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GIFFORD LECTURES.

Lecture Hine.

(2) General Doubt.

1. I have shown V‘Lftz

Gk T A fnce we have a par 1ru1_r
idiom for expressing our thoughts, the scope of what we may talk

ind discursively think about is essentially delimited and so 1is
in consequence also the range of beliefs(which we may hold in

nove o fess

articulate form. We may exercise doubt within :f’l:eﬂ demonstra-
tive framework, but major movements of doubt nsually involve a
change in our conceptual system and affect the very criteria of

demonstrability. When a single proposition is doubted within a

3

fixed framework we are expressing a belief about its relationship

to a wide range of other propositions that are not doubted for
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the time being. he *L}u“ cadddn.-qiestion ewr hitherto current
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conceptual framework, our uu1dg »s/ToTE ncrvg'i F!b“t—fﬂtiﬂ

nevertheless fragmentary. We are never without an idiom of

b?lief the new idiom grows within the old. We do not ever
[Lorursph.

uptoot the ?*m@ plant of our beliefs and grow a different

one from seed instead. The change resembles rather the sprouting

of new twigs in the crown of a great treej;~from dormant buds

quickened by a flow of fresh sapg~while branches that were in full
J I

leaf before now wither into dead wood, to hé soqnfﬁhg% off in

the wind. Doubting is done in the very language wb ch 1s being
L= ] = > o

reformed and hence in the midst of doubt we are in

belief.

2. We have gseen that in a system of implicit beliefs each
is supported by the others by a elreular process of inference.
A complete and consistent deductive theory, such as elementary
geometry, offered an exceptionally eclear-cut example of such
gystem. f we doubted every single one of our beliefs in turn,

each may in turn be confirmed by ciremlarity, which could never
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conceivably impair, but would rather strengthen at every consecutive
step, our belief in the system as a whole. A gystem of implieit
beliefs cannot therefore be comprehensively called in question by

a serles of consecutive doubts pursued within the system.

3« What meaning can we attach in this light to a prineciple
of nniversal doubt? If the reconsideration of any single belief
is undertaken in the assumption of an overwhelming b%ck;;;;;ﬁ of
unquestioned beliefs, then the latter beliefs must néf simmltaneously
be alleged to be doubtful. Doubt, éﬁﬁceived in these terms,
cannot be simultaneously applied to all our beliefs. For, though
every element of our belief can concelvably be confronted in its
turn with all the restj it is inconceivable that all should be
subject simltaneously to this operation. In a pile of bricks
we can single out any particular one to lie on top of all thé rest,
but we cannot require that all shoﬁld be on top of all the rest at
the same time. In this sense an allegation of doubt in respect

to all our beliefs at the same time is logical nonsense.
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» +his is not chat a system of beliefs can never be

.
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doubted as a whole. Euclidean geometry was called in question as
a2 whole and reduced to an optional status by the establishment of
Non-Fuclidean geometry. So we may conceivably feel inclined to
reconsider one day our acceptance of mathematies as a whole. /Gbdel
dreieliie :
has proved that noLthearr which comprised arithmetics could be
proved consistent except within a wider theory which in its turn
could be proved consistent only within an even wider theory, and

of the

S0 on, indefinitely; However far we went back, the proof
consistency of any theory would have to rest ultimately on a theory
whose consistency was unproven. -+

Such a result might one day dilscourage all further mathematical
enquiry, in the way the study of algébra was discouraged in ancient
Greece by the discovery of a fundamental diserepancy between the

range of geometrically defined lengths and the range of fractions

formed from natural numbers. The deductive sciences might then



be abanonded altogether as being too uncertain in their conc
to warrant the continued expenditure of mental effort on
pursuit. Most people can do without much mathematics and

icians could follow the general example by turning their

.

interest elsewhere.
Such speculations may serve to indicate a meaning of universal

doubt which is free from self-contradiction. We may imagine an

indefinite extension of the process of abandoning hitherto accepted

systems of artieunlation, together with the theories formmlated in
these terms or implied in our use of tThemn. This kind of doubt

might eventually lead to the relinquishing of all existing means
of articulation/without compensatlon. 1t would make us forget

all idioms used until now and dissolve all concepts whlch these
idioms denoted. Our articulate intellectual life which operates
by the handling of concepts would ﬁ;ﬁs be reduced to abeyance/for
the time beling. In contrast to the doubting of particular bellefs
which as a rule does not affect the total volume of our beliefs,
this process would frontally attack and effectively reduce this
total.

