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1. I have deseribed how the personsl and the universal
mutuslly require esch other within the commitment aituation.‘IzllL
& subjective strte is raised to the level of 2 personal commitment
by the asct of submitting to something held to be universelly

bindingy snd[ﬁﬁfﬁgtéha Parﬁa;:;hergaa by khm reaogniaing an
absdlate, &t conetitutes iteelf as the ultimete witness thereoff,

Thus every intellectusl commitment offers in miniature
all the msin fentures of the persdox of dedicetion, Those who
give themselves wholly to » csuse, to the csuse of God or, eny
other transcendent obligation, 4o so under a compelling necessity;
they follow the dictetea of their conglenece. Yat 2t the same

moment they riese to the higheat messure of independence, for

it is their own conscience whioh hss gnined supreme power over
them, In every personal belief there iz the asme paradoxical
combinetion of utmost pasaivity with intensely personsl
responsibility., The words 'I believe' cen be peraphrased by
'I sm in & state'of beliefr' to axpreannthe fsct'phﬂt I have no
choice but.to belleve; but this ‘esn H;E;&eé;:?mﬁtﬁly exprnded
to snying: "I heve committed myself to A state of bélief" in
order to express thst I tske naupFnsibility for accepting the

belief which I psnnot help hnldiﬁéi

Both mspects must be present whenever & belief is sincerely
held, 1If 'I believe' wers truly transitived, believing would
el
be arbitrary; if it were 1-:&;-inftrlnait1va, believing would neé
be l'pespnnaibla. The fiducisry mode scknowledging & state

of commitment whould keep the et of believing bslsnced in its
true position; or - more presisely ~ in whet I believe to be

its true position,
2. 8ince, two poles of commitment, the personal snd

- _ ;{"' M
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the universal are loglecelly complementery, we may expect them

to arise simultaneously from an antecedent state of subjectivity.
Thet 48 in fact how the child's esrly intellectusl development
has been described by psychologists. The early behaviour of
children indicates that they live in & world of their own which
they believe to be shsred by everybody else. "If & child believes
that rivers flow backwards, he will see the Seihe and the Rhone

flowing beckwnards towsrds their sources; Af he believes the
san to be alive, he will see it walking sbout on the sky; if
} r . he believes it insnimate he will see it slways motionless,ete"
| writes J.Pleget.”) When smeil children telk in the company
of other children, 1t is impossible to say whether they speak
. to t hemselves or address the others, The child slwsys believes
himself to be understood and therefore can meke no effort to
meke himeelf understood, *¥) This stege of infancy has been
enlled'entistie' by Blealer and ‘ugn—aantrie’ by Plaget; but the
ineufficient distinction between self and non-self which underlies
the shild's etete of mind here might ss well be deseribed ss
* ‘self-less,
We may sey thet at the early stage in question, the child
. ie not yet cspable of commitment to the extent to which its
later development ensbles Hmta engage in it, So long, or insofer

-

a8 the extermsl snd internsl wopld of the child are not felt to
conflict with esch other, there has not srisen sny effective
polerisation along the dimension or.‘aalr and nog-self snd hence
no committal of self to“mWﬂ“'
the polarisation incresses, occesions for the counterprocess

of commitment slso become increassingly -pparant‘; As we become

| d€vided from the outside world, we achieve s personality capable
i of giving itself consciously to beliefs concerning that world

