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Le I'he comnstruction of tha concept of commitment which

e

first saeries of these leetures wes under=

wae Che task of the
taken in order to establish a satisfying framework for the
affirmation of personal beliefs with iversal intGent, Lhe

elabornation of this concept will lzad us to exposa:ian every

areg of consclous life the interpenetration of the personal and

the universaly and this in turn will necsssitate that we
modify and onrich our earlier survey of intelligences that we
entor avenues of legitimete access o reality which the
critical tradition, denying personel knowledge, found closed,

2 shall see thal bthe grasping of fect by theory which, under
the influence cf science, hes so much exercised philosophy, is
but a single end partiasl instance of that reaching beyond
itself through which the mind and indeed the whole organism
geeks constantly to extend its life and Go direet it aright,

e Bafores embarking on this renewed charting of the

mind in the light of the concept of commitment, I may recall
the acknowledgement, made at the close of the first seriss, of
the pervasliveness of personal reésponsibility not only in our
intsllectual comnitments as sdults, but also in the anterior
process of accepting our incellectual heritage and perticulerly
in the development of our gift for specch, I'nis is to restate

at the outset that all confident use of langua

yeragnal commitment of the user o the meaning of a minimum

lo saying this I am recalling also the logical structure
of my position, {0 put this in terms of meaning: I ack
my own responsibility for the meaning of my further utterance
and predict the presence of this personal clement in
mesning, which I am bound to meet when reflecting on my
utterances and to discover also whenever I irnvestis

gignificent utterances of obhers.
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What 1 say here in Justification of a personal use of
language will also c¢laim for itself no more than representing

personsl use of language, There ies no other way of being

L4

consisbont, To this extent therefore my argument must
presuppose its own conclueions and my project is seen to
fnvolve an intentional circularity.

By eonfessging to this 1 have staked out the grounds on

which my argument is to rest, relying in a ssnse on Ghe very
grounds thus staked out, For the confident admission of
circularity is justified by & convietion which I myself holdj
namely, that insofar ss 1 put forward my own ptmost nudarstvend-
ing of my responsibilities as my own persomnal belief, I msay
rest assured of having fulfilled the ultimate requirements of
self criticiamy and that indeed 1 am obliged to fu.m such
personal beliefs and can hold them in a responsible manner,
even while 1 recognise that such a claim can have no other
Jusiificetion than such as it derives from baing deeclared in
the very terms which it endorses, Logically, the whole of
the subsequent argument is but an elsboration of this circle;
it is a systometic course in teaching myself to hold my own
bellefs, ALY
1l confess G0 this position in contradiction to the view
that meaning cen be specified by purely impersonal rules,
which would preseribe in particular the consistent naming of
" objective facts, I hold that if anyone claims that his
fundamental outlook is determined uyniquely by the facts, he is
merely evading his proper fiduclary responsibility, for the
bearing of which he has disqualified himself by discrediting
those who frankly assume such responsibility for themselves,
And 1 see Che same sclf-destructive circle operating also
internelly, A belief in absolute objectivity first destroys
the grounds for holding any beslief other than itselfy then
as 1t proceeds to destroy itself too, it recognises that it does

¥

80 on the very grounds of objectivity that it is sbout to destr
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and so it goes on, There is no end to the ensuing fruitless
soe-saw from which we can be rescued once more only by the
explicit affirmation of our personsl beliefs.
P ¥ith this perspective in mind whieh will guide the
subsequent lectures, 1 shall preface these today by & pre-
liminary consideration of the personal nature of meaning,

A confident uss of an idiom implies universel intent;
but there is no universal intent which is not personslly
intended and aceredited through such personal intention, Ir
challenged, the spoaker may appeal Go common sense or U0 experd
opiniony but he must then assume the responsibility for
relying on these when employing his own terms, I'as all
rational articulation must ultimately fall back on the
appraisal of its own appositeness by the speaker, Nor can he
always define his verms in e manner which he would himself
consider to be exmct, Ultimate definitions will often refer
quite conspicuously to entities which are manifestly complex
and yet cennot be specified in detaily and careful reflection
will always discover some residue of such unspecifiable
references, Therefore, even though references to facts may be
said to be satisfied by experience, such satisfaction is
ultimately an act of personal appraisal on the part of the
verifler,

Jher utverances like Jokes, mathematical theorems and
legat systems sre manifestly self-satisfying, I'he eriteria
of their validity are escribed to them predominantly by the
person who,utters them, Yet again, this person appllies these
criteria in view of his belief in their universality, for all
intellectual satisfaction that we accept as binding to
ourselves postulates its own universality.