I know that such conclusions are repudlated by the adherents
of the principle of doubt, but I can see no grounds on which the
can dissent from them. For comprehensive doubt is the only manner
of doubting which could truly liberate our minds from uneritically
acquired preconceived beliefs. If we cannot accept the Justific-

ation of holding beliefs uneritically fthen our only logical

o

aliefs. And if

E

alternative is to wipe out all such pre-concelved
this proves difficult in practice, we must at least recognise it as
our ideal of perfection. We must accept the virgin mind, bearing

the imprint of no authority, as the model of intellectual integrity.

5. At the risk of labouring the obviouns it should be made
quite clear what exactly is implied in the assumption of a virgin

mind which could shape its Jjudgment on all questions without any
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until then by any kind of education. It must be taught
for speech can be acquired only uneritically/ and

language,
practice of speech in one
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):\.ﬂ,q-f.f Jﬁ 5

acceptance of
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that language.

Such untutored maturing of the mind would, however,
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in a state of imbecility. appetitive

that are inherent in animal life

them. In the absence of a rational con

framework to gulde them, their manifestation will not be

but frantic and inchoate.

this even in anlmals well below the

We can observe

I have mentioned in Lecture II how c¢hickens hatched in an

golitary confinement during th

raised by Brickner in

fortnight of lives. When confronted for the first
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with other chicks, the animals brought up in isolation we
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pehaved confusedly, reflectling

perplexed and

ation. "Overcome by fear, bewildered and helpless, they

wall in search of escape . . .

and down an opposite
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Yhe best documented

arly by wolves.

two native children in Ind

most recent casses are those of
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were taken from wolf 's den in 1920 and lived afterwards
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of Midnapore in the province of

Bengal.

Orphanage

diary of their rescuer, the Bector of the 2, WAas

the title "Wolf Children and Feral Man" by R.M. Zin

under

University of Denver in 1942.

When

animals, going on feeding on raw meat, la

5 all fours,
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would have suggested to their budding intelligence.

mincs did not develop a new set of interpretations in place

those which a traditionzl education would have atamped
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arrested at the level of inartienlate child
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chance of ever learnlng how to use such tools at all.
the guidance of any, however imperfect,/ set of human notions

were overcome and ridden by blind fears and furles.

Yet even such dumb creatures would not be preventet

forming conceptions which serionsly prejudiced a proper

o
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phllosopliy were most

gravely hampered, were roofted in our
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ind to the partienlars of their surroundings so

are at rest, but show a keen perception of any moving objects. In

gn "objeect in motion". A similar
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as belng at rest. If you look down from a bridge spanning a
broad river - say facing upstream - and your field of vision 1s
almost filled with the sight of the river, its waters appear
immobile and you feel yourself{ flylng upstream. If then you
1ift your eyes so that the river banks and the land beyond them
are included in your glance, you feel your own motion brought to
a standstill, and at the same moment you see the river starting
to flow again. 1 recall how as a small child I sat holding on
in terror to a bench which seemed to tilt me out on the floor of
8 Toom. Actually the room ltself, forming part of a fun-fair,
turned around under the bench, which remained stationary as it was
fixed in spacea.

Thus the very

-

fact of seelng things prejundices in favour of
a mistaken view of the universe. We see the earth at absolute
rest, with the sun, the moon and the stars swinging round it as
thelr centre. The geocentriec world view, as presented for example
by the Bible or by Aristotle has a firm support in our most
primitive perceptive prejudices. Indeed, even after the eventual
abandonment of the heliocentric system and the final vietory of
Copernicanism, more than a century after its author's death, the

assumption of a world centre at absolute rest had merely shifted

from the earth to the sun. Newton regarded the solar system as

fixed with the rest of the Universe moving around it. The

assumption of some fixed centre in the world which by its resting

n

quality allows to define motion in absolute terms, is embodied in |

=

a more absiract form in Newton's doctrine of an immovable

" Absolute space, in its own nature, without regard to anything

framework

; . . &
always similar and immovable."

external,

served as a basls for Newton's mechaniles. It continued to be

A3

accepted as self-evident by succeeding generations and its unproven

were not effectively exposed until the appearance of |

Newton, Principia Scholia ad Defin.
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Mach's 'Mechanik! It was finally discarded only in Einstein's
general theory of Relativity. lfoday the Newtonlan framework is
condemned as the product of uncritical thought. yet this error
can be traced back to the lowest lcfﬁl.af visual perception and
would therefore be committed even by children grown up among
wolves or nursed to maturity in the solitude of an ineubator.
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is to be pursued to

If the ideal of a virgin

loglcal 1imit we have to face the fact that every perception of
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nature of things which could be true or false. Whether we see

an object as black or white is not determined by the amount of

1ight it sends into our eye. onow seen at dusk appears white,

a dinner jacket seen in sunshine appears black, though the jacket
J“"g ;_5..? 5-2-; A Hade anst -Jd-.{.;,
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in thls case sends more light into the ey the snow. Weadeer
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we see an objeet as black or white As decisively affected by the

context in which the light from the object reaches our eyes.