+ "Lenguege snd Thought",p, 183 Ex loec.eit.pp.99-101
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3. Before trying to define more closely the ultimete
structure of commitment I shell describe some more of its
different aspects, g neve paid that econscious commitment is
8 renponsible sction to which wgq iy ) fxxx compelled,
Bat tﬁera is & sense in which 8ll commitment is s gamble; indeed
" Enmh‘!-with indefinite stakes for indeterminste prizes., Columbus
gailed out to find a Western route to the Indies; in this he
feiled and sfter repesting his voyege three times to pro¥e that
Lo Jocbas,
he had rensched themy he died in shsme for having discevered
only Americe, Yet Columbue did not merely blunder into Americs,
He wes wrong in sccepting on the evidence of Toscsnelli's mep
thet the Westward distance 2; Japan from Spain wes only twice
thet of the Azores, but he was right in concluding thet Japan
conld be resched from the West. He staked his l1life snd reputstion
o what eppesr now to be insuffieient grounds for sn unsttsinsble
prize, hutz;nn anuthegzigztead, far grester then he wes evep
to realise, He hed commlitted himself to e belief which we now
recognige a8 8 small distorted fragment of the truth,but which
impelled him to meke 2 move in the right ﬁirectlﬂn;.it was right

to assume from whet he knew that the rosd to diseovery lsy in

the West, If within his limited snd rether mercenary outlook
4 he feiled to recognise the vastness of the possibilities on ¥
which he was embasrking, we may ssy todmy that the vision which
guided him wes beyomd his own comprehension,

This description seems to me applicable to sll grest
discoveries in science. In sbendoning the Ptolémedl view snd

edopting hie heliocentric system, Copernicus wess guided by a
vieion which his own cyeles and epicyoles expressad but insde=
| quatly. Had he lived another & years to hesr the ennouncement
of Kepler's laws, he would have rightly cleimed thnt these

confirmed his own surmise mnd revesled that its true content

- T i e ——— e p— i . -
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wag different from what he hed thought snd grester than he hed
&
reslised. And had Kepler lived snother ;. years nTter his
discovery snd resd Newton's*Principis", he would have been
ameged to be feced with e fre-phrasing of his own lsws in the
$0 Aedioe

wider context of genersl gravitetion snd thae rassgaiee thet '
by hie lews he hed santicipated one espect of this graster truth,

< I have' spoken before :bn-m#-—t-—n of the

powers @f ecientific coneeptions tu penetrata 1nduf1n1tal.?

beyond their originslly perceived Mort.)w

this.as the cspecity of an interpret tiW&rt—as“f‘ar

F exsmple fthe atonite theory of mn];:uﬂf‘" to produce ever new
surprising evidence in :lf.!s! Laupport and of assimile 1113 other

h""“-..
} . new experience 'b,y cnntinueli,r ecorrécting end de ning ite
! oonéﬁiﬁant suppoeitions. « The continuity of nstursl science
|

on which the very existence of aclience ss s aystemstic entity
|.-4'

dependis, m—-m-h—hq, inherent in this hidden fore-knowledge
[ P nd b A e _QL V] Mﬁzpﬁﬁ
of vet unt'ﬂ mFr’I dfep&\s whi écience M.
Lo Fraesed
OQWB.L H ,cultivetion of sciﬂnuaw
ssumes that

&ﬂm
'fu iavCap L2d ¢ [
b ‘cunﬂéueri "é"ﬁnur atill more such foreknowledge,

. which will be revesled in its turn by the work of future

investigetors.
The preasence in the esteblished body of science of such
lu.u'it-u’f.
hidden intimations besrs witness to thn(pruaana by which science
comes into existence. Each partiecle of science firet comes
to 1light dimly in the mind of its prospective discoverer as

Mael
£ hidden intimation of itself. B-dhnlof this embyonic vegueness

is eliminntend 1ntsr when demonstrsble coneclusions are resched,
AL EAST r

. but it is thet & reeidue of snticipestion remains
concegledgin them which lenda them unsuspected powers of

further development. .. "™ U™m g NS
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"M__r ana
=%, The sotive sclentific investigetor stakes bit by bit the

whole of his professionsl lirg on 2 peries oai"‘:;\hnrpaleaa surmises
'nnﬂ this day-to-day gamble represents his moat responsible
sctivity. It taes to the utmoat his capecities ss a scientist

