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Lecture I. THE NATURE ATD THE USE OF ABSOLUTE TRUTH.

I propoce, in these lectures, to uniertelec & terk o &
gsorevhat definitely 1i-ited intrrecst ard ccore. I wa:t to
defire &7d to defa-d the conce~t of Absolnte Truth. In
rarticular, T want to show: Firet trat re gll uce the
conceprtion, or tre idea, or, if you vrefer arother word, thre
Ideal, of abteolute truth as a conce-t, ar idea, an ideal. thst
is of uce te ue for tre purposes totk cf comron scrse and of
science; Seconily, I went to chow why this idegl of ebrolute
truth is a useful ideel, - useful for the rurposec of deily
1ife, uceful for tre purposes o® ccientific inquiry, snd use’ul
for any ethieel, or retaph;sicel or religious interescte thet
eny of us ma; che:ce to porsers: &rd Thirdly, I wert to indicste
tre gerce in whieh, &s T surpore, our idegl - absolute truth
is an ideg) of rorething that ic, in eore reeions of ovr 1life
and in some deszre» geoercitle to us. I heve cclled this tes)k
lirite? in chersecter &nd sco-e. Some of you ~ill regsard it,
in sdvence, &8 8 horelercly vast srd wague undor'aking. Yet
T cell it lirited, tecsure in my own nind it 1: closely con-
neocted with otrer prilosorticrl taeke of whic: ar I rrerer> these

lecturce, T shhll inevitsYle bte slucet c retently ewere, btut
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vhier I muct not here attempt to zccomplish or even to discuss.
As I sneak, T shell be thinkirg of nurercus logicel! snd rete-
physicsl vrrotlerr whoee colution ie bound up vith tre ver-
tieculsr protlem her- in ouection, and I shell be tempted
to diseuss thore otrer prrotlers vith youq while, you, if you
tske interect in thoce other protle s, will ;ourselves heve
trer ir ~ind, and will te ectimatirg whet T here sgy in
the licht of zhst you think atout trese other issues.
Therefore, vhetever I ssy, you ~ill et tre end c*® these lect-
ures Pind to have been very frae entary. I shal! have cugs
geeted to [ou countlecs questione thet I srall here have no
tdme to to snswer, even 1? I hed the rower to answer then.
T ghel! leave you dirsaticfied. vy argurent, gfter it has
tee- ctated, will spveer to you tc have teen, if I iray adart
e nell-known phrsce, & mere playing with rettles on the
chore of tre grest ocesn of truth, while thre ccesn itrel?
i left unexrlored beyond ur. This ie thes cort o lirita-
tion thet T wesn vheén I cell ny vresent &abk limited. Let
me ednit &11 this‘et the ?utsqt. I ¢hell not contert [ou.
Ryt 1f T lesve you rith a eort of disconternt whick me}
helr. however 1lttle, to make you better exclorerc im tie
ogeen 07 truth in tre futmre, T shcll have done sll that

in trece lecturec I cun rore to do,




I.

T hsve chocen to ure the exrressio: "Absolute Truthk”
in my title pert'j tecauce thi:c phrace ic, at tre morent
extre ely unropuler. 0® cource unropularity ic not inm
iteself sr ummixed gocd. But sometimesr. it helys one to
te fra % end indecendert. And tris is such & tive. % at
is cPten called "Absolutiem" ic novadayc & fav rite
terget for the joyou: ridicule of skilful huroricte and
for tre more seriour ecorn of imprecsive putlic teechers. o
the leaders 0® tie thought c¢* tre day, and cfall who are,
so to cpeak, in tre fercrion. It seers Psir of coarce to
gsunpoce thet if a man is & teliever in whet he cslle
Absolute Truth, he muct te eore cort of "Absoiutict.” And
you ell know in advence whrst the leaders of opinion todey
couneei you to trink o® Abscluticste &nd of Atsolutisn. One
who decleres eny trutv to re eabeclute. srp-are, in I'r. Sehil-
ler's eyes to te aseuming thet re is verscnally in very much
the ecne nosition g¢ tret whieh tre dogra of Tapel Tnfelli-
bility sttritutesc to the Fope, whenever tvr pope 1s sclerrly
erd c¢PPicislly defining t-e Peitr o® tre Church. And ench
inPellitility is sorething thut pleirly ne merely nortal
rhilocogter srecking ¢ &n individuvel ought to attritute te
hirccel?f. And s0 :n cteolutict seeme to tel(to sey the lesrt],