The way we embody this context in our perception of the colours,
glzes, distances and shapes of the perceived object is determined
by our innate physiological inclinations and thelr subsequent
development under the influence of our experience. My perceptions

today as an adnlt are different from those which I had as a new born

baby, when I was as yet unable to fix my gaze on an object and

could perceive nelther distances nor shapes, and much of thes

o
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difference is due to the functioning of convergence, adaptation
and other more complex sensory processes which are performed
aceordling to princlples whilch may be false. But if all these
funetions could be eliminated by training mysel{ to look at things
again with unpercelving eyes, letting thelr images sweep across
my retina, like a mption picture which is continuously slipping
through the gate of the projecting lantern, I wonld not feel
assured of gaining access thereby to a core of indubitable vi:
data. I should be ineclined rather to regard the process as
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blotting out of my eyesight, such as the
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gimlilar to a state of cortic

my powers of perception by some e¢ritically controlled process, but
only by an effort to see arain by using my eyes,/ helped by the
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postural adjustment of the head and combining visual impressions

with observations of
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glven range of awareness

Thus the programme of
reveals by its fallure the [
F:l'g,f_.g_ﬂ, davewe mielliachin
If left strietly untutored, our minds would not achieve ldeal
critical detachment but sink into beastlike ignorance, swayed by
fear, hunger and fury.

6. Far be it from me to suggest that those who advocate
philoseophic doubt as general solvent of error and a cure of gll
fanaticism would desire to bring up children without any guldance
by their environment. I am only saying that this would be what
thelr principles demand. What they actually want is not expressed
but concealed by thelr declared principles. +hey want thelr own
beliefs to be taught to children and are convinced that their
general acceptance would save the world from all error and strife.

Fey T

In hls Conway Lecture of 192

made this clear in a
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intention is elear: he intends to spread certain doubts which
he believes to be jJustified: He does not want us to bhelieve the
doctrines of the Catholic “hurch which he denies and dislikes

and he also wants us to resist Lenin's teaching of unbridled

revolutionary violence.  These disbeliefs are reccmmended as

[ .""f o ff Lok L v Y Ay @ F. T u.l,..-

'rational doubts'. : 'Philosophic doubt! is—equated t &r'ratianal
doubt ! anhkis thmwe kept on the leash and prevented frigh:alling
in quesgtion anything that the sceptie believes in arﬁgpproving
of any doubt that he does not share. The Inquigition's charge
against Galileo was based on doubt: they acecused him of 'rashness!,
And the Pope's Encyclical 'Humani Generis! issmed in 1950 continues
its opposition to science on the same lines, by warning Catholics
that Evolution is still an unproven hypothesis. Yet no philosophic
sceptic would side with the Inquisition ggainst the Copernican
system or with %;;3 ??..i:ﬁhg;inst Dgrwinism. Lenin and his
successors have elaborated a form of Marxism which doubts the
reality of almost everything that Bertrand Russell and other
rationalists teach us to respect, Egﬁﬂﬁﬂifi;Foubts like those of
the ingquisition are not endorsed by than,kapparentlr because they
are not 'rational doubts!. Since the sceptie does not consider
it rational to doubt what he himself believes, the advocacy of
'rational doubt' is merely the sceptic's way of advocating his own
beliefs. Hussell's previously gquoted sentence should therefore
reads: "The acceptance of rational beliefsrsuch as my own,would
suffice to introduce the Millennium". -~ oz

Such a declaration I would regard as both-wholly legitimate
and would even support to a considerable extent in substance, since
I largely share the beliefs held by Bertrand Russell and many other
rationalists. DBut the re-wording would abandon the unsound
practice of advocating one's own beliefs in the form of a universal
scepticism which we tacitly restrain so that it applies only to
other people's beliefs which we do not sare. Rationalism expressed
in this form would renounce the principle of donbt and face up to

its own fiduciary character.
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In the times of Montalgne and Voltaire rationalism identified
itself with doubt in supernatural things, and rationalists ecalled-*
this 'doubt' as opposed to 'belief!'. This practice was excusable

ke beli by madimalisks et ex
at the time sincghthe supremacy of reason in the conduct of human