4, Ihe framework by which a permanent access to the
fiduciary act ombodied in the use of words is persistently

held open is an extonsion of the coneept of commitment, IG
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implies that in speaking or understaniing speech, &s in evory
personal act, we are making & venture but & reasonable venture,
If in the use of words with meaning there is slways a rasidue

of ambiguity present by virtue of the fact that such & use
depends on the essessment of meaning by a person: it is through
this very act of assessment that the speaker commits himself %o
the belief that his words have such & meaning,

Verbal discourse, then, consiasts in the confident uss
of words by a persgon to whom they mean something, In trying
to define the meaning of a word we try out its use critically
for the purpose of analysing its remembered meaning in Germs
of other words used confidently, I'he process of defining our
terms may be revealing, but it can never do more than ahift
the risk of articulation from our confidence in one set of
terms to our confidence in another set of terms, #hen we say
of the latter that they are clear or precise, we merely give
expression Go this concluding commitment, #s declare that we
ars entrusting ourselves to their use wifhout enquiring into
such ambiguities as remsin attached to them,

I believe Ghat I mey and that indeed I must use words in
this manner even though it is evident to me that 1 can nuver
strictly 2liminate ambiguities, 1 believe in the Justification
of this rashness which alone enables me to dsploy to any extent
the powers of uy mind, Any attempt to define precise meaning
in precise terms leads to an infinite regress, which the
justification of imprecision is self-justifying since 1t dous
not claim precisicn frr itself either, I% licenses certain
risks of the process of articulation which are bound to become
epparent when reflecting on this process of licensing itself,
but which cannot be held to invalidate it, sine: they should be
acceptable in the very light of this licensing, For if I say
that every word I confidently utter or accept as meaningful 1s

50 uttered or accepted at my own ultimste risk, then I may be
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getisfied that the words used for making ¢l
similarly employed at my own ultimate risk,
speak except inside a langusge, 1 may at

of language in a menner consistent with this

achisve this

eening attached to language, oxcept as 1ts meaning o &
or listener who believes that he understands what he says
listens to. I shall call this the personal yde of mean
e I I have argued in the First Series of these Lectures
& t the tablished hebit of regarding declarabtory
santences concer iatters of fact as true or false, ¢
istinet from my believing them to be true or falsa, N
lenied truth-value to unssserted sentences, so 1 now deny

Jjustifiability of referring to terms which mean somethi
irpart from meaning somethi Lo . ied I listed on Gh
of mental acts h I outlined in €l irst Series the
idministration of sacraments or the canonisaetion ol saint
would have been obvious that I begged certain religious b
not shared by athers, might have been asked Go trans]

the conceptio

learn

gl tuation,

these refersesnces into objective terms in ich Ghe
religiom beliefs in question were quoted as allegations,
is of course possible to make such transpositions, and ©
reduce the commitments implied in our terms, but it 1s no
ssible to eliminate my commitment from the use of the ©
on which I eventually rely for my discourse, lndeed, &

attempt to achiove Ghis 3 logleally unson
reduced vocabulary wil'l remsin significant
of my personal intention according to which

gpply this vocabulary, And what is more,

ssible id
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towards the logically imp eal i
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loss of some true meaning, On every such ocecasion 1 have
either to abandon pert of my ectual beliefs and thus deny uy
real outlook, or retain my beliefs hidden behind & set of
mitreliged terms which does pot truly express them, the firsé
of these alternatives falsified my beliefs, the second disgulses

