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EPISODES 18 '?HE CULfUIUL HISTORY OP JUDAISll. 

!he Israelites. having been released from Egipt, •re pictured 

by tbe Biblical writer to have enoampea before the BhroucJecJ !.aal. OD the 

eve of commencing their Journey through the vast desert aa a people, the7 

must have wistfully gasea into that SealecJ 117Bter7, into that silent 

Sphinx. for a prognostication as to the result of that periloua a4venture. 

That gisantio mass of matter. tho temporal, gave them a vague feeling of 

eternity. Woula thef"o~t survive tb6a arid cJeeert, woulcJ the7 be but 
.~..-. 

sure of existenoe. even if Just to touch the soil of the Promised La~d, 
l 

was perhaps the unutterecJ wish of their hearts. Sow that people bas 

trocJden the path of four t housand years of history, a history full of 

arid stretches save an oasis here ana there, and in spite of all obstacles 

still exists with an unperalleled spiritual virilit7. They themselves, 

now became a Living Sphinx, the Kiraole of Age9'J. the unsolved Riddle, 

from whom the passing caravan of nations implore the secret of its Being. 

"'fh7 art thou , Oh Israel, like the Phoenix, ever renasoent, and 1111nortal?" 

One answer to this question is, it seems to me, contained in 

that they have not hesitated to eat of the fruit ~f every tree of 
~~ 

yet or be cause of this they have oont'lnuea to live. They 
A 

have passed through varied cultures ancJ have shown the aptituae to absorb 

encJ to r e Jec+. cJiscriminately ana Judioiously. The7 were like the harp 

of DavicJ. from whose strings every breeze brought forth sounaa of divine 

I propos e to give. as an introduotton •o the main theais, a 

bird's-eye Tie• of the cultural history of Judaism. By JUdaiem I mean 

both the faith ana its exponents. To me they are as indissoluble as 

matter and spirit is in our empirical world. Judaism is the soul of the 



Jewish people. Separate them end neither will exist (as they are today). 

I propose to present this surv ey of the cultural career of 

Judaism from t he evolutionary poi nt o• view. The historical methoO in 

other sciences baa amply proven to us the value and importance of the 

genetic study. In fact, we f eel that without euob a treatment W9 are not 

able to fully comprehend t he object investigated . Such a method, althoUBh 

it may not explain to us t he ultimate why and bow, nevertheless it gives 

us a clearer description it WHA~ the thing is. 

!he phenomena we cell Judaism bas been enriched and its per

spective enhanced by th' founders and disciples of the sobool of 9 JGdieobe 

Wiesenscbaft". ~ough their oritioal research, they have cast light upon 

m-;cb of Rabbinic Lore and upon many Jewish illstitutions and ceremonies. 

They, however, stoppea short. The fielcl to which ttey confined their 

cri tioal investigations y.·as Rabbillio and Jlediaeval literature. The Bible, 
.# ... ~"~ 

however, they left untouabed. Hither w:lli we ge but no ~rtber. The 

Bible was the sanctum aenctorum, into which no ne should enter. Higher 
~ 

Criticism, with a subliminal bias , aupplied us with a aritical knowledge 

of the preceding stage of Judaism.With the results o! both of these schools 

we are able to see Judaism -- es a seed, as a stalk, ana as a rich ana 

llllurient plant. Judaism is now seen not as a ready maae religion, 

donated to a desert people in t he same supernatural fashion as was their 

manna. It looms now as a pr ocess , the evolut i on a~d t t e reaction of a 

living and f .a:owing people to en ever ::hanginEt cultural environment. It 

i s t he soul of a vital orgsni•m, Israel. 

low a vital organi sm thrives by what we call in Biology 

Metabolism. Its life is e pre cess , in whict. old tissues are constantly 

di splaced by new ones . Anabolism or Ass imilation is th& name given to 

the oonstriAotive pert of the process , the pert wt ieb results in the 

building of t r.e nutritive substance into the compl ex living substanoe. 

Ke tabolism i s t he name given t o the destriAotive end of the process, 



that whiob decomp oses end ox i d ize$ t he prot of,lasm into simple end deed 

matter. Anabolism end Katebolism go on simult a neously but wi th varying 

proportions depending on the nature of the or ger i sm end its environment. 

Now t t:e Jewish people, i r. their mar ch t hr ougt t ne various civil i

zations. at times ini't~vely and at times conscioualy,hee &dhered to 

t te laws of such an i ntellectual metaboli sm. They , especially in their 

inc if;lttent or formative periods, made many cultural elements es t he ir 

own SC (lUisit ions . They assimilate ~ e nd modified t r.em i n t l:e cours e of 

t ~me or r e ject ed t hem eit't:er by discar ding or i gnorinf t hem. I n this 

w8y t t ey ware eble to adapt t hemselves to t he ~hanginr, cultural en viron

::ient s . They had to storm t he hea vens for t l.e ir Tor eb. They had to be 

sp i ri t ual l y an d intel l ectually on t t e Alert, g ivinf hee1 to t h6 Pe s t 

a Ld Future a nd ot t he same time live in t t e present . 

The Israelites da ~n upon t te h~rizon of his tory as a nomadi a people 

or tribe. The fec ts of t heir eerly period ha& to be sift ed through a 

maze of hypotheses a s to t heir origin, n umb ers and char ac t er . Fer e we 

find Judaism , i f we may call it so, i n a pastoral garb. differing very 

little f rom t l:.e r eli g i on of tLe otter Bedmrln tribes . Yet even t~ere we 

ere tol d by ~ome scholars t i.et t his people (o r Jvdeh- tribe) had t o 

s djuat t hemselves s r.d adopted s new de i t y. t hat of t he Eenites, with 

whom t hey no ~ came i n cont a ct. 

The ne~ t scene of t t e ir ac t i v i ty is in Canaan. Eere tie st epherd 

tribes came in contact wit h a confirrr·ed a~d dominating egricwl tural 

people, rootc-a t o t he soi, whi aL sus t ained t bem. l'bet soil held an 

ieyorte r. t place in t be ir cree~ a".d in t he ir r i tual. Their r elig ion 

w~ s a distinct i vely agricultur bl reli ~ion thile t hose of t he ne~ ~om~rs 

was a shepher d f a ith . Beel and JliWH wer e vi e i~, for supreoac;;;. Th is 

cont a ct had its r ood and its beneful ef~ects. It ra ised them from a 

lower s t are of civilization. It incr ea s ed t t ei r needs , opened t o t hem 8 

new SO \A.r~e of sus t enan~e . new implements and methods. The opposition on 

than part of t he ol der i nhsbi t &:uts helpea to unify t hem i nto a na t ion. 

. • 

j 



Tbey lespecielly the r.orthern Israelites) , t.owever . for t he present haa to 

oompensa~e for it by a sur render of t heir i mported desert-virtues, suob as 

t t.e ir desert-freedom and ~orelit~ . I t i s t ee loss of t hese vi rtues t bet 

makes t te prophets so bi tter aga~nst t he new civilization and harp back to 

their f ormer state in t he desert which they so idealized. 

The situotion becomes more a cute as t he Iarael1t 1SI ~eORlc became 

commerc ial end tr.ere~y gained a new aoeeas to t he cultures o~ fore ign 

peoples. A commercial people mak es alliances with its traaers. Toese in 

6nc1ent times meent not only en economic but e cultural end r eligious 

rapproa ohment; t le st~ess was turther accentuated es Assyria and Babylonia. 

ee ot i n t1Arn began to i nvade end dominate Peleetine physica l l y and oul~ur

elly. The ~ivilization b~came much more complex and ornate. The spiritua l 

struggle of tbet people ~as a mif hty one . At times i t seemed t ha t they 

were on t he cross r oads ni th but one alternative. In this period t he 
(11 

Isr selitiSI people had absorbed e ~rest oeel. It tock over t he Bsbylonian 

Co smo~ ony ano changed it to t be monotheistic s tory of Creation. The taboo 

of t t e s event h day was transfor med into the 3abb~tb, a day of res t and 

inner Joy. The r.hole Pr iestly oode bears traces of this oivili zetion. 

f.e r e we bet in to find the tende GCJ of a o~ltural katabolism rnucb stronger. 

~ ith tbe vict or s of Cyr us , Juda ism be~9n Lo feel t t e breeze of a new 

culture. J~dea now be ~eme a Per s i an province ar.d r emained s uet until t he 

end of t he Archsemian r ule. Sven a fter tbis ~ate they ~ere in touch with 

i t. 
~ 

The extent of ttei r oopenetration can be s een from t ee l egends 

a ttributing Jewiet ancestors to r ers iar. fi~ures. fere Judaism met a more 

systema tic theology. ~e find direct Per sian all~a1ions 1n t te Bible. 

Detttero-! seiah' s statement t ts t ~oa is tte Put t or of light end darlnees is 

very significant. I t represent s t he react ion of Judaism to Persian dualism, 

whi ch divid ed the Cosmos and its f or ces between Ormuzd , t te Cod of lirif end 

AbrimaL t r.e God of evil a r.d dar kness. The monot1eism of JH'.\'E was stren~tb

ene d by this cont~a ct. Tl!er e is present in Parseism t he hlliver sal strain 

t tet ~ompares to a ~erta in degree to t he tea:hin~s of the Proprets. ~he ir 



f~ itb was t o be promul gated t~roU{!"hout t Le Ttorld i n ac~ordence witc t he 

teeccings of '.:oroas t er. ::heir sages too dreamed of en "AVESTA", a utopia 

in t he end of days when Ormuzd would v~nqu isb his rival Ahriman, when the 

deed v1ould be resurrec t ed s od eal be no more. ile find in t be end Avesta 

" parallels to Cr eat i on and t r.e D~storiea, to t ee ti:ree sons of nosh. to 

¥.oses and to t t e RE: vel .o tion . Tiie :!ea ian I.ewe of purification bear a marked 

a ~ striki~ r esemblance to t ne r.evitical code even in details. The 

en6log i es b~tween Judaism e r d Zeroe~trianism in t teir engelology ar.d . ... 
eschs tolog~ , as well as . ot t e r re semblances , has set ~any scho l ars t heori-

zing a s to »ho borrowed f r om whom. Most scbolers maintain t ha t Judaism was 

influer.ct d b.,, f ersiar1 tholi.f.1: t while Dr; r mes ter t hinks t ha t Juda ism did t ee 

influencing . no mat ter wit t: what s chool l'i e may s ide as to who was t be 

possessor, we must admit t hat t here was a commin~ling of Cli.ltures 

eaob reacted vigor~usly to ~be othe r. Tbe c hera~ter of the Peblaw~ 

literature, its striking s imilar i ties in doctrines end sayings to tt.o se in 

t l e Tel mua, its hostil e references to - ews and to Judaism show• t hat t he 

cultursl cl ash pers isted even to thi s le t e day. rhe very mode e s well as 

s ome of t he =onten!{ of t he Talmudic Law is t he product of t r. is environmef,.:1 
Tee ne~t wave t r.a t dashed aga i ns t t cet irres1 stibl e bar was Greek 

~~l!nre . Juda i sm wr estled ~itb t he angel of Fella a. At t i mes it appeared 

e verits ble vendetts. ! n Ecllenism Jud!3 i sm was co nfro r; ted with an attract

ive philosophy of life, with a diffe rent outlook upon the world end t tings. 

possesseJ f r e ce s~d outer refineme~t. Juda i s m re~ard ed the i nner 

thi~gs of life as paremo~nt. It c~lt iv9 ted t he beauty of the spirit . The 

victorio~s campaign of Alexande r linked t he ee s t an d wes t. The triumph of 

t t e sword wa s f ol!.owe:l 07 · t t at of t i::e word. In eastern ? alest i ne Rel, en ism 

too~ a f irm bol d . Even t Le naces of places were f elleL i ze{4-l ~te Cree~ 

1 er.·ua('e be came t l:e ve rne ~ular. l'h i s i s evi denced fr om t he number of Greek 

word s tha t mRde t teir way int o EeLrew a r.d J ewish Arama i (i) r te GreeK 

i nf luence wa s pres ent everywt er e . extending from t t 1 or~anizet io r, of the 

et~te t o t be ordi nsr~ life of t r.e people. I t now be zame ne ~ e ssary to 



trenslste t be Bible into t Ge Greek, wticb resultea ~i th tte Septuagint. 

Thet period was prolific in ~ewish literary activities. rhrougt t he 
~ ' Apocryp~end t~e pseud? epigrapta

1
?ls te and other Greek philosophers L 

were infiltrated into Jewish t t our-b t . Nor was Judsism conter.ted to remain 

beneficisry only. It gsve as wel l as it took. The univereal aspect 

as ~iven a ~rest deal of emphasis~ t he mono-the ~stic doctrine . was made 

s nl ient f eoture of ;udai sm. !'Le Septuegfnt. t be 3ib,yline writings, 

sll~go~icsl i~t erpret6ti~ns eimej to pr e~ent :~6 61 sm in a fevot.rable 

accept able form to r e fired end cultured Greeks. Alexandrian Jews 

dt: cle red t hemselves to be ? elestiniens in religion e r. j Hellenes in ....., 
arguege('l Moses was turned into a Mu~e~s. Ee we s accredited with having 

oucd~thc Eff)pti6n r elig ion. It was the fear of the spreed cf Judaism t hat 

~ de certain Creek authors end bistoriecs treet Jews e r d Judeiem so vi l ely 

i; d with st.ct. vituper ation , Just s s .Ant io~hus' tyrrany and forced eccentu• 

t : on of Creek culture bad mad e t he Jewish people recoil from ever; t he 

ine r elemer.ts of .Eellenism. Tt e rea ction set in wi tb t he reassertion of 

st i onalism a~4 t he eutonOllG' of Judaism by the ~accabeen a~d Ber Cocbba 

evo lutions. The f ac t t hat Christianity began to edopt a nd utilize t te 

raeco-Juoaistic notions of tte Logos and Universali~m as a proof for 

t.ristiani ty made the later ~a b bi ~s s till mo re hostile to Greel: culture. 

hen we find t hem freely sscrificin~ t he wisdom of Fellas for Judaism. 
1 (., 

of Greek R~d t he Apocrypha be came now prob1bite?t) The day on ·1.. 

wbi ct the Septuagir.t was trenslated the ~ebb i is say was a day of darkness. 
ff) 

The s cene now shi fts to a new country end a new culture. 7/e find 

J~daiam i~ t he cent er of a rich er d flour ish ir.g Arab ic civilization. 

Ba bylor. ie e s t hr: s ea t of Jewish knowledr,e rave plsoe to Yo elem Spa in. 

Mot~mmt aanism had succeed ed wher e tit terto Christie~ ity f~ ile d . Its f aith 

did not r.ecesssrily im~ly t he suppression of t he free eAerc i se of ~he 

ir. tell e~ a r,d t 1ie love of ir.<iuir~ . On t he cor;trar~ tl:ey mo oil ized t l. is 

ii.r.owled g;s es e i ds to reli[?'iOn . ::. ellPni~ cul t l..re Ties f reely absor bed. 

qnd Aristotle btc~me t te possess i on of Arabic philosopLers (Averroesl 



Poetry wes in full bloom. .i-la tt.ral .3 ~ience , medizine , astronomy were part of 

t iie int ellectual progr am of t l:e day. Ar ::: bic f if'ures and astronomi cal t ables 

\'Jt:r e i r. univ<> r sel use. The eg-e we s r ational istic end t l:tei r f e itt. dcemet ic, 

t c.ere consequently arose a p r oblem as t o t t e r s ccncil iation of Reason and 

~evelaticn. A rcligio~~ philosopb~ coLse~ue ritly spre.~g up. 

I n t he midst of tti s intel lGct~sl buz2 the Jews wer e f ortunate to 

t a ve lived. l: aving re~e ived from their lshmaelitic cous ins equclity o'f 

oppo rt~nit~. t hey part i ~ipated vi t ally i~ t te poli~ica l and s ocial l i f e of 

t Le day . ~e f ind emiLent J ewieh physic i ans attending OL kal iphs and 
. 

caring for princes. :-:e !'ind a ~hesa a&. I b1l Sl:aprut in the cour t of Cordova 

end a Samuel lbn Nagdela as vi2 ier of t r. e kiq; of Granade. ':,·e see t r em 

hol dirg rar.k in~ pos i t ions i n the fiel d of commerce end trade . But most of 

all ~e see t bem a pply1Jl€ t hemselves ass iduously to t t e test of mas t ering 

t t e leerning of t he ege . We behold a line of Hebrew grammarians end philo

l ogists i n t te pe r s ons of [lierrachem ben Seruk, Judah Cbeyu~ , Judah ibn Janeeh 

End David L imct i; a ser ies of poet s in Dunash ibn Labrst, 3olomon ibn Gebi rol 

ELd ~udRh Eal evi. A galaxy of J ewieL philos opher s b eginning wi t h I s raeli 

erd endir.g viith Albo saliently Rtand out . 

Jo~ her e too Jewist intellectua~ life r ece ived its impre~ e and i mpetus 

f rom t he inte llectual l i f e of t he i r non- Jewish bret i:r en . Eetrew philology 

fol lowea t he i- hilolog icel achievement of the Arabs . ~l.e teclmiesl terms o! 

~ ebrew gremmer were patterned afte r tbe i r models . The Arabic poetry (liariz i) 
• 

t ad no little ~nfl uen ce on t he f. ebre~ of t tat age . It was shown t hat even 

tl:e Zionid ts of ~sle v i s ing to t be t.. of en Ar abi c Kassidi . Jewish 

phi los opLers i mita t e t he Mutsks l limun, the Arabi·c Neo Pl s tor1iets end Aristot-
• 

leans . Even t he cod e of Ma•moni des is saia t~ be arrar,ged after e ~obsmmed 

i a?! f ukel a end Arebism.J ar e ~rofu.sely fo~na in it . 

The J ews bere too ~e ve e s well es they took. r r. e ? ge ve not OLly t o t t e 

Arabs but to t ha t Christian world t eat suffe r ed t hem. Ttey wer e t t e ~han~els 

ttrouf t wl. ict Lel lenic cul ture , wi t t it s Ar abic cos t i ng we s transmitted to 

, 



estern Europe . Tte works of l imeh i ~ sd A ~rest dea l of influenoe on 

Chriet ien as we! l as J ewi sh Biblical s tudents. Gabirol was the firs t to 

in troduce Gre e~o -Atsb i c pt.1los ophy into m€diseva l Obr is tie n circles . Kein-
1 r 

cni des ' Dulsl~th al-Heirin wa s trensls ~ed in t o Lat i n end ha d e tremen4ous 

eff ect on Thoma s A~uinue rrnd Albertus Magnus , e s wel l as t be other echoleet-

~ s . 

Juda i sm in t t is p~riod r ece ived a ptilc sophi~ aspect. !he - 1me d&manded 

ar·a it became a rel t r io us philosophy. f bey ebeorbed a rreat deal but 

t hey ~ompletely digested and Judaized ttese addit ione t o such an ~~tent 

t t a t t tey ean9 wi t h f er vour end emotion tbe~e pbiloeophies !li~d el fo r 

eXe!UJ:le) in the Synego~ue . 

Te e Moor was dr i ven out of Spa i~ . The greet bul k of t be Jewe w r e now 

i r. Christ i an l ends end ws now ho ve a new epi s ode in t Le cub;.rsl t i s tory of 

Jude i em. I need not dilate on t te geLes i ~ of : t r i st i ent t r , and inform the 

r~6der t r et it wa s a limb cut from t te body of Judeism, eltt~ugh it never 

wcs e tel p to i t. The early Cbrietians wer e J ews believing i n Jesus es a 

!Jessi eh , fir s t i n t i:.e pol i t i cal t hen in t l:e r el i g ious s ense of t t.e word. 

l t WAS Pbo~n ir. t he les t few dec Ades the utter impossibility to get s cl ear 

end ~omprebensive k-nowled~e of t~e ~ew ?es tement \~n lc e we t avE t he Hegg-

cd i~ l it ~ r: t~re of t t r ~ebbii s as a b~ ckgro'li..r.d . For it i s from this lite r-

s ~ure t t at most of t • m wer e t skea. The pert pls yed by t l.e Ol d Teat ement in 

t t e dogcietic , ritual , e ~d devotions l lift of Chri ~~ ian~ cen rot be over

e! tfma ted. l n fb ~t t he Chur ch w~s s e i zed with such t error 9t t le ~epend-

Enee of Chr i stienity on JU6 Hi~m es its sri r i tual ma i nspring t t a t t hey we~t 

o~ L of t hei r wey to cr es t c di f f6 rences and t t ereby give Chri stianity the 

e~bl6n ce of sutoLc~ . This was tte mot i ve of t~e t r ans f er of tLe Sabbath 

jay t o Sunday , of t t eir consc i ous e f forts not to r e ve EeetPr coincide w1tb 

eec ~o ve r. 

~e have seen t t at t he J ews of Spa in and E~ypt wer P. t he inteTmedier ies 

between Arabi c civil ization , wticb co nte i~ed t be phi l osoph ies of Beto , 

I 



Aristotle end Neo-ilotonism, ar.a the Chr it.~ t iar. 3~hole atics. 

I t ie cle imed t tat tr.e ) ebbal i ~t ic movemer.t gu ve to .?r otes t en tism t bet 

rnyE tical touch t ha t made i t r ebel eee inst t he cold ra t i onalis tic shackles .. 
of Sct ola s t i c ism. Juf\t a s c ~ tbol i c i sm Led sougi. t to t empt; r divitie myster ies 

by the r et ionelism of Ma tnon i des so ? rote s t e ntism in i ts turn modi fied its ., 
r etionalist ic tendenciea bi a r esort t o t te m- s t i cism of t te Eebbsle •• , 

0•1 
"'.l.~ tr.er th~t ecs t atic rel i r i os i t y was ~otten from tt.e l: ebbsle or from 

::( o -Plet~niam \lt hicb was now El~ cess i ble to Chri st ianity, one t L ing we er e 

• sure of ~tnet t tere wa s some mutual influence or car.tact between botL 

r el1 f ions . ~e f i nd myst i cal t endencies i n Christi an ity ~imiler to the 

I ubbelist ic movement s e nd we can el s o d i scer r. traces of Ctrist ian doctr ines 

f!1 !: Orne part s of t i <. %ober. 

That Spinoze wi elded a tremendous influence i n the philosophical 

fi r mamErt , f rom ~s ibn its. to Eefel 1 t he history of modern phi l osophy rccor~a . 

ii~ge lianismtrensferred the subs tance of Spinoze tofh~ Idec end bis 

?f~tteism t o h is own 'Pe•logi smusl . Now Spinoze's sa turet ion of J ewish 

thOvfh t . 'G i a ind ebtedLe . s to Cresces was alr eady sbowr. . ~ie beve i:ere 
(If) 

:ev.i eh t r.ought ind i rectly influencir. f.' t t e philosophy of ~urope. 

~le infl~er ce of ~ewisb phenomena on•rec'J>ti"8. Cbristieni ty or vioe -
verse is only one Rs1-ect of t l~e t f l e . _te infit.ence wa s not a l wa ys one of 

mt.tl4al a t tra ction. Cc ti:£: contrary t hE:re wes a eptri t of hOSt il it:; bet ween 

tr cm. A thou~h t or book s t times had to be smug~led into the o~tcr cs.mp 

s~d tte~ onl y it spread ~landestinely . Ther e wes an intellectual snipping 

altt ougb no open bombardment. ~r.e polit ical and ecor.omic pos ition of t he 

Je~ det e riorEted in the fourtee~t l. snd f i ft eer th century. Christ ian torment 

diepleced ~oslem tolcr a tioG. :'Ley wer e cons t ar. tl7 told to t o ar.d wLen t hey .. 
~ere permitted to s t sy t te· wer e degr adtd with a ye llov badge en6 a forced 

~onf:LemeLt in~l id gte tto. •n- t wes r. eed ed to keep . tt r. fir es of reli~i on 

bt.rning in t h i s storm wea not cold philosoph) . b~t r other t te hear t . 

?~. ilosopby was 1001 ed upon v.·i t u Euepi ~ion. My Et i~ism and Obl:)::: l. .. n .r. tism now 

' ' -en ... i ,ld .-. i t l. tbe.: e med i a evsl i i dads~ "'-•AJ.. 



Cl:rietien hos t il it~ me de tbE=: Jew ''.i t i:.orew wi. tb in bis o:?L spiritual 

~omiin. ?he Jewish Lew end liter&ture wesminutely analyzed er.d amplified. 

r1 E- Talml..d . t te F.tigede. t he codes and t.i.e ::e ~ponse 4' beceme t ile only ::urric

~ls of Jewish study. Secular or non - Jewish culture wer e consid6red profane, 

.mv.ortrAy of energy and time . Jewry wae encompass ed in s sp i rituel es well 

3s e phys ical well. 

And even in t~is period there was no complete ard absolute Cl..lturel 

3 efar~tism. Tbou~bte end me~tal attitudes ere infectious. They, without 

w r r:otice creep into our 1 ife. ?.!er.y e ceremon~· and ci..s tom in Judaism 

' t Ceived, if i t wee not actually imported, add ed ai~nifiosr.ae due to its 

!ontect with Chr istian ity; exAmples of eucb ere tte z aa\sb . t he ligtttng - ..,..... 

>f 1 i fl:ts for tl:e deed . The i:ol 11idre melody , some t e! l us , was a Christian 

ymn ~udai sed. The Chad Gedye ( ~·~> 1~) was a Germen folk song which r e

teived e Jewish color. Even t he Schul~hen Arucb can not be thoroughly 

<nder s tood in places u~less we take into account tr.e ~~rent mediaeval 

~t~ er~titions . Jome practices of ~ewish life es well es some beliefs . 

l~fft rinf witt those enterteine1 h~ the ma~e of Ohrie~ is~s were brought 

>ut ~n bolder rel i ef, ea e proteit and e con~rest. This p~riod, ttougb 

1edutii4l f or ita s~irit~8l intensi ty, its mor6l f~rvou.r and it~ rel i~ io~s 

iLS\H:rvs bility, presents er.\ una ttractive view bec·euse of i t s ner rowr.eO of 

·a n~e &~d vis ion . It ie the period of Jewi s t medievelism. 

Scholesticism bAd to givt wey to the underminine influence of modern 
,. 

bourbt. ;Le Ptolmear:. astro~om.r with i ts ~eo a~d cntcropo centric t teology 

ed to be dis carded in tte fac e of t ee Copern1cien wcrld view, end the dis-

every of AmPr ice. t te reclamation of t t e Bumenities. tbe rcvivel of int

r es t in men for man ' s sake , ~o Jewish mediaevalism had to give wey , ttough 

1ary certur1es too l~ te, to ~tc s olvir. - influer.ce of mo dern culture. The 

p8 ~ue walls of tr.e ~hetto wer e be - inLin~ to crumble , tbe s~s rays were 

erinr inp to enter tt r t plece of enforced i ntell ectual t br el dom. Indivi

\;.Pls ~et;g~t the breat r. of t t.e op€L arjd fre eh ei r end t he £betto w13 s now to 

~cm ~ tiflirJr . :!e nii e l s: ot.r. en j t i.~ r.eskgle move'l!ent \7"!S directed to 



Encou rs!"e s e cular learni nP.' . t.l.e cul tiva tion of A hi 1~1J e r sea that ic teste , 

end tte sfprecie tion of fo~e if~ classi cs, until now oor.aidered profan e. 