and of'ten absorbe his energies beyond repeir,

I hove apokepof this before and repest it here only

to round off this sspect of commitmentgss illustrated by the
exasmple of sclentific discovery., It shows #K us the creative
mind deciding on grounds which ere sdmittedly Wurieimt,rm
examined from outside the commitment situationrto embrace beliefs

the contente of which are vsgue and often appear lester to go

for beyond the understanding of those who priginally formulated

. and expounded them. T v
T
| ,!,/ Gnmitment is in this sense always ulty 11;5;5 )

gould heve exemplified this by quoting Hume's eritisue of

inductive inferences I preferred to introduce my ergument by
{w'ﬂ: kists Beclmee A fum‘u

tha more drametic evidenc

| ﬂfﬂﬂ ,
! I:wu'n;,nciantiric H-Fﬁ?in the hope that this may bring out by

correspondence snmgzraaturas of the .gemessi inductive process
e ola Dot ol
which otherwise do not so resdilystrike the e»e:?ﬂ inductive
l . inference is in the nature of a guess, 1naamuuh saffmﬁ-aequnnt
- reflsetion we shell slweys find that the evidence off which we
baged it wes not inescapeble. Moreover, inductive generslisetions
ere alweys somewhnt indeterminete, When you say 'sll men are
mortal' this sounds cleer enoughy f:r the dying of men occurs
P Qlottn A& u"';:._,l:vu..m
tede: in s fairly definite msnner. But [l inPosnible to’
;  say whst is exsetly excluded if it be true that sll men are
mortel, It does not exclude that » men mey live a million
yeers, It 1s compatible with any instence of longevity which
does not ejtend to the end of ti# end since we ecannot evepr

Peach the end of time it would not be controverted by experience
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even though some men were pctually immortsl, We see thet even
B PR
e mopt obviously sensible empiricel generslisstions carry

f}

their true import in' form of tecit sssumptions of which we

remein unewsre so long as the ststement is not put to the test
in reapect to them,
4, Yet snother aspeet of the indeterminacy of intellec-
turl commitments mgy be added here under the general heading
of 'trenser] When en enimel or & humsn recognises a eign-

event relstion, or inventes s means-ends relstion or interprets

. elternative part-whole relations, his mind works within the
il
i framevork of. a given prablém =ifdation ‘presumed To.be fixed.

Having masterad this he way subséquentlyicome up against.an

indefinite range of other proplem situnatiens whilechin certain

raspects may be' zaid to resemble; in' others o ‘eonirast wlth those
praviously enecountered. Take ap example zt the Lowest level of

i imal d41fe, An earthvworm was taught 'in 2 famenus experiment of

f

? Yerkes 'V to take the xieght turn ab The branching ef a I shapeditube. -

% oueh sgen of whioh i1 wds made ‘to erawl =~ by inflictiing on

)

; it an electric shock whenever fLvirled to penetrate into the lelt

o .

b _ AEE _ Y

? pranch. 1t took about 160 trials to ‘estabplish this habit. a4

§ 4 _ WALy S ; ;

3 . Later investigator L. Heck copfirmed this experiment and carried

I

¥ It a. stage farther. After ‘the ®arthworm's training vas eompleted,

e inverted the conditions—s -
QF twean p1rq+ end left, The new problem set to the worm was

the reverse of thet which ii hsd firet anlve&, bat 1tgﬁgégmblaﬂ
it in the fact thet one branch of the tube wns psinful to
enter snd the other hed no sugh sting in it., The earthwormf's
behsaviour in this second test wes determined both by the
contrast end the similarity of the two consecutive problems,