']
']

themy either alternative is a step towards confuslion and

wntal dishonesty, 1 believe that we must avoid presslng for
objectivity at the expense of truth and frankness, lhare can
b@ no ‘ner aim in the choice of our Germs than thet they
should express what we really beliesve inj  nor can we be

atigfied with less for the sake of reducing the extent of our

personal commitments,

o acecept the personal mode 'of meaning implies also the

‘e
belief that 1 can approach the universally walid only withiv
ny mgiven storical situation, end shall approximate 1t Che
more closely, the mors preecisely I record my own beliefs, as

they emerge when elarified snd critviclzed in the llight of my
personsl anteccedents. When 1 spesak of a Joke shell menn a

gtory that msies me lsugh and I shall call it funny, though it

#ay not make everybody laugh at all Gimes everywherae, And
similerly I shall use verma like 'understanding' or »ational

fndividual' or 'sclence' or ‘music' and hundreds of other Germs
whioh beg questions of significance and value wholesale, For
I'ém not trying to say something unquestionable or unambiguous,
but merely to utter words which when said by me %o those whom 1
gn addressing convey to the best of my ability my true con-
victions in terms which possess their meaning, a&s used by ue,
within the framework of these very conviciions.

7 I am not isolating myself thereby in a personal world

of My own, but am striving on the contrary towerds the fullssal
communication with every other sincereperson, For 1

believe that understanding between men is based on the coherence

of consciences which govern their uvltimate inartioculate
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Jjudgments, ind that, therefore, communication is achisved
not by the idesl of significs which reduces these unformalized
functions to & minimum, at the expense of what we actually
believe to be true, but by keeping open in our minds a broad
and patent access to the personal origins of our actual
convictions,

8, Indeed, communication is only possible by ultimate
reliance on our fellow feeling which accoredits the meanings
intended by a fellow being, Jtherwiss the mental performances
of other persons must rem&in incomprehensible faects, Jnly
when sentience expands into empathy and cmotion becomes
mutusl, can our appreciastion of meaning become centered on the
existential grounds of a thing under survey. de can then

it an agent which is Co be Judged from its own

dpphe A - H -

H
o
-
i
e
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Wy While its point of view may be Judged in its
turn by me from my point of view,
Meaning operates then on two levela; both meanings are

a fellow-being end

Fy

meant by me, but one 1 hold on behslf o
the other on my behelf in respect to that other person's
meaning which I ecritiecise, endorse or reject, Such two-
storied belief involves & two-fold claeiam $o universalityy
one® being implied in the standard that 1 beliove the other

person accepted by committing himself to a meaningful aection

ing held by myself in interpreting this act

and Che other be

and passing judgment over it,
Communicaetion, when envisaged on thess grounds,
sutomatically extends to far more® tham the meanings of verbal

ubterances, For our fellowefeeling will inevitably grasp

]

and our intelligence will criticise meaningful menifestations

of persons on the inarticulate level as well, For example, all
urposive

actions are processes that méan something, e can understand

that en animal is feeding and can appreciate the way that it

is donej wo can also criticlse the skill and appositeness of
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of the enimal, Similarly,

be said to have a meaniny

gets up & standard by which

hy or as disordered within

growth and shapeliness of =

domain of meaning, for their

achievement can be appreciested and criticised by itsstendards
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correlative notion of communicetion

appreciation of tho same

:ontrast with this the programzae of modern nominalism

would strietly eliminate

It concelves denotation

pstarances or marks ol

Comminiecation af matters

cal uvverancea or

fde

ident

f this relation is

fesde

ghell accept this model

the suppositions which it implies,

personal element of mea

Lght of & model relating

paper to data in space~time,

then made possible if

ifer to identical data
listener or reader, 1
for the moment and examine

1t requires first, the

reproduction of certain signs by the spesker; second, the

identification of such signs by the listener; third, the
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identification of the thing to which the aign refors by

- B

speoaker and listener, and fourth the ecastablishment of a
consistent general relation between instances of the sign
and instances of the thing in the minds of both spaaker
and listenery oo that the speaker will always correetly psame
such an instance and the listener alweys correctly expect it
when named by others,

the last-mentionad aspect of the meaning situation,
the habit of correct nomination and the habit of correct
expectetion of the referent when named by others, is the
aasence of denotation, It clearly entails the enterior
performance of a correct inductive inference on the part of
the spesker end listener when learning to use the denobtation
in guestion, by watching the uee of it by others,
ls A, Richards has tried to construct & sequence of signe
picture situstions called "Sen-Sits' which should establish
in the reader a unigue relation between the two, Such an
illustrated manual can bde useful, but it offers no process
by which the fundamental difficulty of ell induction can be
circumventced, This can be proved in this case by the fact
that young apes whosée empirical inferences are otherwise as
good as those of infants of the same age, are unsble to leamrmn
the names of objects by listening to human langusge, And
ggalin the child itself is far superior to the adult in
establishing denotative relations, for example for the purpose
of lipreading, Ihe point 1s that ell induction involves an
act of personal Judgment and that in this cese the Judguent
is derived from a specific gift, the gift of speech and of