:'i. P. .= \;.d ~en de er. of l 'igt.t was for many da zzling ar:d the:; ;;e r e blinded , 

:; ~y e vcL t he children of t bt pior.eers of the enl ightmer:t. :oe gap bet

:Jcen med i aeval Judaism end modern cul ture web still unlbr~dF"ed. Judaism, 

i f it was to Survive , need ed a reinterprctc ~ion . I t t ad to be put i n t 1e 

~~lt~rsl milie._ o~ t he age . ?.e form Judaism came i n s t t hi s crit i cal 

mo wament . It s i ncerely aime d to be s'll>dern f uide t o t~~ ,erplexed ~ 

tnt il Semuel Eirsh (1615-1869) t l·,e movE:men t merely meent e de corize t. ion 

of ~1 e 3yTJa e-og·ue &nd t r.e serv ice . ";'ith tim it re~tived s di etinat tueol.?g;y 

b6scd ~n the c'C.rre~t °' philos opt y. 

!'he l omina n t figure in C: erms ny et tbgt time v:ea P.egel (1770-1631). 

"7lis t Arie totle was to ~.~a imonide s , IieFel we s to t te rel1 tious tl:ou:?ht of 

t r c Reform movement. 1i 0 7J ii He@'e l tbrough .. Spinoze wee influen :::ed iDi-L 

~ire ctly by Jewish thou~bt b e ps i~ mor e than double t o Judaism t ha t 

fol l owed him. For tl.e Jud a ism of t he Reform s choo l was de eply end dire ct- ...z_ 

ly i nfluenced by h i e philosophy. I t s outstanding doctrines , yay even 

it : met~o d bea r Hege l i an tra ces. "1hey (tle ~eformere) tad to f amiliar-

~=e ~; cm~elv6s ~ith the nor,-J~w1et ~es itions s nd pos tulates snd a t the 

seme time Ehow h ow throu : b t t r ceLtur ies f pom t t6 ve r y e arliest t o tte 

l ates t vo:cc of J\;.ds ism. t t e ma i n conte :.t io~ of t te c~urct tad been 

ztren~ously re je c ~ed. Eut fo r all tt~ s most of t~e l i beral t ea che r s 

~ 6r e not t~ eologians . I~ : omt of ttem wer e well tr~ ined pLilosop uers. T~ ey 

i r. : r de r to cor.trovert t he p e t undcrv~ lt;.Bt ior.s of ~, 'l:.ds i :-;m i n wh i ch the 
• 

bUlders of tl:.e ~ystem t 1. whi ~b t r.ey f !:Ve ed ter ence indulged. ·~ould recon -

s trllc J udaism in t erms of tte s c hool er.d s.;s t em ·:;h ich teer t a d espCiu~e cL 

:.:y fa tter , Serm.o.el f irs~ r. 1 ~ s Fefcli sr: . - i ~ pr esen t !l t i oc is mo"C.ld ed by 

-;Le ~;stem jus t be c aus e hia work is intende d to tac. r do·11n t l.e er: ifi~ial 

str ucture er c. ~ted by tee teed of t te school i n ~ti3t J uda ism is a s s i gned 

a i el3e in the cellar 2r.d Chr istian ity as t te a bsolute relig ion i s ( iven 

P ::.eet CJ~ t~e throne in re?al ch1J mber • (•J-) 



·!o:: I sta : l - ~ v"' a "'· f · f ' - v ~r 1~ ~: csc~~a~1on c : egels s ystem std philosophy 

a ~d t r nce tt~ inf_uence of f ~ct of ~!3 dv~~rines oc t~c t housLt of 

:-efor m Juda i s m. 

I er:,el i.s a t ::-em;ce ndc:- tal ldeol i.s t i n t .. a t Le. bcl ieves in t l.o pr i. cy 

of : pir 1.t ; t le i; l t ime te rceli.ty t.:i b i m i s u .ought. :. o~ic is t be eee er.c e of 

:o cc.r.s~n=t e tt:'l~ fi (~ ~ .stem , 7:L:. ct l:e id entifi ed -;-;ith t r.e objective 

:e:s1 itJ of t i.itt. s , or. t:.l tra r .; 'ti.0!je:i~ t ic b~ .... 1s . !: is s yntresi·· cf t h i s 

:.or l c of r e a lity l:e a~l i ev .;; d :hrotA !""l :-r.c. di sl ecti~ m(.. tl.od . -rhinl s pro:! c::: ed 

r. r de ve l op ir triei processes . A pLer.omeno, c c :::u~· ~ . tr.er, ttere pro ceeds 

S(. J ~: e r i: Lenom€nfl :::o nt re r~ t o t.Le fir s t a r, d f ir.a l ly 1.irJe r(: i ::: a t:.r.io:r: 

tl l ol.4 - l tJ compromis e . L t t c ir.tell ectl.Ae l wcrld : Jf- s e e s S\Af: est ion a rise , 

tl:e:- tl Er e comes on its t.eel s sr..o t l.e r or,e r.1.1cl. brsr.ds thie or.e a s f e l::c. and 

fi1 6l l y t l.e r e is s r ccor.cil i e tion. ~h& "l;i• iB~~ .r roce.Js of evoltAtior1 i s 4 
~•c il 

~ i.l recteri H:d by" o : 1.G s is , a11 t bithe::> i s en' s ntbesis . 2::-om this tber e 

follo -:;&: most o f t '-e o tl· e r · ee:r lien s:xioms e . f . Li::; i-r i uc ii:l e of nera tion , 

taat is , t~at t~c 8Sw€ p~s i ts tte o ttsr e t c. 

·- i ~l ti.i: tri E1 ic proce~ . , i 1,.~€ 1 S~~empt ~ t o e:xpl&in t r. c rr,i vcr se 

tr.i:~ ly . J:' i.e ••O!'ld of ~ature , ;-1. i:fr .. rq.-rt~ (: r.-...d ta e b jc :::t ifi cs t ion vf the 

,\11 £n ccrn.r a :: ir.e Hi r.c' . t l.e ~b solut e , i s i OVc r ned t. y e ner s l l sws of 

: . ou;--h t . " T!a tur e must t. c r o;;o r . ed a::: s sys t t: m of sta i;es i n 111.i :::h or.e 

r e~es~arily proceeds from ";I c otr e r ... . not however ir. sucl a way t i.a t one 

is p o~u. ::: cc by t r.e otrer bu t iL t i:c irr er id e a , bicl. c .m s ti tutcd the 

,_.,,, 1 0 r ·• 8 t , re " J:: i s ' re istr.s p t ilosoi::l. i &' rq:resei. ts t l.e ~t?>.t step ir. · "'.. - ·· · ui l 
: · e iele~t~ c deve loprac· t . ~ r e t r &ns itio r f r om -at~ re : c : pirituel Beings 

i~ · f~ected by tt& &1~ul i1f c f t tc extcrn~lit i n wh i. ~t t Le sbdolute idea 

~H eF·r o ".. r: i • . "'; t:s ,·,e i.c;i v e s ll e1. is t e~. cc , aft ~ r 1.4:1jerro i n,;- th1 ou ~h the 

Su.:!ic ·. -;;· , r 

l i f e o= t r.c i> d ivi.d\Ja l s t:.b je ct sr.1 o= ti .~ o u~e::ttve mir.d of 

i\;.; ;;:' : o c Si-;ri~~~ l Jtor.i ~m . a r. Ab ~ o · l.Ate M'ird, oo , 'r ::r -:.~h \. e 

' · · · ·l r. i t v of ~~b .. 'c.~t :l 1.a vea 1.1f.\. r ., 

. by 59rnrfl• --$ I 8 ' b l ock '\.4IliV£. T t:€
1 

• ~. c r~ ~tP.r i zen ... v - ~ I- i s s :;stcm ,it if' s een, 



~fc rbed i nto t he uni ver ss l s . ' ?tese ere t te most , t i e o~ly r ealities . 

pPrt , a pPrt icular cen ... ot be kno . .i. ur.!.es~ the whole , t r.e un iversel , is 

11c, r or "'" : ven . Tl es e "t;.ni.ve r sals are eEpe cli s of t;he divine mi nd , i n wb i~b 
_-a;...1. 

)ttrr. r'i~esa ar e i~ er, t i cal, ~~a. all i s :~clude e . -:-be t is solie~t tr tti ~ 
• 

t.i : v s" pry is bit: mar. ism~ h i s hi~hc r Gr.eneQ~ . :'te human ~ ~rev.es 

'l rl ~-· " r r. S for sim,lJl i c i t y cno unit~· . 1
Gne't.a , a ::te rm fo r him. One 

1u:- ei, , 01 c f a ith , one empire ( Ur.e loi s , tc• roi , un fois) Le s in~i- irea 

.~ ~i~dl e a res . ?tat vie ion of o .c Chris t a~dom e·rpptursd t t o&ssnds of 

n .. Qa J t- r s to li!:.eir ds r ir ~ e'llplo'ita . Similarl y t l. i s p . ilosopr. ic romantici ~m 

f ••;c l Lad ~apt iv& ted t he th:.rker .: of t ::e nirelieenth cc 1 tury. .:: 1s h i f l.E. r 

. r. t l.& is o! tt.e many into a B~bl klc srd tr&ns::E.r.dent OLenes s , inlio tl:at 

q.n .. rr.e moni c: m, had s marr.t t:.c c l.a r m t 't..at, un til .:ames , s eemed vell ni !rh ,, 

n:i.n Fr.S bl e- . 

:'r.c Ref or mer s , airuin~ o pre .. Ent J~da1 ~m in s r-s rb ~ r.at r.oul d at tra~t 

:.c tl:Lr~kir. p; men en d women of tha t cent~ry , ee ized upor. t.r.e mouotheii: tic 

c ~d~c:; of ; udai.. m end msde it tte most p r omir:et.t f eat ure of t t :=tfe1 i~ion . ~ 
. 

'.!?':: E-°!e r:;en t ::; f!or dt"i · :.err. a :-·pl er.did OJ: t:Or't;l:.nity to boost their f aith 

r tE ~ l e ct\i.s lly . .lLe mo1 1o~i: e i s tic ct~ r3 ct er, i n t te time :-:l: e- polytr.ci ~m 

1 d ,:; rt s t i sn mytliolo . y r-osses ed credence end li tera lness , r:as e virile 

~ 1 

'L ( 
~ i 7!t ~ : aoctri ne . ~~o· .. ,.;~t.. 
·o:-rn.o s t pls c e, in or~ er to s hor1 t!'.e i r: tc llec tuol comps tit il i ty of .:'t.de ism - ' 

nd . q·· cl i ,. r.1em t l,e. domi r:art pr.1.los opl.y of t i. f s;-e. . o o t l:er feature o.: 
" .. ~l.J, m CO\:.lCI .ave beer ~t ·i l i. ~a ~ I.a t irO t.. ld ble::.d SO :;e l l with ere lisr. 

··or : ~m az wr- ~' ti is mor.o -;; l e i !? ti c and \AD~ v E:· r ga l a spect o f .:-udsism. 

lO :Hr1.r. e of '.:eform .:'\,,1e 1s m ·na s i.i~ pt i l osopi.y Of r h: to~:, . :'o r t.;:&1 \'.e 

. f 7E ~ c.e1 . • tte pher.omf;r. ~ l . orl d of r1ature is tLe pro,luct of m: n d ; fir s t 

to an ; ( vc l op inc iJ,to a ·;.orld of e>.t cn.J i on ( r.F: ti..re ) aLd t r.en i:. roce-edi:--. 

:11r u l meri t of it s c>. t Ert:e l1ty nA :tr.al l y i;a .: .. ~ ng irto t l.c 6 b olt.t~ mi1.d . 



l i::.t or ~ ::oo r.s s t o !:. im . uah er. u:ufo l <Jh .· o !:' tr.c St•. c.h~-:E: mind . 'I't rou;:--b 

: Lt d i e lea t ic i; roce~ i: o!· so~'itil ur d po _ i tic <. l pi.or.omen a t ne l nfin i te wes 

rcve · :ir:&- ~ imsclf . .'.:vc.r:, no: io1. represer.t c.d a pert1ol Lut pro~essivc 

ffi£r ifes t etioL o f t he Gni~e rsal ~pirit . Cr e eae , ~ome end I s r e e l were 
JI! 

}!:ssee of t bet s e r ies l~a vi r:r ~t eir :::o ~~metion i r. t te Gt:rmur. Jfation , tt.e 

A t~clut e\,l.oe cn f eople . .1cw tl.t: f ot.L1ers of 1eform .=u 1c 'i sm claimecl for 

l s rEel ~hat ~egel ~lsimE~ for t~e ~erm!~ rs tio r . : t e d iffcre~ae bein • that~L 

.. l.U e he dyiol.e i l i t1hilo eop!: ical parlance , t hey ::pcio. e in ti':eolo-ical terms . 
~( 

Ac cord i nt: to t.!.Jtm it w~s l s r eel ·.vbo ,,as cr.='o ·.ea .~i th e :H!!l'.e te shift.~~/:! 

tbet .. ._se 
1 

t ta t r.e sl: oul•i aarr~ t l.f' me s s s "e of the t:-ue ar:c O' e Jod to all tte ~ 

r cor ' ~ of ~ie eertL . re ~ es : o be a l i Fht un~o t ~o ra:~o~s . ~he vi c isai-

F~rthermor c f egel ~la tmEa !or Cl ris~ ia ~ ity fi na lity . : eliFion w~ s 

! ~p~~! - tte 4 b! ol&t e . lt ws P a& e~; o: ::o ' r 1tion . ~o lierc l t .Ere ~~s 

:.H objc~tive TrutlJ. ~omi:rc i t.. ns i oh uy th f: fini t t: mind . ?or t l.e f'nite 

implied t o l:im tl.c i r.f ir.ite . Ciri~-: iar. i ty ~tood a t t : c; s~mit of tr.~ 

:: l c. in;~ d l.:. ; , tge-1 !'c1 ':hr h t1 ·r,1 t :; , t r e .·eformers imi:li e d t o Ju ds i sm . ~ 

W t t c i.. t ~ : c r. o t :or: of e i.~:versa l or :; t o:: oll:..tc relic-ion , t t c. ~beo :-:. of miss ill -
h~ of tr.e :;ermens or t he: Jews . fall s to t t e g roli.nd. 1 f you bsvc: an:;-- 'l 

' ..... 
• ! ) .. . . . o f 6 ::oai:l ~t- ca T.!:i t '.A.T e .t. ~ r. 85 3:: E l>~Olu~e 1'ri. H ' o::- Fai t c t b:n r b PVe 

-l t . . ~ ~ bl t .. \.. . . I' -d' I K . . 
: s l O COuC1;.1..V a e 0 .. ,.1r l. o ... &..~/fl 

"'J ~'· ~ 
~cli~ion s~ t t e exfress ion of a people ~f a ~&e~l{ o~ of an ind ividual~ 

ooiollexy of 1 n i ffi.!J 1 i E d mi 3 :>ion • 

You ~a~ tra r. s f e r 

? r t. tr. bt.t :;::. \~ :: s not p o"t;::- ~ r a l c .·?or:alH::· . of a 'm iss ion ' - 1 

i. s r: e:_:. c s ~l:e empl ~s is un mor :";:-.ct~m i a a l s o au · · ·~: emi:t t o refute Fefe: l'e 

~o t~cn t l d t I -r sel 1£ c prrti~ulFr l eople of ~ } ~ r~i~ul c r ~od . 

f · · • t. t ~erm:_i r.e~o~le ~~pcc_e~ -.• o ~: sr- ~. · e;-cl!: - t tri but i o n o a ffi lSt:; l. ::>r ... v .:: - p r _,... - -

-t ~ i :: l lOfremr.le c,f prope .!"a :lc!6 o :- r e:·orrn ; o t :.t ::ortrir: ir . ... t :.te of t t.e ir 



: . : ividu6l free dom in t te realm of t- oli t ics . ~tE St a t e TI~S t te I:nt ity 

~- erd for ~ ~ ~hell i~6 1vidu~ l s lived . IT is philo~o~hy was not d~namic 

i.! t'!-. e sense t t.e t i t encoi..rared vif orous act i on in t t.e reGl ization of i·~e 

FTt;e c1rner1t. t:e o~po s ed i olitic ··,1 and soc i al r eforms , for what is t he uBe 

.:#~ a ctive rEforms . Tl.e d ialectic f l ow of t !':esis . a:ctt.esie ar.d syntbe si13 

-.~·~ ~ to come anyway . "T;.e es" en tiol nature of f r eel! om , v:hi:.:h t :cvol ve d :Ln 

i t vbaolut e ~ec~s £ ity i J to be dis~ls yed es cominr to a con sai o~sneaE o~ -· 
:tself-- ar.d t i.ereby re:al i~ing it ~ exister. ce .:; The missior:af ~eform 
, n71 
;,.d i sm to e V'- S cbe r ecter1 2€d by -:h i s rE:!lig ious ~upiness . 7:e :_~ ve a 71orld .. 

-i ssi~L : ~c need not get ir~~tic o~o&t it; it i s bounJ t c comE o~ itself. 

~Le vi gorc &s oppo s it io n tls t ~eform J~d e ism ~ad man i f est ed toward 

~iv r. 1:. m. their rE~udia tioL of bein£ a ns tional cr. t i t y , was .i- romp-=f;(l riot 

...... i~ aLswer to E~~el' e notior. t e a t Isr ael was indissolutel y bo~d up 

~~ : t ~le }articular l and , Palest i ne , b& u as~ a d i rect cons e~uen3e of bis 

:v :..it i~el pl.ilosopl:y. Of ::ot.rse t l e re ws~ in ba ck of t l. i s the desir e tlJle 

,. , .... t:r.emselves compl e. t e l y , as f a r the n e-;: definition of Jt<deism permi ttE~ a;t 

:: c. J.O l i tic ul s l;;ete of tbe i r r t.sider.. ce. :St. t th8' demsr.d t ha t t be s tate 

·~ 

Cl . t<pe.r - i nd 1 vi duel l all-eb~orb ing W;Jll>...~E i sm, to -.,..; icr, t !.e infl i vie \4als 
;'1...-

-:-: .. ~:; t<nr e ' c r v€dls si.Lmi t tr cm!:> elves> ~ ws s t te 8ts te e s ; ictl:.red 
-tL 

l~ · e - E: l. 1' l: i t: a l s o i~ s e'iuenc( of t is p hilosoph;; o f t ee Abs olute Oner. E?SS 

.., ~ ~ · e univt. r se e r.d f r om t he pr inciple t l:a t "tbe seme can ' ot exi~t .in mEiny 

:=- c ~s-:i~ :: s" . T1 !:OJ' tLe: t we i .5 V€ t-:;o con cep t s , t wo re:.r ticns of or.e t hing 

- &11 i mply tta t 'wha t i s in t Le or.el .' mear.s 'as ~\: ct ' sometr.int: dis .. i11c t 
·au~~ ,, 

: :-e r. • r;hut i i n the otte r '. 11e&1ie. iL l:is ( r £e;c l ' s ) ot.e i3ee . fi e .vo\4.ld 

t o At i l l' - i roni ca 1 s a: inr cf :: evrto:: t l.a t ·•1c sbot<ld not t h · nk of 

e~ both an : r - l i shmar n~d a mat l e~at e~ ian. 
,,,~ 

,,, 



'U. e r-·egel i an i;b i losophy tboutb ; t empl:s a ized <'!e vt. lo~ment and .. 
. 7 . l ut ion yet di s couraged t he f!~ogress t La t c omes from eel f initia t ion . 

_ t, was a eye tem t l: ct t at..zht al 1 is snd wil l be well-- why t t a.. worr~. 

~1. at ~es l eft to t ~e al 2olute Cod and to t h e 4 bEolut e i t a t e. A 

!' ilo~oph7 cf tta t eort ~as poiLted o~~ by Dewes a~d : t ters , led tu 

• 1 : rit~el and f Ol itical imperial i~m of C e~many. I t ws s ~utocra tic in t !e 

; 'P-r est sense. 

i'be forces of Democracy however, wer e meki r.r b eadwey ir. western 

.\irope er.d liwer ica . ~le s t c.:te tl.ey cor.cei ved not 6S Idol to .. vbcse 

v : n r lory they had to Jff er their whole beir.g , t he i r cber i sted freedom. 
(/') 

. t s i:owcr wa s ~ertved from t hose wi:om it - o••:er I:.ed a ~d it was made f or t h em 

th f it "'b . .: \... ~ l • I d • d • t h ··r ~ riot ey or . • _ . 1s 4 S or:e r eason 7tul' re(.e 1.anE\ 1 not g - 10 e 

~ c ~Y&l popularit y amor.r st r.es t ern thinkers. 

::>t-:::ond ly t:e f!el :snism oneei dedl y stressed t he oonceptualietio elemenj 

~he Absolute Kin~ was to him the heert of Rea lity, Only through log1o and 

u t ~trsct thinking ooul.d we soar and commune with this Universal Spirit. The 

f 6th to Reality was through the confusing chimera of his dia lectics.Religion 

1.t- ~ cognizing tbe Absolute • 
...... 

:;ow concept1~a1 is:;ic S,f ti tu.d c is a sp•rt tl::et can be b~t en~oye4 

tJ the intellectual elite . I f t he t rue nat~re of Reli 5 ion woe a la 

t -c l t he mes ses , to ~1hom r elig ion is vital anr vivi fying .. ould be left 
I 

.:>v t ir. the cold. ~ut what woul1 Eegel cs re for the myr iads of indi viduals . 

', cy ere mere particulars. chleiermecher sew t his defect and was the firs t 

· . .; put rel "ig!on on a s~er fourida tio"G . Concept uEl ism of Hegel however 

T· ~ e i v~d tts mortal wo u.nd from t he moden; psy~kology BLd t t e pf. 1losoph ies 

~ : :e~~s and ~ergsor. . ~r.e hiet or:zal stud~ of ~El i7ion hes sho~ t hs t 

~t v~s not :o~i c t Lct drove t he primitive , th~ anc!er t nor the med i eevsl 

r.r to h1~ God. Pdyctology t as s t-ovm t ~a t even today mo~ does not seek 

:.e. l tc.:- und er t i e \7ings of r el i c ier t i: roi.~-h a proces~ of 

r •·tiocir.e tior. but t l: ron;1. e ser:e~ of i: ::ycr.ic e~pcri·en ::c s . Con ceptu81ism "is 



wes s hown ir. a de~ue te not onl y to .?1.:i:la i n t te r elig i ous p Lenomene but even 

The p s; ct ology of ~ehaviorism ~as enti~els sbattcr66 tt 0 no t ioc of 

a ;p:r~ tu~l ent ity , s u cL as ~§oul or "ine . ~emocrs cy , Pr armetism a r.d 

71t~li so have meae ~a ~e! ian dielect ics a curio. 

r.ov, ;;l:at is t t e r eection of moderr. Juda i sm to t hese intell ectual 

cu.rr er t s c f toda:, . .Ire we to con t:.nue t o difi ne J~o a ism i n tl'.c ccmccpt-cal 

formule o ~ t r.e bel ie f in One Goa ar.d to justify o~t indi~iduality on the 

f roun d tr a t we a r e t eacher of a Hi~Ler Truth . Mod er r; J ev:ry i s i::tvin~ e 

col d r ece~tion to t hes e log! cal abstraction . ~bey lave been t ouched 

by t he sp irit o~ the a~e, an d they wan t l~ir1~ coals . They wen t a 

""" r~l igion of life not of a cbt4rch or of a TempleJof 3ynagogu~ . 

Judai sm denatured by Hegelianism, though not without good C!lt4se or 

l:.ir.ccre a im mus t be r e - examined ar.d :teintcrprc t ed in mod e rr: p L.r e3 eology. 

C~r that b e eone ? ~o s how the rc concilab ilit~ of J~d& ism wi~L the 

2. spns tic a sp e ~t of Modern Thoght is the aiu:i of t l.is paper. 

, .. 

u 



WHAT I S PlUGaUTISllY 

Pr•gmatiam presents e boat of obstacles to the one who 

attempts to put it into the moulcl of a clef1Ditto11. Tlia 4ifficult7 

is not the result of e weakness illherent in Rragaetiaa. It 18 a 

consequence of ite strength. of ite ricbneea. ana of ite genuine 

realness. Just as the worla wbiob Jragmetia• tries to uncleretana 

and master i8 Tar7in~ ana T•riagatea, 80 pragmatiaa 18 manifol4 in 

trait encl treatment. 

It has been pointe4 out •7 a critic of the pragmatic aoTe

ment that the wor4 pragmatiaa has been uee4 b7 its aclToc•tea in no 
' 

less than 13 aeanUlgll. James was loath to put bis pbilo8opb7 into 

a ooaplete4 e7stea. In fact. bis writings are 1nterbperae4 with 

contraclictor7 statements. Bl•~•h•!ephilosopb7 is inspired b7 the 

pluralistic passion -:T" 7et he "81 not withheld from se71ng. in one 

place, "if 70u can gather philosophic conclusions of •D7 kin4, 

moniatic or pluralistic, fro• the particulars of life, I will ae7 

as I now do sa7, with the cheertullest of hearts, 'Ring out, rillg 

out ID1 mournful rbJmea, but ring the fuller minstrel in'. 
1 

Stailer examples of the apparent inconsiatenciee .. 7 be 

selected 111 other problems with which pregaetiea tries to 4eel. It 

is possible that Jamee was unconscious of these cross currents of 

his thought, and perhaps he was aware of their presence, an4 7et 

did not reconcile the• because life itself waa not without ite 

paradoxes. 

llathe• Arnol4 says. "! philosopher's real power OTer mankin4 

resides not in his metaphysical formulae, but in the spirit and 

tendencies which have led him to adopt those formulae". If that 



be the criteria for the velue and val141ty of a philosophy, then 

tragmatism aeservee a high place in the hietor7 of thought, .04ern 

especiall7, for it leaves us not in the 4ark as to ita ten4eno1ee 

ana temperament. Ite direction ie 4efin1te an4 concrete, a8 18 that 

of the most rigid and moat absolute or oomplete4 philoeopb7. 

Pragaatiea ie oharaoterisea b7 a doctrine of truth, b7 ita 

empirical aetho4, and b7 ite futuristic outlook. Pragmatiea may be 

celled a reform aovement in philoeoph7. It breathes the spirit of 

the age. It baa caught the vision of De.oorao7. lt eo11ee girllil 

with the method of e1lience. with the viewpoint o~ evolution. an4 

with the 4iacoveriee of ps7obolog7. It 0011111ences with a confession 

of what is characteristic of aan. Kan eannot Jump out of hie akin, 

it 8aJ'8. We are made ana come into being through the forces of 

heredity an4 environment -- with a Will. We are psyabio inlivi4ual8. 

our life ie an expression thereof. ie mate our phys ~oal selections 

not entirely in accord with recognised standards of value or taste. 

Similarl7 we choose our intellectual attachments aleo because of an 

inner though subconscious push. Our logic bears the i~ress of 

our taste. Just as our neckties ao. We cling to Bationalistio 

interpretation of thinga when we are tender minded and we take to 

Empiricism because we are tough min4e4. 

fhe scientist's claim of neutralit7, that he is etweriiag 

clear of biases for impersonal facts. ie the result of a passion 

as much as the votive offering of the religionist. Thie fact ie a 

contribution of ps7cbolog7 and the most trutbtul thing a searcher 

of truth can ao is to acknowledge its truth. It is this oonviction 

that makes fames sa7. "If a certain formula for es pressing the 

· nature of the~ world violates my moral demand. I shall feel as 

free to throw it overboa~. or at least to doubt. as if it die-



appointed ID1' demand for un1formit7 of sequence, tor example; the 

one demand being, eo fer a8 I oan see. ~uite a8 sub~ective and 

emotional as the other is". 

Pragmatism then makes another radical assertion given to it 

bJ Biolog7 and Punctional Psychology. The mind, the latter sciences 

have shown us, ie not an entit7 different in nature and function ~oa 

the body. !ti• mind 18 an organ of the body, the product of a 

multitude of chance variations. In the struggle for exiatenae, the 
-I. 

life of tbe intelleot · originatea from.practical exigencies of the 

organism. Weeda produced tbought, attempts for adaptatio~, and these 

thoughts were not self-centered and self inolusive. The !gJPtian' 1 

farmer's inoeeeant quarrels over land boundaries gave birth to 

geometry. The aniaal when hungr7 learns to open the latch, which 

will give hia access to fooa. Cignition did not string ~om an un

diluted love tor truth, tor ~be Intellect. we have seen, was the 

servant of the Will. 

