of the temperament of genius—a thmn which

adds much to the effectiveness of pelsnl{xl mtmcourse with a great..

man—but that temperament was exhibited in them in very different’
forms’ Sylvester was a$ Qbhnoue as Peirce of the presence of his.
audjence (though he did once by chanee dlS(‘O\'(‘f‘ fo his evxdent
amazemeént, that his most distinguished’ auditor, Professor Cayley,
.was fast asleep his bald head frankly Govered withi his handkerchief),

but he had a boyish enthusiasm which was in full lmrmony with his

fresh Dnghsh color and his nervous Jewish- temperament.” HE was
alWays bmmmmg over w1th the importance of his subject-matter,
which had usually been ‘produced during the three days’ interval
between his Jectures, and which was brough€sforth with the keen i .Joy
“t‘ brooding type. He 'sat when he - addxessed his handful of 'students
" (who turned out afterwards however, to he amotmnxmpm tant hand-
» ful) and he had all the air, as has been noted by Professor’ Jastrow,

of the typical philosopher' who is engaged, at the moment, in bringing - -

fresh truth by divination out of some inexhaustible well. He got his
: eﬁ:’ect not’ by anything that could be called an inspiring personahty,
the usnal sense of the term, but rather by creating the i 1mpress10n

th we had hefore us a profouud original, dispassionate and im- '
passmned seeker of truth. No effort was made to create a tonnected”
~and not mconmstent whole out of the matter of each lecture. In fact,

of the ithmediate dlscoverér Peirce, on the contrary, *was of.the -

. every day something new to me in logic. .
T wish most earnestly that you may succe@ntmg your stu-

. " , A
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S0 dcvxous and unpleduthz was his course that he once, to the de.
light of his students,-proposed at the end of his lecture, that we
should form/(for greater. freedom of dlSCubSlOI}) a Metaph)swal
(,Iub though he had begun the lecture by defining metaphys q/lcs to be
““the science of unelear thinking,”’ : -
Several of Professor Sylvester’s studenls—undelstandmﬂ that

the New Logic whieh Pr ofessor Peirce professed had connections with

existing mathematies and thnt even if it had nqt, it was son}gthm"
which, unliké the mechanieal logieal exereises of the schools, was ex- -
peeted fo have a vivifying and clarifying effect upon one’s actual
reasening processes—joined his elass in logic, composéd otherwise, of

course, of students of plle}ophv This mixed character of the audi-
‘ enee, as is too often the cage'in }OLtures on modcrn logic, made it im-

possible for the lecturer o adapt his subject-matter with exactnéss to

the needs of either part, Peirce’s lectures did not go very e.‘iter.xs‘ivgly .
“into the details of his mathematieal logiec (Symbol Logic, I maintain,

is the only proper name for it, and T note with pleasure that Dr. Karl
Schmidt has adopted this.term). His lectures on plitlosophical logic

‘we shonld doubtlecs have followed to much greater advantage if he

had recommended Yo _us to read his masterly series of articles on thel
subjeet which had nlrefldy appeared in the Popular Science Monlhl,j,
in 1878 under the title {*Some Illustrations of the Logic of § Scle‘r:ee

We should have, had from these at first hand a better idea of ‘‘how
to make our ideas clear’’ concernm" the methods of sciepce as he
-understood them. But that, in spite of his apparent aloofness and .

- air of irresponsibility, hé really had the interests of h}S hearers .deeply
-+ at heart will appear from a sympathetic letter which he wrote me
™ some years later, when I came to lecture myself on loglc at the Johns

kin Umversn
HOP ) y - Mivrorp, Pz\
. . ) Thnnksgnmg Day, 1902 -

. M y dear M rs. Franklin: It gives me 30y to learn that you are to lec-
ture on logic at the Johns Hopkins. But, oh, you will not have such a
wonderful ,and.charming class as I had, especially the first year. In those
. days I knew very little about logic, and did not even thorou hly under-.
, stand. upon what logic ig based. T was not in possesswn of thd proof that
the science of logic must be based on the science of et]ncs, although I more _
or. less perceived that sound reusomng\lcpends more on sound morals than 3
anything else. T at’any rate trxed hard to sée what I was about, and not to,