intoleratly presurctiour. Yesnvwhile, yocu all Funov other
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sttritutes vhiceh heve teer declared by hisgh anthority, to
belong to Absolntism and to Atsolutiste. Abgolutiem ic
fatile, for =ro, ar trey scy, oern Tind the Aksolute either in
the ..srket plece or in tkre laberetory? And who wruld kno-
whet to do with 't i e Pound it. As for the Absolutist
—him&elf, he is varionsly yet quite suthoritativel}, clearacter-
ized in current litersture ar a fsntacstic dseamer and also s
a cold end terrer intellectuslist, &c & myctic and sleo as
¢ lozic-chorper, ac & rartisen o? the merely ebstrect resson,
end slsc as ar sentinental obscursntict. All there thirgs
you.have heard. OFf course I dc not think trece staterent- to e
correct, o¥ T ghould te no Absclutist. Fut, T agpert ouite
deliberately snd cheerfully thie precert uunrorularity of tre
nere Ateclutist. Sone people, ~ho sre fond of whatever herpens
to te tre lstect tendeney in cirrert opinion, are also fcnid,
as trey sey, of watching the "peesing of Absolutier " Sowce
o? thaw ssy tret they 1like tc be "in at the deeth" o?f
Atsolitism. Now I &onfers thet T wse rmuch sffected in my
crildhood ty trst noweo ertiocusted and trreedtare word stout
how "Truth eruched to'eerth skhll rise agsin."” That old
word by itrelf proves nothine, eolver no crrotle-, hee no
tort of authority, being aerély a vhrsse of s poect, But
T eonfess thet, sceing sore receror to telieve, e+r T ehall
tr; t- show you, thst thet old word exprersed in itc vey

e resl Peect, T srr percenall, fond of going out to see
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truth rice ag:int I believe trat T keve often ;cen it rire
sgein. It has the divire halo of Fesurrection. And wren-
ever T see tXruth, it har to m; rind 8 certeirz ererscter
of absoluteness sbout it vhiek makes e 1 ve to shsre the

rrecent unporpulsrity of tre vword abdbsolute.

I.

S0 rsuch Por e rere suggevtioz of ny vrograr e. And
next for s rprelirinsry éketch 6.° som= festures of our preblem.
Comrron sance ic —ell sconeinted? witk the rredicstes

true srd fzlse. No doutt these worde are uced more or 1ess
eyuivoeslly by co:mon sernce. But without repesting the efforte
a2 cfter rede to distingiish the rrincicsl renses sttrituted
to tre rredicstes true end fslse, T &m here quite resd; to
sere= witr msny ¢of my oopcnente in thies discuceion so far ers

to sey t!st, in trece lecturec T skell reen by t¥~ wordc

true and Pzlce rredicestec thet are croperly arrlied to as-
serti-ns, teo sffirrctions ¢nd deniels, te Jjudgrentes, to
rrogositions, and to ideas only ir so fer es Idsec are of the
nst-re 2P grsertiors or of rrorvositiors, or of arslogous com-
vl~xec. Thur ve commonly cay tret the arrertior “éd-z: 4"

is true, we ghould ver, gerersliy agree tret the aceertion
"e~2=<E" i Pfalee. A rinine proroter rey give you & true cor
Palse eccount 0¥ hir mine. Tret is, he rey rake true or

Pelgse rtste ente about it. A men mey mske g true of fslen




corrlsint when he bringe & suit in court sgeinst & “sn or
arainet & corporation. A lover or & busirecs men may makno 8
true or false prorise: but hie promise is trie or false,

for our precent purvoses tecsure he saysi= "I will do thus
ard so," that is, truth or fsleity trlongs to his prorice

in so fer &c¢ it involver ar assertior about his intended
scts. Now you know thet, ty a certain more or les: natural
trensfer, we often do #rdeed arply the adjectivesd true or
feclse to rere feelinge, to emotions, te moode, to arpearsnces,
end on occaeior to physicel things. or to still otrer objects
whick we do not regerd as accertions, or as directl; vartekine
of tre nature o gPfirrstiorns or deniels. Thus cne may

gpeek of & true lover, or of s fslse Priend. or of true ard
fclee erotions of love cf hete, Cne rey ack whettrer a
troken line should ke celled & true ¢"rve, Or may telk of

e true gentleﬁan, or of fclee thet ir of counterfeit money.
Tn countlecs other incstences. end with very various motives
one gy thus trerefer the rredicetes true s:d felee to
physiesl or to moral or t- metreratical or to psychologicel
otjeets which sre not view~d ar jGess or ar sce~rtione gbout
any object. It is however no psrt of ry precent purpocrs to
direoucs the variety of such transferred neénings o? the rords
true and falve, or to define ~+ to defend or to arsail sich
trensfers. The predicater true end fslsc shall hera be

used in their natural arrlicestion to idcer ctoust obtlectr, ia
gn Par cv tress ideer involve soms form of g”firrstion or