•ow, sa7s Dewey, if mind is the servant of the bo47, then the 

criteria to logia is its biological value. It means a Darwinisation 

of logic , far Life was before Truth. In this we have the seeds of 

the pragmatic doctrine of Truth. Pragmatism thereby prftaente a program 

of action and a criteria for its evaluation. It asks us to focus our 

gaze on life and its enhancement. It emphasizes the partiaular value 

of all our doings, physical as well as mental. Its teat for Wruth 

and Theory ta its cash value for t he individual clataing it an4 for 

the oolleottve progress of the race. 

Bow does it increase our capacities for greater truth! Bow 

does it help us to meet and overcome the difficulties that lie in 

our path? Where does this doctrine steer us? How will it facilitate 

us in grasping and making brute nature conform to itself? These are 

some of tte tests that the pragmatist puts before he makes bis decision/ 



That orientation makes a tre~endous difference in philosophy. 

The philosopher now cannot rise on the wings of abstraction to a 

philosophic other worldliness. He is thrown oft tbe peak whose top 

is ~~n clouds of speculation. He is now in the midst of the 

stream of life. Eis paramount duty. if he wishes to survive, is now 

to swim,io duck the splashes of the bresking waves, to relax in the 

i nt er vals of these watery ~ 
Life presents, too, a 1!roblem1 s"" mystery, r the solution of 

whi ch we crave end strive. '.'The Sphilli is seated in the soul of eacb 

men end though we ende~vor to be deaf their penetrating sounds, more 

subtle than the Siren's song, will searoh us out and ask -- What then 

ert thou? And to her riddles we may not gainsay an answer: It was no 

fslse myth that symbolized the 111"Stery of life in the figure of the 

Stranger whose oold embrace constricts the warm glow of life and 

stifles by degrees the voice of Rope." 

Philosophy must make s complete twrn from the philosophy that 

was so muob in vogue in the last century. It must cease racking its 

brains for a knowledge of Pirst Causes and Ultimates. whether the 

world is composed of matter or spirit, etc. Blowing bubbles, p117a1oal 

or metaphysical, is a pastime becoming urchins but not serious men. 

These are sterile for the present and insignificant for the 

future. "We have the whole butt end being of it in our hands. and the 

healthy thing for philosophy is to leave off grubbing underground for 

what effects effectuation or what mekes action act end try to solve 

the concrete questions of where effectuation in this world is located, 

of which things ere true causal agents there and of what the more re11ote 

effects consist." 

"The worth and interest of the world oonsista not in its elements, 

be these elements of things or be they the conjunction of things: it 

11 



exists rather in the dramatic outcome of the whole process and in 

t he meaning of the successive stages .'i"bicb the elements work out." 

We now come to the second characteristic of pra@11atiam, 

end that is its Ketho4. We have seen that what tte pragmatist abuae 

is fano7. He demands facts. He is an empiricist with reservatioJlB. 

He stands midway between the Transcendental idealist and the laturaliat. 

The 1ntellectual1at1a world of Hegel was as unreal and preposterous 

to him as the supernatural heaven of Scnolasticiea. The dialectio 

method swarming with concepts taken rigidly and absolutel7 .:ta to 
' 

him illusory, incapable of conve71ng the world in its fleeting and 

mobile reality. He se£s no Justification for the desire to avoid the 

reality of the world's changeableness ana n1 i?lto the cold and marble 

erme of an .Absolute. Like Don Quixot.e , the1 are carried away bJ their 
the life 

imaginations. BJ making life here in this world a mere appearance,/tbey 

unfold to us is still more unreal. It is an intellectual phaLtasmagoria. 

The pragmatist brands their picture as extravagant, tbe&r method as 

vicious. It is a dreamland that peral~see insight and aotion. The 

Mediaevalist Heaven - with a God sitting on an exalted throne and 

angels hovering on each side of Hill - was translatea by them with an 

e~uelly romantic picture of a Transcendental World of an !bsolute stuaded 

with Universals. 

The pragmatist method is empirical. Life is real because we 

experience it. We see and we hear. es well es we think. lfhatever 

Experience had made real, the mind oannot declare unreal. T~e mind 

and its :lassifioation ere oars with the aid of which we may steer 

through the ocean of impressions. The1 ere labels. but not substitutes 

f or realities. Pragmatism, because of its empiricism, wishes to wade 

through the muddy partiou1ars9 for what oatches our eye is not the same

ness of the stream, but the whiteness of the breaking crests af the 

particular and concrete waves. 



But just as it opposes the extravagance of the idealistio in

terpretation. so it rejects the narrowness of the neturalistio aom

mentary. Por while the one tries to reduce all realit7 to spiritual 

sameness, the latter wishes to reduoe to a pb79ieal ·sameness, to mere 

atomic collisions and combinations. Pragmatism seeks"to unite the 
~ ) ... ~ 

empirical tendency of the former(laturaliet with ~he Idealist's) 

recognition o~ the problems that lie outside the field of positive 

sc iences. The1 (Pragmatism and Realism) accept neither the finalitJ 

of physical fact nor the •alidity of the idealof the absolute." 

1'RealitJ, the pragmatist says, is complex, ksleidosoopio in 

its nature. Io one interpretation will exhaust it. In the stream of 

life are experiences that we brand physioal and psyobio.• 

"Everythi!lg real must be experienceable somewhere and ever7 

kind of thing experienced must so•e•bere be real." 

~ragmat~..r~ {•~~leaet ~b.et o~ James end Sohiller) include 

amongst the real things, religious and mystical, feelings which the 

netlu'alist would discard and brand as the by-product of an over-heete4 

heed. 

The pragmatie method differ• with the naturalistic or 

meterialistio one in that it r efuses to give a chilling prophecy of 

our world wbioh is so interwoven with the fate of our ideals and hopes. 

It explains not the higher by the lower, but reTersely. fhe Humanist 

sees in tcis pbenomenel sweep. in back of this evolutionistio travail, 

e purpose, a goal. This the pragmatist sooepts because of the value 

that such an interpretation possesses. 

The third aspect of pragmatism is its forwara gaze, whiob I 

like to name its Puturiem. While Mediaeval philosophy looked to 

authority and to the pest as the oracles of the true and the gooa, 

while Rationalism msae the Lews of Reason and the Categories the aaid 

test for what is right. while Empiricism limited itself to the present 



end to the senei•le. Pragmatism made its criteria the ~ture signi

ficance of e thing the test for itc acceptance. Its ~uestion ia: 

What will be born therefrom? A theory or belief is true not onl7 

because ot its workability in the present, but because of its promise. 

Pragmatism shows us that the world is at o~r feet. We ma7 trample 

over it end reduce it to a thing contumel7, or we may lift it up and 

transform it to a thint desired or adaired. 

Pragmatism because of th(s ~mpbaeia may truly be oallet an 

etbioel pbilosoph)r. Look how it dispenses with that speculative 

~uibble ee to tbe nature of the Ultimates, wbiob like a vampire bas 

sucked the .. ntal vi~ality of the greatest of our metapb7e1ciana. 

~Thus if no future detail of experience or conduct is to be aeduoea 

from our h7Potbeeia 1 the debate between llate~aliam and Theism becomes { 
(. ~uite tale and insignificant. llatter and God,in that event, mean 

exactl7 the~ thing -- the power, namely, neither more nor less 

the'( can make, this completed world -- end the wise ~n is he who in 

such a case would turn his back on a supeJB'ogator1 dieoueeion." 

Such a diaoussion has no fruita for the tuture es well as 

for the present. !ut most of our philosopbioal debates have, sa7 

tbe pragmatists. a positive or oonjectural bearing on tbe tuture, no 

matter bow remote the fUture may be. That knowledge and significance 

presents, therefore. an indispensable testimo!ll' for its ri~htfUl 

evaluation and validation. Pacts and Puture. therefore are the 

balances for the pragmatist. 

It is these tendenc i es that l wish to signal out and 

compare to the similar tendencies 1n Judaism. Pragmatism though it 

was compared by Papini to e corridor in a hotel, whioh leads to 

various rooms, whose occupants may be of 4iveree natures ana beliefs, 

and I may add. means, bas a distinct metspbysioal tendenoy. It may 

lead to a room where the occupant may be kneeling to the image of 



the Virgin, and to another room whose oc cupant may be reeding re-

" 11giously a volume of Ingersoll, or Buchner. Nevertheless. pragmatism 

has certain affinities and as I hope I have shown, certain salient 

features. It bas an epistemology all of its own. That epistemolOBJ' 

which makes experience the source of. reality gives pragmatism its 

method. Its doctrine of Truth is novel, original and radical. Its 

Metaphysics, though not uni~ue of pragmatism, yet it seems to me is 

indispensable to it. I feel that were it not for its notion of a 

world wbiob is continually lecoming,menifold in its oomplexitJ, and 

""""' constant .changeability, a world wbiob is a continual prooesa of ohange 

in which we participate and which we help to promote, then its theory 

of Truth and Ethics would become impossible and meaningless. Por, 

with a static end completed world, what is left to man but to bow down 

to the inexorable demands of its Being and make the best of it? 
.... '!?'''> Pragmatism has thereforeA8n B}'>tstemologJ', a rruth, and an Ethios. 

Pragmatism is not a new philosophy in the sense of pr~senting 

a novel discovery in theory or in method. It may be found in the 

pbil~sophJ of l>rotagoras and the Socratin school. Traces of it may 

be discerned in the methodology of Aristotle. Scholastic philosophy 

wi th its supernatural orientation and contemplated tendency disregar4ed 

it. It received great consideration in the moral field at the hands 

of Xant . Positivism was near its borders. James, the man who gave it 

renewed vigor and life, liked to picture John Stuart Kills as the 

fo~naer of the Neo-pragmatio school. He sees it in the philosophies 

of Hume, Locke, and others. He mentions these because they were in 

accord with bis empirical method to a great degree. He does not men

tion Kant as a forerunner, though the pragmatic motive is evident in 

his Critique of Practical Reason, because the latter's system wee 

radically different from his own. Kant was an idealist whose rational-

ism was instrumental in producing the perverted philosophJ of Hegelianism. 



Jamee received his inspiration from the Prencb philosopher 

RenouTier end from the American thinker J. S. Pierce. Be freely aoknowl~ 

edges his great indebtedness to the! letter's writings. The pragmatic 

school today divides itself into three branches • They are the eohools 

of James and Solliller type; seoond.ly, thet r· of the Punctional .Psycholo

gist; and thirdly, that of the lne1trumentalista. They all differ as to 

the need and notion of God. James and Schiller have God in their s39tem. 

He iaiftnite and humanistic.Being. "'':the Punotional .Psychologist God ia ) / 

e mere s~l.of all our supreme 1ralues1of our moral and social life. 

The Instrumentalists omit him enti1~ely. To them tbe question of the 

existence of a God, ev~n finite en6t bumanistio, transform& itself to the 

-sueetion whether this worlc! bears i1ny relation to our moral ends. 

•or my discussion here I uhail omit the Instrumentalists, but 

occu~y myself mostly with the Jameu and Schiller school and touch in

ciaentally upon the vte1113 of those c1f the Punctional lsychologtets. 

In contrasting Judaism encl pragmatism, I shall not go into a 

minute analysis of their details. The aim of this paper is to show 

that there is a striking simileritJr i~endenz between Judaism and 

pragmatism. Pragmatism brings to uurface many elements whi:sh are for &.:ti 

oertain/ .Judaistio notions. Por example, ite sttitude to Pree Will and 

immortality could be utilized edvsutsgeously to reinforce similar notions 

in Judsiam. I, however, shall not emphasize these because they are in -

cidental in both systems. Of courae I shall not pass them b7 without 

attributing ~o them their deserved place !n the system of thought. 'or 

my purpose . I shall but utilize th•9 uni-iueness o f outlook and vision on 

the pert of the pragmatic achool.a1iJ to its epistemology, metapbyaice, 

ena ethics. 
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"':e have seen t r et Pragma~ism ' :::. ~yno~ure i s :. ife. 1.ivinp. possesses 

e deeper s1~nif1 ceTJce t !.sn does spe~1~letion. For him F. xperience opens 

up the onl~ vista to ~ealits . It therefo re s hould form the field of 

st~dy f or tte philosopher . "The only thinf. that shell be debatable 

emoi.@ pi.ilosophers shell be t hirJgs ~ efi neble in t e rms drawn from 

!.:xf e rien:::e." l3y Ex{. e1·ien~e the Pr oe:motiet does not mean e sort of 

~i;blimeted end metaphye i~al byle. like tbe19:Absolute ' Experience' of 

~oy~e end ~redley. Su~h en h~potteais woul d oontrediot the ve17 

ess r nce of Pragmeti ~m. It ~ould merely mean t be subst!tution o! a 

ne\\ name for en old fall e oy. By E:x1'erienoe the : r agmetist hes in mind 

tr.e usuel connotation, e -feel il::g of having 11 ved ttrou.rh en event. of 

havin~ obsorbed i n cons ~ iousness t te impression of things, cf taving 

reacted to tr.e i;articuler ~ircu.~st.ence. It means '' tl:e int ercourse 

of a living beinr, w1"'l'. e ph~sict" l end f. Oc1e l environment" 9 whose 

~eel ity 1t admits , yay feels. It : a e kno~led~e by $CqueiDtbnce 

• 

inst ead of 8 Y.DOWledFe b.; des cription. It desip:nates pri marily t tc mos 

concrete, i mmEdiate end indiv1dualized t hin; r.ossible. It is our own 

inoupliceble present moment, our ect\i.el total erlebnies j'"st es we live 

1t in al l 1ts rich es s er.a uniquer.€ss . 1 feel tha t I eo attempting the 

impcePi~le in tryin~ ~o convey ttrough ~ords an~ geLersl i t i es t be 

meanine of Experie~~e. Experience cannot ~e ren~ered real through 

e formula. It mus t be felt -=> nd not taught or expressed. J ame$ is 

ewc r e of this e lu~i veness ! ~d he ~terefore define~ Experi e nce a dditively. 

"as a field of consciousness , plus an attit~de i n re~srd t o ttese ob jects 

J: l us e s er.se of self to which t t:is a1;t itude belongs" . It s potgnant 

r ea lity end its inef fa t l eness i s well expressed b~ tte nsnish thinher 

\':i·. e.n ; e ee i d, .,llein je t z t s nd h1er ist der let2te angelpunkt flir slle 

wirkl i ~},), ei t, also al l e erY entn i ss." 
. 

~eelity to ~r8fmatism i £ no t s ho~oeeneo ~s mass. It is e 

kale!d o s ~ope, \?h ose motley of colors ere ~ons tently c i.ar1c ing. It is a 

/ 



~lureliEm irred~cible t o any monism, t 0 it MBtter, Sp 1 ri ~ , ~onads etc. 

~ur ex~er1en~e therefor e to be u nd er stood mcst ta ve its defini te end 

~oncrete context. " Khat is immediatell- r iven i n the s1n~le end pert -

icolar inetan~e ts alwa ys ~omethint poo l ed qnd mu tual, somettin~ wi t h 

n~ dark ~pot , no poi r.t of i~~orAn~e. ~o one elementary bit of r eality 

i s ecl i~sed from the next bi ts of view, i f only ~e take r eali ty 

scne ibly end in smell enourh pulses , and by us it r.aj to taken pulse

wise , ror our span of ~ona ciousness ~ s t oo short to gr asp tee ler~er 

collectivity of thin~s except nomi nally and abstractly. " Rxperienee 

must be cons i d&rec1 in t1'l1e, ple ~e s r.d in relation to a knowc:!" , then 

"s i. ch en exi: e rience", in the word~ of 3anta nyane, "b.es variety , scenery 
CL 

endfl certs in vi Lel r t.;tt.m ; its stor~ might be told ir. ~i ttsrambic verse. 

It moves wholly by i · spir etion; ever y event is pr ovident i al ; every 

ez t un~reoe~iteted . " The content of suer. Experience t o Pra~-mD tism 

zonsis t s of s cons~iousness of ma t e r i al t r.ings , in t ellectual cs t egories 

tea t con11ect t r:f.ae thi~ts end r aligioub or psycl.ia influences. 

? rag me t iem r e je~ts t he epiatemolOf Y of t he Empir :! ist and t t.e 

Ideel1et. l'he f ormer <3f1'eals to tim provincie l :n t r.et r:k refuses 
but to talk in tl:e dialect, so to speak , of his locelity w1 :le t te 

~~muttf.rs ~n FsI.erento . ur:~erstc !: d sble to no earthly i nha bi t s nt . 

Empir ici sm is +oo ine ~e~uete while Idealism is too eA t ravaf.ant. : e 
~ro~eeas to e~eminc tteir theories of Yr owledge more closely. 

F~yiri?ism• ~ ~pi~temolOF-Y ~oo is ba sed on E~ierience . To ttem 

-eel1ts i P ~1th in t ie ~omain of t le per~eftuel. The world is a world 

of subRtences ~r ich pro~uce ~iverse sensations whe~ ttey come in con-

tect witt sen~ i ent beinfs . Imbued wit ~ t Le FCientific siiri t , end 

r.! t l: e.,. , erimer.tel =ett.o~ t a . ~\?Ooi;eo down U::-on the universe of tl:ings 

end enal~ zed its male -up into it~ ~ ifferent s ense da ta. The world 

t r ey cl'.ofped up ir.to it :- element;, l component s . Fere the~· came fa~e to 

fs ~e with what ti.ey tbouf'h~ wa s ic~cpablc of e solution. I f this 

~ orld o: Beinf con~ iets of t Lcse dis~reet end fra~mentar~ sensations , 



what tr.en fives ue ti':is senef of ber..:o n~ a n~ wro l eness? -:Le t Cod or 

~ otli~ intef r a tes t his empirical multipli citj: Ttis s 9 me problem 

f e ced tte sensetionsl iet's ps~cholo~~ wr.e~ they dissected t be 

6x1c r i e4ces oi mentel life into~~ect ively t~ its elementary data . 

ro~ sball they ex~lein &nless tte~ po it as tt~ Ra tionalists do 
\ . 

ttroi;~li t rie i r a priorism. a s oul . e God . 

To James tbe1r d i ffi ~ulty was self imposed . ~his dtlemms does 

not exist. In breat i r.g up t he world i n to frefllDentary potsherds~ t t es 

were violetinF=" their own metl:od end tl:eory. .•or we ei peri ence 

di rectly t ha t uni t 3 (n(t oneness) and continuity of tte flux. We 

experience tte mos~ic s s e whole ea muct e s we do the pieces . Our 

consciousness of ~eelity is a contir.uous current in ~hicr the rip~1es 

succeed one anotr.er an4 peas conti (iuously into one ano ther ~ithout 

breah. ~e e Aper1ence not discr eet atonJ. "rt e rela t io vs between 

'V r_ings conjunctive en well ~s disJunct i:e ( tt.e cot.nections es we l l e s 

tr.e s eparations) sr~ Just e s much matters of d i rect perticuler ex-

perience, ne i tter more so nor less so then t ne tL1nf s themselvee." 

~Pmes here ma1.ee the cetef ories t hat bold phenomena tofetter not 
i nf erior to tr.e phenomena tr. ~ mselves. As for their appar4nt 

3 

difference in nature. that 'ii;est1on i.e Les eho rm to be frcitle ss end 

f~tile. ~o him ttey bo t l1 ~atter and S~i ritl tave an e~~a l plEce . fer both 

a!"e ir. tr.e s tream of experience. t.hat i s percef tU?l is homogeneuoue 

witb wtet is : oncept~al. I dees end things ere "consubsta~tisl" . 

? rsrr.etism re~i ~ters enott er objection aga i nst t t e empirical 

·school in that it dev1 :.' ted from : o-nrnor. 3ense. : t mistook its 

t t. eoretic overerowth for -eel it ~ i t se lf. It redl.Oced c eint- to blank 

Pnd primAry 'iu ~ litiee. :he sec ~ ndbry qualities. tho~ e perticuler 

fea tures tr,,·t give it Ci." >:creter.ess l!nd ri chnees t l:ey CEI Bt aside. l t 

f c·r go t t r st tbes e CR te~ori ee were- short cu ts which ,.,im to t ake us 

succes s fu l ly end yuickly fr om cne pert of exp£rience ~ o t be otber. 

7te s ~i cnti st, ho ~ever. of t he t~~c of Mn~cb. ~stwsld end Duhm. sre 



be~ inninp t o see t he light er.1 t he t rue s teer inp f unc tion of scientifi o 

l:~~o the ~ i s . 

rl. 6 det ermir.is tic ir- t cri; re t e t i or. o: S~ 1 ec ce lorme snot : 6 T resson 

fo r : omes ' d ~~arrova l. ~or t b a d th · - ~ . o r n ct art i ficial Se1t\Jence of 

:'er.:5 i:iater i al piir. rion:~r,a as t r.e e,.1-r ~s~ion ot' o~r :. r1..er bt-1 ne r.itt.out 

T~t erd to our psychi o Self is a breach of tte ~ethod of ~xper ienoe . 

"I conclude then t tra t r eal effe~tual causa tion es an ultims te nature. 

a s s ~ !? t e3or1 i f 1ou l i kc . of reality, i s j us t west we feel i t to be. 

jus t tb qt hind of con jun ~tion whi~h our activity s eries r~veal". 

For to Pr sgm· t ism t :.ie lr.ower is u1 t i m9 t.ely bound up 1'> i th t t.e 

knuwn . P. e is not 6 spe~tD tor of tr e phenomenal fl ux a i millit to ~et 

e snape~ot of it. he i s of it nnd i n it. ~e i s t r uly a microcosm 
t fin t mi r ror s a s well es mekes the mecro~~am. "Toe 1i rective presence 

~f f~tu.re possibili t ies i n de · l1 ng ~!th existinf conditions i s wbet t s 

me9nt by knowin~; t hat t~e self becomes a knoger or mind ~he n enti~i-

i.etion of future ~onsequences oi e r ates 8S i t s s t imul us. " 

l de~lism i e the next obje~tive O! Pr~p.m9 tism ' s un iermin1ng 
b~rrage . Idealis m be ~euse i t at t r ibutes lo~ioal l aws t o t he very 

te_rt of r eality s treeses ~nowl ed~e . Co~n it ion i s t o t he I dealist 

wha t ex~eri enoin v i s t o tte Pr agm9tist. ~te for mer }i:?tcr e d t t e 

r ealit of t t e ~niverse es ~ompleted and moni nt ic. To know, to l et 

a , l im1se et r eal ity was mer ely t ot hes pho tobrs~b o: it. The mind 

w· s t i e camera . The Ideali st 'i.e\•inf f or11ed e mental ima~e of reslity 

mis t~ok t t.et i meee f or real i t3 itself . l:e beaeld a mul tiverse . r.tke 
t l.e Empircist be t oo ashed wr a t t l E co hesive power t hf: t held t hese 

di v6ree elements together was . Ee answer ed t ~e ~ueetion by postulating 

6 su~er-e~perienti a l Bein~. That gap was to him s ~irect ~an ifeststion 

end justif1ce~ion f or his ~eus ex mach ine, t he Abs olute. Eis 

rome ntlci s~ . hi e 7e ~rn ing for simpl icitr , lt e reve rentia l qwe mede t ha t 

~eirf into en 6bs0 lute Onenes s . The u~ iverse ec~~e a 'block univaree '. 

lts man i f oldr.ess VJBS r.ere appea rance . JeMes -:-.ates tr.a t enti r6 conceft

uelistic syst em totte r when h~ says t ha t ~ the perts of e~~erience ere ., 



tel~ together from next to next by relations tb· t s~e t hemselves 

pe rts of experien~e. The 3ire~tl) ~pprehen 1 e1 uni verse ~eeds. in 

~t o rt. no extrsncoue tr!lnsemp i ri. :al ~onr · eot i ve s ui:;p1ort. bu t possesses 

in ite own r ip.bt a ~on:v teneted stru~ture". 10 Jpm,es t he sense of 

ur. i t:; we s just es immediste en '1 dire~t '' that of m·ul t ipli:it7. Both 

form perts of our experien~e. Idealism has preerrsr.~ea pigeon holes. 

l Jfi:sl :on:epte into ~hi~h it ruminstes our experien~e, The 

~~pi r i :i st r.e ve us e partial view ~f e~~~rience, t he l 1e2list w!a tes 

~o den~ t he r eality of experien:e ecti rely. lie ~ ske us to take s 

1 i vinf body. breeh 1 t 11p. er,~ colle~t el l t l.e bonee tn one Pr oup, 

oll its flee~ in ~not~er, end ell t l e nerves in a ttird , and by doin~ 

tti s he tells us, we will behold tlie real. the livinf , th€ rational 

bei~r. :t~ :on:eptu~listi: method e ives ue e post mortem es:ripti on 

of ;-;-ta~ is now unreel. :t met:es .~ ... perien~e les s instea ;1 or more 

intell ip.e tle. To Hefel fo r example, tte firs t s"..ep to e irnowlec."ge 

of Cod is tLe re:o: ni ti on of t he ~nresl i ty and meaninf less oess of 

th i P norld. Eut t o ~ emee, however, " Exper i en:?e merely as s ucb does 

not :orne t i cketed a nd lebel led. 7ie i:.ave fi rst t o d is~over wh :J t i t is". 

•l '.7ten : on::eptual ism sumn.ons 1 i f e to jus t 1 fy 1t2el f into ::on::eptuel 

term~ , it i ~ 11.h e R ~l:al l enee addressed in P. forei r:n lang uage to 

- omeone ,,;ho is a bsor bed in hi .: own bue i r.etas ; it 1 ~ i r relevant t c b i m 

~ l to ;e tter en~ t e mqy l e t it be unnoti:ed ." 

·::e r. <:J V6 seen that f or the ?roP'l is ti ~t the door to t t.e Cniverse 

t\ eq er r ee : hes »JB P e .... t e ri er.:e e crl t b·Jt e. pc-rier. ::e ?~'1 S wi '! e enoui!'h to 

i n=!~de tt e wtole trsin ~ f t t ~n~s . t ~ e noeti:: ~la!p ae wel l s . tte 

ma teriel t binp i: ~e lf. Bu t ?r1 ~ ·~ y ti sm do es ~at s t a r here. Experie nce 

in:: l udes not onl. t te phJsi:s l end t te noetic b~t also s p e~ ::hic 

or r el ieious e~i;. erien=e. ~Le latter i s ~ rre 1u:9 ol~~ to eny of t he 

f ormer. r t e3 are a ~ r enl t o tte one «Lo ex~erie& ~ as t Lem as the 

chemi: s l reP. ct i on i s t o tLe s~ientis t. ln fa ~ r t o ~ 'mes ttcy a re more 



r ea l f or t ie s~ ient i st rea ~t s to an a ~om of his ex~erienae ~h il e the 

reli; ious men r eacts t o t te wtole of l ife. Religion t o :arnes in 

or der to posse es the pre~ test amount of e ~sts t i~ eJ<b&ltati on must be . 

per~onel end i. t i s !;o th is s sp e.::t o f rel i ;'ious expe! i ences t t At h is 

book "V~riet ie~ of ~elifious Exper iences~ is confir.ed. 

]y r el i 1;i on .:a mes means t !:c mar:r;er of a m!! n ' s "total re!l ct i on upon 

li f e '1 • E i.~ reectior. ~ay be involuntsry snd he lf uncons~iously. It is 

not t r.e ''cosmi:? emotion " of tl':e naturs list, who beholds t he msfrn1fica nt 

r er ul e r ity of t r.e un i. vers e . He st t he moment wben be experiences Lie 

~i eo~ hony . so tc speak , feel~ t r. e ba r rier s of bi s sel f vani sp. Ee 

bei.olds s new univer~ e. ~ta t re vc~ latiou come ~ t •) l. i'll as e n answer 

t o hi s Jier s i s tsr.t. t : e unu -:;t e r ed "iue ztion , '' :.l.s t is t t e ~hsracter of 

~het exi. sten~e to w~ i:?b we belons " . 