[
affairs and,the independent standing of science as an application

of reason to nature - ~ 3 had not yet
been effectively challenged by sceptiecism. In propagating thelr
beliefs t;;{rationalists were In—feset opposing traditional
authority on a wide front and could regard themsglves as radical

sceptics. But the beliefs of rationalism have since been

e —

effectively called in quostion

It is pabewdhy absurd to oppose such doetrines on the grounds of

scepticism.  For they gained thelr present ascendancy only recently

by a mf rejection of Western tradition uﬁl it is

rationalism which sides today with tradition - the tradition of

the 18th and 19th century - against them. It should alsc have
become clear by this time that the beliefs transmitted by this view
unﬂruniﬁﬁ .
1 tradition are by no means self-evident. Modern fanaticism is
. rooted in an extreme scepticism which can only be strengthened,

not shaken, by further doses of universal doubt.
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1. ) Doubt offera no alternetive to belief; the alternative to
belief is extinetion, Voluntasry extinetion by complete withdraswal
is the idesl of Nirvens, which I do not d&hare. gEZ;:;a&-went
a;#inn:inn_anéigccept therafone the necessity of believing. This
brings me back to the point arrived et in Lecture VI where 1
ontlined the programme of &n openly fiduciery vhilosophy, %hich
would be sstisfied with expressing nothing more than the philo-
sopher's own beliefs. In order to proceed further with thet
programme we must yet desl with the tremendous difficulty in
whicl we found ourselves after its formulstion. We must not
lose sltogether our claim to objectiviby. For though the philo-
sopher must know thet he is only expressing his own beliefs
snd eleims his right to do this, he does not wish to tslk of
himself, bat of the things he believes in. I have urged in

Lecture IV éhet rll declarstory sentences would be more precisely

formulated in the fidueciary mode with the words 'I believe'

prefixed to them, This conceptusl snd linguistic reform which thm&{

e4itaglad every sentence to 8 person slleging it, has yet to be .«
supplemented in order to make syre that we sre not detaching
thereby the sentence from its other puléﬁ%n w-icn it claims to
make impersonal raferencefﬁzﬂith this purpose in mind I shall
merge the conception of & personal sllegetion in the much widepr
concepy of Commitment. The word 'cormitment' will be used in 8
somewhet particuler sense and serve both to~designate & conception
whiech I wish to estnhliéh and to imply by its ussge my belief

s froeasd
in the existence snd effectiveness of/#eed which is covered by
this conception. I hope to show thet s philosophy which recog-
nises commitment in the sense which I have in mind cen regerd
iteelf ss the philosopher's commitmant snd nothing but his

commitment, = avoidfdﬁereby both the felse cleim of strict
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L]
impersonslity end the reduction of itself, on its own showinpg,

to en utterance having no impersonsl atanding.

3, I believe thet commitment in the sense in which I
propose to usge the term should be accepted &s stﬁﬁdinc for a
besic notion end thet this notion will eliminate several contra-
dictory festures in the present conceptuel framework which it

PO P
is émstimed/partly to replace. If commitment is to pley this pardy,
it would be a misteke to try to introduce it by any explicit
alpdtlshsed

Al 4 4
definition and F—ekesidseel lo-saleblisn its meaning[insteaa

(€) by weing the word ‘commitment' in & context referring to things
(4 Varcnes asped
elready known and/by charscterising @ommitment in terms already
in use now. In the course of this process the contrsdictory
festures of the existing framework which we sre intending to
eliminete sre bound to become spparent as persdoxes. Bat seeming
contradietions,| l1ike for example thet of commitment being both

| adavdal
personsl and impersonsel) -wii: turn out to be no defects of the

conceptionfd of ﬂammitmen%, but rether of the terms 'personsl’

gnd 'impersonsl' or zlternstively, of the terms 'subjective’

and 'uhjectiverwhen used in the sense in which they sre now current.
In my first three lectures I hsve enumerated and

eleassified 8 variety of intellectusl performences on s number

of different levels. In all these msnireststions of intelligence,

;;he high end the lawﬂafhe educated end the 1nnate::%he articulate

end the inﬁrticulnte,#the object-directed and the interpersonsl,

iy ¢ awnd =y S drraorel
the sctivity

1qkdenotptiun a® in crestive articulationy there was,
3f A person smbeddbes snd this person wes pervaded by = passion,
Whether this pession was merely hanger or fesr or rose to levels
of intellectusl torment and erestive Jjoy, it carried with it

the whole person and expressed his rstification in terms of

his very being of the mentel sct that he was performing. This

ie one sense in which a person scting intelligently is committed
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to his mction end in which commitment pertekes therefore qﬁ all
sets of intelligence.