of denisg! reg:rdirng their ovjeotr.
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Now comror serce does nct confine itsel?f to ucine merely
thece prrdicet~r true end fclce ar the sole one which can
te applied ~her~ the trutk or the falsity of ascertions ic
in question. Comron s¢ence gleo knows of various bther
pradicstesr vrich seem to Ye clocel: relsted to the rredicstes
true axd false, but vhier ere not internded to te identical
in mesnine "ith these predic-tes. An accertion may be
offered for my ecwernt or diesent. The gecertior ma) bte ar
asc~rtirn thst suek 2 marn ( T will nct here =ertiorn nemes)
is tco be the rext Trecidert of the Tnited Statece Ingtead

of caying, "Thie accertion ies truve" or "Thir accertion is

~fslse,” T ma; comrmert urorn it by saying: "Thle ascertion

i doubtful; "Thi: aszertiorn is rrobable;" "Thic ssscrtion
i very hichly gmprotadle; " or firally, "This ascertion
ic ccrditionelly or relatively true.,” "het T ordinarily

reen ty suck comrents,- by the rredicetes douttf:l, pro-

tatle. irrrobehle, mcre or les: rrotgtle or improbatle.

reletively or conditiore'ly true,- whet, I say, cuch

correrts and rredicstes mear for -y ordirery cormon sense,
it ie n t gltogethrer escy to ®efine in a few words. Tut ~
call attention to these glternetive predicatec herr. firet
becanse thelr relation to the rre‘icetes "true™ srd "falee"
hes teen, I trink, too much neglected in many recernt dis-

creglions of trke rroble: ec to tre rsture ff truth,
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énd secondly becsuse the vagnenesc which some people

a-peer to feel regerding thé reenine 07 these dl tbrmatives
predicetes, ard about treir reletion tc tre predicestes
true snd felse. is resroncitle “or the need thet I mgsel?
find for ueirg, on the vrerert occcesion, the ternm glsolute
truth. As you will 1ster see, while I ar quité willinge to
uce the terr "absclute truth," erd to enjoy ite nnpopu-
lerity, I do 8 with a feecling thet, 8s & fact, the exrres-
gion is redundsnt. In ny oririon, while there are the
most varied éorts erd degrees of prrotebility and while tre
probability of given ascertions veries in the roet inter-
epting wey, with time and with the state of our own exreri-
ence, snd with all sorts of humen fortunes, there is only
ora sort o2 truth. That is to cay, & rerfectly determinate
gecertion, with & rrecice meerine, is to rmy mird just either
true or fslse. To cell it "sbesolutely true" fe=ally meens
ro more the: ought to te rmeant ty celling it "true."

And this I s8; with the fuilsst recognition of the diffieul-
tiec of the grotler Yrefore wuc, and without sny desire to
rrejudice yo:r own micde in sdvence o our further study.
"het the rrediccte true meare ie not eary to define, Ly
.assortién tret I mesn vrecieely thre ssme by truthk ard t;
areolute t;uth, view~d as the rrorerty of a given vorfectly
deterrinete avcertion, is ' eant simrly a. ¢ rreliminary

cornfer:icn of & thesis vrich T ar going to explain in whret
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follows. I do not sey thet tris tresis is in the least
obvicus or axiomatiec. I have for yesrs teen farilier with
the reproaches thet my dear friend James hesred upron all
who loved or rade anything thst they celled absciste. And
yet T ineist thet, sc a feet, this ig my tresss. I will
soon tell you vhy. When however I mention, in this rre-

liminary sketch, the alternstive pred ‘cates proteble, im-

prrotable, gnd th- rest, I do so te hint thet even &n sbsolut-
tist wro defines truttr as 8 predicate whioh hac 8 precise and
atsolute mesning, and wro sees n~ difference whetever tetween
tre rredicete "true" and the predicafe "absolutely true,"
vhen theece prrelicstese are rightly arplied to assertione whose
megning 18 precisely deterrinete, need not on thst socount
fail to recognize that moest ¢f the assertions of daily 1life
end of the sclences in so fsr as they deal with gmpirical
date, €re for us men only probablefﬁggéfare not cérteinly

e ————————————— T —
kno'n by ue to ve true. An alsolutist, as I chall show

————— —
you,-en absolutist of my own type,-need rtke no rore yre-
terse to 1nfallivbility than does any other rightly concider-
ate person. Morecver, with Ja:es, he can recognize sll those
endlessly fluent verietione of huran exrerience which so cften
turn the confident sscursncer of cre gernerstion into the mere

rrotgbilities, or the importsbilities, or the errors,- per-

hars intc tre exrloded cvd abandorned superstitions,- of a
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gereration of men. Protebility, for reasons thst we shell
lster see, is often the moet fluent and skiftirg of predi-
cates. Cf probability as & rrediecste of bsliefe, csn

therefore tes truly acrserted what James seserte of the rredi-

cate truth. Protebility nemely harpens to ideass end to
csserticns. It is sn incident of their fortures. It often