~~mes tl:en -.vi th e sympat l:eti ~ beart 8'd l:een mind and l u:: B pen 

del i ne ates tre varieti e~ of e~_eriences, its delicate ~ -:sr-~es . its 

mor jse and ae spondar.t moods , its ra~ tu.res . its rEgener~tions. He 

!ii ~tures t.efore u.s tl.e Rel igion of ffealt ii;,· Ni ndedness a nd t he 

~eli~ ion of t he S1~k Soul in i t ? realistic an 1 i i ealistic ~olors. 

In b~ ~~ of a l l ttes e eAperi en~ee the indi vidual felt h i mself ,, 
" ~ont inu ou !: witr. B wi -ler self ti: rouer. whtcr. s a vinp- experience comes. 

~ t t tc t moment we find (s e James ' theo ry e~flainE•-Ja.., fhenornen~ t l at 

our ordimiry i:e :· sonel it~· \th r ourl: t l:e iDt -: rme~j e r ., of our sub~ons~ious 

Self , ~omes 1n ~ommun i n wit ·· t ~ e Dr.iversal Spi. r it-~o rld. Ee f e-ls t hen 

t tis visibl e ~o~ld fo r ms a pert of e more ~¥~ritual utfiverse end der i ves 

i t :.: ~ e pe s t s i. nificsrnce trere.f::- om and t l~a t real dut~ is t o ad jus t 

v1'.rselves , throuc:h i.- ra ~-~rful ~ommur,ion to t i'.-l s tiBl.er uni ver se. l'ha t 

ect is e iu;o r, ~ t Jw!;::-11 tre end . It is e t ruly e ffica~ ious act by r1b ich 

~ L6 ~~iritual ener gy of t his univer~ e is brought to t ear on t t e 

}l.eno'!'enel world. 



Jemes i e ~e ll anar t o f tLc f hJsi ~a l and menta l d isturben~e t la t 

i; s i;s l l y f receqes or e~:: ::i mt:ar.ys a mystic or s Bfl int. But these do not 

de tr9ct f r om t t e pre Fent v~ lue ~ n1 vitality of t he f leno~ena. "It is 

~o t by it s ro~ts and or i~ins (whet r. er onea~si ~ns t hem t o t he pet bo 

lo c i ~ ~ l condi t ions of t he or r.ani s m or to t t e r evelat ion from on higbi 

t b··t one ~or. judge of tt. e vs l ue of rel i f i on in c: enEr a l, or of s : i ven 

~ e 1 i~ion in perticulsr. but only by i t o f ruits , i t s ~onse~uence 

i n t i e mor al life of the individual e nd bumsnity·. !s f or t he 

ot ;e ctive e~ ist•nce of t he ob ject of ~cir bel iefs and aspi rati ons. l 

t ~. a t csr.not be affirme~ . neither by t he syllo::- i sm of trenscende r- tslisrll 

ro r be r r fute1 by s cientifi c l 9ws of na tural i~m. It is ~ mat ter for 

t i e individual to de ~ide, an ~ t t.o t deci~ i · n ehouln be bqsen on 

e 11.1 e: ri en~e · ncl V'J l ue. .•:1.en thes e are t aken a s t r e c r1 teri P , ~el i g ion 

tE ~omes no t e Sfiri t ual wild ~oo se cha se but the follo ~inc of e 
~ .,,,_ 

v~r i table r eolity. e pillar of fire i ~ night of J istresR end 
'\ 

~esvo r.d ency . Tbe t p~rsuit is r eal becaus e it enr iches and enob l es ..... 
n:anLin~ . I t rr:etemorphii:hed f r om a mer e s \4rfdtinf beast t o a n 

A 

e e~ i ring ene el . James in thi s point ~eens t J have a lonr l ine of 

f r ed e cessers. 1 t wai: 1' i er kef•1 a rd who ter meJ i dol worshiper h im l'fhO 

~ re ys to tr:e t r ue Cod mt ~h n i cslly tind prefur.~tively ~:hil e he :;ho 

~C~~s o~ t hia ~oul end he8rt in sin~erity _ to e ~ere ima~e prsye to the 

tr~ e, ~od . 

Schleierme~her~ake af~it'ical philosoph.: •s deni a l of t he ob je ctive 

reelity of t t e r eli7 i ous ~osl end says th~ t it d i d not ther eby annul 

n l i,r:-ion. For t hnt i: ursui t s till g>ssesses r el i r;ious v13lue oe cause i t i s 

t l . E: expr e-:... i on o!' ; n effective ~ erso nal exi:er:ence . !.enge comes even 

~1 ::: s er t tr.a r. E i e r t esrAP- rd an~ :: ctl cie r'!l~ ch er, t o t r1 e Pro f""l9 ~ i c at ti tui!e . 

Ee ~ o cs not cons i ~ cr reli~ io us i 1ees e ~ pos ~ es s i ng · t heor et i cal and 

· · ~ r cse t o ri~ ~ re s~b~ect ~ ve s upl emeots of 
ob;· E.~tive s i F:ni:ficar. ce. ... · .. - " 
c:ni;iric s l r eality . born no t from t ee ne c Ess it~; of t r.e m~nd but from the 

7 



needs of t lk 2~irit. 7le7 rr ~ q t bt u~d erstoo~ from t he vi e Afo int of 

ttei r vAluc to r.umPn li ~e ;r.d no ~ f rom the vi ewpo i nt or their round

s tion s n1 ori~in. 

James : ocs furttcr tha n tte~ ~o. Ee does no ~ un3onditi o ~ally 

~urrender to t te 3la i m of tho ~e drur.k w it~ tte is self-suffi 3i ent3~ 

of tt.e a::ient ifi~ metl:od. l-is epistemolo ~y Trhi :: l: bas es i t self on the 

t otality of experien:?e. does riot permi : him to ~o t ta t . r e !eels t l.s t 

le i s treadine on hol~ fround and t. e does ~o t fl ee thert from no~ does 

t e li~t le2ely l oiter ther ein. Pe a dmi t s tha t t he objeotive end 

ebsolute R"1(~"fiJ::lf~ 1' 1' r el t ui :>us ph eno'Tlene will be impos s ib l e to 

FC lve s :?ient ifi~ell~. It will a lway~ be f 0r t he i r.rli vi due l eitter to 

le~ ve it open or cl~e to a 33ept i t bby a n a~t of pe rsonal faith. To 

dr.cr t t :?a te~ort3~ 11y ie uns 3ient1 fi~ . for t bet deni es e n ~ypothes is 

t hat ~annot he proven as wel l es t he ot her. r o r e j e3t i t t ter efor e 

rDs t l y is unepor~ smanl ike . For then he reje~t s a werer. wter e le 

bea _ell t o puin end no t hing to los e . 

"They (the lawless o~ , c~erneturel i ~ trus ion& i nto tte o:r eni zed 

norld l ouelt to be f or ever intre:teble to i~tel le :tuel me t~o ds , 

Le~euse · hey should no t yet be oreani2ed er.ough in the~eelves to 

follow any laws" . ~tese e r e "re~our:es in us t t at ~e ture lism with i t s 

1 1te~sl End le( el virtu~ ~e ver re3hs off , poss1l ilit1es ttet teke Jur 

br eet ! e wey , o f er.other k ind of h11f+l ness end power, bs !: ed on f i vinf 

up our own r· : u ,:nd l etting ~omf. tl.i ng hi t:'i.e r \\'Or A for u s , end ti.ese 

&eem t o show a ~orld wi ~ er then eitter r hys ics or philistine c tbi:a 

::~n imevi ne." !he ehcr p e~re of i ~ el.e:?t ue l ism ie t oo ~ul l and i s .. 
broken ·r.Len 1 t w1 st es t o enal:,· .: e t he s e e.Ape r ien:es. : :ien::e i. s :ny-

Cf ti c to surve ~ tr.e~ . £ven p ~y:holo c ~ would never he v< i nf erred these 

r eliF iouP ex~er i Pnces in cd van3e. l i :ould not suspe:? t t t eir exis

tPr. ce , fo r t re:, ar c d1s:ooti. ~ t<o t. s ~i t r. t Le no turel exi:.erien~e they 

2U:?:?ee1 &f on nn i invert tteir vgl ues. "In A word , the beli eve r is 



=cntinuous , to h i s own ~cns~io~sncss . st any r a t e , ~i th a o.i 1er self 

from ~t i zt eavinp. eApr r ien~es flow in. ~hosewho have ~uch exper iences 

di st inctl~- enou~r. a nd often er.o~~l. t o live in t t.e l 1ght of t hem remai n 

qui t e Ur.moved by ~r i t ~zisro , from wtetever ~uarter i t ms ; =omr; , be i t 

ecsd erei~ or sc ientific. or be it mtrelr the voi ce ~ f l ogical common 

sense . Tl:el' ht1ve had their vis i on and t k':e; know-- that is enouf"b--

t ha t we i r.liab i t en i r v · s iole ep iri tual envir onment from wb i ch help 

comes , our soul being mysteriously one ~ i tt a lar ger soul ~tose 

instruments we are." 

·.~b A t .: emes a esi r i:: s is ~o apply t be empir i c method not to deny but 

t o study end classify these experie;.ces of reality. "Let empi ~1c 1sm once 

become associated with rel i fi on s~ hit herto. through so~e strange mis

~r.dcrstandir.f. , it t ad been esso ~ i e ted witi. i rrelig ion a nd I bel ieve t r.at ,, 
e new era of relifion as well ee of ph i l os ophy wi l l be read; to be~ in. 

l t is for s ~ ec a scien~e of reli~io r. t ta t he pleads in hi e "V1rieti es 

of 2eli ~ious :xperiences~. 

Now there is qnother feat~re of experience wti ch stows its trut t -

f i:.lness, even 1n t he " ef!-eli'9 n .;ense , of being: s tr.sns cript of •wt s t is '. 

o te .:c e . ~er i ence -; s e fuide t. e d id meer. the s~rreni!er to ti.e wi n · of 

ca! rice , t o t ie wild im~re ss ions of tte moment. PrA~matism is too keen 

an observer o f 1.t.msn ne tur e to !ll3r..e sucl. an ss~ertion. 1.11 e f.88 t p l aJS 

e. n eminent r ol e in t1.e pre s ent, even in e f ietemolof~ . Even our mo4e of 

t i. ir.l-. ing i s not a i:.cno;nena t .~ t comes into being ex ni hilo. I t is the 

bc~ue~ t of o~r once~tors. "Cur ft.ndsmen~a l wers of thinking ~ bout 

:.d ngs are di s~OV(. ri es - f e ... ceed i r.fl Y r emote anceetor s , whi cb h13ve been 

a bl e to r-reserve ttomselve~ thro~gho~t t . ~ ex~er ience of subse~uent 

t i 'Tl e '' . 
~. e fla~ ec .... on tte side of a mountain wbicr. cl in~ to tte are sno-:: ~ 

~now bel : of tl-.e fe st~c~·;le c1f e t h et rolls over us. '1 1 f we do not f eel 

bo~~ ~est and present i n one field of i eelinff we feel ~hem not el l". 



Every idea t as en a c~umulat ed mome r ~um, a m9SS of traditions, a 

t: •s t ory . 

whe t ~ oes not me ec t hat Pr afma tism beli eves in a sort of an 

epis~emolo~ico l 'le t e rminism. t hereby ru_line out novelty from mental 

/{) 

life. Experience is not preord? i ned . ew c1rcumstan:es are ever 

arising to which we react, t t e r cf ore k!:owle~e : s perennially blooming. 

~ut ~he :ominf into being of ne : fa~ts tLr ough t he ~rise of new 

:o r.di tions do not ar. r. ihi l ate t he mental im1-. r ession made by the old. 

TtEy do not rro du:e a t 3buls r asa and then write a new story t hereon. 

TC:ere i s e conserv1'tion of enerby in thi s a s 'liell ~ s in t r.e physi::a l 

domain. You can ~ot destroy ideas , e , perien:es as well s s biDFS- Ttey 

onl :, r emould old e , I- c r ience. For "new t ru t t s are: tt.e r esi;l t r nt of 

ne~·1 experience and of ol d t rut l:s combinec1 s nd mutually monify ing one 

another." The new comes always "stewed in t he seu:e of the old". 

~ ow it wil l be a sk.ea of wbat signifi:?ance to ,, ud.:iism i "' Pregmntic 

epistemology , empbesi2 intt tLe va l id it,.- and vera:?i t y of experience , in 

i ts totel ity, its ph ~,sical, i n-:; e l le cttA ... l ar.a r, s .-chic aspec:;s, in i t s 

accumulative propensity? To t he PnEwer of t b is ques tion a ~oming 

chepter wil l be a e voted. 



~et us now pro~eed to & di s~ussion of the •etapb;sl~s of 

Praemotism. :.e s r e confronted here with a " ue::: ion whi~b t o me 

seems possible of q aouble interpretation. r he ~uestion is, hes 

Pre~me 1 !sm ~ ~efinite Metapn~sios , a theory of r eality? You will 

re ::el l t he t l mentioned tt.e :, ou.ng ! t a libn i ragmutist 2a~in1.'s 

"oorridor t heory '' . Tb a t is , t o hi~ Prapma t ism wa ti a mere veati bule 

leading t0 "61 CJ, phil osophi cal creed. l t '.\'BB a sort of traffic pol icf!-, 
man point i11F th~ way to vehi~les and pedeetrians •. lt ent ered not as 

s j ud e to give e verjict . to inveterat e disputes. It ratter oame i n 

to cell the a t t ent ion of t hos e phil osophers 1ese lo ~~. ed ic their 

philoso~bi~al wrangle, that it was time for t hem t o get out of t ha t 

st~ ffy r oom filled with t he smoke t hey emitted and take e walk in tte 

f~eeh s ir . Take f or exampl e th~ quest i on a s to the ultimate nature 

of r eality , wh ether it w0 ~ matter or spi r i t . ·:·1t h ·nha t ease t he 

Prap.me ti s t disoaried t hat · insoluble ~uibbl e. Be ga ve i t o lease of 

life only as an aspect of tue en igma wLet her t he world possessed a 

nesip.n or i ~ t he re sult of t. l i nd forzes wh 1. ch wee s vi t el a nd 

momentous option. The old end hairspl itting a nalysis of these 

metsfhysioians pass es sway a nd in i t s pla~e we have a pr oblem upon 

.vhioh our zonduct, our ideals. our lives, are dep endant. 

Pragmatism possesses 9n attitude of ne~trsli ty t owar ds the 

i o~m~s of tbe old ptiloso~bers. In f azt it s t ates no dogma st al l. 

Pr agmatism is usually associated with pluralism. Yet we f ind even 

tere ~rar.ma t ism to be open in i t s de ~i~ ion. "Ttis world", s ays James. 

~ ' "may in t he last res0r t be a bl o~k e4 univer s e; but on the o t~er t end 

i t may b~ a ~niverse onl s s trung alon~ . not rounded in and closed . 

~eal1 ty ma y exi s t distribut i vely jus t es it sen~ ibly see~s t o , after 

all. 0n ~hat possibili t y I d0 i ns1 s t". 



Another instance m~J t e JA mes' attitude to r heiem. Although 

psychic phenomena aze part of exfer iential things ye t Jernes does not 

~te te unequivocally en~ catep.oricelly t npt ther e is a God. Tbat to 

t:m is left t o t he individual's convi ction. It is a pure matte~ of 

fe itt. . '.':'hat will a belief or e n idea do and not wtetber it is or is 

Lot so, is the Pr~?~~tist's query. ~te Prarmatist does not, ho~ever. 

fly to tt.e otrer , to the syllo~s ietic extreme . Ee does not deny that 

t ter e is en external reslity b. yond the thinker's self. 

I n spite of ell these plausible possibilities, I mAintein tb~t 

Pr9f"'mat1~m hes a defin i te metaph~ sical anscheunt?. l e c'mit t ha t it is 

not A completed,ri~ id, and pttrified ~orld picture r£d~ced to sn .. 
~1 t 1mate end transcendental for~of typotheticel ent ities of Science 

or to tee trans-exper iential 'dingan s i cb' of ~tilosopby, but a ~orld 

picture it nevertheless is. Tee denJ 31 of ? regmatism that reality is 

not compl eted and statio is a dogma. Its r.orld is one of change end .. 
mul tiplicity, ~loetic and pliable , one Nhioh we make en~ ~old. This 

fact seems to me to be tb e pivot end crux of Pragmatism, w1tbout wbich 

many of t te ~ra~atic doc: rincs cannot be tborougtly understood or 

:ustified. Its ~o ctrine of l'ruth, Epistemology end Et hics i s en out

pr owth of the mobility e cd fluidity of .t. pluralist i~ stream. 

t et u s examine more closely Pragmatism ' s sheptioism of en 

ultima te reelity, a~ it was tradi t i onally ~nd ersto~d. Ortbedox 

. ~etephysi~isns began their t t eme ~itt ; n attempt to reed the uni verse 

in t er ms of matter and si:irit . From t te ?r sr.mati o f oint ·.-;e t_ave s't:o\m 

se c ~ di s cussion to be fn t ile and stuvid1for thP l~ tter wacted to 

I enetra~e tr.e i cart of reel i. ty by turning sway f r om 1vi..e t is reel. 

io ? rs~mati sm Ketter i s known only as s gr oup of attri butes. Similarly ._,,. 
~t~ t we term es Soul is revealed only ~ en S£~regate of ideas. 

"~1· e fact of tr.e bare coLesion itself is all tl:et t.e not ion of tte 



substsn~e si ~nifiee. Behind that fa ~t i s nothing". \ ' To Jamee Matter 

3 

\ I 
er.d Spirit is e alrage , e fruitl ess se arch . "The worth and interes t 

of t he world consis t not in i t s elements , be these t hings or be t hey 

zonjun~tions of things , it exists r a ther in t t& dr amatic o~t ~~me of 

tl.e wlJole pr ooese 6nd in t he mean i ng ~hi cb the elements work out in 

tte s~~ cesetve stages" . rcis ~uestion we saw therefore to be trans

formed into another ~bich i s more appeqling t o tte human mi nd end 

heart. 

Schiller ~oes beyond the territory a lloted to t he Pragmatist. 

Ee takes no t e&perienc .~ f or wha t i t ie. 1 0 him ti:e un i verse ts a 

Sphinx from whicl: he .vial.es to exact t he secret. how ar.:l from what 

it came to be. ~he materialistic end Idealis tic interpretotions of 

t i.e uni ver se a r e bot h one - uided a n1 inevitably lead t o s~h je~t ivism. 

Ee t r a ces e~pertential t hings t o e trane~endentsl and monts t i ~ 
' 

ultima te. t o a sort of intelligent force centres. Thie he i~entiftes 

wi t t a God Spirit. In his s c b£me he has the t rans cend ental ego ~hich 

thickin~ of itself produc~~ end colds together the Ptenomenel Sel i . 

The ptenomenel horld is ~ro rl ueea e imtlerly by on 1nterac :1on of Go 3 

and t t e postul ated E~o. To tim i nfinity is impossible and meaningles s. tic, 

iher~ fore po s its tha t cosmic pro~csses t o be in f i nite t i rne. Uow it 

secma t o me t t et s~tiller tere ha A compromised t o hi s intellect ua li st i c 

' b -.. propens ity or infl~ence. Pe ~as de cla r ed u truce et we en Idealists 

end Meterie!i sts. Ee divided ; t e kin~d om of Existe nce into t he 

?reno~ens l and t he l ltimete. tt6 fo rmer he ~a ve to t he Mat eri al ist s 

;.ti l e tl:: e l a t t e r l:e pa ve t o t Le Ideo liste. r im tterefor e I .. ,ill omit 

frorr cons1d er a tion i n tbis ci.apter. 

? r s P!!la tism avoi ds t r ansleti nff ~ee l1 ty in terms ~ f mat t er or spirit 

or an~ other entity bee· us e SL Ch e ctara cter izat i on ~ ould meke ~eality 

s tat i~ . To him as to ~errson ~eA lity i s ~ 1weys on t he ~o. t t is a 



pro~ees 1nmich not r.1n~ ~ s e~tual12e<'I. "In ever .v series of reel terms 

not o~ly do t te terms trems elves and t hei r associa tes and environment 

~henre but we ohan~e entl their MEANING f or us ~henges eo that new 

k ind s of s ameness and tapes of causation continually ovme i nto view 

ond eppeal to our int er es t s . Our earlier lines taving ~rown irrele-

vs nt are t hen dropp€t!" .' • 
~e are l ivinF in s world o~ contin~ous 

ctan: e , e world of pe rpe t ual becoming . Tha t •ature is mobile)is t he 

onl y constant f eet t bst is burnt fnto O\il' c.::inecious r-.ess. :her e are 

no t bicgs but activities. St a tes .and subs t aneee a re but t he bypos

tatizetion of our e f f orts. Tti1*s are contra ctions of ' e fl owing 

reslity a ffe ~ted by our .• emory o~ by our ~meginett~n . The pe~ticulo r 

fo!'~ t r.at tr.ese contrac t ions a ·:osume iepend s on t he s c t i vi t ;· on •hi~b 

consciousness ie bent end to serve r.hi ~h i t hes arisen. 

Conac1ousness itself is no t ~n en~it;, wi th a 1efi ni te fo r m. 

i ~ i s an experien::e , a rnen:.e l a =t i v1ty , a f eeling of ter.s ion , effort, 

01~ po si t i on . ., e feat ano tr i umJ. h. Mental l ife a s well as pb~;si eel 1 i fe 

is r·n a bsolute movemen ~ . I t i s R grespiilp. , :ontrt1 c~ ing nnd holding 

to~et ! er of wra t is, in i t s ebool~te na ture fl o~in~. 

An~ th~t -flux ts continuous . ~be stream of realities comes not 

by breaks an1 j olts . I t is - ot a strin~ of serar a t le en~ unrelstcd 

e t= ~ sJ1 es. "!l;ey run ir:to one anoti.e r :ont i nuously and s-eem t o int er-

penetr~ te . ~ bat in t bem i s relation and wuat is mat ter is bard to 

dis cern. You feel no on e of t hem a s inwardly simple an i no two as 

wholly ~i tto ut confluen:Lthere ~he ~ t ou:1 t here is no datum so small 

es nvt t o stow t r. i s mys~ery , if mystery i t be . Tr.e ti ~iest f eeling 

: t a t ~e =an possibly have comes witt en €erl i er and a l ater pert and 

~iit e cense of t t e i r :onttn~ous pr o:ess ion." " Ever~ smnller state of 

~o~E:tous~ess, coc~rete ly t eM en overf l ows its o~n de f i nition. Only 

~on:e~i s are sel f i dentical, only 'reason ' de ~ l £ with :lo ~ e~ e~uations. 

:a t~re i s bu t a na~e f or excess ; e ve r y poin~ 1 n her ope ~ e out and runs 



i~tc t he mor e ; and the o nl~ ~uest ion, wi t h r efer ence t~ any poi nt we 

~a) l C oons id Lring i$ bow f Er in~o tbe r est of nature we may bs ve to 

~o in order t o get eLti r ely bejoud ; t s ove r flow. In the pulse of 

i r.ner life i mmed i s t cl y }'r esent r.ow i n ea ~h of us is e l ittl e pes t, e 

little f uture, a l i ttle ewer ene su o f our own bod&'( , of each oti1ere 

p er~ons, of t hese s ubl i miti es we a r e t r y i ne to tal k about". 

':e co~e oarr:e a on t t. 1 crest of t i.e pres ent end t t.ougt t he 

nome~ ike t e s ve n pu t s be f or e o~r eyes e begi '.n ing- e r.d a te:-mi nus 

1 n tl:e f orm ot' the horizo n we muBt fe el that the curren t i 2 or. 

unendin~ one, without e ~aolute beginni ng nor end. "Esch p articular 

fro~es~ to cim ~ho lives tbr:ougt i t, defines itsel f bJ it~ ori~in snd 

i ts f Oel; but to qn obser ver wi t h e wider mindspan who stoul~ live 

o~ts i~~ of i t, t tf t gocl ~oul i a~pear bu t o ~ rovis ion: l h9lt i ng p l a ce 

o n~ tl. e subJe~ t i vely fe l t sot i vi1CJ :.ou l d be se~n t o ::ontinue i nto 

on:e::~i ve ~ c ti vit ies t ha t l i e f qr beyond " . 

Pr a r mst i. s m r cpui!iates ! '1 eali sm r:, e o·•u . e t o tr c l s t t e r !'eolity in 

it s tr&e s t ngture is no t a ~ro ce~s . spontaneo~ s. zonti ~uous )n i t s 

ci: s r.f."e 11r.d in.finite ir.. it s compl 1ex1 ty but is r -= t i:: er o stable snd 

ti :r.e l e~s s~ ~1te. r l1 i s · m.:> vement e1nn or.ane e to t r.em is a mere eppeara~oe. 

~ eo li t~ a t bemt l S immut3ble. 

Ard t o t t at con~lus1 on they came becqu s e tte~ cnd ea vore ~ by a 

c:-i es ;; f concepts t o convey .vca~ ?.ee l i t y i s . Tteir attempt i e 

~ ompareol e t o t ha t of ~ c t:emis t wt.6 tr 1es co cons truc t a living pe r s on 

f r om ti s cbcmicsla. l n u r i ng t Le intellectua l isti c me Lhod t t ey 

zorr:mi tted >': O mi stakes. Th e fi r st one: i s , ttot t ~.c .. i de::tif i e d t he · 

con cep t wi t l. ;'!e-:;l it: i tself. .\ co~o ept s t best is bl.i t e s~1muol of the 

tti~~ i t stands fo r bu t no t t e ~t inr itsel f . ~he co~cept or even t t e 

r ri~~ ~n ~or ~ · ~fple ' : s only e conveni er. t subst it~~e f e r t t.e o b~€ ct or 

tte agfr ef · t e of se~sa t ions witb «hi::h : t Lee be come i den t 1f1c1 . T~e 

~or. zep t ~ali ~ tic representction of t he lr.i vcr s e ar.1 1ts r ealities i s 

< 



lihe e menu ci: rd. A per 0 on :!ennot astisfy his buncer ty re~d 1n P. the 
I 

oil l ") f fa re. 

~econdls the l ori oal ~ethod i s incapable of represen~inp. t he essenoe 

of F.eal 1ty whtch to ?rFi~mRti sm i s chF n~c . ;. ere -:'le 1 ave e swiftly rt.shing 

stream, seetlin' ~itt ttF toam of itE waves wbi~h are inceesantl~ breaA

inf . The Idealist wishes to re1 re~Pnt this conti~uous fl ow c1naeme ~ ro

vn1~a 11~ bf e aeri es of snapshots. ~ime ~nd Uotion el~de the descriptions 

of tLe ma tt.emetic1en and the abstr act ions of the metapbJs icien. t he 

~roken dot s of e mPthem~t ical curve and t he loei cien's defi nition o f 

motioL es 'the oooupenc~ 01 ser iell~ su:!cese ive points of space et 

ser1e1: y successi ve ir.s tents o: ~ ice are ooth devoid of :!ootent or real 

c banE?e. :'he mystery of motion tr:ey no not explain. ::ow 4oes oLe eet 

cLe 1o int to t te ot! &r. Suet e mettod of repr6sen:in~ Ren l ity ineviteblJ . 
leeds t o t be en t i·omics of :cno. 