" build logie upon ‘anything that must on the contrary be built upon it. In

a certnin measure I appreciated the precise nature of the utility of logie,
. tind rated it high; but I did not know what I know now. I'am ﬁndmg out

v

dents with’ the true spirit- of science and of logic, and that is the véry
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. . : ¢
grentest hapyfiness T could wish for you. Whetler \'u:x do
o A8 A 00
chiefly on how much you eare to dv so.—~1 return Keyues
. . n Kevues.
\ Very faithfully,
, ’ . ’ 1 .
ik o 8. Prrer
LB, T hope that Sehrider s manuseripts will | i .
anvthine in my " ] . pts will be printeds I would do
any 2 in my power to fhat end. Can’t you find out what is needed?

r not depends

,I\ 0 : .
1 . r let . -l i t . a D‘.
l Q ()”()\\ ln{_., l(, fCl, A\ ]I]Uh I }l:l\'(* (llj(,)t(‘(l ill ]')ﬂl' . il)(li(':ltt’&' } mon

i - N oD, o

] - i . ?etbrin - < . .
Ot‘l(,l things, the extreme valuewhich Peiree attributed to his form of
oyt W o \ . . & {0 0o
pmthnlmtlsm. - The important edllection of hjy reprints which he pr
sented to me at this {ime . ‘ ot g
) 1(;( tovnlle at-thl.s time, I have now depostted in the lil)l"ll‘!,"()f Co
) o ) - ] - (LR, ()=
umbia University. This letter, too, is not so muel
b Univorsiy. T : too, so mueh a persanal letter
18 > ve settinge out of some.of his views and experiences;
‘ 3 08 ;

if h 2 l]'lS I('ft noAom ] ¢ 1 10g l) 1\ 1‘1 sHo ns )}
(). « o ; p ele atl ()I)IO,‘.,{';I l nrels ]
: .-' 1 \ , {( A B ]l( ' (] jl“ 1§ ]1 llll}l( X‘ti]nt

ragerial con ’ml.lg the wonderful intelleetual life which die took
part in, in*Cambridge, during his early y@h

« My dear Mrs. Franllin: Tt ; ind A
doing./what [rs, anl‘lm. Tt 13 most kind of xou to think of me and of
. v o M PO i
( 1t you propose, and it happen§ that, just.at this time, i }
very serviceable to me. Tor i min o o g b
' . For m a forthcoming number of tl 2
am to have un artidle abo'sg pragmati 1 i oL e ot ©
. e abo) atism, explaining what I elvo 1
b ridlo abot | i , 0X] g what 1 concewvo 1t to
o houghlem(h cails himself o pragmatist, and no doubt he derived
s 0 Jeatfr 5 is ifforen
L ide h.xﬁ 1e subjeet~from mé, yet there is 2t most essential 'diﬁ-erenr'yc
N l . . . - . T ) o . ;
3 bveer Jis lr.)mggm.xtlsm and-mine. My point is that the meaning of 4
ept ... lie i ich i ] " .
posivé A T nlx Eluv p‘fm‘m\y in .wlnch it could conecivably modify pur-
tion, and ap this alone. “Jamacs, on the cont ‘
- turn of mind is away f : ' \ i oy e !
o o mind s qway from generals, and who is besides so soaked in ultra
onalis {3 ike' ) ts .
ponsas 1::)13 ps.}(.hol();:y that like most modern prsyclologists he .hm"ﬂm()"'t
- pow i f l toof view, )
ot irl; el:fo regardijig matters fram the logical point,of view, in de-
. . . . . 1 ) ! )
. gmatism, spenks of it as referring idehs to experie eani
evidently tho sensational side of experi hile cegned oanconts ne
! § _ -experience, while T regard
affairs of habi fan o ¢ 1 regard concepls as
abit or disposition, and of how we sho uld react. Without p';rtic
e . -

ularl i1 i Y i
larly referring to him, my Monist article (already sent in and accepted). o