waxes and wenec like the tenperature of the sessons.
Sometires it etider long without notatle alteration. But
gg:in it chengee with the "cosmic weether.” It comes end
goes.\ Some of the human hypotheses, sore of the ascertions
thet wen maie, it long favors so tret, as the pragmatists
ecy, they "work," and rrosper for their time acs they work, and
grow fat with aseurance. Then perkaps fortune changesy pro-
betility tsier wings liks riches, end lesves tre plurdered
hypotheses so poor Bhat none do ther reverence. They die and
are forgotten. Whoevér nes what Ja.es calls the dfamﬁilo
temper, which Jeres trninks characteristiec of all pragratists,
and -hich was certainly charscteristie of hinself, can truth-

fully teke sll the Joy that he »rishes in watching the for-

tunec of the predicete protekble. Yhy this is true, we shall
leter sce. And .ne of such drsnetic temper curn say. srd cen,

once inors, truly ecy, thet probebility is upon onec side
0? our life, irddeed the guide of 1life. CTrotability is
tre rreficsto agplicetle to & vast class of financial,

of soeisl, erd of seientific yrorositions,- propositions
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whereof we know not whether they are true or not. And
wretever you can now 8sy 2bout vho is to te the next Pres-
ident of the United States har- at precent, at beyt: only some
degree of probability; ard 11 such rrotetilitjes & you ¥now

are cubject to lsrge vroseible surrises bef re the next

rresidentiel year. MM@W/M%%MW’A/ W ,‘%
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?5 . A compiete theory o? truth, trer~fore, must ts*e acerunt

Yivem o 1
‘ not c¢nly of tre predicates "truc" arnd "felse," but of the

y

| Qhpreryy vre’icates "probsble" or "improbable."  Nost

of the recent &onfusiors regerding cur topic might have

been avoided hed tris vork been carefully done. I heve
ncticed with surprise how 1itt|; gttenticon men)} recert wri-
ters give to tle conoept € rrotability. Mesnwhile, I have
suggested, in tre forrgo’ng liet of predicetes, anotrer
iterrstive rredicate, nsrel; tre rredicste relatively

3

‘rue, or ocrditionally true. Now here agsin is a vredi-

cete vhich, decpits ite sorewhst techkrnical cherscter, com-
mon sense frsquently recognizee. This scme one might eom-
ment upcn the :roposition; "X will be next Hrecident of the
Urnited “tetes," bty csying:- "Yes thrst prorosition is true
. jﬁaz not uncenditiorslly but eonditionally, and relatively,
;7 hypothetieslly, or with reference to certein pesesitilities,
/ruﬁ%aﬁﬁé, "I, nemely, he liver, heccmes ¢ cendidate ir due time ir
Ziiéijg&zz? norinated, sco-pte nominstion, ic¢ elected, inaugureted, eto.V
wwy_@gﬂ he vill be the rext precidert.” I menticn thic some-
P

Tffgi;/// what unfruitful ineterce of sc celled relative truoth, morecly

to illuctrate tre cort ¢f thing thst some reorle geer to

have in mind when they orw»ote tre atesolutist, “"Unfruitfl
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as this inctance of relative *ruth is" they may ssy, "we
Yeve to confess thet we mortsls have scces: not to abtsolute
truth, but cnly to some such relative truth ar the forego-
ing inctence suggests. Our most fruitful assertiors are
et heet only relatively true, conditioneslly true. The
eclivces predicted for the coming year or years, will occur,
if the lews of neture remsin uniform, if tre computations "ave
been correctly nmade, ard so on. TNothing nearer the etso-
lute trsn this sort cof thine ie Ynowable to us mortals. Out
truth then is relestive, -never absclute.”

Kow what if enything ie :eant b, s:oh relative truth es
orposed to etsolute, or, as I should elsc sey, to simple
truth; I must lster atterpt to discuss more at length.

Ir this openirg sketeh T wrg; aimpl; peint cut in pessing

tret an atsolutist sueh 2 T ar maey assert. and tret in fect
I shsll ascert this, viz.:- The trath of eny hypotheticsl
pronocition, sueoh s, "If A, then B," is preciccly the

gere in its charsoter sc the truth of any so-called csteoori-
eal propesition. Wrestaver truth is, it deoec net alter ite
character tescsuse the arcertion t'st 1s in guestion is leng,
or complex, or hard to wndersts 4, 1f ocnly the whole pronosi-
tion whore truth or felsity iec to be considared, when once u
underctood, or when taken &g g8 whole, turns ~ut to have a rre-
cively definite roeaning. “hen T saesert;-"If A tren B," T

do n.t arcert A, nor yet do I gecert B, Hence no question
arout thre truth of A or tre truth »of B is suv Tur vefore mo st
all. "het I asuert it thect the antecedent A implies the