"Eut a l l tr.cse ab~tre ~t ~on~ei:ts are out as fl c,wers ~ stLered, tbey 

ar e only moments ~ipped out from ~t.e stres~ of time, sna~sto ts t DLcn ee 

by e k1r.eto . copic camera. et a life that in i ts oriff inal ~oming is 

• ~ont i r.uo~e . 

:sme~ feel ~ t re utter impo~ency of tLiS method to g ive us ~ 
«.... • 

exf eri entisl ocnsf 01 .reality c f :!ha1'_:re , or wt.Pt Bergson ~al ls ' dta"ee r =ele.' 

And ~ ith due re~ofnition to its velue in otber fields, ce eman~ipstes 

t1~self trom t.he coils ~ f its by~r ot i ~ s~e1 1. 

"For mJ pert I have fi r ally found myself compel l ed to f iVe up t he 

lo[ ic f et rlJ• e~uarely and irrevo c~blJ. It t as ei imf~rish ~ ble ~se in 

t~m~n lif~. but tc~t ~se is not t o meke ~s theoretic olly•eo~ueinted with 

ttc e tsentiel neture of reel itytt. 
1 at:s~ribed :- e a lit:: s s a r. ever :lc•: ~nfr stream. ':' tat fi ~ure 12 o~lI 

half true. ?or in a str cer tte cub~ten~e tha t flows is one- ~~ ter . But 

:~ality to Pref~~t ism i £ r.o t a river ~ith an e~us bl r flo" of sam~ne ~s . 



lm:~~ine s r iver wi th i t 2 eod i.e s o nd r i ppl es for min€" a n undti.l eted 

surfe ::!e v:bi cb refra ct~ t he wt i t e r ays o.f the s un tha t s trH.e 1 t i nto 

its manifold and kelei~o~co~ i:: ao lors. fhe flo~i ng current of 

V" r i egeted r l i etenning O< ator.is 1\'0uld ~ome l'! e a r er to t be Prerm~t ist 1 8 

pi::ture of R€a ltty . ~b e flu x of Jealit · is manifold in itE d i vers i tJ 

sod z ompl cxity. 

In th i s ap~er•nt wcrld of 'incn~ness" the ~uestion 6r :ees is t here 

r.ot elso ( ' oneness ' ? Tl::is (!U es1tion t re J.?re~ma tist hes to f ace enn 

E>n2 \-; er. To tbe I deal ist t his plun~l i::m ii: ~r. ill ueiot, a or c&m. 11£ 
in~ists tl: c •,. wr er. =>O u :!ome oo.-. n 'to t r.c ~ore c~ r e.a l tty e ve r y t t i n r is 

i..resent and co- impl ic9t ed i n e ve:r .. t 'hir:g e l se in one v~ st , i nst~nteneou.s 

e:r1d f>erfe~t comple t eness . ?he V'i:s i bl c mon~ tel escope in t he mi r.d of 

t r e Abs6l l.4t e , tl:.e On e ano Onlr !:1no ., E: r . befo~e wbicb till di ffe:en~e e r,d 

Ib€ PreF~tist opposes ttis abso l ute u r i t y . F.e is una ble t o 

i:eriE:n~e is s mul t um ir parvo pit.ra l l y rela ted, tLa t etJ~i:: r e l e"tl.on is 

one s :-·J· l" ~t ::: h,,rs ~ter, or fun c tior.~1ay of it c be i ng. t e. ken or 1.·:s~- of 
) . 

i ts t akirf so~etting else sr.d t hat a bit ~f reality wh e n s c t i ve ly 

enr.aFed in one o~ ttcse relat io~e s imulta ~ eously". 

' : . t 1 ~ no Lie : houf ! ·J t r. a t .: ~mes ::1 ,,. im::: a bso l utism for plur a l ism. 

; ~ noes r. ei - ;lcr.y t ha t ;;t;ere i ~ un ~ t;. i " tr.c t:r iv&r s e . E.e even admi::s 

t!.o t t i i :.. may t; e pre ·ent to a f r e e t e r d(rre t- :. c~m we estima te. 3u.t 

tti~ uity i s o r:e of :::o?i ::s tens tion r [ tl:er t i.a n - o - : mi;li ::a t i c:.n . " That 

there i s more ~r i on ic a l l t nesc ~ ~~s t ~an o~enly appea r s is ~erts inlr 

trt.e. ?L:.?t tr. ere r..: . . , Le one :on rei~ ,.. pt.rpose , ::;1 ~tem, ki ofi e nd et ors 

t s a le~ i t i m" te t.Y.fO~hests . 4- 11. I Si'!Y I.e r e is th •! t it i s re~h t o 

~ ~ firm :. r. i r i ormr, t i :::al l:;· ;v i tr.ovt; bet ~e:r cvi6cr::::e t i.a n v.-e po ssess a t 

present." 

7 

Pr efmu t ism :po!:li t e for t r. ... 1:ut li.re a ~loser w:ifi~at ion. 11
=-: ve:rytbing 



mstcs etro~£ly for the view t b t our 11or ld i s in::omf letely un ified 

t~ leo l ogi~olly e nd ts ~till tr~i n~ to fe t tts ~nifi~~ t ion better .. 
c. ri:- 'E r. i2cd . 

I shall no i; ~ompl ete ~be :' r s[rr'.~ t. ~ ~ t ... ::::o~nt o~ :: cul i t y i f T do 
; 

nc ~ ea:/ e .!'e .. \'\"Ords ebot:.t tt:e ::-ol e we play in j t , end Pbout h i s 

r romi ~e ~on~ern~nr i t s 3c . ti~~ . The r~iverse jn ~h i 3h we live end 

mc ve is ~o lle~ ble . l t i s li •e t to 3l~y of t he ~ ~~lit or . ~e moul~ 

into t te f orm ~e ·:1ish it to p oa£e~.· . It is ir. a s t a t e of f lt. i1i t y . 

~c are the vcs~cl i c t o wli::h it o r. t Er~ and wten i t doe ~ ~o, i t 

D::?'it:iree t r.t s }.ap e of t r.a ves :-· El irto wr.i~h i ~ t.ntc r s , t La t 1s , of 

u~1selves. ~e re ::eive our Deiog 1~ t hl mi dst of a r o~een of ser s ~ t1 ona, 

r eletions end previous fiO t io~s . From thi s mael str om of per cept ions 

s nd ~onceptions W€ b~il d up our strea ~s of reel1ty. Yo~ ~i l l r Ecs l l 

t Ls t I ssB Pr ogmu t ism s tarte Ol.& t wi t i, s ~onfess ion by et t r i ·buting 

to ea ch per so n e sub~ on i: c i ous l.obbs , a wi ll. ·::betber WE s d:ni t it ·or 

ro t ~ t ie t i.e 1 i cte-: es ~ r t let di re~~ivc !cr~e tbs ~ we mos tlr f ollow. 

Jr. t r.at r uslinr en~ turb~ l ent worl~ of ~ansnees we ~ele ct s r.d em~ ha-

she ~ ome fb~ts a nti tl:o~;:-t ts more t t.an ,·,e ilo ~tl:ers , der.enri inl.l on our 

1 r.tere ~ t. Jeali t y de~e~ds on t t.€ vi~us l and ir.tellt~-u~l p er~pcc~ ive 

·:rto .. r. i ~l:! we tr.row it . /.. e1.i. p :. ir: t en !i~nre ~ 'llO Uld be t6 t be 

=-~ trono".:-r P s tar, t o thP ma t.J.eme ti~ian e nouble tr i Pn;-1 &. To t he 

cne ~ho ~ot e t h ree dollar r a i se ZO would be twenty~ even f l~s three, 

: t 1..le to tr.e one wr.o lo e t t r r ee d ol: er s 11 0 :1oul d be t h irty~hree minus 

ti r ee . :1bt t,; r iv£rs c po s ~cs?e~ f~ c :. s of v· ? riou~ ~orts . It "' 'i ves t i.em 

i~ us S H e cli ent rives hi: case tn h i H la w~er. ~e select e nd br i ng 

out cert 0 in cler.cnt s i~ to l ner r eli e f . 

"Ej- o~r 1 r. ~l t.~ ion 5nr ommi. _i on ::. ::c •ra ce t c:e fi elds e.<tent: bJ 

our e:lpt·, a~i s .·1c mar1 i ·s f ..) r err <n.r.d an5 i t. o~ ~t-f.l'..iun1 ; ti : oi; r or ~cr 

~6 reo f i t i n ~h i s ~ire dt 1 on or in that . ~f re~eive in s hor t the ~le ek 

of marbl <: , tiut we ~arve tr,e s t o ti;e our sel vt s ". 



11 ~·.e pl un,-e f or'A's rd i nto tl:c fi f- ld of f r c$h exr •~r ience l.i ch t he 

t eliefs our ~nccstors end we tr ve mo·e already; ttcae de~e rmine whs t 

\: € notice : wt l" t we r ot i':!e dctf'T'l"ine~ what we do ; wbot ~e do apa tn 

ci c termi r.es ~1f. f. t we experience ; so fr om on& thinp t o enotter, el t t.ott€'i: 

tic 2tubborn f a ::?t rer::m i r.s tt.at t r.e r e : a a sensible :nu.x, whet 1 s 

o~ i t Peem~ f r om fir e t t o le Ft : ~'be ler~e ly e ma tt r r of o&r own 

~rt. fl t 10 ... " . 

~hi s view tn s been e mp hRs i r ed e s~ eaielly t y Eµme~ ism. Let tt not, 
·. 

towever . be ur.derstovd it et Pr~pme : i~m denies t te rc:Pl i ty of Rny thin~ 

e~~~~t my owr. mental imar~ . t he r eali ty of en o b :e~ 1t1ve "orld . ?rs~

.-:ot tem even P.umo n:.~m i s ft r from j oini. Tl f t t.e splJ ip ·tic s:::hool. " 3ub~£ct1'9e 

io~e l i.sts tter efore do no t e~ ist o~ti-Si~e l~r.et i c•as;~ l~ms s nd ce rta i n 

t istor ie~ of p~ilo t: ot- h . " 1o ~im even r eality tbourt it is ~~ l l esble 

~e e r eeietinf hyl e . I f realit ~ wss me r ely tte fen ~osee~ of our o~n 

r~vcric ~ ~le r. here ~o~ln be not tin~ r e: i s tiog . e exper ien::e an 

o b:e~ t ive ~orld f or we nr e el~sys co l lidin; Sf &i nst s omet t inF . 

This worl 3 of ~e~omi~g t t s t I have j us t ~iztured tc ~cu 1s not a 

w.:,r ld .·.i.en~ cc.ir.i e is r :a;; tine li l.e end 1-redi :! teblc:. It is no ~ a i=-o l1::e-

men .. ho h : limi t eo in l: 1s i: r cl"'ened€· to a de finite block . Its bis tors 

is t lc story of an ed vPnt~rer te~t to ~o nLo iter th jnter mi ne ble leng t t 

:rn" tr£ s dth of unexr·lored repions. TlJe 'rlo r l d is uoiJ a • orld .1~t 

inG ... c r abl e cb t; ?e: a~d ef f e:::t s. It:; f u.';ur 1 is ro: dt t er roir.6d e ! t ter by 

' evcletion nor l aw~ . ·-:-e are l . e r-c. en~ .. e , eArer ien:::e t el ls us , are free . 

:'i.f •:orld L- tr.c r efor c or r rull wi t r. r.e 1: i: ossibi l 1 ~lc s. 

":7c veltiee in tr.e -orl~ . ·r.e r i~r. t to e~ -;:::t t i et in i t "' ePpest 

~1~~ents 9~ well ~s i n it s sur fa::e pte·omene, tte ~1tute mey not 

~ic>r.ticall y r epeat a r.d i m1tete t l. F ~ e~t •. 

?tc ~Ly of our ef~are~t s&~:!ession ~an ~ot be ex~lained by c~ueel 

:!on~er t . ·::e :: omMi t t!.e fa lla~:; of ''Pos t t.o ~ er go ll·o pter to ::". 'I t i e 



a ~ere stop-gap, a loof hole , wti~t tt e fut~re wil l l a~e t o exi lD in. 

F.a01in f a pli s tic a nd f l ~ sble u·. ivers e, ful of new pos sibilities, 

~ e ~en end we rrust endebvor t o enha nce and t o ~ erfe ~t it. _t is i uty 

w ~ l l be f~rther elsbor~ t~d i n the ctapt er o~ Et h ics. u - t il we come 

to t h.P t let us for a moment t ake up t r. e Pr sf matic niotion of 'l'na i. . 

IV 



FRAGKATIC TRUTH. 

Let us now turn to the Pragmattst'e account of Truth. Thie 

pbese of Pragmatism has been t he target of the anti-pragmattc critica. 

In this short exposition of the sub~ect I shall take1 tnto cons idera

tion . though briefl7, their obJeottone and James' an1swers, brought 

out by the many controversial articles. 

Pragmatism cannot be thoroughl7 understood ~lllless we h8Te con

stantly in mind the phil osoph1o b•okground in which it eppeare4. 1 

said 'ragmatiem was an attempt to inetitute a reforwa in the tradition

al pbi losop117. To understand the reform, the aim, t;he originalit7 

of the movement, we must therefore know the intellecitual enviromnent 

i n whiob it was born. 

Pragmati81D came into being as a refutation c>f tbe transcend

entalist's picture of Reality and aonse~uently hie notion of Truth. 

We have seen that the Idealist's worl4 was wewen~ bJ7 the loom of the 

mi nd, out of conoeptualietio s trands. The anatom7 <>f bis worla was 

logical. It was therefore one of stability and si1111ltaneit7, a cog

nition of the absolute mind. Having reasoned away tJhange as a mere 

apparition , so what was left was a world of Logia. Syllogisms and 

rel a t i ons (undeviSated laws) were t he essence of tb19t completed 

Reality, having its full expression and consummatio1B in that super

experiential leing, the Infinite. 

In suob an immutable 91ld metaphys i cal worla. relations ere 

per manent end fixed. Truth, t hen , to them, i s absolute and eternal. 

i ndependent of our mental glimpses. It shoots beyo:nd the vale of 

experience end lays bare Reality in its nakedness. Truth ie the copy 

of what r eally.is. Things ere true when they correspond, when they 

sgree with Reality. when they are whet God means us to think. "?rutb ,. 



is the system of propositions whiah have an unconditional claim to be 

r ecognized as valid." "Truth is a name for ell those judgments whioh 

we find ourselves under obligation to make by a kind of imperative 

duty." fhis represents 1n brief some of the Idealist notions and 

definitions of Truth. 

Bow I have sbovn that concepts were mere symbols, signs for 

Reality, but never realities t hemselves. Psychologists have even 

shown that our percepts are suah expedient substitutes end rarely are 

the images of the tbings themselves. If suoh is the case, how poor 

e means and method is at our disposal to picture reality through eon -

ceptual pigments. It is a pure gre~uity to compare the relation ~ ~ 
conceptual worl'Cl has to the world of Reality to a carbon copy. ~he 

letter resembles, corresponds, to the original copy, while the former 

hes not the slightest similarity to its copy. 

Sloondly, the pragmatist ~oes not stamp the Idealist's defini

t ion of Truth a·s untrue. He merely asks for a fur ther eluoidation. 

Re wants the Idealis t to def1n6 roorreapond ' and "Rea~ity". He de8allds 

that the Idealist step down from the pedestal of the jbstractionist and 

give him concrete examples. It is then that he baa bian cornered. 

For, to the Pragmatist, the Idealist has stopped too soon. His defini

tion leaves us in the lurch in the world of practicalities. Be wants 

to know concretely ana explicitly what Truth is, what 1s its motiTe, 

how are we to know when Truths are true and valid, bow are we to detect 

tne' cat egorioal imperative.' so that we may follow it? All these press

ing questions Idealism does not answer. We are left in mid ooean with 

e promise that there is somewhere a lend full of treasures but without 

e map or magnet to guide us to it. T 

The Idealist lives in a world of olou~ It is told of an 

Hegel1an who wished fruit but reJected apples , cherries, etc., because 

they did not come up to the abstract notion of •ruit. It is this 



attitude that makes us rave •"t~entimantally fatuitous for sublimated 

universals, euoh as Justice, Generosity, end Goodness, and never to 

recognize them 1n the oonorete. 

lt is not the pla~e here to speak of the religious revolutions, 

or shall I call it revelations, the irotestant Reformation, wh!ch 

doomed religious absolutism end whioh spelled freedom of worship for 

millions. That forms an interesting story of itself. That same wind 

blew through our political structures end the result is the· 41s

i ntegration of the oosmopolitanism or 1.mper1al181D into a world of ~ee 

end ethnic entities. The only eitadel that seemed impregnable was 

Soienoe and Kathematios. their swa1 , it was thought, was universal, 

eternal, and absolute, brooking no gainsay. the obJeots of Sci~nce 

were thought to be prehuman erchet71>es imprinted in the very form of 

Being. Until very recently the sciences were thought to be Truths 

t hat reproduced obJective Reality without any taint of the scientist's 

Bgo. Ae time went on and experiments leading ta new theories were 

multiplied, this objeetive absolutism of loience end llathemetics began 

to wane. The main forms of our thinking were seen to be mere hWD&n 

habits. One Geometry and one Logic gave place to many geometries an4 

many logics. Rabminian and Shobstoevskian geometr7 baa e~ual place witb 

thet of Euclid. Diverse b71>otheses oonoerning the universe, the ele-

ments. their affinities and reaction, exist side b7 side without any one 

of them claiming to be an absolute trsnsoript of Reality. Soientifio 

;awe end formulations ere now looked upon as being only a sort of con 

~eptuel shorthand and their permanence depends on their usefulness. 

There is no more absolutism in soientifio thought .. than there is in 

t he political or religious thought. 
~ 

The pragmatist is in the front lines of these rebels. He 

ass~ileted and adapted bis theore~ioal attitude to these modern views. 

Ee defies the objectivi ty, the pretension for the infsllibity, the 

lucidity of Truth witb a capital T. It runs contrary to his netur~ 

3 



_. . ..,.., 
to be the recipient of ,charity, be it from tbe hand of the Absolute 

or from a priori intuitions. Re ts made of a rugged netli.re. Be pre

fers e forest and an ax rather than a completed mansion end a Korrie 

ohatr. Por him, "all this carnate Truth is static, impotent. and 

relatively spectral, full Truth being the Truth that energizes and 

does battle." 

Pragmatism starts out ab 1n1tio wita an affirmation that there 

is e Reality external to i· 1tsel~. It assumes realities but it pre

judges nothing as to their constitution. "Por him 88 for hie critio. 

there oan be no Truth if there is nothing t i; be true abovt. Ideas aro 

so much flat. psychological su~faoe, unless some mirrored matter gives 

them cognitive luster." Eut to the pragmatist that Reality is not an 

inert and sealed thillg. lt is a developing world. The Alpha and Omega 

of his Seality is Change. "Our whole notion of a standing Reality 

grows up in the form of an ideal limit to the series ~f successive 

termini to which our thoughts have l•d us and still are leading us." 

Truth is to the pragmatist a process, Just &8 llealth and Wealth. 

They are collective names for activities connected with life. i• must 

not b31>oatethize the activity and think 1t as an entity whose existence 

is independent of the process. "lhe Truth of an idea is not a 

ste@llant property inherent in it. Truth happens to an idea. It becomes 

true, ta made true . by events. Its verity is 1n feet an event. a process: 

The proceas, namely, of its vertfying itself, its veri.FlCA?IOB. Ite 

validity ts the process of its validATIOB." 

Baving presented the pragmatist's view of Reality as a flowing 

stream. full of riplets and wavelets, and that Truth, too, was a process 

in that stream of life , let us examine the obaracteristics. the function 

and tb9 value of that process. 

I hope I have succeeded in showing.,in a previous chapter, that 

pragmatism e~phasizee living. The theater ot man ts Life. In the school 



of Life, men learned to think. He thought in order to be able better 

to obtain bis food, to control and mqster his crude and rugge4 en

vironment. Kental activity was focused on the here and now. It bad 

s practical utility. Cognition bed a vital function and found its 

~orroboration in the suooesstul outcome of that process. As man de

veloped, lta field of aotivity now became complex. It was now not 

merely a physt~al, but an intellectual environment. Thinking then 

i ncreased and its functions increased. The world of 1aprese1ons and 

motions were augmented by that world of conceptions which aoted as 

the reeerYe energy for action."True ideas lead us into useful verbal . 
end conceptual ~uarteTa, as well as directly up to useful, sensible 

termini. They lead to oonsistenoy, stability, and flowing human 

intercourse." 

Bow, th1s is the history of human cognition in general. 

Let us follow the procedure of the thought which ultimately becomes 

enehrine4 as a Truth. There is a disturbing situatior, a need, a 

problem, that has or is willed to be removed . A Truth-claim is 

postulated in the form of a line of action. Bow if the modus agenai 

brings about t he des i r ed r~eult, it becomes verified es a Truth. 

Sometimes the processes msy be purely intellectual ana may be promptecl 

by a will, a supposition, then it too becomes a Truth when it leads 

to no frustration or oontradiotion and becomes assimilated by the paa1t 

Truthe. ~Any idea t hat helps us to deal whether prectioelly or in

tel ledtuelly, with either the a eality or its belongings,that does no1~ 

entangle our progress in frustratioUR that PITS,tnd adapts our life tc:> 

Reality's whole setting, will agree sufficiently to meet the require

mc~t. It will hold true of that Reality.ft 

Fragmstic Trutb,is, it beoomes now evident, realistio ana 

not purely subjective. It contains what the Idealist has, that is, 

i t beers a correspondence with Reality. and in addition is an adapta

tion to Reality. Truth also bas a steering value "through the ooean o~ 



be senaetionel ena ideetionel world. To pragmatism the veriPICA!IOB 

rocess, wbiob we oell Truth, hes eleo e satisfying eseet, but that 1s 

~ot the determining eepeot of Truth. It i s this misconception that 

brought suoh e volley of criticisms upon pragmatism. To the pragmatist 

the element of aetisfeotion, that sentiment of RBtionelity whi ch puts 

the knower in a atete of epistemologioal equilibrium is ind6epensable,. 

but he does not meen it to be ell sufficient. "The pragmatist calla 

eetisfactions fndiepensable for Truth building, but I have everywhere 

celled them insu1f1o1ent", eeys James. "unless •eality be also in

~tdcntally led to." 
I It is only incseee where two possibilities may bbtein with-

out collision with the facts of Reality that the eu~Jective element 

plsys a leading and Justifiable role. Then each Truth verification 

~suslly has four stages. They are: 

"l/ It might be tl'lle somewhere, not self-contradictory, 

"2. It may be true even here and now, 

"3. It is fit that it be true. It would be well if it 

\'.•er trwe. 1 t ought to be true. 

"4. It must be true." 

It would be e~ually a misrepresentation if I did not also 

bring out t~e subjective element that enters into our Truth building. 

Tr~e , Jragmstism starts out with positing an objective •ealitJ, but 

how do we ~~t to know Reality? ls it not through the concrete ex

perience of sensations and relations? Reality, objective and in

separable from our conoeption of it, is inexperiential, and therefore 

for us unreal. Realit1 is plastic and pliAble. ~e help to moula it. 

It is incomplete~ and ever developing. Truth, then, even if it be 

mere copying Reality, is not absolute and rigidly determined. It is 

flexible and concrete, as vartant as are the flow of sensations. needs, 

and strivings, in the river of Life. "Truth here is a relation not of 



our ideas to nonhuman realities. but of conceptual parts ot our ex

perience to sensational perts." There is no Truth ante rem, but frutb 

in rebus. "Truth we conceive to mean everywhere not duplication&, 

but addition: not the constructing of inner copies of alread7 complete 

r ealities, but rather the corroborating with realities so as ~o bring 

ebout e clearer result." "The idea itself, if it ~xiets at all, is 

also a concrete event: so pragmatism insists that Truth in the singular 

is only a collective name for truths in the plural, these consisting 

alwe1s of a series of definite events end that what intellectualism 

calls THE Truth, the inherent truth of aD7 one such series is only 

the abstract name for its truthfulness in act." 

Truth ia n«* t.poeea from without, but exposed from •ithin, 

' . the categorical ought lies in Experience. We follow the colU'se of 

action not because it is a decree cf the Absolute or tee Soul but be-

cause such course is celled for by circumstances. "All the sanctions 

of the law of Truth lie in the very texture of Experience. Absolute 

or no absolute, the oonorete truth .0. 118 will always be that way of 

thinking in wb1ob our var1o~e experiences most profitably combine.w 

iltt ough new truths arise as a response to situations, yet 

they have a past end e larger pre•ent with which they must reckon. 

Elperienoe is a process that ~onstantly presents new material for us 

to digest. In assimilating these and making them real. we take in oon

s ideret1on ell t he other phases ot Reality, sensations ana relations 

and also all our inherited traditions . The latter t bree ere asked to 

vote on the admiss ion of e new candidate. Any one of them. the ttir4 

as well as the first two, may blaekbell i t. 

Ta~ individual comes into eel!-conacioueness with a stook of 

opinions, wbicb through the social group be hes inherited from the psst. 

This forms hie c~ltural apper ception. "Their in~uence is absolutely 

controlling. Loyalty to them is th e first principle." \Yben a new 

? 



element arises which blends with that me ss of opinions , it is quiokly 

absorbed. Such usually slip in ULnotioed. But meny times new experiences 

br~ng us elements that contradict the Pest and demand e rearrangement of 

It is then that we have e mighty struggle, for we are conservative. 

truths of yes terday have been engraved on our souls, and we cannot 

tbem off es we do the writing on a blackboard. Bew truths that de

a complete r epudiation of p9et truths ere immediately rejected as if 

by instinct. We then begin to substitute that by a more compromising 

and ec~eptable truth, en~ the resultant new truth ia usually e fitty

fifty affair. "Bew truth is always a go-between, a smooth-over of 

transitions. It 1Wtrries old opinion to new fa~t. so as ever to show 

a minimum of Jolt, a m6ximum of continuity." 

When a new truth becomes reconciled with a rearranged and 

modified iast, then it gradually is c~nceived to have been true 

even long ego. The truth i s t~~ projected into the fast. It is even 

an t edated. "Though our disooverr of any one of them (truths) m&y only 

date from now, we unhesitatingly say that it not only is, but was there, 

by so saying, the Past appears conneoted more consistently with whet 

f eel the present to be. Thie is ~ietoria truth. Moses wrote the 

Pentateuch, we tbink, because if be did not, ell our religious habits 

will have to be undone. Julius Caesar •es real, or we oan never listen 

to history aga i n ••••• " 
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Pragsnatism 1 call ed an Etr..ical phqooophy. There is no otber 

eystem of thoQght that bl enl s i tselt so v.·ell to an active &nd aspiring lite 

program than does th'l pragmatic outlook. ~ery pho.se of pr~tisrn l eads up to 

the ethical aspect v:hlch forms the crowning p oint of the entire system. l ta 

.:pi stemology -.ti th its emphasis on thitJ, our experiential \70rld, 1 ts meta;ph3sice 

which lays before us r eality, is i t s plastici~y and ite posaibility, ite 

dc~tri:ne of Truth, wi •.h 1 ts practical! t~ t "''**' and 1nstnunentality. All 

i ve ethical implications. All t hese are progressive stages that find thei r 

culmination i n its Ethics. 

Pras;nati sm' s outlook upon the '"Orld ls a Jlelioristic one. The 

mc.terialistic interpretati on of the universe as the r esult of agl tatlons ot 

atoms , blind f orces V70rking mechanically, is one that makes our blood IUn 

cold. 1 t promises a future tb&t is ghastly and spect:al. 11Z:tc ener&f.es of 

our system will decay, the &lory of the sun will be di.amed, ond tbe earth, 

tldeless and inert, will no longer t ol erate the race i'<hich has tor a moment 

dlsturbed i ts solitude . l!a.n will go~ down into the pit , and all hla t hougbte 

w111 perlao. ~he uneasy consclousneaa which in this obscure corner has for a 

brief space broken the contented silence ot the universe , will be at rest. 

uat ter will know itself no longer. 'linperishabl e m<WIJ!!Ant•' and 'imDortal 

deeds,' death 1 tself, and love stronger than death, will be a.a if th~ had not 

been. llor v.1.11 ~hlng that is, be bett6r or worse for all that the labor, 

genius, devotion, and suffering of man have striven through countless a.gee to 

ef"fect . " Such 11 cosmic exegesis n:ust l ead t o PessimiStQ - - t hG consciousness 

that our ideals and reality a.re a hostile t o each othe1·. Life then does not 

seem worth living and men seek the Schoepenhaurean open door, -- Death. 

