- 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
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. ) ¢ 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
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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.
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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
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preheIlSible ta be pri . v
i printed at the tin .
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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
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| ;};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-
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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 . : . .
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language, and remain irable ex g
his fhgught and the ﬁzigllll :fdgllzgie Ep-afihe
ixe u;te:g;lay of logical and psycholc;rvi
a fertile prineiple of intefpretafioon Logi
atvly ' . rpr . 0Z1C was anf em I
e a;;s,cé)hl?nzrjlz;c(li \;las .blolggxcz_zl, the product require flleazlgf;leli:f
oy ine. “1?1 msplratl‘on. of genius. It was this side of l’o"
. v"ﬂ]at m;dqhimgxgz ;a:} humanistice val.ue; out of it grew the ilisit:l::
o nedago 1er: of pragmatism. The doetrine had a (;is
discussmn; ! addfi ue; 1t made the student feel the reality -of tIfL:
T ot | }act .mg'na 'moJ.erate insight to a_”growing eapacity,
e ;; sy_ ogism in Barbara virtuafly takes place wi .
\ of a decapitated froe.” dopine i
idea, he concludes: ‘“Although these an I
_8eneralizations, may seemy, very f

e of the consti'uct.ién of
I refer to it bevause it reflects
cal trends, which he déveloped

: alogies, like all very broad
gor anciful at first sight, ve T
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' tem of formal Ioi:rlx?f ext;ic{,Th”‘ give a significance to t e
e e R - 2 k - n ] ' ”
S My piletions at that fomatiar ey e
A 11:&;(ther negative, My college course ha
ikes, not“violent,‘but distinetive! By eliminati
- ’ ' _ - By elimination T S
o (;I:ZIJSX I}))::ilgsgphy... Mr.” Reirce’s courses in I,ogiIc Lr?z:\?ileriea: :
o Iabomtm_‘ynoc; of 1rl1tellectua1' muscle.  Though kI p:omptly togi;
Hall it nor ‘é);yc 10logy when that was established by Stuuiey
a psychological proble?h,gz:ivxfdriet Ilt]géﬁ:: : tr:'ivning - 'the'hal;dling .
o . 1, & € same time stimulat -
e wfﬂleztig:;lﬁi n;e, then fairly innocent of anv'eilul])rcl)}r’afg'f
e, e t{ 0 rcsearcl}} " He borrowed the zii)phra“tué foi
T o condi{' 0 my 'room‘, mstallgd at my -window, and witl
_t}ons_ , e resultslloyns of 111u1_mr1ation were right, I took t’he obscrval
condings o ol w_’x'e-rev publishéd . over gup Joint names in the Pr -
K te Nationa Academy of Science. The deH.IOIiSif“lti,(){)n-

that traces
. aces of sensory ¢ eet too slight to make any registry i
ry ] nake. regi in con-

¢

period were, I must confess,

book on ““The Subeonseioug, *?

As a further illustrati ‘
, tration of his ferti] T

cooperati im . rtie suggestiveness ; .
- an (I;] aba:;Zte stxmul}zs I mention his study of gl‘eZt menneq;and usg of -
“and boay 1(:1(?; ?§tf10n-sh_eet regarding the ancestry dlialitizsp;‘fe Dﬂ}'eg
all timeS.’ He fnzfit“:iork, stages of growth, ete., o‘f{ ‘the great mcrfl:nf
~ ing the chief biorrrai)h;: I::?I ! gr(:xp of students to join him in rea?l-

might furnish the entr; great men and extracting
g rnish the entries for the syllabus. ‘We then 1111:1;}1:02? s
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he.results. The project was
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never completed. A number of years later, I .was permitted to for-
mulate two rather simple conclusions, the one relating ‘to ‘‘Lop-
gevity,”’ the other to ““Precocity.’”” Thig was done at a time when
such studies were not general, though Galton’s work was known.
Such a eonclusion as that later associatéd with Dr. Osler’s misquoted o
verdict regarding the correlation of early manhood wjth germinal
‘ideas, was anticipated in this study. " Such were his methods, - | .