leaming speech which is possessed only by man and is most

[
[on

brilliantly developed in the young child, Sut for his
anterior instinetive confidence in the possibility of relating

the two, no child would connect an utterance heard by hig
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sign and the thing which it

signifies, which &lso entail indispenssble elements of
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Judgment, For on refle
gver identiecsl with an e ar
which we heve done before

have met before, inverlsbl

gimilarity of ¢ssentials and of the irrelevance of dqiff

Such a judgment is indeed

lier one, so that to repest

)T to recognise som=thing the

y invaves & judment of the
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of the same charscteor as underlies

the process of induction by which we identify s "whenever p and
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qQ" relationship, on the basis of similarities and

e

azalnst a
variable background that is judged to be irrelevani in respect
to the identity in question, and we can no more expect o Lind

it definable by strict rules than we can expect Ghis for any

>eher et of inductive generalisation.
here are of course insvences in which the act of
identification can be formalised to a great extent so that the

i

hea sug;ested chat the identification of the same objects wien

seen from different angles may be defined as the operation of &

roup of geometrical transformations, ULhere is no need to

ixpose here the unformalised residues on which such an opsratcion
gould ultimately rely, since it suffices to mention the egually

elemontary instances of identification which cenrot be handled
by any such formalism, Iake for exemple the process by which we

ldentify the colour of an object under changing illumination,

LY

A bleck coat, though bethed in sunshine, may s¢ill be seen as
black if our field of vision includes the shadows cast Ly trees
against & sunny bsasckground, while otherwiss it may be peen &

light gre; rhis kind of Jjudgment which is not & geometrical

operation pervades our every perceplfion of identity., Thus we

including the capacity for performing and evaluating tests which

require great skill, ledical disgnostics is & highly skilled
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the decliphering of on illegible handwrliting or listening to an
unclear speech against & background of noise similarly requires
gpecial intelligence supported by strained attention, T

identification of zoological specimens is sn art within e

gcience, 1 hope to reveal more fully in my lectures on
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that the kind of identifications that must be mads even
we ascaiciste names with objeets are Goo subtle to be |
ipassed within any preclss, lumpersonsl rule,. |

I'he study of aphasia offers an opportunity for realisin |

personal skill involved in the elementary processes of

g Ghings and of receliving communications about Ghings by l

din y the naming of them, Fatients suffering from

o’ [}

reduce o

songl acts requiring no personsl Jjudgment, 1 shall gquote
|
" " " b x - ! ¥ o lae o
& escribed by Head in his classicel survey of
3 (n =l il - -
& published in 1920, ("brain®™ XLII1I 1520, p. 390=4l11,

he explains), the greater difficulty will 1t present,

the patient may be able to exescute a printed command Go
up his hand, although he is unable to carry out am order .
his ear, 'he addition of Ghe se¢cond
mdered the ¢« ask $oo difficult. The lerger the

ented by the order, the more

il

iinly will the desired ection be defective. All
08ltlions ¢xpross an abstract relatiom; Lut even the sane

elized statement may vary in difficulty according to the

by which 1%t is expressed, For example, during the

868 Gest, the aphesic patient may be entirely unable to

rd in speech, or in writing, whether he has been touched

ne or two pointsy; but if the figures 1 and 2 are
en on a sheet of paper, he can indicate correctly whether |

ntact was single or double, Under the ordinary

Clons of Chis test, he is not only compelled to formulate '
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in words his sensory impressions, but hs must express theam in
verbal symbolsgy but when it is carried out according %o the
gsecond method, he has only to determine whether his sensabions

are of one or two points, and the meens of expression lie on the

t consists of want of

[

.".;b

L¢]

teble before him. when the de
to evoke words or neames, the patienv may be unsble To nams &
get of common objects, slthough he can choose them correctiy

to oral or printed command, [he verbal symbol conveys 1Gs
proper meaning when presented ready formed in sound or in printy
but to produce it freely st will demands & greater perfeciion

of symbolic thinking and expression." This diffieculty of the
nomirnialist position has not gone unnoticed, iittganstein nas
glready pointed out that ultimately we cannot speak of Che