At first the worm consistently turned to thézaiﬂﬂeaa-uhiqh

it wes noW met with sn electric shock. During this ophese
H.'..ﬂ-u{-
its previoue treining mey be said tolemerciseln mislesding

effect on 1t, But presently (after sbout 30 runs) the worm




by previous scientific gennrzliqaﬁicuﬂ The /Democritan theory whib&—
Galil*a and Gessendi laid cvwr as 2 foundation of madamn ‘geience’
hampered - the; discovery of 1%& electron, The scientific method may
he' said ‘te .be justified tu_tﬁelﬁxtent Yo' whidh ;hg'bo&rlgi o
gelentific bellefls halﬂ“at2§ne time has 'proved subgeqﬁﬁng;y 3

begen to turn with ineressing frequency into the branch now

free from elesctricel obetruction and it eventually acquired
the habit of tarning in the direction opposite to that which
{t hed been trained to $ske in the first plece, within s muach
shorter series of trisls than it hsd teken to estsblish the
originel peverse hsbit, The primery training which tsaght
the worm to turn in one direction thus proved a powerful help
in treining it subsequently to tarn in the oppesite Airestions
The similerity which the second problem besers to the first
seserted iteslf therein.

Thus every intellegtusl commitment establishes & bies
in rea;pct to sn indefinite renge of subsequently srising
pruhlama, /which may be either a help or a hindrance in finding
a solution for these, This is ealled '"trsnafer' snd depcribed
g8 positive or negetive trensfer, sccording toshether it helps
or hinderes. Bince the range of problems which may arise in
future is unlimited and totslly unpredictable, the bias which
we adopt in respact to these problems by committing ourselves
to any particular belief todsy ie equelly inexhsustible snd
unpredictable, Confrontstion with these probvlems may bring
to light an indeterminste range of hidden ;hwlinstianu that
are inherent in sny of our present balieréiiil

The exemples I have given before frum the history of
science to show thet the true snd deeper mesning of greest
discoveries wee often presliped only much later in = context
which lay far beyond their originslly envissged scope, sre J

instances of positive trensfer. I could give counterexamples,

representing negetive treansfer, where discovery was hempered
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8 to include ‘trme implicatiors in- regpect. to hitherte umexplored
constituted by an indefinite’ sepies of positive transfers, which

utilise the solutiens of ‘eirlier sciantifierproblems’ fop «the,
salution of latex seientd fip, problems. s AL U B < P g

L

A'eontinuously creative drocessids similarly copstitnted

by«the Common'Law in respect fi:::i

———

Gudicisl problemn. It is based on the sssumption that the
correat decision of sany new cese brought into eourt ¢en be
fo -
found by extending i:hthﬂ practice embodied in pravionsly
v AR
decided. cases, Tﬁijiﬁnﬁcticn i8 brought to 1ight for the
A Earln
purpose of the cese in hend By regerding $%/sgainst the beck-
B raed Ctna 5
ground of past declelions. #b/is snelys€ed in terms of
. gimilerities which tend to sgsimilate it to some and of
Aiffarences which diseriminete 1t from other, relevant pre-
3 cedente. Thia process is creative and continuocus to the
extent to which it succeeds in revealing ever new hidden wveé

implicetions of psat decisionn,

Btetatory law is noi escentislly different in this

re

m

pect fooum c¢sse law, There hsve heen resoclute attempts to
@oify the lew so completely thet it should cover all fature

. contingencies withont recoursa to new interpretsatione by the
courte, but these haye olways failed, A code of low cannot

. funetisn reationally axeent by admitting thet it ::atﬂlns an
indefinite range of uanpredictsble cons#nuences in respeet to

unforesssnhle csses,

§« The conjecturel snd indetesrminste charncter
of* intellectun]l cominitments which I hﬂqﬁx&malified =
crme ander observation by reflecting on prot commitments,
Within the originsl commitment situstions, eay of Copernicus
of Kepler, the grounds on which they recched their conclusions

eppanrad foxemxprewix=ly fully to Justify these snd to them
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their conclasions seemed to be precisely circumseribed, Yet

their elsime must sppesr on reflection/ to heve been ultre yvires ,

for their inferences involved an element of personsl judgement.