Mr. Peirce’s personality was affected by a superficial reticence
often .associated with the. scientific temperament. -He readily gave -
the impression of being dnsocial, possibly cold, more truly retiring..

" At bottom the +fait was in the nature of a refined shyness, an em-
barrassment in the presence gf the small talk-and introductory salu- '
tations intruded by conventign to start one’s mind. Ilis nature was

_ generously hospitable; he was an intellectual host. In that respect
he was eminently fitted to become the leaderof aseleet band of dis-

_ciples. Under more fortunate circumstances, his academic usefulness
might have been vastly extended. For he had the pedagogic gift to =~~~ T LT

an unusual degree, had 1tby dower of nature, as someé men handle a
pencil and others the bow of a violin. It may be an inevitable result
of the conventional system of education, but it is none the less a sad -
one, that his type of ability does not flourish readily in an institu-

. tionalized atmosphere; and no university had a more wholesome at-
mosphere than had Johns Hopkins in those-days. "The moral, if there
be one, is that systems must give way to personalities, if the best
talents of the best men are to be available.

The young mén in my group who were admitted 10 his circle found
him a most agreeable companion. The terms of equality upon which
he met us were not’in the way of flattery, ‘fo'f they were too spon-
taneous and sincere. We were members of his ‘‘scientifie’’ frater-
nity; greetings ‘were brief, and'we, proceeded to the business that
brought us together, in which he and we found more pleasur'e than
in anything else. This type of cooperation and delegation of re-

* sponsibility came as near to a pedagogical device as any method that
he used. One instance of it stands out with embarrassing elearness.
To my consternation I was informed by Mr. Peirce that he would be

_absent at the time of ‘the next lecture in logic, and that he would like
me to present the nekt stage in the development of his 2&\1: to the
class of graduate students. ,About half the hour was ovey, when

«  Mr, Peirce walked iﬁ, took his place and insisted upon my:concluding
the exercise. I know of no more enlightening comment upon the at-
mosphere of the place-and the day than that the. procedure was .
accepted maturally by all concerned except myself. - .

It should be mentioned that during these years Mr. Peirce was .
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. continuing his work i’ the G - )
. e 0’ the Geodetic Surv ‘
‘on a consi . ocdelie survey anpd was thu inp
He ane i}?er?l)lc.‘xax:gg of scientifie work of}:]uitc diﬁ’el'seszwr)lng '
", It needed n:)aé'l?mlfl,y OIT exact scientific men with academic tx"z(list?'ope. :
professorial dir::i?e of llxzanncr or interest tb set his ﬁetiviti((zg inmtll]& -
s i tion. By those who knew hitn j the ) e
am i ) oyt ew hifn in other relation
acadi(::i?nied I my impression that he had more }')‘llob'lmlli]at‘mﬁs :
o h ' pursuits.  To these he turned when he retire 1/‘ reos o 'the
: 1s work as a scholar sufveying broadly the ;;l‘u’ rocosnizing
stronge ki L te field of inteltec
the t:hfifibemf()t his versatile mind. To those who belilcnte”fct, o
ne : 2 o Hev d ‘
more helpfgl (t)h the I?H(:ICFS, of men, nothing is more iﬂsp(;l‘itlllf:t o
: an training by example—than the privilese of 5 ?‘H.d
* pravilege of associ- -

often speak of strange things or use strat
“seldom that they arouse sufficient faith for other

. . . i
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intellectual rovers who, in “heir search for new ficlds, venture into

the thick jungle that surtounds the little pateh of cultivatéd science.