:,st]:(‘;.sc)g;]l‘l:}?ic‘;;h:: rfrir, posxtlou"js; and In‘d&sire to follow it up by tw
o (;f ot vm‘c. trat __:}mll slxpw how Fhis prineciple at once affords solu-
of thoue oopren ¥ ls10 3;01 prol)](lr‘ns. nn(.] shall shiow whatsthe general color
noniena I upp(:al to ,ng 1l)lx‘§\ﬁ:;\ttllllmitl’rtt}lxc;; S?“H o ks oo B
hor \ the tra the pragmatist. principle.
;tp;zaftmf:tillcl'rdgroblc;)mat‘}vnl whether ‘thie second and thirld artilclis f‘(i
o e e I;C;; ; upon th}hhf:r the readers e Monist are inter-
onld sl i 1tc e.h N ﬁow if, you were to wwrite Wit you propose, it
o the Moy bion odt e first article, increase the sales of that number
o fcm:s,but t}':;: tehr(ltifcnczoplmncp of a second much more likely. I
t'o insure the third; but the iir‘s?,lll)cilg?lltcilc(gj}lciltt{i)IOf. ;’tse]f ) ierest
.18 not-caleulated to attract new readers. v '

It is i
o anys(’:}l;ze tha: fhave not received much credit either for pragmatism
t part of my work. Iowever, as it was naz; done for the sake

an.individual opinion,
‘ (4

.

’

.
0
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of anything of that kind, T have no reason to complain.  What I expected
. B TR . L. . "\ e
to gain when did it, T have gained. T began on thagseale of printing a
. . . . A N e
Ingical researcly every month. "My motive then was a miXeg one. I wanted
the sfutement of my reswlts in print for my own conveniene i i'(\fut‘Kix_lg
to them, and T thought jt would be a eain to eivilization tohave my entire
]i»gicn‘l system.. Dut aftera very. few months, 1 found that nobody togle any

“potice of my papers, and 1 Tost all interest in their publication, and simply

filed away my mss for uy own nse. .

1t must have been :]mut 1557 when I first made the acquaintance of
Chaugeey Wright, a mind about on the level of J. 8. MilL ITe was a thor-
ougrh mathematician of the species that: lourished at” that time, when
dyuamies was regarded (in Ameriea) as the top of mathematics.. Je had
@ most penetrating dntelleet. There were a lot of superior men in Cam-
bridge-at that time. T doubt if they could have been matched in any other’
soviety as amall that existed at that time anywhere in the world.  Wright,

. . 1y . . . . .
whose acquaintance I made at the house of Mra. Lowell, was at that time a

thorough Hamiltonian: but soon after he turned fnd became a great ad-
mirgr of Mill. Tle and X used to have long and very lively and close dis-
putations lasting two or three hours daily for many years.” In the gixties I
started. a littlé club called the Metaphysical Club, Tt soldom if ever had
ore than half a dozen present. Wright was the str;‘gn;.:(‘st member and
probably T was next. Nicholas St. John Green was a IFQr\'olbusly strong
»intelli;:onco.' Then there were Frank Abbott, William Jimes, and others.
Tt was there that the name and the doctrine of prnmnaﬁém saw the light.
There was in particular one papvr'of mine that was much .;l('iniirvd_ and the
ms. went around to different members who wished to go over it more closely
than they could do in hearing it read. Whilq 1 was in charge of the Coast
Survey office in 1873, 1 employed some Sundays in putting '.chat piece into
a literary form, though without any intention of printing it. But in 1875
_or 1876 I met old William Appleten, the publisher, on a steamer, and he
offered mé a good round price for some articles for the Popular Science
Monthly. T patched up the picee I speak of for the first; and it appeared

* in November, 1877, In the autumn of 1877 T went abroad in order to urge ’

a certainttruth upon the Geodetieal Agsociation. AsT should have to speak .
in French and conduct a discussjon in that language, by way of practise I
began audfinished on the voyage between Hoboken and Plymouth an
article about pragmatism ‘in Trench. I afterward translated into French”
my article of November, 1877, and these two appeared in the Retvue Philo-
"sophiqué, about Volume VI 1 Jeft in the library of the J. I University -
a_bound volume of my picces containing these two. .I have not a copy of
cither now. I should.say that the word pragmatism ddes not appear in that
article, nor did I insert it'in the Century Dictionary or ever use it in print
previous to the article in Baldwin’s Dictionary. I translated the steamer
_article into English and in that dress it appeared in the Popular Science
of January, 1878, some time previo‘us to the publication of the original text.
. There niever was the smallest disloyalty on' Jnmeg’s part. *On the con-
trary, he has dragged in mention of me whenever he could.
- In the spring of 1903 I was ‘i\nvitcd, by the iuﬁuencs of James, Royce,