Without this personsl force the evidenpe would not have yielded
the conclueione which were arrived ot \nnd thepe conclusions

could not have bean invested with preciﬁiflguypiﬂea of which

their formuletors themselves were unﬂwnréffzmﬁfﬁaose who were

Rain puglirdnd L3

exercining this personsl judgement t!;ﬂ-!)FJnEC”HSFPE act,

becsuse 1t mpé]completely determined by their responsibility

in respeet to the situstion confronting them, As, or insofar
#?!thEE we;ﬁ.ﬂcting responsibly, their personsl participation

in drewing their jfown conclusions a;%.completely compenaated fkf

by the fact that they wg;%tnﬁcpibing e aniverssl stastus to

the hidden knowledge which they w%géwaeeking to diseover,

IT on leter re-considerstion it sppesrs thst the know=
ledge which en intellectusl commitment wes postulsting end
claiming to discover was retuslly not there, the versonsl
participation of the discoverer in drswing his erroneouns
conclusions 1is Peﬁuiidtin our eyes to the level of mere
pabjectivity. Iérﬁlzﬁfu;wﬁitziﬂn turns out to be inedequate in
the oppoeite sense, »e wns that of Columbus who claimed less
then he hed discovered, then we recognice on the contrary that
the explorer had made conteet with tﬁl dEEpEPI£;;£%lthﬁn he
himself reslised.

&. But what if we reflect on the justificstion of
intelled¢tual commitment in generel? I heve argued this guestion
indirectly in the previous chapters by exposing the inadenuscies
of = ¥ritiesl programme which wounld scknowledge sg velid only

decleratinne made with abeolute detachment from personsl

factora and would elsssify sccordingly sll intellectusl perfor-

mances in which our pmasions end desires are necessarily
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irivolved ae msnifeatstions of pure subjectivity, Having
gubeenuently postulsted - snd subatsntisted up to s point -
the conception of commitment, sny attempt to justify this
eunceptiu&?zgﬁinst egadnmt the critical position to which it
ig repugnent must lie in & re-sppraissl of the inadeqguscles
of thie position in the 1light of the new conception.

I gan do this very concisely by tnaking e Btrictigrrﬂ\
formalised logiesl process se envisaged through the centuries
by Leibniz, Baplece, Boole, BHi E:rt, Carnsp, ete. B8 the
iderl of dispessionste thought. Thie idesl necessarily took

the shspe of reducing all intellectasl operations to methemetical

terms, The eomplete formelisation of mathemstics itselrl

gshoild eliminate the lest vestiges of indeterminacy from its

ovn syetem, I believe this prograsmme to be logicelly

Al

fallecious) /precisely inssmuch s8 1t would eliminate sall

personal perticipetion in the performence of intelligent

e

sctinns, -n:t,f PRSP PO Y~ P Al o
3,'.;_ _h.q'.,l.-(...-r..l o

' 7 it
_ Formelisetion piocesds<byr /¢ threefold-petiy=—ir-of
]
i 4.&‘ L]
{ﬂ 3¢ designnteéfig undefined terms 2) @f specifylyf§ unprovel.
&
spserted formulse (axioms) snd 3) of prescribédg the hendling

. of such formulee for the purpose of writing down new asserted

- _|-_-.-_..\:.A_.-;=-.!._ T B

formulee (proofs)., Throughout this ‘process. there prevails
the desire of eliminsting whet are called 'peychologicel'
elemente. The undefined terms sre not intended to signify
Aq il pn pgpion

enything, but are complete in themaelveaA unproven Aeserted
formailae sre to replace 'statements believed to be self-
evident'; operations constituting 'formsl proof' are intended
to replace 'merely psychologicel' proof.