Idealia"D - on the other band, goes to the other extreme . By 



positing an 4bsolute as the all e~compasslng and a ll suf ficient and perfect 

leall ty, !!an ls glven an unending vacation. The desti~ of Universe 1e in tood and 

able hands . All is now and will continue to be well . The Absolute will realhe 

his ide~: and ':'11 shes even w1 thout our conscious efforts. The ro&d 1s clear. 

\7e may ~dOYm &nd sleep &.way and in our mental vision. dream the Absolute. Such 

an atli tude is a moral anaesthetic and that •pella death to peysical and moral 

endeavor. Both imply detenninlsm. 

The prasmati st assumes the middle course. I« is melioristlo. V"te 

theate r of man's activity and striving was thiw mgsed earth which througb e•rl

ence we can see, both w1 tr.a our physical and mental eye. Experience, being the 

mentor of Truth and Reality, has taught us that t.1lia world la not a bed ot roses. 

tt is a thicket t'Ull or thorns and briers. It cuts and lacerates those that p&fts 

~:;. It ls a world tull ~t pain, misery, poverty, mtfering, de3.th. ?lature•a 

clawe are stained. w1 th the warm blood ot her victim. Evil aboundeth where'er we 

turn. The se to the prasnatist a.re facts and real! ties. ro the Tdeal1st they are 
le 

ineradlcal/sceneey necessary for the denouement of his .Absolute. Pragnatism, 
... 

despite its admission tllat the universe i s one v.1.th evil it, doea not offer you 

as a sol tltlon a physical annihi l ation, nor does 1 t admonish you like Brallmlem to 

passively melt yoar ep ~ into the great "rld-k>irt t, nor doe a it oounael TOil 

to denature yourself w1. th a herml t like life, nor to wi thdrmr trom this world ot 

sin a.nd strife to the monastic life ot medi tatlon. To h1m a concentration on 

another world, be it even a heaven. hallowed and haloed, le a dodging of an obli_.. 

tion t o work and strusgle. He urges 7ou to stick to your post and never mind the 

\ I. ' bureting shell• and shrapnel. Hie exhortation la to tight out. 

But 70u ~ask~ that recklessness and toolhard.1neaa? la lt not 

eq11iva10Dt to 8111cide - to a meaningl.eee martyrdom? No, sa-ys the pr~tlat.. 

Thia world ls not perfect 'but 1t can be mde better. It ii not a 

final edition. 
The cosmic drama is now belne written and 'l'e are tar from th• tinl•• 

2-



1he unlverse 1s not a rigid and completed block u.niverae. It 11 in a atate ot 

flu1d1t7. and it 1e composed of dl•erse and independent elements, possesaing 

di verse Taluea. We can separate them and sieve cn:.t those that w tind to be 

ham:tal to ue and retain and enhance those that are desirable and adva.ntageoua 

f or our llh3aical and higher selves. "a. Olir thoughts dete!!mlne ocr act:. am. oaJ" 

acts 94.etem.ine the preTioue nature of the world"• W'e are its composere. wo 

a.re here w1 th aims and aspirations, ldeaa and idea.le and we can make this pla.eUo 

mass of matter siTo echo to them. 

We b&Te seen that the recognition ot ~ in th11i world which 1e 

melioristic - capable Cli improvement - 1tartecl the ethical. ball of pragnatism 

a-rolling. 1 t WU the ehallen&e for man to dare and do. !J:llJ.a aandane world Of 

s t:niggle and Sl:dterina le a bracing atmosphere for man's mo1.i act1v1 t7• But how ..,.. 

3 

about his nature. Ia thia respome a natural or externa.117 comptilao17? PragJD&ti~ 

man~ie a creature that mriahee morale. ideal.1. It ia tngra.1.ned in bia. Jlan'• 
mer nature 
~rs tor these no leH than Ila does~ hie b~ tor COo~l. It 1a a tact -

a force we feel and e~rience and which m.1t be aat11tled. l t i a this feeling 

that make• Jamel eay, "lf a certain tormala for eJCpressing ·the nature of this 

world viola tea rtl3 moral demand, 1 shall feel aa tree t o thl'iow it overboard, or at 

l east t o doubt, as 1f it disappointed 'llf3 demand tor uni1'om1 ty of seqo.ence. for 

example: the one ~emand being, so far as I can aee, quite aa subJective and 

emoti onal a.s tbe other i s " . 

Jiow the track i s clear. we a.re set - but what a'll•otit t.he goal. \\'bat 

assurance have we that 1 t is w1 thin reach? We are moral l>elnp, btlt the uni verse 

harbours us ~Dhospi tabl1 • 'W'bat assorance have we tomorrow that 1ome new force 

will not spart out of apace and overturn the strtic ture fo r which, with the 
• 

of our brll9, we labored 8 0 much. Perhaps the un1vers• at J~eart i&, if not 

amoral'
' is indifferent to our strivings ,w,.nd our efforts. 

imnoral, :i.t least 

neat 

mi.ta ie 
'k1l:llD I 

the mater'alistic i n t erpre&atlona.thereof. N0\!11 1dl.&t's the use, then. 
implied by " 

t l ' llternatt"1c.whlch te&r8 
of it all. if it may ult1.mately be doomed? ~his gbas y c 



.. 

to tatters our moral needs &a)'1- cravings and conduct-. demands that we interpret 

the uniTl!rse theistically, that 18, "lhe artlrmatio"l of &i eternal moral order and 

the lttting loose ot hope" •• lieli{;ion, t o JCim8s, supplies th~ need because 1 t 

prlm&.rily posits the belief that "the best thln,ga are the mor~ eternal things, . 
the overlapping things, the things in the universe that thrO'lr the le.st s t one, ao 

to speak, and say the fl nal word." 

J ames shows the i nd.ispens1b111 ty or th.at posh tl atu from analysis of 

bodi l y behavior. The peysiologioal machine ry for hlll1l41n actions are divided into 

':hree depar tments, the sensory nerves, th9 reflex centers ancl cerebral cortex, and 

thi rdl~ the motor nerves. The first conducts the sense lmprt~ssioni. The second 

department tune. tions cognitively. It cla s s ifies them and t r.ansml ta them to th.e 
t o 

Clotor nerves , to the departments that reacts/the etlmdi. Bow the intellect here 

is seen to be merely a means to an end -- which is ac t ion. 0-.ir lite, W:Uch is a 

life of inor3l action, we h&ve seen, demands a rellgioue interpretation of the 

phenomena.l flux. The intellect, the central department of o'llr psychical life, 

t oo, mu.st accept that religloua belief i f 1 t is to to.lfill the essentia.'.' 11 reg.il at

i ve tunction, of sh.a.ping our cilsordered sensory ezperienoe i.nto a conception of 

the world which encourages all our ideals and s t riving. "l~r not a blind f orce 

rtina things we may reasonably expect be t.ter issues." 

~thics and Religion are therefore in.separable and mutual'\supportabla 

comrades. 

'''?he capa.ci ty of tbe strenuous ::nood lies so dee:p down among our 

natural human posc~'l:>ilit1es ~hat even i f there were no metnphysical or traditional 

grounds f or bel1ev1?1G in a God, mmL would post11lr..te one s llmplJ as a pretext tor 

livi~g ha.rd and getting out of the game of existence its klaenest poesibilitiea of 

zest." 

truth. 

''In the interests of our own idea.l of systematically unified moral 

therefore , we, i.s wo-..ild-be phil osophers. Jlllat podfLlate a d.iviue thinker, 

and pray for tile victory of the religious cause." 



If this "&"orld or change is at heart in sympathy with our i deals, i t lt 

is t o be read. theistically, then tb<)re .ita.st be b&.k of its !leetingness and frlgtit-

1'.il ness a goal, some glimmer ot a purpose. 

Thls design le working itself out , not through the so.pernatural 

tulminatious but through natural l aw. Evol utions present an upward curre. There 

is teleolo~ discernible t o Sc!lll l er even in our world er mechanical forces . 

James postulates such a design because of its cash val<ie, because it stiwlate1 

ooral fervour. To him, too , it is attained through natural procedu.1 ·s. "1'he aim 

of God is not merely, let us say, to make men and 2ave them, but rather to get thia 

done through tbe sol e aseney of nature 's vast machinery•" 

£8 for the evident purpos6less and icmoral aspect ot many or the 

na tural phenomena, prag:natis.m o:Nenm no whl tewashing fornmla. It ad.mi ts, as we 

have seen, the existence ot evil, with all 1 ta r eal1 ty and poignancy. It is here, 

and we, w1 t h our heroic efforts to m1llimi:e a.mt eradicate i t, are cooperating v:ith 

God , whom pragmatism conceives , - I should rat.her s~ expe riences, -- a.s Fitl t e and 

h:umaniatic -- without the metapb1sical. ewbellishmenta 0£ scholastic tbeol oa. 

"Evil will be overcome not by get ting h &2.fgehoben in the Absolute , but 

b; dropping it out altogether, throwing it ove1·bos..~ and getting beyond it, helping 

t o make a universe that shall forget 1 te very pl ace and name. " 

We then a...-e bu ilding a better s tage for the f\lture . ':Je are andergoing 

11\Q.l'tyrdom, but :tuture human! ty dhall theref ore be saved fro::n worse and from equ.al 

suff ering. "If I am to suff er sh.1J'\\'1"9ck and will never reach port, ! shall not 

o.bc.ndon the venture. Otilel'e \'.1.ll have be t ter f ortune and succeed.'' 

we rw.y be lika doge in the l aboratory who, bei ng vivisected, a.re under

~ing t.he ex.er.ici&ting a gonies of the knife , vlho bark and shriek at tbei. r human 

execution,::: But were those dogs to see the possible healing to the ~ad.a 

tl1.At t his martyrdom may s lve, the heroic in \.h am wo:ild arise and they wou.ld submit 

to tbes~ torture s gladly. 



"tie m&¥ be ", says Jamee in another place, "in the u.niverst as dogs 

a.nd cats are i n our libraries, s eeing the books a.nd hearing the conversation, but 

having no i nkling ot the meaning of it. all. " 

llan' s r ol e is a nobl e one as well as all an heroic cna . He is not 

me rely a weather-vane that is at the mer cy of e11ery breeze, nor is he a pappet 

that dances to the v.'111 and whim of the Gods. Ee is free t o act and t o choose. 

11l.Um is essentiall y a being who chooses. " Nothing is set tled or knosn i n adv&ce. 

The prasm&tiat does not endeavor t o prove this , because it , as well as determinism. 

i s not capGble of proof. We are f r e e because we f9el 011rselves so. By an sot of 

llbert:r v:e assert ou r liberty. It 1s only thro-.:gh retrospection th&t we think 

ll":ese acts t o be f~talistic . But life" 11v-iewed from t he outsi de , is ~re cha.nee, 

eood or bad f ortune; f r om the i nstde it i s a!! a.ct of spontaneity and of c~eative 
~ 

freedom. " lJ.an being free ha s an important r ol e t o pl~. It ~ bo small, but 

yet is not insiCUifics.nt. ?ht utilhation of that . it. tle ;iotet.tialit~ in him may 

be of some {;Ood . I ts ne~oct may resul t in a vast a:immt of ham. ~ t hrambue 

in the statesman' s ear may put an e::np11"e out of sear. 

This tn brief is pr~tlsm' G pict .ir e of m&n ' s ethical ordeal i n this 

hazaniuous uni ver se. "a "' .111 ve:-ture tho per i ls of une•'Plor ed l.i.nds and seas, for 

!CC..Uriol 3Cqu.i s1tioua and discoveri es. 7lby will he not do it f or mo ra lity too? 

Prag::natis.m is cc·n.sist en t i n 1 t s ethic s as in its epistemol og i n that 

.i t doe s not p r es en t a. code of abs ";.r~t ethics . 1 t l e&.ves that to the individual' & 

ci?'c-i.llllsta.nces. This does not meo.n t.bat t he ethical value ~:e ttri"011te t o an a.ct 

i s subjective i>eeds have au intr insic value , according to their expanding good

ness end potentiality t o s~tisfy the maximum as~ rations of tlie 4oer. and those 

.:ho are kti~tely bound up dth h1.m. ".l crumot understand the wi llingness to 

a c t , no mat t er now ,.,e feel, r.1 thout U e t eHe f U-~t .:ic ~s a.re really good or bad." 

Th! s , i n brief, represo1.ts , 1'0t ·.! .. e ottics, iT.: t U .. o etnic&l outlook of 

l t. is ~ outlcok ~hat sti =.ilates ...t..l ennobl es. l t poi nts tc this 

~orld of c:q>e rience. 
It p:~fe!"s t he s tont.J sea, :.ts iusr.i:lg w::ves, ::.nd tJ1e raging 



wi nd, r~ther than a supernatural heaven or a hennit ' s seclusi on, or the s,pecul at1ve 

snlli!!!'ltions . Pragmati sm appealsto our chival ry . It &.r0uses our spirit of ad-

vent ur e , our he r oism and. ou r chD.llen~ fo r sacrifice . It .:.llie s us 'Iii 1.h God, 

•::·hose compani on and co- worker -::e ·oecome. 

The universe i s in our h2.nds ; <:e c3.?.1 moul d and en!l.3.nce it. 0-..ir Past 

i er:i:l.llds it , ou r natures crave it, the futur e l ooks to us . Unborn b"enerations _....... a 
i 'Dpl ore u s . mio can be indii'fe!'8nt to such a visi on? ':,'ho i s 1t. that will/<leaf 

e~r t o such a call ? 

7 



EXPERIE!JJE AS THE BaSIS 01 JUDAISK. 

Beligion we defined as our r eaotion to life in the broadest 

and de.pest sense . It is a striving, an activity, a process. When a 

wheel is raoillg its rnu.nds , the spokes and the empty spaoes between thea 

are invisible. You do not seea them move. In faot, you do not see 

t hem at all. What we do see is but an apparently bomogenoua and sta

tionsry diso. Bow when that wheel is in motion that diso is as real as 

~re the spekea when it is stationary. Eut that reality is not the sub

stance or obJect it 1.m}>resses us it ia. It is but t;he result of the 

wheel's swift motions. Similarly r el igion, substdn1;ively conceived, is 

like t he concomitant c!iso produced by a Reality and Li f e that is oon

stently changing. Perhaps this simi le will hold be1iter. •• say of an 

actor, of a singer, of a lecturer, that he displa7s pereonality in his 

work/ Wow by personal it7 we clo not mean a substal'la4:t to which we can 

point our finger. but rather a mode of activity wi1tb a unique touoh. 

Religion is a process, as a mode of life, csnnot be looked upon 

9s a segment of life. The whole oan not be identified with a part. Nor 

~an it be conceived as something we can diapense or do1'fl on certain 

oc~esions 9 ancl certain periods . It is as ineradicable as ie our breath

ing. The attempt to divorce one from the other will result in the 

death of both. 

Judaism is such a phenomenon. It is a modEt of living. It aims 

to pervade every nook encl corner of life. That s c:counts for 'll• 
ebunaanoe of its ceremonies. lt ie interesting to note that the early 

sour ces of Judaism, the Bible, the Talmud, have no definite term for 

r eli gion, .-C,n the substantive sense. Ancl even tociay to the old Jews 

who have not absorbed foreign concepts and labels , the word that desig-

nat es t hat religions phenomenon is Jewishness (Yidd iehkeit), which 



connotes as best aa a word can do the sense of motion and aotivity • 

Judaism to them is a strange name .foi that activity •hiob ie bound up 

with a concrete people and their doings. It is aausing how that term 

1.s setirically treated in the Yiddish prese,at times, by avowedly re-

11.*ious Jews. 

If religion is inseparable trom life end ie coterminous with 

every. activity or life, it must then be b&sed on experience. on our 

di rect and confluent contact with things end events. It must be based 

on our consciousness of interaction between the ego and things eiterLal 

to it, be they phyai~al or psychical, on the si~ultaneous feeling ot 

the I in relation to oo~crete ~ime and concrete Spaoe. •or life ie a 

chain of experienoee. lb:perienoee of desire, strain, effort, defeat, 

triumph, growth, obange end adaptation are lllaka thereof. It is from 

suob experienoee or knowledge-felt, that we get the faots and fire 

which keep the embers of our spiritual life burning. The experiences 

of raw immediacy that usually preoede reflective thought and analysis 

stimulate seers and saints, preecbere and prophets. They are the visions 

through which we may behold the divine. 

Bow Experienoe -- that int~itive (but not a priori) knowledge 

that constantly keeps our mental beg replete -- may be varied not only 

in content but in its mode of ec'iuisi tion. A fact may become engraved 

in our oonsciouenees through various media. We may have a purely 

pseudo-personal end individual experience. It is when the stimuli 

whicb impinges on our mental life comes seemingly to the person without 

the aid end accretions due to its having passed through other sentient 

beings, i~re is a direct connection between the ego and the object. 

It is conveyed to him not through the wires of social conduction. Such 

psycbio sensations ere not continuous. They are violent. Like a flood 

they burst upon the individual. breaking through the mental barriers of 

hie Bgo. Suob are the experiences of rare men, of spiritual gen*iaea, 

r 



of saints and myst1oe. 

Then we have socialized experience~. They oome to us bearing 

t be integrated experiences of s group of whiob we are a pert. We then 

ere like drops of water in a large receptacle filled with auob liquid. 

We ere one and hoaogenous with the whole mass. can 
lf we/oall ourselves 

individuals. then we move forward or upward in aooordanoe with the 

motion an d d 1reotion of the mess that surrounds ue. Examples of auoh 

experiences fill our daily lives. They are continuous riplets and 

wavelets that are hardly discernible except in t i mes of a storm, when 

they become a tempestuous ocea,.with raging and surging billows. Suob 
"".,,. 

experiences are current in times of national crises and commotions. 

That integrated and social experience that contt.nually keeps the in-

d 1 vidual' s mind going , i s actt not entirely the result and impress of 

the present life of the group. On the faot,of things there is the in

visible wu~king of the pest. Just as the wind can move and pert~rb 

t he surfaoe of the f~ Just so can the undercurrents effect it. 

These upward and forward forces are transmitted through the beliefs and 

actions of the group. ~rom the unfathomable ooesns of the present 

and past,experiencea oome oonstantly bubbing up, ~ffeoting the indiv&aual 

s nd the eooial group. 

Let us now ask ourselves the question. Whet part does the 

element of experienoe play in Judaism? Is the tendenz of Judaism auoh S. 

that will tolerate end even c\Altivate such a method of ascertaining its 

r eel itiee? 

~ periences play in Judais m/ Judais m, I hope I have shown, is not based 
ethical 

Let me commence with en in~uiry as to the role that group ex-

on a superior conoeptual creed. nor on a claim o! e higher/system. nor 

on e peculiar uultural coloring, nor on spasms of char i tableness. It is 

the modus vivendi of e partioulsr people, i t i s t heir obereoter, t heir 

soul. And Just becsuse it is incarnated in the doings and destiny of a 

certain people, and hes not been devitalized into purely abstract ana 



1ognitive dootrines, a sort of Procrustean bed upon which any one would 

. .,, t herefore it is more hospitable to bzperientisl klaowledge, for it 

1osi ts a living body, Israel, oapable of receiving imJpreesions and 

;iving r eactions that poss ess a uni'i.uenees. Ana the SJphere of sotivitJ 

1f t his ~~ing and changing body it confined not to orne local area, 

1or to one period of time. We have therefore that which oonstitutee 

:xperience, "a fiel a of coneoiouenees, plus 6n attitude in regard to 

;bese objects. plus a sense of self to which t his attitude belongs." 

The following ~4;'111 bring out more lucidly my contention. 

:hristianity in its primitive period, with its oommunistio form of life, 

Li ving in mind (memory) anJ in body the life of the Kessiah, was based 

>n an element of experience. The group and also the 1nd1vi4uale PELT 

~ he force of the life of Jeaae. It was to them a peyabio E.xperienoe. 
and the Iicean Council 

lll their aspirations were based on it. But with Paul./a new factor 

?ntered , which in time drowned the old experiential element of primitive 

~hristianity. Thie was the introduction of the dogmatic 01 cognitive 

9rt icles. By tbese I do not mean the doctrinal parts of Vhristianity. 

wbicb are common to moat religious systems, suob for example as the 

Provi aenoe of God. Freedom or Immortality. etc. ~besE1 ere m•tters wbiob 

ae may feel end be convinoed of, end the mind may evun corroborate them. 

l r €fer to the credal elements of Christianity. suob us the Trinity, 

ReSlUlZ'eotion, the supernatural oharaoter of Christ, e1~o., the elements 

which do not come spontaneously within the purview of our experiential 

natures but must be accepted on their authoritative Olr pseudo-transcendent 
very 

el charact er. Now these/elements Christianity hes ts.Jren up end in -

t ellectual ized into a metaphysical theology end made ·them the ver1 

t biboleth of it s leith. Suoh wes the cheraoter and criteria of 

Christian allegiance during the Mediaeval times end p1eya even now a 

great role in that Church, wi th the exception of Uni1~~risns. Now 

Chris tianity bed to r esort to t hse super experientiel dogmas not without 

good r easons. Christ i anity beginning with Peul aapi1red for universal 



dominion. It allied itself with the political state or empire. es

pecislly in times of Charlemdgne, which also cherished that goal. It 

therefore bad to drop the experiential elements which tend--\oward 1J1-

d i vidual 1 ty ot expression and to national c!:ieintegration\ The7 de

~ersonal ized the voice of Feith into abetraot end universal dogmas. 

i itb the un'tversalization of Chriatianit7,(whioh m~ant the reduction of 

Chr istianity to metaphye icel articles ot faith) and with the emphaeie 

on the literal assent to these, rather than the life history of its 

founder. Chris tianity beceme unexperiential. rhe tbeolog7 and not the 

history and ethics of a .Jesus-life was the important end salient factor 

of Christianity up to very recent times. Judaism. on the contrary, 

though at times it sent forth universal strains baaed on ethical prin

~iples. yet never depersonalized its EGO. Israel was to out e figure 

even then. It always manifested a ~ill to kive. as well 88 to Believe. 

One wee indispensable to the other. And by living Judaism always meant 

e~ttng and experiencing, rather than giving oredal aesent to doctrines. 

"Rsbbinism", says Herfferd, "prescribes what a man shall DO, and defines 

bis Rervice of God in precise rules, while it leaves •1m perfectl.J un

fettered in regar~ to what be shall BELIEVE. Suoh a thing 88 a doctrinal 

oreed is foreign to Rabbinism, K81JDonides notwithstanding. Historical 

Cbriatisnity prescribes wbat a man shall BELIEVE. end defines the true 

faith 1~ prec6se creeds; while it leaves him perfectly unfettered in 

r egard to what. he shall DO, unfettered, that is. except by his own 

conscience. Christianity never set up a morel creed• she did not mske 

sine heresy, but heresy e sin." "Historical Christianity is based on 

the conception of orthoDOXY, Rabbinism r ests on tho conoeption of what 

I venture to call orthor~Y. The one insists on ~aith, and gives 

liberty of Works; the other insists on Works and gives liberty of ~eith." 

secondly, Juda ism is en historical religion. It is not based 

exolustvely on the noetic or dogmatic principles. but is intimately 



sssooiated with t he life of a people. It came not fu1m1nat1ng out of 

crecked heavens, but developed just as the people developed. It has 

tte=efore a history just ae the peopte bas a his tor1, and that histor1 

is e continuous one, where the Peat flows into the Present. The group 

l i ves not onl7 the present, but also the past. Into the Jewish oon

eciousness the individuars and the group's experienoe not only of toaay 

even of yesterday bre con.:tluent. In no other religion does history, 

experience of the past, play such an important part. Tbe Bible ie-

to the Jew is just euoh a record of experiencea of bis people. The im

portence t hat was gtven to the Pentateuch was because that, more than J 
other part. contained those experienoes. It was not because it was 

sanctum sanctorum of Jewtsb doctrine. Later authorities have shown 

to us how perfectly flexible end under exigencies how unbinding these 

do~trinee ana laws may be. 

Snother instance whioh illustrates the part ttist history plays 

Ju3a1sm oan be seen from the meaning that was attached to the various 

f estivals. With the exception of Dew Year and Day of At6nement. most of 

O\il' festivals and holidays have been given an historical background. 

been pluoked from tbeir naturalistic environment whieb was now 

incapable of stirring the deep emotions of Israel beoause tbe7 now lived 

in such an envi=onment. They were associated with an historioal 

event. with an experience that had a tremendous eLd mos t powerful effect 

thA maki~ and moulding of Israel end its Personality, Judaism. 

event was the Exodus . The aim of these festivals. therefore •• .._ 

not to teeob us a dootrine, a Truth, but to make us feel the feet. to 

impress upon us the faot that we are but a 11nk in that l~ng chain of 

people end of events. So strong and vital i s this experienoe of the fast 

in Judaism that Judah Balevi, in his Xuseri, ba ses Judaism on the ex-

perientiel phenomena of our ancestors. 



Whether these events happened exaotly as they ere described 

(Passover) or even happened at ell. or (Shevuoth) bears very little as 

t o their a1gnif1cen~e. Their worth is not determined oy their taking 

time end apace, Just es the worth of followtng a lite end 

·i dealism of a Jewua to tbe Christian is not diminished b7 his non

existence. The reality of these events to us ie their reality to the 

Jewi sh Kind>*6 Ktatorjoel Judaism. They have a subeistential truth end 

~ pragmatic value. 

I have hitherto spoken of experiences that oame to the indivi

a result of hie J~wish hdetoric aoneoioueneae. But are these 

experiences that one l eading a Jewish life is possible of hav

How about the emotional outbursts, th~ exalted eastaeiee tbet the 

individual muy derive from a deeper 1ntrospect1on of his inner self, or 

one may derive from a communion with the JllYSteriee of nature , or 

the spirit in which the Cosmos moves? 

Judaism es e religious phenomenon ~o have aeen was of human 

evolution. It wee m.sde by men and for men. To Judaism the di•tne and 

the hu~an is synonymoue. Therefore, it is amenable to human character

i stics and propensities. Nothing that is humanly divine is foreign to 

Tbe above mentioned ~sy~bio experienoes of the indiv-taual are deepl7 

root ed in all souls, end Jews are not exempt from suoh raptures and e~

perienoes. 

Judaism abounds with religious geniuses, men who have experienoe4 

heart of Real1t7. who have seeo the Invisible, who have beard Bis 

voi~e end have felt Bis unfailing support. It baa it e seers, ita 

and its mystios. as well as any other religious phenomen.ti. 

But someone may say, Bow about Judaism's rigid emphasis on la• 

ceramony? Does it not by suob s ritualistic routim crush the aoul 

dampen the ipiritY 

In answer to t hese antinomian attacks on Judaism. 1 wish to point 

Jewish his tory, 1ba t history, the oharaoter and the temperaments of 



it s makess will refute these biased misconceptions of Judai sm. To say 

that Jewish law and life i s rigid, is, we shell s ee in a later chapt er. 

s vile misrepresentation~ Jewish law i e as flexible ~na elestio as 

Judaism itself. Had it not been so . Juda i sm would now be a thing of 

the pest instea d of being a vital and pulsating religion. 