We shell spprecifte this sspect of commitment perhaps
more fully by contrasting intellectuel performances with other
atates of mind which though also pervading the whole person,
are nethier sctions nod commitments of the person., Intens
bodily pein pervaedes ocur whole person yet the feeling of such
pein is not en sction nor a commitment. Insofar ms &en impression

or affectlon is regarded as puarely pessive, gs merely hsppen-
ing to or in s living person, it is not a commitment of thet
peraon, When someone feels hot or tired or bored, this mey
pervesively affect his conseiousness but this state of mind
does not imply enything beyond its own suffering. A men in pein
mey seek allevietion, e tired men mey wasnt to rest snd 8 bored
man mey seek distrsction, But psin, tiredness snd boredom can

anidad olid
- I A e g 13 Teloial-Tsl T I iy & ¢
be Beld 10 be merely endured, ihere sFa purely sensusl plessures

foroane

which are slmost ss pessive as these &reuidiesa, but the most

intense gratifications of our senses come from the satisgfaction

of our eppetitee snd ere therefore more closely sllied to sction
7

then mere Eq?férinﬁ.frlnﬁ"ilectual and even sub-intellectual

pResions sre never merely endured. One cennot be tormented by

2 problem unless one is struggling for its solution end one

cennot rejoice in discovery except by sccepting that it ie valid.
I o Lvind LRl
Hunger cannot be conceived except &8 & desire for Tood. { A
. a hubgry child mey not know that it wants food snd merely feel
misersble, but in thest case huhger ceases to be associsted with

any ect of intelllpgence on the part of the child.

On

'

hese grounds I propose to draw 8 distinetion

between the personsl in us which actively enters into our commit-

ments and the subjective in us which merely endures our feelings.
This distinction bresks with the general opposition of the

gabjective to the objective., The personasl is neither subiective

nor objective, for it is inherent in the commitment situstion in
L - B % - '] r s Y
which The mind sctively mis ; Y to something outside its

domsin,
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e coneevt of pommitment which I heve in mind 1s RaBt elearly

tstic ceses

Hot it

exemplified by the nct of eonsciously solving & problem, While

the cepeeity for such feste emerges only st e rather elevated
infellectnsl level; the charscteristiec festures of problem

solving tend to dissppesr once more sas we move on towsrds an

ideal of intellsctusl perfection, iat—mn:tnﬂi-uﬁt~b!i!!i¥‘;35Bu
two extramjii-e of the intellectusl scaele between which lies

g svagh of Seliz einmilgituinley 0 b e S
E e At the lowap eué /we HAVEe the sstisfaction of sppeéetites.
Procensoes of thie kind, as for example the selsction of food,

may show Aelienate disecrimination, but the cepscity for this is

vadthet+ lhamw.

lergely innate e HA guided by cohsciocns personel Jjudge-

S

ment, Similerly, the act of perception by which we notice
objJects and identify them at = glance, though it is £ very
gomplex performance and may represent s msarked effort of
1nte111gnnee, is carried out without deliberstion and ususlly
:rtthun.t ee!mim ;i‘égﬁ:ﬂ’ any conacir:u.s decision, Appetites |

ate umdenbiidl,
end purely sensory resctions wr—mﬁmal sgtions, but

they ere those of 2 person within ourselvee with ch we may I
iﬂmﬁwmﬂ =
not elweys identify ourselves, regtrs

our primary dersties and correect the judgamant of our senses,

2 - ThtE e
-'tncse auh-:ﬁtalieutunl performnnces do nutrﬁ' it shermfurmx
,—ﬂ-rf.u_ w P
aursggnin-pn-.n,but only & Trsctional person
{ i

us, nﬂ/ﬁ?é therefore but tmperfect examples of commitment, |
At the othear end of the scele we find forms of intelli-

gence in which our personal partieipstion tenda to be reduced

to=meno for entirely different ressons, Mathemeticel science

f‘%
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is widely rocepted e the ideel of 8ll sclence and s cience as

Clovimans
the idesl of all festa of intelligence, Theee/mey be excenndiy

o d.i.d.ﬁt.ﬂ..w "rmlﬂ..l.\l.w: e s s I-I'L-L__
fb1t there ia a tendency unﬁerlyinf hh:ghwhich apprears ines-
J_LJ L ol Lo

enprble, There ie inherent in the effortf of artieidlation, on
which the immenese range of humen intelligence rests, an unlimited
striving to bring ell proceas of intelligence into the form

of srticulate onerstiona, carried ont under exact logiecal rules.

Its ideml, first conceived by Leibnifw in his project of &

aniveraerl mathemseticnl leonguage in which ell problems could be
solvad by Qomﬂitﬁtiﬁnf % re-sppears a century later in Laplace's
vision of » Universsl Mind deriving every past and fature

event from » aat of mechsnieal enuetions, It presenta itself

once mare in the philosophie progrsmme of formel logle snd even

»
more recently in eybernetics, which seek to solve by the operation
of 'x mechines an tngﬂfinite,; expanding portion of all )

J= . -:: L—;.'I "“./"f: ‘__.!u _,1‘416, {‘rf;_f fox {‘j .-':-w;___é
conceivable f“q*lnma. (Antel ligence esnnot buf etrive to
complete its own tesk end thus to render all further efforts
of 1ts own anneceseary, or et lesst to reduce eny further need
for intelligent setivity to the performence of a striectly

Q- S s e iy Lo
prescribed set of operations., This idesl of it:?aaaiahite
p = :Vfﬂm*ﬂ!i
' iﬁtﬂlli"nEF would eliminete from the peesess 6f intelligsnce
¢ every trace of personsl commitment.