I regsrd such sn sttempt es fsllecinus for the
following ressons: 1) No undefined term can be introduced

without sn explsnation, given in ordinsry speech snd smplified

by some examples of 1its use, Hebhx ?E; accaptanee of 8 mark

i aen i
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£urvf bl

on peper B8 8 symbol/that s ) we belleve that we oan identify |

the merk in verious instsnces of it end b) thet we know 1ts

proper symbolie use. In both these beliefs we may be mistaken

amd they constitaute therefore commitments., 2) In agreeing

to regard an sgpregate of symbole as e Tormule we repant it

somathing thet can be ssserted, Thie impliss thet we

believe thet such an sggregate says something sbout something.

Ne expect to recognise thingn which satify a formules as

distinet Trom other things which feil to 4o so. Since the

whole procese by which our axioms will be satisfied is

neceasarily lef't unformalised; our countensncing of 1t

conatituted nn set of commitment, &) The handling of

gymbola rccording to mechanienl ruales ¢annot be grid t0 be &

proof unless it carries the comvietion,thst whatever asstisflles

the thesrmmx axioma from which the operation starte will aleo

eatisfy the theorems srrived at., '"Proof', ses Ryle would ssy,

is n succesn-word, No handling of symbole to which we

of having convinced as thet an |

impliceation hae been desmonstrated cen be snid to be a proof,

again, the sward of this is Ben unformeliesed proceas which

consitutes A commitmant,

Thuse =t s number of points s formsl system of symhols

and operstions e¢en be said to function ss 2 deductive system

only by wirtue of tinformalised aapplements to which we sccede

3

by personal ecommitment,. Syvmbolas maat be identifiable snd

their meening known, axioms mast be understood to sssert

something, proof's must be scknowledged to infer something,

This identifying, knowing, understsnding, ascknowledging, are |

anformnlised opearatione on which the oparetion of EXX s

formal syatem depends, We may csll them the semsentie functions




are performed by 8 person with the
pargon commite himself to
extended to hitherto unfor-

M

he resulting formal
o
hitherto anformelised sementic
i formalisgtion lies

fanctions to what/we believe to

operations; but At is nonsensical

hra contjnued to reveal in

cntiona/of hitherto mccepted

hhs #8hown Ahet such indeterminscy

regem Avhich comprisers arithmetics.
\/
ts conslistenay can never be demonatrated
%

wildep '.‘.t"'t'KC-I' essumptions of which

It hes heppened in

balieved to

Ruseell's

.

thnar this

obviously be impossible if we were full

impliortlons of 3yatem which we sre postulatiy
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conception of commitment.} Commitment hee been taken to inelud:
bayond the ponscious deliberstion of & problem the more
primitive sct of accepting a particuler idiom ss 2 mesns of
articulsation, I went to confirm this extension now and
examine how it modifies the cheracteristic features of commit-
ment:gﬁﬁh explicitd conelusion ean be drawn responaibly snd
it constitutes o commitment precisely to the extent to which
it rests on the thinking person's own ultimate responsibility.
Bat we do not accept the multiplication table by sny such
reaprneible act, ﬁﬂa lesrn to speak and to count ss children,
end mequire at the same time the whole conceptusl framework
embodied in lsngusge end numbers, without ever msking e
delibernte intellectual decision. We ere guided instead by
pleeing our confidence in the adultes whose utterances we try
to underctend and imitete. Our innete gift of spesch makes
ue sesume that these uttersnces are identifisble sand consistentl
exprens a true meaning. This is & far-resching commitment
which we must enter as children if we are ever to lenrn to
spesk, count end think articulstely, but this scceptance is

inatinetive and not responsible.