¢ \ *
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and Miiusterberg, to give a course of lectures in Harvard University on
I’mgnmtism: I had intended to print them; but Janies said he could net
understand thegn himself aud could not recommend, their being printed,
I do not myself think there is any difficulty in undoxsta nding them, but afl
modern psychologists are so sonked with sensationalism that they can not
understand anything that does not mean that, and mistr:mslago into the
ideas of Wundt whatever one says abolt logic. . . . TLow can 1, to whom
nothing seems . so thoroughlygcul as generals, and who regard Truth and
Justice as literally the most powerful powers in the “'(;Y'}l], expect to be
undcrstood_‘ by the thorouqhgoiug Wundtinn? But the curious thing is to
sce Absolute Idealists tainted with this ‘discnsc,-qr meu who, like John

Dewey, hover between Absolute Tdealism and Sensationalism, Royce's.

opinions as developed in his “ World and Individual 7 are extremely near
to mine. IIis insistence on the clement of purpose in intellectual coneepts
is essentially the pragmatistic position. . '

Pragmatism is one of the results of my ‘study of the formal laws of

signs, a study guided by mathemidtics and by the familiar faets of every-

-day experience and by, no other.scienco whatever. It is a maxim of logic
from which issues a metaphysies very casily. Tt solves almost all problems
- of metaphysics in short metre and it solves them in such a way as never to
bar the way of any positive inquiry. It also has the gratifying offect of
encouraging the simplest’ idéas of religion and anthropomorphic coneep-
tions of the Absolute. . T o -
I have some of my quarto papers bound up together and I am sending
you this volume begging your acceptance of it. I w:}*h I had copies of ‘some

- of my octavo papers bound up; but I have nop I have some loese copics

of some of them which I would have bound for You; but one never knows
when a binder is going to send one’s books home. One only knows that he
will try to do 40 in time to get the bill paid before both parties die. So I
send suelpapers as T can find, as they are, along with a few newspapers
containing articles an “ French Academy,” “ Napoleon Bouaparte,” “ Great
Men of the Ninetcenth Century,” ete,

" With best régards to Mr. F ranklin,

i Very fdithfulls,
) ) » S C. S. Pemce.

Professor Peirce had a mind of great oi'iginality and pr&luctiv&'
ness; he lacked, no doubt, as do too many geniuses, thaé keen self-
eriticism which would have enabled him to distineszish ‘rigidly, in
what he produced, between the wheat and the chaff, Much of what
he wrote, especially during the later years of his life, was incompre-

hensible beyond even the privilege of the maker of new ﬁhilosophies; -

articles in the Monist which William James has said’ will. be a rich
mine for the future studept will just as probably remain forever in-
Adecipherable by him: . Once when I was in search of -an.article of his .
which had lately appeared in the Monist,l entitled, in Shakespeare s

. »phrase, “Man”sGlassy Essence;’” and could not remember its name,

\]lfy dear Mrs. Franklin;

’
S ad

YSPSYCIIOLOGY AND SCIENTIFIC METHODS 7‘..?1
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the young librarian who assisted me said, ““Oh yes,—you meun"fhg
artiele @ Glacial Man’ ”’—a title*which \_V(ml'd doubt!essl.have serve

as well as the ofher. Indeed, many of his’ COHtI"lb.llt.IOHS to rl’f}le
philosopbical dictionary were of the 11111'0]y .calmhstl-e type. 1(;
seeond part of the artiele on Symbolie Logie, for mstanf}lc, ;va(1
finally, against the urgent advice of Professor Couturat, w 10 had.
himself contTibuted the admirable ﬁl".s;t part, sent.to 'tl.lc1 prmtef',
thongh it is doulitful it any one will evér be ;1})?0 to.read it.! But it
will never e Known what reams of closely written ‘matter were ex-
cluded? Professor Peiree had already completed a great .part of a
haok on logie, largely medieval logie, whicl} (save for what came out.
in the Dictionary) he was never in a pos.it.lon to puh]Nfb: his fllt_lﬁ‘()
disciples will mo doubt see to it that t]{]s great work is _cventuz_} y
given to the press.  So difficult at the thne, however, was the rejee-

tion, in the interest of sanity, of such a mass of closely written-pages
. b »

that at last T found it necessary to call in the aid ofﬂmy husband, WI'IO
undertook to p]luyAthc traditionally unpleasant role O.f the cand.l(}
-friend. The ingrained sweetness of Peirce’s character.—au C.?SGIltl&.
to the aceeptance of irksome eriticism—is here brqught into evidence; ’
in fact, this bit of correspondence may perhaps be }rcgardgd ag a

1o its type,—no casy type. . .
model oS WPeTR [Mirrorp, Pa., Nov., 1900.]