Z;The field of conscinusly directed problem solving on
wvhich the proposged concention of commitment is to be prindéipelly
founded, lim:i;iﬂw¢y between the domsin of innate instinctive
diserimination end that of sn intelligence functioning saccording
to rigid rales2 of inference. By the solving of problems I
mesn here ths whole heuriatic process, which starts with recog-
nising e problem, econtinues - perheps for a long time - by

wrestling with 4t and may end by solving it. It is s process

which oceurs in slmoat every intellectusl spheres Every form
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of object-dirauted intelligence, such ss thet of the scfentist,

the 1nvantor and the mathemoticis=n, and enuelly that of the

painter end the composer hnve tneir nrohlem&- The’%-’a_ |
Muromm. The writer, the hiptabian. tha

g' > PO dn-(f«fw.&l'-m
ecopomist wrestlg with prabl mnq( In 2 wider, bhat etill not

illegitimste aenge, evsrr person trying to deeide/befweesn
cunfliut1§§Z;;;;§::; mey be satd to be struggling with s prnblen.
But I shell concentrate hers on the moat chsrpctaristin

coges of 1ntﬁ11ectual problems and use science as my leeding
#xe exsnmle, The prime wvirtune of g scientific discoverer,
without which he cesnnot gqualify ns a dianoverﬂr, is his
nrigiuﬂlit_?j g P i+ espacity to #’n{ﬁﬁiy n & lineg of
enauiry which lese originel minds, faced with the geme
opportunitées, would not hsve1:::a;:=::2$55 not have thought
profiteble, Originslity enteile s distineftively pernonsl
initistive; it is inwaplably impassloneid, somdtimes to the
vpoint of obsessiveneos. ??Tum heginning to end the process

of discovery ie guided by an intensely personrl vision sand
sastained by » strong persunal gonviction. o

The ideal of originality'diff!rn aa.izz:ji; ' rom

the ideal of dispessionate intelligence] int{%huugh filled
with personal pession if profoundly fiffers slsc #from the
process of drive satigfsction. For ogr sppetites aaeﬂz;;:;rﬁf
to aatiatr.nuraelvaa whose eppetites they-arﬂ; whil2 the
discoverer seeks a solution $o & problam which will satisfy
enyons who is precccupied with thet problem. Only 4f ha is
convinced thst his discovery has that universnlly satiurriﬁg
cherecter will his own agitstion bs sppeased, ﬁnﬂ in this

senge hie cereving 4s idpersonsal,

S Ihe 2,

anmﬂz' ﬂa..,%. S s

L]
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be binding both on him anqkuvaryhndx el oce~tbe/ succesaful

terminntion prepresents en sct in which personsl submission
and universsl legislation are indissolubly combined.

[ T‘h;zq,gf:-exiatm‘a of the polution whieh the disco-
verep aaskarﬁﬁiﬁ_ﬁai impair the messure of his oreativity.
Columbus did not meke America, but he made the déscovery of
America, The same is true for inventionsj; however ingenious

they mey be they csn only reveel s pre-existing possiblity.
The progreas of methemstics hae relied at all times on daring
conceptual innovetions. Yet the mathemsticlsns who put
for'ﬂrgig:guvatiana ¢lsim universal acceptance for thems In
making this cleim the innovator shows that in his encuiries
he had epimed st the sstisfaction of pre-existing standards
of' intellectusl merit and that he rqﬂdrda the prodnct of his

creation s 28 the disclosure of & pre-existing possiblity

for the _satisfaction of these atandyrda.’ﬁ-rm—*n—em

B in Lt Lol = AV vy Al —
radicnl innovations may have to rely for acceptence on yet

undevefjoped sensibilities; The purely mathemastiesl framework
of modern physies is not sadAfying from the point of view of
pravious generstionsa who sought for explenations in terms of
mechenical models. In order to preveil, modern physicists

had to educate thelr publie to use new standards of intelleotusl
appreciation, Yet from the stsrt the pioneers of modenn
physice presumed thet the new sensibility wss latent in their
fellow seientiste snd would be developed by them in response
to the possibilites of the more profound snd truer outlook
which sppesled to this new senaibility., They undertook to
revise the current stendards of scientific merit in the light
of more fundamentsl intellectusl standards which they presumed
to be universslly compelling.