Jewi sh ceremoni6l li fe is an attempt t o r eligionize life. It 

r eceived its impetus in the people's desire to democratize the Priest

hood . The religious functions that marked the ~riest were to beoome 

the d~ties of ever y i ndividual. The whole nation inst ead of a few were 

to be a holy people gnd the kingdom of Priests . A close and impartial 

exomination of Jewish history will show that in the long run Jewish 

~eremoni!!l ism succeeded in sanotifying the life of the Jew. "It ts an 

honest effort to apply the princ iple of the service of God to the small~ 

est detail a nd a cts of life." Por tho Jew made a religious eot of t he 

eating of breaa. the washing of the han ds , the donning of a new garment, 

~veo the f erformsnce of the necessary physical fun~tions of man which 

Ctristisnity thought were base• Juda ism raised to the statue of holiness . 

To say that J ewish lew and life neoes$arily crueh t he Soul and 

warp the human heart i s to r epeat a platitude which is as f alse as it ie 

shallow. It displays an utter ignorance of Jowish life and l aw. The 

heart of a Bachaye was eusoeptible to the hi gher experienoee and sublime 

emotions in spite of his i ns ietenoe on the 'dutie6 of t he limbs'. Sefed, 

the ver y oenter of l egalism, was the ho tbed of myst i oiam. Joseph Cairo, 

t he men who wrote that much maligned "Schulchan !ruoh". wee capable of 

~ommuning with a higher spir it (Ksgtd) ea was any saint of Christianity 

or even as t hose r ecorded in James ' Terietiee of Religious Experience. 

On the contr ar y , Jewish ceramonial life we e to some a stimulla 

for hi gher experienoee . It brought to them t he r ealization of the 

a1 vine in the every daynese of life . I t arou sed the slumbering spirit 

of man t o e consciousnes s of higher things end hi gher existenoee. Those 

that f ollowed it mecbsnically, their heartB in most co~es wer e dried out 



even before. An4 to those whose hearts were filled with emotion, the 

law merely put symmetry and rhythm in its outflow. 



l have t ried in t ha chapter on tbe C-.il tural Ei s t orJ or Judai sn: t o t..-i ve 

... le::""' tudin~ , Vi°'"'; of Judai" ...... I t d tr u.J. ''" ~ p!'Csen e epi sodea or s t a s-es in the perennial 

li f e- career of that religion . l~ dobg tr.i s t o a. livi ng phenomenon , I fell victim 

to t}-e s hortcomings of the''descriptive metbod" . You have ~'?en Judatsm ktnotos-

ccpically. It w~a as if I showed i t to you in an album, ~here the first ~ge 

~ · ~-·ued a plc tare t hereof , at its i nfancy , and everJ succoedi~g page con~a.ined 

~ likeness t he r eof taken at a later perl od . 1oi. ha.ve not , however, t he reby ex-

peri~r.ced the t hrill of its cotion, its di rec t ion,, its aspirations, its ' ela.~ vital.! 

~hat one can feel only if he p l ungt:s himself into its very :itream, me&tin.g thP -.. .-,. 
·.;ave: s of the !>a.st ~nd floating with bi llows of the Pr\) seLt. , i n t.o the sec. of U!lseen 

i'a tur e . 

In examining ~ lleality - the pra~tist penetr~ted int o the heart of 

lhings , and endeuvored to see what is the nature of his l!leta~sical aeali ty. 

\ia.s th is Reality st~ble? iol&.s t here a co.r:mon denominz;.t.or in back of this mani f ol d 

oxistonce~ Was it mat t er ; ~-aa it i ntellect? ~hese ~ere solt9 of the questions 

t:..C.t he o.zked. 

Let us nO\\" examine JuJ..u.i.S!D cro:::s- sectiorcll y , so t o speak. Let us it:. 

t r·nd t. 'l.r t i 1 ts e sse ... ,ce Let us "' sk ou rselves t he qua_,, ','11'..!Lt t: ls \:::..y r-.; to .1 ou \7..- s ~ • .. .., 

is the e l emert • .. h ich l·.ifferentier.te s JucW.i sm, v1hioh Gives i t its uniqueness , 1 ts 

r e <oi.lne ss. 

~he kal eidoscopic forms ~h.i:ch Juua.iso has assw:ied i n the ~st, its 

i +o eve ..... r cu l t 1ra1 breeze . its ~._ti tutle t o adE..pi&.1'ili ty , tile recogn1 tion respi>ns veness • ..., -r 

t . .:.t i t 13 evol uti onary and ~ religion revealed in toto , in s CO!llpl eted fom , 

• stit:1Ul ate us t o ~ deeper ~sis to be bequeathed to posterity t o euntl ate , m.ts~ 

of ';ile religious reali ty of Juwsm. 
Is ther e in back of the se ma.?li f ol d for~s a 

it imi t ati ons or represent~tions? 
?.e &..l. fo rm, of which these are s 



The folloWing l'epre sent some of the aluroers to these questions . ~ey 

are, philosophies cf J udaism. ~e foreuost one in popul ar! t y and prestige 1s the 

O::nceptualistic Interpretation of J uda.ism. Tnis divides it.self i nto tr.o, though 

no t i ndependent, phases, (a) the t heological and {b ) the ethical, phase. 

The theol ogical group define1J~claism i!l terms of belie~1 ar.d doct11 :.iea . 

~o them J udai sm c ons13ts of a specific creed , beginning wi th the moz:.otheistic 

not i on of God &nd endins with I !ll!tor t ality. 
~4-t.c. "~ 

r.hich to them stWlds o~t ;s ·:onotheiS!ll . 

xhe belief that i s mostl y streesed and. 

' 'r!:lat t o ~hem represents M *•R3 the rdaon -• 
d' e tre of Judaism. Christianity, they affirm, still believe s i n t he Trini ty, end 

~t devol ves upon them to m.U.u t ,\in their religiou s separatene3s on ~t account . 

T!:ey may fortify t.hls s t.snd by mobil:::ing a fow more c cnceptuali stic doc t rines , 

seeminsly c~ra.cteristic of J udaism. But the conothei stic argument r epresents 

:~eir rnain l ine of attack and defense. 

No"i\", I hold , thtl.t such a r oading of Judaism !:.!_ onlz partially t ri:,e.A. .......... -- -
o.:!d i s t oday insuf ficien t anu u.npr~tlc as1': basis of J ewish Life. The notion • 
or the superiority of t he 

gorte s and concepts, yea even rel igious doctrines , :a.re cospopolita.n. 

tellectu&ll y are like other peopl es, snd their thougilts and creeds have com:non 

r . ....man characteri stic s . To 1r'4ild, then, a religion v.'1 th a hoary pa.st anc!. a vital ,_ ,. ~ . 
pr esent , on a. quasi-co:zutive Sll~rio~~· · : .. : "·- ~ ~-L.,...,-~ u--0 .. ~. 
. 1 • a •• ~ .. -af ... •\.i- ·~·..,,... :"t ~ .l..-v-., ci(~ '*4"4"t-...._ 
"'- QOS\f,... 1.-• I <l I • () • Q ....... 

The attempt t o base Judaism on the superiority of its lod conception 

Critical lmowl edge of Jewish history and religion. must be ::iodified i n face of our 

i n the first period of his evol u t1on, :iimi l a.r to the Jliili , to the masses , was 

deities of tbe s-~rrounding peopl es. Re was 3im1l ar l y concaived and perceived, 

The only difference, when such a di fference took a ...:orshipped and appeased. 

c17stal l ized fonn, was the name • . 



The monotheistic character was a later evol ution . l:t came after the 

~d even t hen the notion was not undiluted w.~h a natlc1nalistie feature . 

selection ot Israe! still me&?lt to the multitude a pa.rt:icul ar predilection 

that God had. for I srael. hie chosen people. It was only the reillgioua genius {ti'ho 

tcv.-ered f~ above the provincialism and egotism of the rabble,t.&t gave the idea 

uf the selection of Israel am ethical and universal a,pplicatioin. Only to thElll 
ltli~E,_ 

For the 

\':as ..l6ie the servant of God, GO teach and to bring a new era intc1 the world. unto 

a1i of Bis children. 

Let me maJm a jump to l!edia.eval times for further illustration ot 'tq 

contention. 1Ja1mon6dea pve us r. picture ot a hishl.7 metapeyeJ.cal (though prago

o-.. ··"'-- -
matie) Goel' .lofty , su.bl1me , and transcendent. Yet at. that very period there was 

a vast number of Jews who entert.ained vigor ously and f erventl y the notion of a 

corporeal deity. the measurement of whose height ? t:JI { ..,l .:l"fl ) afforded them 

a lot of intellectual and casuistic sport. 

~e adbereriGtit the conceptualistic c!l.arac te~izat.ion of God a.re \:.'Ont 

t o formul ate the whol e content of Judaism into the She~. Tlw.1; sentence Npresents 

t.o them the crux of Judaism. But When we strip this of its lengenda.ry rol19*tMl!m 

...nd ex.amine it on its pure rationali~, (onth their own implomtmts). we find. it to a1t G . 
be contentless. t. 'One' is t oo abstract to have ~meaning. :Ct degenerates :'to a / .. 
mer e Pythagorean uu.mber worship . Besides. •God 1s 9ne• may not be r ead a.a to 1.mpl7 ' 

,. 

l:onotbe iam. It may 1mply i:onolatj;z. I t was this feeling, pe·rha.ps, which made 

Leon De UOdena criticise and oppose the sel ection and el evation of the Shema as the 

fUni3mental idea of .;· .. dalsm. Judaism cannot tol erate i tsel! to be subl imated to a 

me re ssnnbol, a sort ot ' in hoc signo vinco'. Unity and Oneneiss , I cls.im, is an --
i r.iagery, as liable t o petrification as any peysical image . 

The monotheistic apology for Judaism i s insufficiez1t today to claim 

the lo-.altu of Jews to Jewish demands. In ancient times when belief all in amoral 
.,- ., ...• •'. 

gods , dwelling in pantheons, was current . 3Ild even in tbe naac~ent and iafsst periocJ. 

of Christiani t)', when the theol ogical credo played such a great role and put before 

3 



the i nd.1:v1dual a 'forced and momentous ont.ion' then th '""'loo .. i 
1 • e e-~s a on the monotheistic 

t ondency of Judaism tn contradis tinctlon to Christian Trlnitarianism was a valid 

cl~im f or a p erson's rellgious a f fil iation, but t oday to whom but t o miniate re and 
....... : c. ..._,, 

Sur.day school teachers does this mean anythlngt..,;f._ ~.r1< f s e ~Ut.... 
Christianity adheres today to the Trilli tarian notion only noml.naJ.17 • 

One need only pick up ~ r ecent book on modern Christianity and he will find th&t 

t hl s notion is allegorically interpreted. The Father, the Son. and the Roly Spirit 

ar e t o them not physical en.ti ties but psychical manifestation.a of one God. Thel« 

a~·e 7 isdom, t!ill and Feeling., the indispensable factors of a Per sonality. 

eaidea, feature founda.ti 

.hy o not 

sumption tbLt Ju 

or Li e is ba I 

Just as the essence and ~queness of Judaism can be defl n.t!Sed in the

ological or int ell eotualistio terms, so can it not be oha.re.cteri:ed sol ely by 

:lttrlbu.tlng to it a difference in ethics. If by ethics we underatand abstract 

principles, then such principl es have no reality~ thel receive.!. concrete.. -- -
.:cnt ext in life. Jus tice and Goodness torn out of the particular circumstance are .. ,.., =-=-- -=. =::a =- :::::r ==-===~ 
vategori cal i mperatives .that sound nice but are indiscernible, ••• :plaUw•H. ~d 

it is an empty honor to fi~t f or thee) Be who runs afte r these runs after a bu.blle 

that is but filled ~:i th air. S 

Secondly, ethical principles have UO'\'/ become comnon property fo r a.ll 

~eligions, ane even f or the non-rel igious. ~e canllOt close our eyes to the tact 

L at e thics has emanci pated itself from any particul a ristic religi on . Just as men 

iu:i.ve shown that they could be unethical despite thei r theistic beliefs, s o men have 

shown that they could be ~cal desp1 ta thei r a.theistic professions. Any man 

who claims ellianoe with such an4 auoh a faith beoauae of its ethical 

propensities, even 1f that were true. would be like the man who 

married in order to enjoy the vacation of o honeymoon. A religion 

especially one of the cheracter of Judaism oannot be reduced to ~ few 



.... 
vapid ethical abstractions. nq.r to pale, flebb7 and sentimental ebul1i

~·~-.~~ 
tions of good heartedness (which is so much in vogue today). 

ii now oome to a reading of the phenomena of Judaism. which ia 

antipodal to those we have just enumerated. I ahall call this the 

Msterialistic Interpretation of Judaism. While the former tried to 

" reduce Judaism to an extraordinar1 (to some supernatural) 110etio 

quality, thia triea to define Judaism in sheer physical teraa. !o the 

others (the Intelleotualiste) the corporate and separate persiatenoe 

of Jewry was 3Ustif1ed onl7 as a means to an end, wbioh was the promul

gation and dissemination of the 1deational elements of Judaism. These 

turn the thing around and make the me•ns the end. !he7 translate 

Judaism into ethical terms alone. They interpret eYer1 phase of it 

in terms of nationalism. To them Judaism is an epiphenomenon that 

i n itself has no value exoept to keep the physical body of the Jewish 

nation intact. 

Akin to those are those who trt to give to Judaism a cultural 

version. They perhaps feel that the materialistio interpretation 

makes of JeWJ7 a valley of dry bones. They try to give it a spark 

of animation. But they feel themselves repelled from Juaa>ing over 

to the theological group. They attribute therefore to Jewry a pecu

liar culture, a minor part of which is what they term the Jewish CBuroh 

This to them is not the fundamentall7 distinguishing or justifying 

feeture of the Jewish phenomena. TBAf 1a the Bebraic Oulture. 

My critioiam to this materialistic interpretation is the same 

that I would give to one who tried to prove that we live to eat or 

thst thought is merely cerebral vibrations. The nation.alistio 

faotor ts present, but it is not the preponaeretin« one ill the making 

of Judaism. They attempt to explain the higher forms exolusively 

by the lower forms. ind this method, recent thought bas shown to be 

inadequate even in science. "rhe atoms of the phya1c1at may indeed 

be implied in the organizetion of the oonacious beings, but in a 



subordinate capacity; a living orgsnism exhibite actions which cannot 

be formulated by t he laws of p~ics alone; man is aate.rial, but be 

is alao a greet deal more, to-wit, alive, p•ycbioal ana moral, eta." 

The Culturists seem to me too hazy. They are not specific. That 

do they mean by Culture? Row did the c~lture of Jews differ from 

that of their neighbors, say the Babylonians, t he fersians, the 

Hellenes, etc? Is it not evident that the term Jewish Culture is but 

a stop gap for a .f'Uture explanation "wo aas begrieffe fehlt dann ) 

stellt sich e1n wort an.w 7 

:Lt,t m.!. ntt ~ ~eretooa a! !1!,ving PU! th~ absolute ~ ~ !!![~'i: 
~e ~osophies. !. pl'> ilosophy, e.!_peoially 1!, !!_assumes a r1gi4 -_, · 
__.........._.. - .._. 
system, usually is narrow and one sided. Their euthors are prel&a-

-- ---:::::::::::::::::::====: 
~osel ~ ~ and a~ect o~ o~ta~ phases snct ~ bui~ ~ :_.realitl 

~ t~ chunks ~beings. ~ is Just ~ ~ interpretatioras --- ----- .-...-. ---- ._........ :::::::.:- _..__.. ---..... ------
h!.!,e done. ~ select!§ ~ ~ ~ mted ,sd rich and manifold 
----. ---- .---- - .-..... ---- ===-. 
aspeoU 91 ruai!:f certain i_henomena ;g_ t~ exclusion gall ~ 

o_!hera. They are like those metapbysicians who saw Reality but as 

sensations (Kmpiriciste), or like those to whom Reality was but 

abstract relations (Idealists). The theological, ethical, national 

and oultural interpretations of Judaism remind one of the four blind 

men who tried to desoribe an elephant, After they have each touched 

one pert of his bod1; t he one who felt bis tail desoribed him as a 

rope, the one who t ouched hie leg described him aa a pole, etc. 

The above interpretations are manifestations of a vital organism, 

of a living and changing personality, which cannot be reduced into 

physical or intelleotual terms. A particular man cannot be defined 

by his stature or by bis trade or by his mental endowments alone. 

He is an i ndividuality, manifold in physical appearance, intellectual 

aapacitiee, and morel end psychic aspirations. Be is a whole, a to-

tality, ~constantly changes, grows and expands. 



• • 

I bsve shown in the previous chapter that Judaism ia conatantl7 

on t he go. that it is not a oonge1aled a.:d static river. that descrip

tion pictures it to be . but is a 1~owing stream. Its Realit7 is 

Change , not cap*ioious obsnge wher·e the present and past are divoroe4 

but one which is gradual and evolu.tionary. Judaism is pluralistic, . 

7 

it cannot be labeled bf one tag. Jews believe in One God, but th8t ~~ 

i~ not Judaism. Judaism and God may be compdre4 to a 81Ul1 & ra7 --striking a glassy prism. fhe white ra7s strike the prism Just as tae7 

do an7 other obJeot. But onl1 through that prism have we that white 

r ey changed to all the colors of the spectrum. The credit tor that 

metamorphoeie ie not ·due to the ra:y or to the prism alone, but to 

t heir mutual interaction. Simi larl7 Judaism represents the reaction 

of a perennially living people to 1a rich and varied Life. It is the 

r esul tent experienoe of a complex 111nd integrated social group, having 
particular 

memories, traditions and aaphatio111a, when 1n contact with a/pb7siaal, 

social, cultural and ps7ahic envir1>1uaent. 

Thie definition ia comprehens ~lve enc! open. It has no seal. It 
experience 

ends with a plue sign. Wlaat that lreeu1tant/or oonsciousneea will be 

i n the future is not and cannot be predicted. It is a process an4 

even its past oannot be defined b7 an anatomized pictu.re of a croee

s ect i on thereof, nor can it be defilned by the generality of a common 

denominator. It is I srae l plus itu Soult and both of these are ever 

growing , changing an~ multiplying. 



I 
JEWISH TR0~1[1. 

We have examined what we termed Jewish Realities, and we saw 

t het they were manifold and varied, but always centering about 8 e~lf. 

We heve also investigated t he method of attainment of these realities 

by that experiential Self. We now come to an an•ly"sis of the validi

ty of thes e Jewish Realities. Having denied that Judaism can be 

r educed to a program of cognition or to an ethioal oode, but that it 

i s closely bound up with the activities of life, we ere naturally con

fronted with the y_uesti..>ns, What are the earmarks ,of Jewish Truthain 

the religious sense? What are their natures, their aim, their validity 

or sanction? This ~uestion beoomes more acute when in addition to our 

notion of the plasticity of Judaism we view it gene·tioally as having 

an origin (though not absolute) and a history tbst extends to the 

present day, over a period of thousands of years. 

There was a time and there are people who conceive Judaism as 

a fixed and perfect set of religious doctrines give:n to Israel on 
• tA Sinai. All later Truth wee aerely a commentary to the or1g1.nal text, 

and is true in proportion to its r esemblance or identity to the Original. 

Higher Cr1t1eism has refuted this belief. It showed that what we con -

s idered the product of a sana~o Revelation • the aooumulat1on of aearl7 

a thousand years of human thinking and writing. Th.e Pentateuch which 

weR considered homogenbus they showed conclusively, despite our dis-

' agreement es to the details of date and text-assignment, to consist of 

various strata, the literary product of different 1~n,tations, at widely 

different times and under different civilizations. This view r epresent 

ed 
8 

radical depaTture from traditional opinions. To the orthodox it 

t hen seemed fraught with greatest dangers for religion. lt meant the 

undermining of the very structure of bis faith, but after a study of 



the results of Higher Criticism we come to the conclusion that the fear 

t hat those theologians displayed was merely due to the beat of the ~

ment . Hi gher Criticism is not as inimical to the religious structure 

as i t wee thought to be. In the first place, Rationalism and Empiri

cism already have shown the unlikeliness of a supernatural revelation 

on Sinai. The B1bli~al account of that revelation, if it happened at 

All , must beve occurred as a natural phenomencu, they told us. With 
with 

this view already established, Higher Criticism came in/its information 

as to the composite zbarsoter and authorship of the Bible, especially 

t he 2enteteuch. In that respect, Higher Criticism 111es destructive. But ·r.,.... 
its destructiveness was cnly s partial aspect of it. lt proved to us 

that the whole Pentateuoh WIB not the product of the desert period. Eut 

it could not deny that some of it, even a small section of it, beers 

nomadic earmarks. The ball from which the thread of Judaism was to 

bave unwound was merely reduced in size but not exte:rminatea. l'or we 
et 

find that/the root of it there is a crude and simpl~ nomadic Decalogue. 

Higher Criticism has underminad the not ion G1f a local and 

spontaneous revelation of the Law. It. however. hae1 brought fresh light 

to tbe notion of the unity and cont1nuit7 of Jewish traditions, so much 

emphasized by later authorities. It hes shown us t hat Judaism is the 

result of the growing evolution of the Jewish ppopJLe end that Jewish 

phenomena as such are the product of a progressive revelation. Higher 

Cr i t i~tsm bas shown us tha~udaism pictured in the Bi ble has Mndergone 

f our stages i~ development, beginning with e r eligic>n of Bomadism and 

going through Agr iculturalism, Prophetism, and LegalLism. We, however, 

behold at the s ame time that this chenga was e cont"lnuous one, without 

breaks or jolts~ ~r we have evidence of intarmediery eta, es between 

ea ~h of the ~bove pha s es of early Judaism, for exam1?le, Cl and Cll ere ~ 

f ound ..between the nomadic and the agricultural stage; we find some 

prophetic writings occur between the agricultural aiod prophetic periods, 

and we have Deuteronomy. -which is classed between p:rophetism and legalism 
• 



f ~ error is constantly ltei"'8 made when we create gaps and chasms 

between the various phases of Judaism's evolttion, e~pecislly between 

the prophetic end the legal periods. But in reality the s~c~eeding 

stage is a dir6ct outgrowth of the preoeding. Legalism is an attempt 

to instil the ideals of righteousness and holiness preached by the 

lropbets into the concrete life of t he people. We now also see more 

clearly the identity in content end direction of the Eiblioal and 

post-Biblical literature, that they form one continuous chain. 2ro

pbetiem end Legelisru, Biblical ana Rabbinic Judaism, are artificial 

lebels. They come within the stream of Judaism. The Torsh now is e 

name not of a piece of Jewish Reality, but of the entire and unending 

process,for the Written Law and the Oral Low come from the same oouroe. 

Higher Criticism showed us the workings of that evol ution. It 
the 

brou~ht to light 1 J,aw of this unending r evelation. 

Let me briefly describe it. Jewish Law, by which I mean all 

t t at the word Torah connotes , suob as do~trines, ethios, ceremonies , 

etc., commences es far e s we can traoe, with a statement, s oode, 

which at .G :i:l ar ound the er i od of it:3 author3hi£ .;ss the authorita-

tive express ion of Jewi ~h allegiance. It ~·as ,the canonized Bible 

of that period • .Around this as a nucleus. interpretations accumulated, 

which were aimed to fit in that static oode to the changed oond ittone 

end situations. Ae time went on this nucleus pl~s the exegesis that 

grew about it, ~as written down as the Dew Covenant. And thi s entire 

new bulk was pro jected into the pest as having been the Tn;.th of 

enti~uity. For example, we have a~ a beginning the Nomadic Decalogue. 

I n due time changes have taken place in Jewish life. ~he Israelites 

ent ered e new environment. j djus tment s were necessary. Kodifica!ions. 

comprom1ses, and r e i nt erpretations of t he old was made end written 

down. The degree of the rearran~ement of the old varied in proportion 

to the character end intensit y of the new environment. So we begin 



to have ins tead of a ·xomaa10 Code, the agricultural documents of ~. 

and E. The process starts anew, and the result is the D~Oode, followed 

the i>. Code, by the Canon; then by the Kishaa, by tb.e Tal.mu4, by the 

Shulchan Arl:Acb, the Sh,eloth and TeshubQtb, end the recognized de-

~is ions of Rebbini~el 6eeemblages. All the rec ent additions ere t hen 

projected into the Past, to the very root of t he tree. The Rabbis 

attribut e the validity sea s anction of a recent law· to the Stnaitio 

Reve l a tion ( .!It• "M ~~). One Rabbi goes ea fer e ei to say that the 

( .:a ,,Jf ) was observed by Abra hem. 

Now the se doctors of the Talmud neither aeo161ved themselves 

nor d i d t hey dec6ive others . Tbis tendency repres eints to them en 

honest reeding of t he religio~e evolution of Judais~. Judaism was to 

t hem e process of development end that constant gro1wtb wa s accomplished 

through interpretation, modification, and augment et: ion. of the 

Orig i nal Sineitic Law. "B~hold now". say they, "ho1w thl' voic e of 

Sinai goes forth to ell in Israel, attuned to the c:epacit)' of eeah; 

appealing to the sages scaording to their wisdom; t;o the virile accord

ing to their s trength; to the young according to t;heir aspi.ring 

youthfulness: end to the children end babes scoordtng to t heir 

innocence; a gain even to the women according to thuir motherhooa." 

They even go es far as saying that whet is uttered by a scholar was 

g- iven on Sinai end there fore has a binding validitJr. 
end see 

When we s tudy 1oat-Biblltal his tory/what a tremendous emphasis 

ws s made on t he legitimacy and authority of the Oral ln1'erpretat1on, 

We ere confronted with a phenomenon that was uni~U43 , I believe, in the 

history of r e l igious a eve lopment. The Orel Law mscle the pre vious 

codifi ed r e lig ious law plastic . lt kept the door open for constant 

change• end progress. The s truggle between Pb.arie•easm ana?Hga~~lens, 
between the Rabbinites end the Karaitee, between t ine Reformers and 

t he Orthodox, who insisted that anything new was f •orbidden by the Torah 



'J'\IJ.., I• "It-A fA/. r~), was no mere sectarian squabble. It was e 

str~ggle for freedom, progress , fer life. 
I 

Just as the ancient Biblic-

el writers refused to have t heir God and their Judaism become petri

fieO in en image, so did they r efuse to have their Judaism sealed and 

completed in a code. ,.---
They felt that li!e was continually changing and that Judaism, 

if it was to be e religion of ltfe,was to be consonant with the chang

ing s1 times and conditions. New laws, sometimes more lax and some

times more stern. had to be woven out of the old fabric to cope with 

new and diverse situations. Some doctrines were i@nored, even left 

to the limbo of oblivion. Some were restored or promulgated end given 

prom1nen•e, depending on the need• of the time and the environment. 

Such changes were insignificant when things were normal end ~hen they 

wer e imperceptibly absorbed in the Jew1.Rh mind and in Jewish practice. 

Eut in times of crises, the changes were radical. An example of such 

a crisis was the period following the des truction of the Temple and 

the l oss of nationality. Jewry was put on a new end radically differ

ent status, end Judaism therefore through the influence of Jo~hsnan 

Een Zakkai , assumed e different mien end demeanor. 

Eut that was s csteclyemia moment in Jewish his tory. win the 

ordinar y se~uence of events changes ere gradual and confluent. Bovel

ties ere instituted but these bad to conform to t he spirit of t he old. 

Just es tbe new element or change had to be prompted by a need, by the 

physical, intellectual or spiritual environment, s o it bed to pass 

muster tbe alread y accumulated store of Jewish truths". In normal time1s 

when the new wa s utterly st a a·.rord'a point with the old, then it was 

rejected. If its need was gr eet t here was a compromise between it end 

the old . The repproechment was made possible either through a r e

arrangement of the past truth or a modification of the new truth, or 

t hrough both. When suet took pla ce it became not a r ecent Jewi sh trut h 



but one that was present even in the pest. It was pr ojeoted to 

Sinai, es t he Oral lew. whiab wes concom1&ent with the Written Law. 