. "I want you kindly to read the enclosed n_r_tie'le Exact Lo.gic and. show it
to your husband whose judgmont. I have much faith in, if h.e'mll be so
good as to look at it. I told Prof. Baldwin when T took up this work that

. . B . )
* . I should ‘expeet “unlimited swing” in exact logic. Still, I don’t know

but it is“too much to ask him to print this; and I‘ donft \.van.t to ask what
18 not right. The purpose of it s to put Ex.act Logic in its place gslz;
branch of philosophy. It iz an extremely careful~state{nent_of the small.
grou;xd it covers. I do not see how I chould say less without reducmg-%:
to a general statement that would be without force. I nm.too c;oseuto it
to get a good mental sight at it. "I request you to read it an t; Ee :
plainly whether 'it_secm‘s: to you and your husband calculated tp- d(?ﬁ )
cause of exact logic any good, . . . also whet_l.xer there are any modi ca;
tions you can suggest, éspecially. to shorte.n it. A short vocabulary od
terms omitted in Vol. I. of the Dictionary "vall h'ave to be z{ddcd. You. };u
better, I should think, follow my example in this res.pcct in yqurl‘urtlc es,
inserting, for instance, ... I should.not Wondcr., if you look 1nt<1) m);
Virgo symbol, but you ‘might find it Iesulted in a valqable rule o
climination- Very faithfully,
C. S. Pemce.

) ‘ . Y S
1 The death of Professor Couturat, who was’ run over by a military auto-
truck at the beginning of the war, is one of the many irreparable losses of the

European war,




- THEJOURNAL oF PHILOSOPHY
My dear Mr. Peirce, . L | S

one, to bo sure, v
b , very commonplace i e
entertain—an articlo i acq in compatison with tl ich &
dosSted o pio:tldo in a cooperative dictionary such as thi;q;l which -‘ﬁ:ou
© expolition of th;letr.\lvorkt 110\\'.0\-9r eminent the writer of ii: 1(1))l¥1d I}qijbe
“is capable of bei: 18 mlﬂnervfmr]y well established and curre:t ut :t.o i?}'xe
intelligible t‘o . g Zq e;pressed tithin the neegéénry L I'lt or, if net,
. ) ¢ ordinary p . R M mits
which sou lay down in’y Ol;)r i;: .p;rl_y cquipped reader. Now, the ‘views
- their adequately i L your article scem to me absolut ’
¢ § el . .
gitqu to (ih‘ﬁn(;]hy l_l(litclhgab]e presentation far.more sp 1ceytltao eauire fox
" and, - . ’ St an y ;
spare. ... . * f?’,h?”’ far more you b

13
avel

X T s . Very faithfully yours,
'F. FrAxguy.

“MiLrorn, Pa., 1905, Nov.

- My 'dcar_ Franklin:
. ~--th-m§\9:r I;ttcr is-at hand. . I asked of you
. T di‘lﬁ“.d‘“"“ it veannie o D .L.._< P
Bapabhi et :;(;;}f; (T{ine 1t‘so fmthfu_ny. Would there were m
ot ou gige me wholesome countel I shal o
hstanding the suggestions of the Evil O o and T shall follow
E ne. ’ ) :

- @ . ..

) L . Yours faithfully,
o ; > C. S. Pemce.