Thie process is prominent i1f the fleld of artigtic
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{nnovation, Modern schoolse of peinting, musie, fiction,
poetry, which were shocking and confusing &t thelr first
sppearsnca, have in the course of am generstion educated s wide
public in new waye of seeing, of listening or resding, to
which their works offered satisfection., And nga:ln. thia
normetive intention was inherent in the ;::!_aat of creating
these works.
”*. Our eppreciation of creative originality offers e
vengtege point for distinguishing between the personal sspect
of 8 commnitment and the msnifestations of subjectivity, A
commitment is & personal eholce gesking and eventuslly
gccepting something believed to be impersonally given, while
da the esubjective 1s sltogether in the nature of an experience: '
it Just hasppens to us. A person may have most peculiar
predilections and be upset by things rhinh leave averybody
else unaffected. Yot he will not be nredttad with originality,

reghdle L’ Sk T
His diatinective sensibilities will be, deseribed s, 1di0=

syneresiea, Even if he is altogether wrepped up in his private
world his condition will not be recognised as 8 commitment,
He may rather be said to be subject to obsessions and illusions, :

and posesibly regarded as imssane,

> 4

It is of course poesible to mieteke creative
originality for sheer madness, which hss happened to modern
peinters and writers. And the reverse ia slso fairly common,
nemely for people labouring under delusions to believe them-
aglvaa to be grest inventors, discoverers, prophets, etec.

But I am not concerned here with the question how to distinguish

between originality end subjectivity in prsctice; | In-4esing
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6 I shell conclude thié.preliminsry outliine of cpfimitment

by calling attention to the/manner in WHiCH‘jHﬁ nersonel and
the driiverasl sre mutugdly nﬁrrﬁlﬁt%W/Wituiﬂ the commitment
L~ - irh"h- ouly s e

™, . - ] 1 . 5
situationsy, Buppose I perceive a mxmk new problem in science,

or in engineering, or in mathemstics and thatyf, having struggled

with the problem cleim to heve found = solution for iit. These

intellecturl efforts sre the pessions which sustein

o
1

are mine, there 1s no doubt that my conclusions sre shaped

by me fet for all these personal sctions /I eclsim.impersonel
gtetue, begcaupe through them I em srriving st the fulfilment
cept as impersonal., I had aimed st
g solution whieh the nroblem hses in itself and which therefore
is valid for evervone,

[ may have been quite misteken, The problem may not
But as I helieve in

exist or the solution mey be inasdeauste

the necessity snd justif'ication of intellectusl commitments

appropched except Ixathe commitment situetion. Its universsl

gtanding is logicelly correlastive to the submibsion of
waske person to it. It forms part of the terms in which I

concelive my responsibility in pursuing the process of discovery

gnd in ascertaining my conclusions. I can sperk of factis

knowledge, proof, etec. within my commitment situstion for it
1s congituted by my search fop
a8 binding on me. Thpse sre proper designations for commitment
bargets so long A8 I Aam committed to them, but they cannot be
referred 1o non-committally. A host of confusion follows from
s L shadt AL
1on-committelly.

Pdele g

—

any sttempt to envisege universsls
Ite relstion to the universsel elevates my contribution
to & commitment from the subjective into the personsl sphere;

while the universel c¢fn be said to exist only in terms of my

ot
"

commitment to 1
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At the close of Lecture 4 desling with the Fidueisry Mode I

have eondemned g8 mislesrding the esge old hebit, codified by philo
sophers since Aristotle, to call sentences true or false. I sBugges
ted thet much confusion could be &voided by spesking only of '‘my
beliefa' instead. ¥From this arose the question se to whether any
eleime to objectivity could be expressed in such form &t £11., In
the concept of commitment, outlined todsy, I have tried to find =
positive answer to this ouestion by showing that it implies =
supposition of universsl velidity., Commitment has g structure

which may be denoted ss follows:

personsal confident seabj. to asssumption of
passion utterance universality
(fects)

This is commitment s& seen from within the commitment situastion,

I have srid thet the universelly velid fscte to the sesump-
tion of which eny commitment is subjJect cennot be referred to out-
etde the commitment situstion. Commitment represents the proper
d¢imension within which the universel ecsn be epprosched, Just ss
praying to God 1s the proper approsch to God, =0 believing in our

affirmetions entells their universelity. You cennot speak without

ERSNINNER
gelf-contradiction of e unive:-ea?a RERE

in which you do not believe,
You canno® epesk of knowledge you éo0 not believe, of truth you do
not believe or of facts which you do not believe; not so long as
you use the worde knowledge, truth #nd facts confidently, es
universsls,