] 3 » % B - - = 5 i .
relaetion betwsen name and osbjeet buf can only show 16, We l1all

beck on what is called an ostensive definition which is supposed

@
(1.5
cr
er
o
B
0
&t
S
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formelisins meaning and the process of communication ul
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falls short of its eim, But this gap is regarded as negli

Let me therefore show by an example how completely uncerbtain is
the ultimate root of meaning relying on ostensive definition,
I'nhis i= one of the lessons polnted out by the case of Clever
Hans, & horse in the possession of Mr, von Osten of Berlin who

to the world in the year

-

-
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had been trained to tap out with 1¢s hoofs the letters of the
alphebet and could answer various qQuestions written out on a

s

@

bleckboard by sueh signs, 1t spelled words, formed sentenc
and also gave the¢ solution of problems in erithmetie, BEnormous
interest was roused by these feats and eventually a commission
of eminent zoologists, hippologists and psychologists was formed
o investigate the case, Thsy questioned the horsse in Ghe

absence of its owner and Gook every proecaution they could think

of &pains. deception or self-deception. Unanimously Ghey
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declared the horse's performance to be genuine,

I'ney were mistaken, Shortly afterwards 0, Pfunge@,
on re-~exsmining ths case, discovered that the horse could
enswer not even the simplest questions if ths person who
asked him did not know the eanswer, Mr, ven Osten had indeed
succeéeded in training the animal to an intelligent performance,
but not the one intended by him, He had unintentionally
treined him to look out for and reesct to signs of expectation
in persons quéetioning him, lhese signs were imperceptible
Go those who gave them end went mnnotliced by the audience
watching the demonstrations. Once Pfungst had concluded that

(. such mepsages were playing thies part, they woere easily detected

|
&,
i.]u

nod or relaxation of the trunk, I'he horss
iiscov=red them by his own efforts in tryving to earn the carrot

[} o w

nic vas his rewsrd for’ Capping out the right answer,

.

fiere we see a number of honsst and intelligent percons,

ahle o o sin 2 Suinndsiw T R T & "
Wil weliv On 10X yegera on and d.:.]'.‘l-L'ui.._:r, B DoTrsa = a8 Ghay tTadu v

= G0 attend To the writing on a blackboard, then showing him
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gbtentlion
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relaxation of poslure ait the moment when the horse had given

the expected number of tappings, How can we eimply take for

granted

that we can point out what we mesn, whan ell Ghe time

we may be doing something entirely unintended which never even

our consciousness?

iiducliary philosophy can admit these uncertainties,
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and indeed they form in its view the eseential opportunity for

the act of personal commitment by which meaning i& constituted.

g 88 ites ide:

[

But not so a philosophy that sets up strictne
and regaris the intervention of the personal as a defect that
must be eliminated in order to achieve objective validity.
Such & philosophy condemns itself by its own standards il i¢

nas to admit that no complete formalisation of meaning or

communication is conceivable, for any formalisn has ultimately
G0 rely for its own mesning on an unformalised component,

12, HMoreover, in trying to eliminate Che indeterminecy
of language, nominalism would intolerably reduce ibs secopo,
fnere would be little purpose in classing objects by particular
properties but for the fact that the groups thue formed may be
expected to have also an indefinite number of other character-
istics in common, A language is rational to the extent to
which it meximises these uncovenanted common properties, ususally
deseribed as the intension of the terms used in the langusge,
ihe degree of reality which we attribute to an entity to which
Wwe give & name depends on the range of the presumed intension,
which includes its known and specifiable properties, its known
but unspecifiable properties and its yel unkmown properties,

A known, but unspecifisble property is one of which we
would notice the sbsence though we could not have told its
presance, ve notlce when a dish tastes insipid though we may
never haeve known thaet ite normal vaste was due to the presance
of salt, 'ne renge of such propertics subsumed under a tem
i8 the messure %o which its analysls can lead to a further
understanding of the entity which it designates, 1t 18 a first
measure of its profundity, naturalness or reality. But our
expectations extend beyond this range, When we believe that we
ave designated something resl, we expeet that it may yet ;a:ifhi