oonseauenﬁﬁ. Por all thst T s far cay they mirht both uvn
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fslee or both true, or the antecedent may be felre ard
neverthelers the consegquent ma: be true. About all thst,
in assertirg "If A trhen B." I ascert nothing. Hence it
does rnot helr .e ruch to sey tret, in cece T can know tris
gsort of proposition to te tfYe, B may be sgid to possess
é puculiar sort of truth, celled conditionel t¥ruth,- &
sort of truth, which is as such orrcoced to atsolute truth.
Tre whole iseue regardirg ovr ¥Fnovledge o7 the truth of
eor-itional provositions is this:- Cen we know sny of threr
to te true st al11? If we cen, tren tke whole proposition:
"I+ A then B" ic itself ¥Ynown t> te not conditicnally on
relatively true, but true, whatever thic may mean. And the
trutr of conditional sseertions, if the; are ffige st all.
ic of the seaire sort se t*e truth -7 cetepcricel areertions.
One more preliminary reregry is reeded regarding the
pre- icetes whieh comron sence anplies to rropceiticne. T hLave
spoken o? the rredicstes "prouelle" and "improteble." e
are g1l of us ferilisr with s8till gnother yrediocete,
nemel; tve pre‘icate "certein,” Now, in my oprinion, thre
predicete "certain" does rot rear the sere ar the pred lcste
"true." "We shall win," ee)e tre colliege leeder gometimes
to tre tesr cr to nif otrer fellowe: "we shell win, that ie
certain."” Fow often comror sence, srd alas, not infre-
guertly, tre rhilceseprers, in their discuesicn of the
mesning of truth, confuce the rredicete "true" or "ateolute-
1y true" with tre rredicste "ocertein " or "sbsolutely

certein' grd hence sceuce &n aregolutist of Yeling & perccen




14,

who is reculiarly prometo sresert thet reny truths whieh more
esutiouse theorists believe to be only more cor leer prota-

ble or immrobeble, are "absolutely certain.” Fow end shec-
lutict, like enybody else, should te aware that re, &r an
individual mway Peel certein of rweny cropositions that, as they
se&, are in trut:r "mot so" at 8ll. Yoreover, whgtever truth
is, there nee: te no question thet "certeinty” is as varis-
ble & predicaste in ites epplicstion to rrorocsitions as any
tumen rredice‘e csn be. And an individusl men's "certsinies"
ere just sc much subject to criticism when he Fafipes it in
any other terrs. Certainty ic a rredicete arplicedble to pro-'
positions is sb far as the mind of gsore humsn being hrsc
feelings of accsurence when he considere hic own views
atout'thore propositions. In so far, certeinty is & private
s?Patr. No acsertion trst is true, even if it te absolutely
true, need erpesr certain to eny individuel Tan, unless he has
tre good fortunme to acauire the r»rivate state of mind called
certainty, regerding thet sesertion. And =nc foise state-
ment csn te found so absurd thet some humen veing mey not

feel perfectly certain of its trutr. Certeinty, like pro-
bebility, comes and goes, onl: with more carriciousness

than does the rredieste "rrotatle," for rescons which we

ghell later s-e For tha rest, whet e often called "eelf-
evidence," or "absclute and imriédiste certainty." ies & predi-

oste of rropositions vhich is cften sssigned to them beceure
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g stsete of mind whie' no sbsblutist of mf cwr tyre regerds

&g & reell; enlightened or enlightening stete of ringd.

Tris I cer sgy irn advence of 211 the rest ¢f our discussion
cf truth, viz. thet if eny rrorosition ebout any torie ino
hesven or esrtr seere to yon "self-evident." or "immedistely
csrtein, " you ma; regard such self-evifenee ac an excecllert
ground feor tre vresumption thst you Ao not understand the
gsoeslled celf-evident prorosition, and do notlcomprehend the
rettrr thet ie in question, &rd 4o not yet lknow whether or
vhy that rrorosition ir trve. "Self-ev'dence" viewcd just

ag a vtste of mird rractice’ly ie >Ptan & wholesore statne, -

e result of the plsy of mere inctinet o® of blind hevit. But
it 1s never thre result of wicsdom. It ie Rever the axprescion
of enlighteniment, for recsone which we shcll later see, cen

v

ever be underctoed bty us mortele in terms of werc self-cvidorce,

e
"
)

*

ird 817 sorts o? fclgities 0:n seem self-evident to th

to thet individusl.