Byery mental process by whiéh weé surpass the animals

s rooteéd in this early apprenticeship  by’which the child absorbs
the idiom 'of the commtinity te which di.ds: borm and indeed sbosorbs
the whole ecwdtural .herltage towhled it succeds by pirths Yot
each of us ca e prouzht up orly in one specifie s¥ystem of

.

traditional beliefs. 7 All our thinkines presupposestat its inception

/ ;

our unquelified zacceptanes of one agpecific Idiom of belieflsy -and

et
4

this remalns logic¢ally anterior ftol zll our anticulate -thought: and
' acopt.
determines the seope of all explicit econvietlons vhich we may ever/
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I hove 1llustreted before in Lectures 7-92 how narrow are in
congenuence of this specificslly committed condition of the
humesn mind the 1imits within which oar poweras of disbelief

R P i !; 31’:-'-_"-" N =% ‘ .” 5 : s‘
“

ow oan we countensnce the faet thet all our
T —

can opearate, ;
Vs Aaseeliad -4 gvoli s s
¥

T
< ;_:_:-‘.‘,Wl"{ﬂ‘-_: .

thﬂﬁght£ are grounded & priorl on the acceptence of s partieulsr
ayatem of beliefs which are chosen for us from msny othar
differant syatems by the mera erceident of our birthf From

the point of view of a eriticsl philosophy thié:;;ulﬂ reduce

2ll our convictions to the mere producte of & particulasr

plece and ti*e;)‘Eit to & believer in the Justification of
Fd

deliberate intellectusl commitments our seceptance of these

personal exlatdnce will appear as j§ !ﬁ:eiiaﬂ*j
cotvelaodives G TUA, .

3 ielibernte comunitmeniz inwe @ sphere of lesser

P

eonscinusnessy? The child whiech is prompted to listen end
scquire the speech snd concpetions of sdults i1s sn metive
intellectuel c¢entre, Though ite efforts sre not conducted
delibepately, they are yet the intellectual gropings of &
person in sesrch of s velid result, This process fulfile
in my belief the purpose of the child's mentsl powers/im the

circumstsnces of 1ts apbringing snd should be relied upon

to operete within this fremework, Jjust sa we rely on our

own personsl Judgement for the solution of consciously
: Lng P>
enviesged problema. As I scknowledge in.tue?praceﬂs of
"

discovery the gep beiwesn the evidence snd the conclusions
which I draw from *-_E-m.a,;;‘:‘r::count-.—for my bridging of this

gep in terms of my personsl responsibility, so elso will I
acknowledge thet in childhood I have formed my most fundamental
belliefs by exercieing my native intelligence within the

social miliékof » particulsr place and time. I shell submit

%0 this fect ss defining the conditions within whiech I sm




enlled upon to exereciese my reasponaibility.
T DaEih dhand Lowwit

)Lu~1' id imposaible to hold myself responsible Yerand
££;;~linitﬁ_ To ssk how I would think if I were brought up
outeide eny particulsr society le ss mesningless as to osk how
I would think if I were bora in no pertficular body, relying on
no particulsr sensory and nervous orgens, I bellieve therefore
that a8 I sm enlled upon to live and die in this body, struggling
to eatiefy ite desires, recording my impressions by s£id of
such senee organs sa it ie equipped with, and eeting through
the puny mschinery of my breain, nerves and mupcles, 80 I am
gnlled upon mlso $o0 monuire the instruments of intelligence
from my esrly sarroundings and to use these particulsar instruments
to fulfil the universsl obligetions to whiech I sm subject. A
sense of responsibility within sitastionas requiring deliberate
decisions requires ss ite loglesl complement e sense of calling
in respect to the proceases of intellectusl growth which are
1t:£ié££;;1 penteceddents. -