®

its effectiveness or its implications in an indefinite and
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perheps wholly unexpected manner, rhis is ofben described

the fruicfulness of the conception covered by
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the term, rhe nominalist's ideal is to have only terms ol
whioh the scope is fully and specifically known, Such Germsa

would have no profundity and no fruiifulness whatever,

K, T Nominalism, if consistently pursued, must end up b}
pulverising meanings it must reduce it o a collectiion of
uttersnces and clues with nobody present to understand thenm,

But to set up what is meent ss en entity existing outside our

commitment Lo it, is no more g setisfectory & solution of The

problem, If nominalism is to be avoided, so is 1its opposite,

1t is no good designing an adifice of self-existent entivles

- @sBences or eternal objects -« as a duplicate of int=nded ;
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impersonel correlation, =

the elenent of appraisal

is the indispanseble cal

If the Graditionsl concept

intelligible itself=by-its

inclu ourselves as ganisms, only

achieve - if this tradition is,

it must be romembered also Lha

iislogues which reach a positive conelusion, Ghe naturt

the forms is exhibited in an intimste relation Go the
the soul, Lhe besautiful itselfl 1 Viotima's story, presides
ag mistress over generations: t 48 in end through the

1

striving of every living thing for immortelity that besautby 1is

revealed, the mytl f the FPhasdrus the deas which subalst
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outside the heavens, and which a soul mus? hesve secen before it
can pass into human form," are again the soul's “true
yurishment™, the fodder which slone causes 1is wing To EIrow,
1t is eas the al of the soul's aspirations that the forms

are envissged, and it is only through such aspirations Chat They
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futile, ut for any particuler act in which we are engsaged
our responsibility is more obvisus than for the matrix of our
ltimate responsibilities, A fiduciary philosophy Gries

by our use of

spenly to profess the ultimate beliefa aendorsa

the matrix within which we deploy our mental existence, I'he

a sectional matrix with its own set of principles, based on
gtinetive notions, In view of their belonging to my own
matrix 1 can pronounce these notions and prineciples onl

confidence in their validity. ig they are my accepted guides,

they are not merely suffered by me and still less produced by
mey 1 em confronted by their demands with which 1 comply for
l believe that they are universally vallid, fhese notions and

is there only 8o long &8s 1 believe in it, Strictly speaking

w | o L
this 18 of course true also of sny particulay fact GChat 1
peerve or appraise in & definite senss, put it applies more

strikingly to the general notions and principles by which our
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pental life is guided, for, in contract to facts, these cen
neither appraised nor obsdrved, ss they are themselves Ghe
standards of all appralisel and observation, Nor are they

artefacts, for they are also the standards by which all artsefact
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mificant, harmonious, etc,).

If we call these notions and principles ldeals, we may say that
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18,
ideals exist only in our own respect for Uhem, e may deny
any particular observation or appraisal on the grounds that it
does not fulfil certain standards end eventually find not one
ybeervation or eppraisal which fulfils them, This result would
not impair our standerds but would, on the contrary, imply Uoelr

renewed affirmation. wut if we abandon these standards as
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vy, they completely cease to exist, or, more precisely,

‘ance to them as an ideal becomes self-contradictory.
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1 may observe (within the framework of my own standards)
another person being guided by his standards, and may reject
these &8s 1llusory. I may als: reflect in the same critical
wsnner on tha standards that have puided me in the past, but the
whole system of discourse which deels with my present standards
is intrinsicslly uncritical., A profession of my own ultimate
idesls must speak with absolute confidence, even though 1 may
well know that | can never be ¢ertain of this confidence at Ghe
next moment. For in esch moment of belief we are rasponsible
only for that moment as we reflect in it on Ghe past and the
future. At the next moment we shall have to strugsle again
and so on, ruture beliefs cannot be anticipated and taken
into eccount for ther can be held only in the future, not now,
15, In this sense we may spesk of & theory of sclience, of
law, of history, of political life, of right behaviour, In the
theory of sclence we will rely on nstions like the uniformity of
neture, natursl law, the natural as oppoesed to the supernatural,
measurement, preecision, accident, observetionsl error, and & who!
system of related principles, (They will include scientifiec
tradition, scientific opinion, and "true scientist"). i'he

theory of deductive sciences wlill be represented &s logic, The

theory of law may refer to natural law and Go principles of
equity, it will speak of consistency, enforceesbilicy and

certainty of the law, lts concepts will include the reasonable