. This same advi i :
s iee, might, T ha .
N : ght, I have no doubt, have be ea
dx;;lté}ge ;mder later letters of the 'llp(h(:xlll)]::, e buen vepeated fo
» 1arles S. Peirce 11'11'} appencd to have )
ity o Peir ac happened to have a long o
by 3t I(;:];(:;l{li I]Iopkms University—if the ‘vb'lbl:i"hp:; mdtolf o
e y i years aa.n
Femon dti’s'cuggi ;nu? “ as kept upon the solid ground of inte(i‘l'fr)'(ien '
Tetsen, Smdémq‘;ﬂs W 1.th a constantly gro“"inr* group .of IIFUlc
m mom.cer.tain: ’v',] ere is no doubt that his work \:ouldp] av .
o t alue than it can be affirmed to, be it oy
» 1or instance, that his grateful pupil Wi]lilfll et voull e
y < l

haVG .fOuI]d hls 3¢ y.. p V or OW Il ’ o neoms-

preheIlSible ta be pri . v
i printed at the tin .
.,5ophical C oy e te. At’the meetings s
fenders Ofo}rlli{,;rc.s.se in Géttingen, in 1908, Peirce eh:(’lf-f: of the Philo-
the Italian i_lvlfiws, as against the James form of o swarm de-
most b osophers, Calderoni and Vailati, X pragmatism, in
acute intellect, is no longer living ati. Vv
! o

| ;};Ie t?_ throw -much illumination—mor
g writer—upon the real bearing of |

‘o _ ailati, a man of
; Calderoni would no doubt be
e perhaps than any other liv-

Pejree. the philosophical views of Mr.

Covusssia UnivessiTy, ' C%IRISTINE - Lapp-FRANKLIN

?

as, to B -

i “ . .
pace than the dlCthllﬂI'y chn":&

.« ... I feel bound to y -
TN say that, accordin . . } ,
’ & to my notion of s B -

such a wopk— o

a_disagreeable thing, and I -l

| L\RLES § PEIRCE AS A TEACHER

_..problems the ferti

"
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v

rI‘WO rocord an impression of Charles S. Peiree as a teacher is a
L grateful opportunity. /A deép conviction of the signifieance of
" t

lleetual proeesses -

the problems presented apdt a mastery of the inte
The logical

were his sole and adequage pedagogical equipment.
quality was the dominant tm?t\o_tllil.;tlgnking; rectitude hecame a
-ational virtte. NIn the deduetive fieldsdiere premises were sharply
defined and under control, the orderly development of conclusions
was the trme function of the well-trained mind, and the mark of the.
scholar. The “\;\lgehm of Logic’” was an. ¢xpert tool usable ounly by
the expert, and: extending the scope of the logical grasp. Deeply

© mathematical, his thinking had not the trace of a scholastic quality;

there was 1o love of the tool fov its own sake, but an admiration of
its eutting edge as the issue of human care and skill. - Ilis interests
were comprehensives though npt scattered. In the field of inductive,
Llvi\tly of his respurecs imbarted a breadth to his .
treatment that brought to the student the constant; leadership. of 8
rich mind. 1lis knowledge never gave the ‘impression of a burden,
‘put of strength. Ilis command of the history of geience. was €n-
eyclopedic in the best gense of the word. The hypotheses of the great
thinkers of the past were transformed ifito logical exercises for ihe
present-day student. The gredt advances of science were due as
mmuch (iftnot more) to-an inercased hojd over the 10giqal“instrumént
as to an chlarged realm of observation. The history of science was
a record of man’s growth in logical stature. In dealing with the
‘more fluid and versatile considerations of induetion, as in the more

rigid and closed systems of deductive 1'Vezlsoning; the skilled focusing
of his mind ex\gitc&admiratioﬁ. _The irrelevant was discarded, the
significant composition revealed.” The chips fell gway and the statue
in the’block appeared. This sense of masterly analysis accomplished
with neatness and dispatehy—all seemingly casy, but actually the
quality of the higliest type of keen thinking—remains as the central
impression of a lectureby Professor Peirce. - _ i A
When I came to the Johns Hopkins TUniversity in the autumn of
1882, Mr. Peirce’s career was well established. TIe had inspired a
remarkable group of young ‘men, Nnow leaders in in‘tellectual affairs;
a group to whieh is to be added the name of Christine Ladd-Franklin,
whose exeeptional abilitics. seeured :for her exceptional privileges.

The *‘Studies in Logic’’ by «)embers of the Johns Hopkins Uni- -

. versity'’ appeared in 1883.  The coneldding paper which Mr. Peirce...... .

<

contributed to thte volume on ¢ A Theory of Prohable Inference’’’ex-
hibits the qualities of his teaching and the charm and lucidity of hist
Lo h . : . .

.
y