Do n-t trer confound e tendéncy to dePine truth in ebso-
lut- terwe with tre grzertion tret any truth s aither celf-
evide-t, or otherwire, to> eny one man, certein. O0F course
whoev>r belleves thct T2 gre reeesonebhle taings at all,
or thct any rrorositicn is true, holds thet certalaty sad truth
ccn te trought “nte some wore or less celose relation. 7Tut

whut that relction ie, we heve ot to sne.
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if his next deed msy sey: "You cauced me to meke that tlun-
der." The cosch may reply: "You hasdr't your wits gbout you,
or didn't make out wket I meant, and co you were to blame for
the blunder." Here both may be right. For vwhet the rlayer
does may be indeed the "working™ of the coach's coursel, but
the awkward or blunderirg working of & rattled pleyer. To
whom the error was most due mey then rerein in doubt. Fot
s0 is it however with the only "workinge" of sn ides that
count iAFetermining its truth. The question as to how a given
deed is releted to thre counsel defined by a given judgment, is
itself a logicel issue, and is one purely of logicai fact
regerding intenticns, with an answer, yes or no, predetermined
by the facts. Did thst juderment imply that this deed wae to
be done? This issue is, for tre decicsive will, absolute.

conceicusly
For g decisive will is cne trhat is,guided by grounde, by
reasons for a choice. These ressocns are steted in judgements.
These Jjudgements are tremselves deeds. And thre ideal of
the decicive will is thet theseﬁeeds of counsel,-thece reticnal-
1y conscicus idesgs,-should be themselves precicse and determinate.
In so far as I act from irpulse, and without conscicus pur-
rose, I may poseibly neither hit ncr mise, but simply act

at random. But if T act knowing whet I intend ty my ect,

then T cen g0 define my will es to make either & hit or a miss,
And j%t so too, if T know wkat T mesn by my Jjudgment, I know
whether this judgment does or dces not really coullsel a glven
deed. The irtent of ite counsel is not identical with the

psychologicel or physical consequences of its mere precence




17.
in my mind. The logicel consequences of & judgment are

a matter for logicel theory to determine.

IvV.

And next, since whet a judgrent counsels is not neces-
serily at all identical witk the workings, or even with the
"expected™ workinge, thst follow its mere occurrence in our
1ife, we cannot sey thaet the truth of an ides is determired

by, or conesiste of, any series of evente viewed merely as

events. Logicsl imrlications are simrly not events. They
are theoretical aspects of our intertions.

Let us teke a grest historieel instsnce, as an exemple.
There cen te no ordinerily plausible doubt in the mind of any
fair common sense student 02 the history of Christisnity that
the recorded seyings which the Gospels attritute to Jesus
express ldeas that rave had great and ranifold "workings" in
the history o?f menking. Some of those idess you Pind recorded
in the Sermon or. tre Mount, some in tre parabtles. Suppose one
rroposes to test the truth of any of trese ideses by their
"workings." Ard surpose one further spesks of the result-
ing "workings" aé "heppering" to these 1dess. Tow all
merely historical "workings" viewed sc sets of events, are
of course very conplex affeirs. All historicael harpenirge
seerr to be due to nurerous factore. But so long ac jyou

have no test of the "workings" but the historicel one, you
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are bound to take such complications ss they come, and to
unravel them as you can. Glance at certeir well known
"workings" of the teachinge of Jesﬁs. Hise sayings, or

at all events the reports of them, early convinced some
peorle that his teaching hasd, as such pecple btelieved, some
divine source. Psrt of the reason why people thought thué
seems to hesve Dbeen the seeming majesty of the sayings, and
the gpparent guthority with which the teacher is said to
have spoken. At all everts the rerorted mirscles would
hardly have produced the success of Christianity had no

such sayings or teachings of Jesus been reported; and so

the seyinge and idess attributed to Jesus surely hed their
stare in bringing gbout the lster history of Christian theol-
ogy and religion. It "heppened to" these idess, then,:

thet their suthor care to be supposed to te divine. And

for this result the ideas, as historieal fsctors, had

treir shere of responsibility. Now what "workings" has
thie idea of Christ's divinity in its turr brought aboute
Many workings,-you know how varied they were. The Crucsedes,
the persecutions of heretics, the Holy Romen Empire, the
later religicus wars, the countless strifes of the sects,

the harrying of the Jews, centuries of blcodshked &nd hatred,-

these, along with vast blessings to humsnity trat I need

not enumerate, because they do not here concern my illustration,-




19.

these, I say, are smongst the "workings" that have "heppened
to™ the idess of Jesus. Shelly thought of thece sad "workings"
when he said:
"See his mild and gertle ghost
Kourning for the feith he kindled.”

Of course my picture is at the moment deliterately one sided.
I merticn only sad "workings." But I do so only to,
ask tkis plain quecstion, Would it te in the least fair to
Judge the ethical trmth or the real value of the rerorted
sayings of Jesus even if, in fact, thece sad evente, -
these wars, cruelties, and do on, were the only discovereble
historical workings of Christianity? No,-eny fair minded
person would sey, the sayirnge must be Jjudged by the counsel
that they tremselves internd to give. What kind of counsel
1s implied by the reported ideas of the founder of Christiani{
ty* That is wret you muet ask before you judge the truth
of trese ideas. Now the question as to the resl intent
of Christ's reported sayings is, ir ocne espect a quection
of ethicel, end in part of logical theory. What did threse
sayings imply?