How 1t seems to me thst the purpose of £ criticel theory of
knowledge hss been precisely to spesk of these mattars in & de-
tached, imperesonsl, non-committal menner. The self-contradiction
enteiled therein will show up in & veriety of different weyse, Three
of these have elready been mentioned or hinted st in these lLectiures,
namely 1) scepticism which errives &t unbelieveble conclusions
2) regulative principles, which are epplied embiguously =3) the

attribution of trueness or feleity to sentences end the sttempt




'to same

Ll

to define these properties objectively., To these I shell add

4) the identificetion of knowledge with a correspondence between
belief end fect, ss steted perticulerly by Bertrsna Russell.
All theee c¢an be represented within & single schemas if we

add to the dAenotetion of 2 commitment &5 seen from within e ecritical

peference to it masde from_outside. We hsve then & second line

objective, gsubjective declarsatory clues or
i.e. non-commit- heliefs sentence ‘fects'

tel reference

These may be celled the fregments of & commitment which no longer
hang together.

¢l Since the sct of my personsl judgement hes been withdrewn,
thege efémenta no longer reqgquire each other. The subjective belief
is not justified by the clues or slleged 'fecte' and hence I may

drew the coneclusicns of sceptieism: namely that the declerstory
sentence merely says something ebout myself snd reflects my mentsl |
habitse, but is not Justified by universsl stendards, If this criti-

’

cism is epplied to sn allegation in which I continue to bel%ﬁ& in

spite of my speculstive disbelief, there results the fruitless

y

oscilletion hetween en objectivism which lacks conviction and e
conviction which is sahamed of its lae® of objectivity.

#:_Te mey try to svoid this by prevaricetion. This is the
technioue of regulative principles. They sccept the destructive
enslysis of scepticism but try to aveid the consequences by pre-
tending not to believe their own stetements, thouéﬁﬂgénélnuing to
believe them. Allegrtions are ssid to be made only ss if one

believed them, but no sctusl distinction is epperent between thie

and xke confident ellegations, which are of course slso made ss if
(€4 1wy goe )

one believed them. The regulative principle ie & fictitious undér-

stetement of our sctusl beliefs for the sole purpose of svoiding

to offer 8 target to scepticism.

3) The veridicel aquslity of = sentence may be @efined in

following Tarski sccording to the rule 'snow is white' 1is true if
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white. This is sn sttempt to relate objectively m senience

Bnow 18

with the eorreap: confident uttersnce and to describe the

5 :.."-' i -l#.

coincidence of the two ss the trueneass of the sentence. However,
L

the confident uttersnce is mesningless except within the context

off the ment

C DI

( T beliwe, snow is white, ams s frct

S0 the definition of trueness would read:

'Snow is white' 18 true if and only 11

( I believe, snow is white, 8as 8 fsct)

in effect it would give us &n denotation for commitment

in"*snow 18 white' 1is true"

hiam ie s mislesding denotetion because t concemle the

neraonel charseter of commitment and it lesds to &n infinite regress

hecruse it is iteelf & declarstory sentence whleh requires chersc-

terigation ss true or fslse, on the

same grounds as

over, this

anow | fa ._.-':-: i. (] e y P

gulired i1t. More

word 'true' of its proper funetion which

u
sltdation. f"; baelieve snow

i , )
enow 1ia white

within a commitment

I
trnpfrwr

'snow is white' is

commitment target

is white, for it is consequently I say

u .
than true if 1L believe 1t.

- rather

A T v 3 e ] hmmTy w
4) The correspondence theory of

knowledge identifies it ms

g8 coineidence between subjective belief snd true feets, 8ince bellef

merely subjective it does not

imply ®
-4.¢rxm&¢r ¢a1f¢534d4¢#¢ fa ols
) no—eet =8

ﬁh&dﬁﬁ‘z
i I.""."'I"'—‘._ .,-‘—l""'-h paell _onints '-'5+r Tp +'.'PT-r Lg‘r%ﬂm%w
fe Wt Massy biltoe Kame o not .

mesledge ere there whether we believe them or n@tf tut while this
a -

is correct in reepect '-'?',.el:"'li'”' when regarded ol

J*dtivel;‘haut_

am,

31de the commitment sltustion; it contradicts its own confident

reference to fscts, which points st something

ﬂw, M

corre

1 4 e 1 &3
bellevedl by the

speaker to he i fecta,. spondence theory identifies

knowledge 88 2 colncldence between & bhelief which 1s merely osbjec~

tive, i.e, not held by us and belief sctuslly held =t the moment.,
F .
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But it is nonsense to ssy that we both hold esnd not hold the same
belief s the same time,

This is the recurrent fsllascy in sll forms of objectivist
enalysis of knowledge. They always reveal in one form or enother
this contradiction, which cen be eliminated only by regerding

universsls esgentlially &s things believed in and never referring
to them non-committally with a view to an objective anslysis of

their constitution.