They are not gregarious c,1bzrtu/1‘es, these }ouciy pioneers'; and in their

isolation they often completely lose touch. with those who tread only

the beaten paths, so that no one learns of their green pasturcs or

kitows their final burial graund. Those that retu;'ﬁ to the community

1iee words; and it is but

s to follow them and
W .

alte of, these pionecer

asserted that universities are established to

_prevdnt it from being lbsf: But univer-,

iustitutions, ean find place only for

The restless, impatient minds,

change thieir trails into bigh roads. -~

. Tew nowadays would® question the grett v
minds; and it is often
facilitate their, work, dnd
sitics, like other well-managed

{hose who can work well in harness.
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‘men as Peirce in the facultigs of the
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eculiar relation to Charles S

7 get indeed glimpses of a™vast philosophic®

e T,

'TII\OUG-H I hetve not stood in-any p

Peiree
, and ean not speak ; ST "
of his extraordinarily diverls)if;eddiuihl(;llmtwdy o sho various phacs:
the editors’ conrteoils invitation ﬁ ) lo{:tu;ﬂ activity, I ean not refuse

. R ’ ¢ o add a few words of <. :
piety” in tribut ' ( ew words of ““philosonlii

_ . SO
¢ to one of the few great semin: : phic

has produend. al minds that Ameriea
) o

Many. and diversé ar S
munity. Thére ar:s;}‘:g‘tq the minds that form the ‘philosophie com
BN are, first ‘and for e - -
bilders who pep s t’h'eir S:ltld] iom;nosf,‘ the great masters, the systém
: . : stately palace PCe
architectonic' minds are S“‘Vodpbv 'lS:rm.(,rImIg to tltlf moon. These
auxiliaries, e Y. a varied host of follow
mansi;ns/” . SC})lne provide the furnishines to \m"lke il owers and
0 ; 5 g 1650
. 8aged in ma]i']c mm.d more - commodious; ‘while, other.
Str:nothe jnaking their facades more ‘imposing :
gthening weak places T e
. g aces on, building h-ne
many move: are enmaeed” in At i much-needed additions. while * -
. ., moterare engaged in defeénding these t . . while® *
Impetuous army of ¢rities “310 i & Hhese structures against the.
~ dow . R are ever eager an e .
own upon and destroy all that is dew of be and ready to pounce

human -impérfecti vl
g _ rtal m
P tion. There are also the philelugists, thpse \\'E;ka:(f

. .
m-‘a nlOI (1 IIRIIOW sense SChO]aIS. W hO d]g IIOt 0111& 10! faCtS or IOOtS,
N i b t t
' s ’ e » ar '

mys’tfc
N

s are en-

Some ‘are busy

,

table, must thus Jbe kept
ality. Charles S. Peiree
souls-with the divine gift

Jike the socially or- conventionally unaceey
out, no matter. how fruitful their origin
vwas certainly one of these restless:pioneer
* of seeing the hitherto invisible. In his carly papers, in the Journal of
Speculative: Philosophy, and‘in his later papers, in the Monist, we
system on which he was
ith an wnusual wealth of material and apparatus. He had, .
¢ essential gifts of successful system buildersa.
- But I am not
leted this work, 1. ¢, I can not

werking w
indeed, one of the most cssen
the power to coin an apt and striking terminology:
certain that he could ever have comp ‘
in my own iinagination see how the various lines of his thought can
be madé to meet. ~Ilowever, that his was a mind unusually fruitful
in strikingly. 01‘igi1:1al suggestions, no careful, open-minded reader of
his writings will deny. That these writings have 1)0@1} S0 'sad}y
ncglectéd———thnt even now no collected edition of them js_‘ available—
is to be accounted for only by the fact that isolation and: neglegh gre
the penalty for those who stray frem the heaten path and wefuse to
" bow to the reigning idols. cow L
- In one-vespect. I’eirc’é{ has certainly ‘been most fortunate. Two
“such’ gifted and p()\\'orful" minds as those of William James and
Josiah Royce have heen oble to follow some of th,c; glirect.ions from
his Pisgah ]‘miglipts and have thus conquered rich philosophie. @mains,
That furfher, domains await those whe  can decipher other- of his
cryptic directions can, of course, only be a question of- fajth. '
- Ofs Royce’s indebtedness to Peirce an eloquent testimony is con-
ta{ned in the preface to the ““Problem of Christianity.’’ In view,
« “however, of Professor Iowison’s misunderstanding of that passage
‘and" its motive,! a student J¢ Professor Royce may be allowed to

1 Philosophical Boview, May, 1916, p. 240 .
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