One cannot escape from this argument by retreating to
the vosition that the truth of the ldess of Jesus must be
tested solely by treir "expected workings," as the founder
himself expected the outcone. To be sure, he presumably did
not exrect the Crussdes or the other religious wers.

But apnarently he conceived the "exrected workings" of hie

idear in intimste reletion to some anticipsted early
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end of the world. And so much of his ideas would seem to
have been erroneous. Yet not thus is the truth of his ethi-
cel sayings to be fairly tested. |
The only workings by whieh it would be fair to test
the original Christien ethical assertions, would consist of

the inplications of tre teachings of Jesus regarding the

right way of life. When fairly interpreted, Jesus seers,

as an ethical teacher, to have really intended to counsel

@ certain plan of living. Suppose that plsn carried out

as he intended it to be carried out,-whast would be the result?
That is tre only fair queétion regerding the truth of his
morel teachings. And now suck truth, if truth trese teachings
have, such defect, if they are in any way inadequate to

our moral needs,-this truth or error is not anything that
merely happens to the teachings of Christ, es the Crusades

or as the sectarian perseéutions happened. Of oohrse, on

the other hand this same trutr o0° the moral teachings of

Jesus is not some mers "statie" abstraction, divorced from
life. It is &8s "sonorete" as life itcelf. Jesus councelled
a very deocicive plan of living. 1If, with Juet the will

about life trat you have, or that eny of the rest of us

have, you or we follow those counsels in individusl ceces,
would the result be, from our own point of view, and in

any one instance, or in some or in all inetances, 8 hit or

a miss? That 1is & perfectly fsir question about s per-

fectly conorete matter. But, as you see it is & question
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that cannot possitly be answered merely by enumerating the
historicael "workings" of the idess of Jesus. And the true
enswer to this question is no mere event trat happens to
the ideas in question. It is a relation discovered only
by mesns of fair infersnces from the counsels of Jesus.
The sayinge are indeed prectical. But just for that very
resson they have their theoretical aspect. They state a

theory of life.

v.

And hereupon I come to tre very core of my differ-
ence with current pragmatism. The truth-relation, we are told
ie not "statie," but "dynsmic.” You get at it bty "lookirg
forwards,”" not "backwards." It is "temporal,”" not "eter-
nal." Truth "changes," "flowe," is "dreratic.” That it
"will be" in future we know not. We knov only its "present"
states. And &ll tkis, we learn, is an inevitable conse-
guence of our situvation as men dwelling in & fluent realr
o? experience, learrning what we cen from the date of sense
and of feeling as they fly. Ary otrer view is a "false
abstraction,"” & flight from tre "concrete" into the rezlm
of shadows!

Now I am still sreaking only of the idesl of truth,
and not yet of the sccessibility of truth. What I have so
far pointed out however is that we do not make life less

but more "concrete" in its interests when we view both
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our decisive deeds and our detsrminate counsels as facts
each of whick is in its individual cheracter irrevocable.
You certainly do not make tre iscues of Christiesn history
lesc drematic or more barren wren you raise the now so fami-
lisr question whether any man racs ever lived up to the real
intent of tre counsels contsined in tre saeyings attrituted
to Jesus, and what would be the result if any man did so
live. Nor do you resort tc barren.abstractions when you
s8imply refuse to test ideas merely by their "workings"
viewed as evente, but on the contrary insist upon testing
them in tke light of the genuine implicstions of their
own intent.

It is customary for scme of our leading thinkers now-
edsys, tc denounce "mere logic." But logic is concerned,
amongst other trings, with clearneess ac to wrat one intends,
counsels, plans, and chooses. And such clearness is the
most concrete of states of mind whenever one is concerned
with decisive ochoices.

Fow let some cne,- let us s&y a sage of 0ld, or a medern
mean cf science, or a men in the market place, give certain
counsel as to how we are to sdjust ourselves to any object
in tre world tpat you pleacse, or to any sort o® business
whatever. Let the quection srise, Whet, for a given pur-

pose, is the trutk of this counsel? Let the question be
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answered by showing how the ccunsel is indeed in agreement
with the nature o?f some object, in so fer as this object is
sought for scme determinate end. The answer pointe out
8 genuinely logical reletion between an idea and its ob-
Ject,-a relation which in so far constitutes the truth o? the
idea. Now ic this relation itself merely & passing
event? Or on the other hand is it "ststico" Is it an
"oceurrence.” Or, on the otker hand, is it something
"timeless."