8: Vhen I first atearted constructing the concept of
gommitmant I srid that 1t would spply eventuslly to all levels
of intellectual performances. Its extension from deliberate
Judgements to innnte intelligent impulses schieves part of

this programme and pointe et its further fulfilment. _The

1in= on which we have entered should take us even further and

extend commitment in its widest sense beyond any hitherto
recognised intellectunl performance., For once our innate

urges are nccepted as conditione of our enlling, we shall have

poial. T [ A S
to inelude ers the/ compritdemsive form offcounitment the whole
\, ferd
i ordered array of proceases occurring within living orgenisms, |
: : . .14:_1.;; Fdiad. o bl Sagbl” I'J'
e e b e e b bty perpgps even beyond /
pvnmhlond oy 0 = /
thot the/whole cosmic order which gsve rise to these orgsnisms /
This genernlisstion shall be sketched in only by F f
/
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fow touches for the moment. We first caught sight of
commitment es the action of a person seeking paaéiﬁnate |
satisfection in something impersonsl; something to be discovered
or achieved outside the person. But ald persons except God
are incargnate, snd hence 2ll commitment is of the body ss
well ‘as of the mind. The commitment of the body is life itself,
It ia true that the cravings of the body seek only its own
sntisfeetion snd to this extent they sre subjective. Thirst '
and hunger are uuhjﬁetive congitions and g0 is sleo the
o enjoyment of food ﬁnd drink, But if we consider these self-
; f;regerﬁing enda as given, tﬁii'lhljfdarina e problem of 8
) ;'univﬂraal charscter, By ite drives sW organism defines
. 31 sabjective 8ims end by its functions exhihits e rational
PR Tin Ackiivtomand,
golugtion fug{iﬁ. A living orhaniam,umqééi-e one vzsat
. . Botrafsgems It has grown from seed by s procession of changes
‘nffecting in concert its thoussnds of neperste festures,
Having mchieved maturity these several features achuire the
status of organs, esch undergoing processes which form part
of @ comprehensive scheme cerried out in ¢t he service of the
individusl of whose body they form part. This body may be
5 ‘ 82id to live %o the extent to which its parts ars functioning
23 elemnents in a Joint operstion. In snimsls these Joint
operatione sre known ss bresthing, feeding, digestion, loeco-
motion, progrestion, to which in some animale are added the
regulation of temperatare, lactetion, volce production, ete.
Orgenisms funetion 1like machines snd their
principles could nof doubt be patented but for the objeoction
thet they sre not movel. In describing these functions, we
recognise these prineiples ®e universel snd concsider the
orgenlsm a8 prelying on them 4n the pursuit of its own drivesa.

Esch element of the stretagem operstes in the sssumptions
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thet the others will support it snd each step of the senuence

im taken in the hove that the next will follow on it., Risk
’Ll.f_#(.&i i
ja of the essence of straotagem. The Lhgher the orgenism,

~.

the more involved ie its vien of metion snd the more completely

dosn esch pection of it mxpfainasxii.spass—sndtime—pely-oh-—
"’"F 0 “: f..'r,l-.-tvﬁ-“ _— :‘""'“'9 R i divallos ol -{rﬂ!—..-l-'h;' lz‘.
/81l the others for its usefulness to the whole; the more uselens
e & et sl TR A AL vna

does eagh become in itself, / The-mope—Lulmpde 'tI e llving t’-.o-'?

LN Ak g rmﬂ-’,

bodv /commitfed to comprehensive governing principles of &
.

univeranl atanding.

9., Thus we cen asee the same Tfundeamentsl stracture
of personnl commitment preveecled on extremely different levels
with 8 correspondingly wide veristion of ite intermnsl balance.
The most striectly universelised processes of inferencem are
shown to rely ultimetely on their inarticulste interpretation
by & peprson accepting them, mmesxizxxkisxseifszantrsixprimitizex
xexen and life pursuing its self centred primitive urges is
ghown to rely on universrl prineiples of technology; amé A

ol [ :«'il.-ﬂu.-‘u.n-uﬂ.

between the tw?gtﬂmgﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂiii-thﬂ reglon of responsible

comnitment, made by persone who accept thelr own sterting !
. “‘_\"-

point in epece snd time es the condition of their own calling. '

|

With this preliminpry outline in mind we may now
return briefly to the problams to which our scceptance of Jk

comitment in principle wae intended to supply An snswepr, )
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