I Qa8wer: From the point of view of any will that
is concerneé with chocsing a course of life," or with car-
rying out coherent "plar§ of action" in series of individuel
deeds, this truth relstion is neither an "event,ﬁ nor an
"occurrence,"”" nor yet something "timeless,” nor yet merely

"stgtic.” It is a relation wheredby vericus possible or resal

objects, evente, ideas, courncels, and deeds asre joined,

in ideal at leact, Into one significant whole. This whole

is no one event, it is 8 connected life process. It is no
mere set of cuccessive events. It is a significerfunity

of many evente. No one cen, even in idesl, define ite char-
acter, who does not in some sense view himcelf ac looking
down, as it were from above, upon the stream or course‘;f
time, and viewing the coherent sense df a number of various

events.
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“hen have the sayings of Jesus, or the counsels of
Mercus Aurelius, or the assertions of arithmetie, or the
reporte of scientific observation, or the propositions of
the Iewtonian theory, or the assertions about objects thet
you and I may now make, their sctual intent, their genuine
implications, treir real chsracter es counsels to sction?t
I answer: They have their real meaning, not merely when

they happen to be uttered, nor yet merely when they happen to pro-

duce, through physicel & ogt: psychological "workings”,

this or that effect. Nor yet do they possess their mesning in

a merely "timelese™ sense. The alternstive "temporal™ on the

one hend, "timeless" on the other is a false division

of the possibilities. There is & third possibility. The

intent, th2 zenulne implications of a determinate statement,

hold, asre valid, obtain neither statically nor yet dynami-
cally, neither timelessly nor yet merely when the statement

is uttered, nor yet mer2ly at sny one time, but preaisely

"for all time." In other words the truth-relations obtain

neither temporally alone nor timelessly, but suprateuporally.

vi.

The conception of a realm of facts to which the predicate

supratemporal can be truthfully aprlied, is a conception that

many people seer to find very difficult. PRBut I know of no

more conorete realities than are the supratemporal reaslities.
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I am here of course mzking no effort to present a systematic
metaphysic; and I am still desling only with our ideas and
jdeals, not with any decision as to what access we mortals
have to the objects of such ideas and ideals. But the mere
idea of a supratemporal reslity is sn extremely familiar
idea, although few of us attempt to formulate it very shsrp-
ly. By a supretamporal fact or reality I meen & reality
whose neture and whose charact2r and sense could be adequate-
ly observed or experienced only by an observer who could
grasp at oance, could hold bsfore him in one unity of con-
seiousness, the contents of & numdber of succéssive moments
or stages of some temporsl process. ¥y cimplest instance
of a supratemporal reality is any musical unityvthat you
pleacse,-a theme, & secuence of themes, a movement, a sonata,
g8 symphony. When 1s the sonata played? Then the first
chord 1s struck, or when the last one sounds? Or is the sonata
grasped or experienced in ite reel musicel meaning only in
so far ss one hears first one phrace and then another, the
mere succession of chords, bars, vhrases No the soneta,

when played,-e.g. Beethoven's Sonata Appassionata, appears

to the appreciative hearer not ac a mere sequence of tones,
but as something whose musical cence he grssps only in so

fer as he approaches a power to hold et once in conescious-
ness the whole contents of the teuwporal sequence of the move-
ments and of the parts of sach movement. The sonata

exists, as 8 muesicel entity, only in the totality which its

successive ohordr, ohrases, themes, partsg, movensnte consti-
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tutes. Time-inclusion, in so fer as you can get the exzperi-

ence of including many successive instants in one survey, -
this elone gives you the power to expverience the r2al soneta.
In & word, the scnata iteel? is neitrer a mere sequence o?f
events in time, nor yet a "timeless” fact; it is a supra-

temporal, & time-inciusive reality. Only e synoptic exper-

ience can grasp it. It ie nat merely a "dynamie" affair of
successive stages, and it is still less a"statie" fact. It
is simply supratemporai. Thet is, it is a significant
unity of many time sequences in one significant whole.
Now I &ssert that whatever object of experience you can

meke an object of your Judegments when you sim at truth,

is conceived by you not only as a temporél, but also as

a supretemporal object. Trat is, it is conceived as an
object that could be fully grasped and exkLaustively experi-
enced only by one who could ectually grasp at once, and hold
bkefore his attention, the contents of widely separated tem-
poral sequences of experience. Think of any object you

please, snd consider how you view it as related to the rest

of the world. You will find that this object, if completely

known st all, would have to be Xnown bty one who assigned
to 1% its real place in the whole of experience, snd who
concequently had before him at once the whole sequence of

experience. Your idea of any objective fact whatever is
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therefore, an idea of an object that, however temporsl
it is, is elso supretemporal. If the real object of whiekh you
make acssertions were fully experienced by you in its resl
place in the world, you would be in possession of a synoptie
view of the whole time sequence in which this object has its
place.

And now, I assert, the truth or falsity of your intent
when by your judzements you give counsel as to how ore should

adjust himself to this fact, is itself s supre-temporal truth

or falsity.