Bow some one may rightly esk. If Jewish truth i s not what 

the pragmatist would oell ante rem, f ixed and final ~ after which our 

utterances and Ol4l' ideas mus t be petteraed, but is a process , oue that 

is constantly evolving and constantly changing, what element in it .,_ 
then makes it true? ~Yhat t he criteria by which we may r ecognize ita 

Jewish truthtulnessf 

You wil l recall t hat I identified Judaism with the life of the 

J Ewieh people, that I celled it its personality ana soul. I refused 

to r educe Judaism to merell phys~oal or nationali s tic terms en~ was 

e~~elly s t ern against sublimating it to a doctrinal or noetio program. 

Judaism included both, for the life of a people as well a s that of an 

ir.d iv-tdual. 18 a complex phenomenon end oennot be dispensed with one 

label. The immediate aim end t endency of living beings is to live. 

And by living l do not mean merely eating and drinking. I ~eve 

r efer ence also to the higher s trivings , to the life of t he spiri t es 

well es to t he body. This oonetu8 for life, for an individuali zed 

life, a people, 88 well 88 en individual, poseeases. TU• Jewish 

people bed and s till does possess that vital impul se. That needs no 

excuse, nor ~ustifi cation. ~e e~e 1becau~~we ere , and we shall be 

Jews because we will to be Jews. __.......,,, 

The will to live in fe o• of conditions that would have crushed 

the body and spirit of any people has left t he Jewish people un

scathed. Thet will was 80 i ndomitable that Chriatian es well 88 Jew 

sccounted for it only on a t heo logical or supernatural basis (Of 

~ourae their v~rsione differed . To t he Christion the Jew providentially 

per sist s es e witness to bis Chris t, while to the Jew he i s because 

be wee divinely selected to perform a mission.) Whet her we J ews accept --
the theolo~icel explanation OT not , the fa ct exis ts that we ere al ive 

snd we wish to continua to live 88 J ews . We may be instrument s in Bis 

• 



lvine bend , working out a sublime end unforeseen iurpose. 

.,, 
That is un-

·ove~nd secondary. What we primsrily f eel i~ tbst 'IU'ge for life and 

; i s that t hat we must satisfy end give expres s ion to. Our duty ia 

1er efore to pres erve end promote ourselves. It i s to help us to enriob 

;r collective life. our c<>llective e,xperiences , and our collective 

2"ction. in t he physical . social, intellectual, and religious domsins 

t exis tence. For Judaism we have seen is inseparable from the Jewish 

::ople. 

Lite is not a yacht trip. l'Ve waters may beootue turbulent, the 

Lnds raging, and the vessel mp~ et eny time dash agairilst merciless rooks., 

ven in smooth sailing, when the sea is fiUiet, the ris i.ng end the felling 

r t be waves make it necessary that we be always at our· oars . lf this 

e t he case with sn individual, how much more with a pe1ople, and especia·l:V 

itb a people whose life is so precarious ana whose pa1;b is so varied and 

~tri&ate es is that of the Jewish people? 

liow through this labyrinth of darkness, of bat~t ena of mis under

ten~ i ng we have to pass, not slculkingl1 but erectly. To help us to 

c~ompl isb this, ell our powers are to be oonoentratecl; our bodies, our 

inds , our hearts, our souls, are to function in this direotton. Tlily 

r e to guide us and whet they evolve bas a value ,es it helps us to steer 

efel y froo place to place. Jewish ideas and practices, es they are 

volved, become true, as they help us to live as a people and to correlate 

ur 11ves wi t h the l ~fe of humanity. J ewish ideas and practioes come 

n r espons e to a need. There i s a maladjus tment, phystcal or psyohioal, / 

'hes e new elements come not a s trlAths es tablished but 19 s s truth-claim, 

' t.icb become veri f i ed or discar ded according to the s1uo~ess or failure 

1f t heir mission. 
Wben they r emove the need. help us to overcome the obs tacle and 

aAt i.;fy ue, t hen t hey become a truth and are given s .Place in the company 

if peat truths. But they become true not becaus e of an intrinsic property 

7 
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or because they are a copy of Sinattio Truth, but because of their 

function, because of t beir utility , in helping Israel to Live, ond:;, 

Believe. 



ETHICAL TENDENC IES JF JUDAISK. 

Judaism, I said, is not e code of ethios, 1n t he sense that 
definite 

it oen~ot 1be reduced to a/list of fixed oommandmenta. It ~an neither 
I 

be anatomized and identified with a few vague and sentimental plati

tudes, nor with a few oategorioal yes or nos, do end don'ta9 BJ this 

I do not wish to infer that there are no ethical impli cations in 

Judaism. On the contrary, the s train of Judaism has a distinctly 

et bioal tone and tendency. But we cannot r educe Ju4aism to its moral 

modes and say thte is Ju~eism, Just ~s we cannot reduoe a piece of 

mus io by s tating t he key in which it wee written, or by enumerating 

t he number of oadenzes t hat it possesses. 

With this in mind, I wish to devote t his chapter to an enalysis 

and description of the ethical trend of Judaism. The moral drift of 

Judaism seems t o me to have suoh a s triking r esemblenoe and parallel

ism to t hat of pragmatism t hat I em inclined to call Jewish ett ics 

pragmatic, and James' ethical outltok Jewish. Religion in both tend

encies s erves a s an invi~orsting force to e life of i d6alism. In 

both, ethics le fo oalized in this world of brute reality. Both have 

that humanitarian ana forward gaze. ~be world of Judaism aa well as 

of pragmatism is mel iorietio. 

I s hall bring out t hese similarit i~s more clearly by a more 

aeta i led dee~~iption ea to t he h i story an~ nature of Jewish ethi cs . 

Juda ism, I said , was born in t he ves t bnd open s tretches of 

t he desert, and i n en environment that was nomadic. The organization 

of society wes t hen s impl e and primit i ve . The unit of Orgen~etion 

in t he desert we s t be cl an or tribe. Ther e was a eociel import~nce 

a t tached t o ever y in~ivi~ual. He lived f or t he ~roup. Hie interest 

wee in the sooiel wP.lfer e, i n whi ch be was a participator. The pre-

cariousness of lif e, t he aangers of fr e~uent hostilit ies , the hardships 



w 
of obtaining food and shelter , impressed primitive society with this 

need of mutual aid ana oooperetion. Tbeir deity was even conceived 

as the father of the tribe. Re was their protector, not only from 

ext ernal fo ee, but from those individuals of the group whose actions 

were inimical to the stability end the welfare of the tribe . God, to 

them, was e vital process, exhibited in the life of the group. Re was 

the guardian of group customs and tbe group moral•ty, both of which 

ha d tl1en a social aim. The God of the tribe was a God of morality, as 

morali ty was then understood. In that primitive and nomadic society 

human life was valuable because it wee eoarce and very needful . There 

was attached to individ~als a worth, phyei~al and moral. Any one 

who dared to murder bis life was et the disposal of b!a nearest kin. 

And it was their filial duty, AiYinely sanctioned, that they avenge 

their ki.nf's blood. The deity was e deity of Justice. Every in

dividual had an equal status , In this social s tructure we have the 

9eeda from which grew up that social end ethical religion of the 

i>poi;cets. 

Against the glitter and tinsel of Ceneanitieh civilization, 

with its ornate and excessive ritualism, with its tyranny and cruelty , 

there stood out in the minds o! these seers the desert life in its 

idealized e~uelity and simplicity. These f eatures appealed to their 

minds because of their i~trinsio moral worth. The God of t he desert 

dweller was intimately associated with life. Ee was the giver of 

food .and lifP ( r,., ,.{,. ). Ee was the preserver of the 

sociel or8er and the @'Uardien of justice . The prophets took up 

these element s and spirituelized them. The motif end t echnique 

of t hat r eligious life were highly epirituelizcd and refined et tbe 

hands of t he Prophets. Bod, instead of being tri~el, became now 

the universal Father of mRnkind. Instead of inhabiting e s tone, a 

~ree, 8 mountain, e stream, or a shrine, he now wee conceived to 

pervade the whole end vest universe. Ee wa s i nterested in the social 
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welfere. But His r elation to Isr~el and to mankind was purely en 

ethicel one. The approach to Jlim was nc. ~ conceiv,ed now to be through 

physicel or ritualistic means. 

Thus we have in the Judaism of the Prophets a r eligion of a 

highly social ized charact er . God was the ideal emb1od 1.ment of the high

est value 1.n the wsy of social organization and con'trol. He was the 

zenith of man's highest e t hical a spirations. P.eligion to them was not 

a pri vat~ and personal relation between s man and s•ome supernstural 

power dwelling in far off invisible regions . It wa,s not a religion 

which could become fixed and amicably adjusted tbro1~gh seorifioes. 

These to them were ineffici ~nt means for a contact with the Divine. 

Ga- was enshrine<i in this visible earth, .,_.~ ill t he very hearts 

of men. This world was the aphere and influence of Jlis h~bitat. 

Men through their social life could reveal or conceal liim. He was the 

God of Justice and of Righteousness, the Father of all, - the widow 

end t he elive, es well as the master. H'l4!Den life and human ~harecter 

were e~ually sacred to Him. The life of social and morel service and 
I 

~onduot was t he content of religion. This social and ethical vision 

W&$ f urt tar a~gmented by later Judaism in that life and its concrete

ness was so sp iritualized through a r eligious behaviorism. ihe 

ampiri~al end practical functions of life were touched by the divine. 

Everything was included in the program and purview of Judaism• 

"'~ Junaism~concentrated its attention end effort dn t his worl~. 

On the whole, it manifested an unflinching constancy to this attitude, 

an a ttitude be~ueathed to t hem by the ?ro~hets. lt focalizea itself 
8 

on the here and now, Jiven at/timea when asceticism1 and other-worlclliness 

was the order of the day. ( ~hey compromised at times with this tradi

tion, but that wee the r esult of their spiritual discomfiture, because 

of the agony of soul end torment of body that made them look heavenward 

and hope for a time and place where t heir persecution and suffering 

would cease, for the t emper of t heir oppressors was such that t hey did 



hope for their alleviation here, at their hands) It was this oon

siction, thst life in all its pbeses wee eacre~,th~t made ;udaism 

look askance st celibacy end self-castigation. The line of demsrka 

tion between tbillgs secular and thinga holy vanished with Rsbbinism. 
and needs 

Life in ell its phases/was divine, end its improvement wee sanctioned 

by God. Lawe ot health, sanitation, eugenics, social betterment, end 

the expansion ot functions en~ values, the administration of justice, 

the regulation of excessive profiteering, the protection of the 

laborer, t h e insis tence of the morel e~uality of every man, were all 
or social 

pert of the progrAm of Judais m. lrotbing that was human/was foreign 

to Judaism, for Jude1em was a religion of ~if6. Its stage was this 

r eel end experiential world. Judaism considered awry a life of 

spiritual somnambulism, a life of other-worldliness. 

~udaiem concentrated its attention and effort in improving end 

saving man in this world. It always wished to live in t he world of 

Reality, the world t hat can be felt end experienced. Like pragmatism 

it t her efore sdmitted that Evil was real, was present in the very 

domain of God. He created it. rhe problem of suffering t herefore 

'-'SS a perennial one. The writer of the Eden s tory tried to account 

for it. Moses , J eremiah, Jo~, the Fsslmiata, tte Rabbis, beheld its 

spectral end ghftstly tresenoe. lersel in its viciss itudes, in its 

torments and tortures, in its persecutions and pogroms, experienced 

the sting of this enigma. They did not r eason away evil and say that 

in reality ell is well. The serpent's sting and t he sword's i:t&Bh was 

to them one of the grimmest r ealities. The mystery of evil they 

~ssertecJ was insoluble. It was t o t hem, however, not s hopeless situa

tion, for if ell was not well, it could be made better. And it became 

our duty to work and strive for that end . Ken, s ay the Rabbis, is the 

co-worker of God. They turned t heir back to the metaphysical Why of 

evil end put their shoulder to whet ought to be. 

Jud 



Judaism dreamed of en ideal world, of a millentum. wherein 

justice , oppression, and hate would be re~laoed by a world ruled by 

Righteousness, e~uity; where men would be united by bonds of brother

hood. where even brute nature would conform to our inner ideals; and 

~here the lion and the lamb would reside beside esoh other in peace. 

Xhe Messianic longing of I srael, distorted as it may have been et 

times, is the persi&tenoe of that dream and visi on. The world is 

wi~ked, nature is cruel, but it is not doomed t o such en eternel fate. 

lt is ple•tic end malleable. We ere here commissioned by its very 

~eker to remould it into a better end more perfect form. The world 

wes made for man ( ,,,,., .,.,.J ,f .. ~ ) in the sense that he is able to 

put his impress upon it. It is melioristio. We must therefore not 

throw up our hands in frustration, nor doee away with the confidence 

that the good is inevita~le. It ell depends on us. Our future and 

the world's future is in our hands9 t herefore the establishment of the 

kingdom of heaven HERE must be OlAZ' aim, our inspiration, our goal. 

~or that is Bis aim, an4 Bia design. (Isaiah 45:16) 

Kan to Judaism 1e not depraved by any original sin. He is a 

morel being possessing in him a spark of the divine. Be was made in 

the image of God. The impulse for good, social as well es morel, is 

ineradicable from his nature. That good, as well as his truth, is 

n~ ither fixed nor «efined. It is expending and growing as man himself 

is expanding and gro~ing. His ethical nature is dynamic and it would 

therefore be harmful as well as erroneous to put that into a fossilized 

creed or code. 

Ken, to Judaism, is free. That i s the sine ~ua no1t of his 

morality. lie is neither e puppet dancing to t he tune of a mechanical 

victroia , nor i s he a messenger boy who must run the errands of a meta-

physical monster. He is always at the cross-roads. Before him lie 
' two paths, the path of Life and the path of Death. He has the power to 
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~· •1.i\.·.t"' 
follow either. lie i s counsel ed but not for ced to pursue the good. 

7he divine admonition i s "And t hou shalt choos e life". He ia thereby 

assured that C...od is not i ndiff erent to the moral c1utoome of his s triv-

ing. His ideals ere God' s too. There i s e power tbst i s superior to 

ours elves, but embraces us, that makes for Il ightec•ueneee. That power 

i s the God of t heism • He i s our assurance that nll our work will not 

be in vein; Be is t he ealvsnizing forc e for our SJ~irituel end ethical 

s trivings . Be is the light to our eyes an4 the s1~aff to our han4s. 
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~~a s1rple ~p t ttu~l 1 11: : puttAr. o~ t r~~sce~aentpl p~il 1~opt7 . 7 e 1s 

1'1 - ·;tt1: E ctructurpl nat ure tha t !~ ol urelist1c . He ~~ fle""h sr.r sp -

. 1c ~~ .. s es ~el ~~ he · s s~~ir u~on . Ee th!nt~ . ~eels , ntr!veF . and 

1 ~-1 cs . ?.e ~C' a t:iu l tur n pa!'vo .r.e ls s bur~le of ~ensat ion erf r e spon-

•···~ .. trc c ' v!)rse ' r Tl"s t11re £itH1 ~ ... ..,e~t . : - i~ c: 1 e1ng ce-pnl-lc o! jrt el l-

"lo•..- wren ... s~y J,, i f e , : a l::o r·oen Li"'e 1n its bcoedest :ir.c deepest s ense . 

·; t; net rrcr -;ly re "!'cre r.ce ~o our n~r!'o'7 econo1 1c ex!etence . :1 port ent e s 

.. ey be , nsn dote r.ot l i ve ~, breec ~lone . 7!e l" E- s inst inct:-- , ps qt'~ onc- , 
. , 

or.? . lor.gir.t~ . c;ne aspt n\ii _ons , thet co r. t~t-ato tr.a salt o~ l"fe . ~she 

~ ... f u p t •: 3 ::osrr tc l o rrer , there atrei> cbe r ... f ore his eyes a rt ct.er a."lc 

t : !' !'tl .... O!'C!!3 . Lif e to hi!! expcn er a o 1.11ul t ip1 1ee , and juot e ~ hie \Vorlc 

J~~~~ !r. rngr. 'tude e nd ~!n~fol ness , ~o h~s !~cult~ es Pnd ~uncticnr in-

~- ~ . '.s be sfl-nmced , t~e ~vorld Of n~S OY.pe r1enca t rf'TISCenr"~· l: t~ part ic-

~i nn , ~t z a oce , s td its l 1 ~1tcr dei~ y . ?ror clctFnt lenrs the:--r cer~ 

:r· '" "c t ee .. t - t'·rob o~ other pcopl ·3 s , o~ l{lirr'..an (ty 1 The -orl~ o-r T" rf sup

ent e t .e -:or l d o ~ rre tter . '7~1e !rf!~!te Gos1-os ro-:- uverr-··;cr ~ir • .'.ll tr"se 

• P. ) ie-~ c.r. . ! se!.f , ·-:c '"' ~·a.n ' s tota l r ee ct' on t o el o Li f e . - t ls the 

,t t-.r of i·an ' ~ cor-J'Til.m~or ·- !~l: · e 1111 . :t is no~ +r.e ••ewt'Arfbut the 

c - : er tr:a• copc~etr6~' c~ . ~~lit'on M:o i~ n?t e subste nc~ t"':a".; can be 

~~~r - ~c . crop~r: , or ecce9tee . T~ ~ay e co~pp rer tQ f 1~c . 1!rc i~ not 

l' ::;t"lnce , t'-e ;,ort of prleGiston , ·::e once t"'ot t to be . ! t ,.. a nroces~ , 

~:·--:- · rst f et cc~ ea ~ n t h e for r of ne ., t . ther ltht . Both M 'C 41ot t hings 

s:c f :-O.Jes:cs o.; .JC? .. •ff".; e n , =- ~rJ !orrs of oner;-y . :~el : r:c-n ~s the tre7~ -· 
cont ~ ct 

· ,-o~u~t of the :u:.m:mn o~ cur Self :.1th Li~e . 

cosr · ~ currcr t s~ :·:'h: c"': -·c 1eet f'.n f to -·h !c": v:e:xreecc, o r e :-:ct s • r.--
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9:.e and llri ! ocm. 1elig on 1o s 3 vp i' ~e c'i and ter iege t ed e s t he life '7e. l c~c'i . 

er races t he i~tellc ctual , cth l cel, so~iel , ?'l't 'cFl , arc econor tc spt e ree. 

lio:';' 1 et us as ourself t he queet· ~n . ::'h13t ts the p ragrret1c 'felue o"f the 

r"°!.it;tou ~ li "'"e " ·Then tho rel tgiou E' pursu 1 t r~ '> resentec t he 1!!.po~ed col"'r-and 

dc~~r,n o~ a :uoer<l~ ' ~rel 3e'nl~ t~at t hunce re~ 
. ' 

•r'li•• 
t:'l!' '3e t ~ en '"~ t r crt c , tror. 

r~l."e rdfenc pur.:sbn.cnts we re the ln~ tnt!vc f er e relieicus l"!::? . :;0-.1, "'ow-

(?\·:-r , tilese hsve cee::cc1 to be rnot . 7~E' for our rel 1e!ou r- e ct i1'1t ios , t=tr ' ek-

therc~orc a~ ~ o the voi ue o~ ~uch ~h~no~ena ,tho the7 me] be :nd is-

. c not o~t of pl :·"ce . 

":al 0 .. or ·::a Sl'io reoresen't s the nte r:- "t ~ nr. of t":e ;-;li ol e of T' s ": ·-: 1t'h the 

r : ; : "er-- tJJJper '!ences e..-'!'°G ~oo r r')inctec anr uni f led . 170 se: befor e us c 

l:' e;·->e r anti~l -;orl c 1:: trens f orr-e-1 fror C .c. s ~nt o ore o"' t)rr e r ere /lu~ nose 

• .. r -;-·o "' .. e ra- CAl 1 t hat 1.,...t ~~~etibn -
J' ou ~ e · pe t(\enc sa ~;a u r c , or Goo , liepen61r.g or ._~c '"'ent irc-nt s t"et tre .'.11 -

'1!\ ~fac:!kel , or 3tt crr.~r , r it ro:· ::; tir 711th'n ·.H' the c~ntirrent .,. o:- love er. ti 
'&(~ ... ~ s.•.& 

or s.ip
4
, 77he rein tho All' !. s ch~necc frot b eing ~n I T to a TEOU . One 7il- 6f 1B 

0-:30 ious l"no ·.:to f .:cl c ·•· ·t '1 e.nc! r ep ponce t o us . 

::o--: i :- ": r.e \el!c.;' 0·1 .. l :~e , P: ·~ Al - 8 cr-r> ,..ehEms1v e o"i .:;:zpe r i'111ce-- -GCD 1 

h!J.;C ~3 th e cynesu reo~ oar ~ i fe . lie ~s ou"' S upr er 0 l rte re £t . A~ 1 cur i~terest ~ 

ri?vol \1? c;bc" t Kh , ijust ES t 11e s tittelites in the f i r r:.r.r:ent r~volve abm~t the 

:ar . S1tch a v .eVI or a".. t ~ tude t o t h "ngs eDt" ::f !esfa,l egl t ii- ... t e "'rr.7i_ng- or the 

p:;rt o~ ren . : t s :m ., ~~ :~u<1J t F! he e ·-_ ') ~ ! snces i.n t e norrr--1 course o~ 

.o psynh~ c 

:: 11 c :i'' ·• '.Ju C' "r. <' 
I 

r..i: tu re tc- :xt t r pat e or ":?V n rt1m i t~ :f:l .. tr.er rro-:th . :t ·-o·;: cers rd 
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e .. .., y. i o"l Prn stratne: e!fo:-t 8r, ,, ·-:o-il( 
t.. 

~n"'" un':l~ ;>inc~"' . en- t '·e "?@rt~ r~ .. . 

C CCR f" " OT: P 
..... '-1 
r'"'Rt l oos noss , lorel~nese 

Secori"l;,·, ~: 1e r ;) l "tio:1s ett t n e !s "'rO'" e to r ive UE' a a eelthlcr ero 

tr·i.er 9ict·i.r- o r~~ 1 · ty . :-i.. ~ -;;orla :::; e Dpr c l c~ "or ~l ct~ ne r-r. co,.. "!'us-

........ . .. · 1n 'knc·::r. f a!;c . '1elr:on l . f· ... ~ -· ..... 

• 
fil6- .ec b een on tho .._.e 2 . sgp hs-:.ght:-- ~nd h s se~n tr.e Pror:: sea 1enc , he cen 

~a t r · st e~~ t ~~ i~erl Of li~c--c~r S~prA~e :n!; e r est--e ithe~ &n ~ l i~C of 

-;r- t ~r; rrateria::~ n- or i n 3p i cu r'"'enfser.suel ist r.01~ a~n ir. e l i f e c~ ees

~ •,r L ~c ir.tos ica tionf. 

~ 
S" ictcr.~i .. ~l\c rvy :t t. C!r · s to ·1: ck ". JC~n ' S "".he r e . ,..,:- COE' n e 

' 
~o" ~ens ar? 

con r cio.u:mJs ::- o~ t _•...,rr \'; ' Ciers . ~ · t;r1 ' Fan· ir t e ec111r , ~tr' c lJl , erro ~ ' onel , 

0 ~~ rta ce c~ ~ c c oes \c 

· rl rio~ . - ~ : ·,,. •or scJ ,_ ~rt_· r., "'"!""'e r ... r. er . ""'"" 11 ,... ~c.r · r t11~ P"""'i: '-r.> f r :--e 

:-oc 1"l .. ! ;r.n -t · .. ,.. ~cs;re sach o lien!r , s::.t • ... ' ~ a E- ~ ou; c .. v · :- ;::::
1 

Atli{ e• -n 

~-no :; , fc !"' i? 't e t :~ -f"' ct t i.- .... ~~ ·~.., rn gious cor.fl :r. , ~-.~1 1 c'I-- er· ·r::ce{e l ou r 

i .,...te?~: --+ .. , b~s be:m 'hro'-en :.'-f. .?.!:c r ... n; st n"" "'r-- -.-;i~::·r ~ ersiti re ··.e r e i; iVc~ 

~01 · g1c~ o7~~ :n · +s rode rn rne l .r 1tee sense , 

;:., ... !J co·ir~ ~ " f h.::; .. · r .. rc- ··n c .'::-7 t>1·(1 s ensi.t ·vcne cs t 01rprc P t';:te - rnc 
to 

r · ::!·: e:; r rn · -v ... ....... c . ~t O!J3l1S o: r e yef rv"- rcrcl:,· the i:1crl c c ~ T' '"t t3r, 1n fl l so 



Progrr~'.: istr' , 7le nave s 0 e rr , looks -,.;i th ! sde i r f ul conte1'!:pt upcn I ce r !an 

\ 
c lele~t i cs sre tj ther: e ~vn· o"f v i c 1ous i nte11e"'t -

• t"ll is!T' . "?h~ .csophy ar" ""ellr-5.or. rr.ust e l 1l<e Anthe eos; :t n:u"'t el>7a ~s t t)'..l.Ch 

the ea rth . Oth e rwis e it 't"tll per ish . 

The ~oa o~ ?re enst1sm , nPtursllyr ,becr~ t~e irprce ~ c~ thot ~tt! tuf9 . 

~~ 1s co~ceivec e~ an eth i~al , psychtce , 3oc i e1 , ~ nc+ e~ a ret ppr7sical 

; :- !n,"" . :'he Goe of ::er~l . Jerer , cal l Q o " re'.;ophysbel tr o1~tc r "' "' tre e "::;olute 

-- · ~ ~ 1 t c oxygen of poss'bil lty s~ffocetee out of i t : be 'ng . Rn pluoks 

tl:e O!"rP! e '1tcl ·fer.t~er~ ou t of F.io CE<"'> , 'cr APe sch1ls~tic ::- tt r~butcs of ase~ ty 

~~ce~slty , sirnl:c: t~. o~rse ity, ! !'"':1Ut r b111ty , etc . These have no bce r !ng 
.. 4 

o.,.., our ·l'f., , no pllagrretic velue . Tl: ... rrediev~l de f in ition of Go tl , "Deus 

et" ans , a se , e:ztr~ nt s:i1Sre onni genus , necess~ riuP , unul"' , inf~nito pe r 

..-;"?c!° u;- . :::i~'>lex , iF:Futahlle , iri::ensuT" , Eeterz: ~rn . i ntelJ ;:iggns·· 1 s to t:- er r 

:;r.: t en t 'oas sh"' r , t hc t l!.·eens l ess th~n notb •n ... . ThesG et1 jec t _ ves 1ave not 

or y no rr~gnet ic force of e t trecting rrar. to his ~uprer.e - cc;:l but on the 

cortre y they pro~-.ice e fec . ~;g of f o .. clt:nr.ese ~T. cm . fS to (;od ' s r elet ion 

t~ H ;~ .God ~s tr~~scc~de~t cl but cole . 

t ·-,, ... ou- 1 "e~ •orl c :·1P: bP. e t t::-rr.:-1 , het c--1 : sabl' ~':e et1 · ,. ,, ! esp'rr '"( o:-s 

~'-.o nc- tn t e rroelstror of co:r. f'·lsion , ···i ; ro:·o out -;- ict o r~ o·u·l- , '-tbet 

•., ·0•?-p.- -reci by er. Ol!7i.rcr.r ent ·ni1:.c·: Ee t r: es t o !'.'.'ect~r and t r ensf or rr . :Jl' ' ' 

t•rrsy"r i r. "ie ~';lP p ... ..., 1 r :-".; .:i ~ ler,ci .:. cc . Goe Lo t ·-c1 - - ss 1orr ~: £e : e ethi"'e l 

i~, nst111"':; enc toli .: H t e -- t~· .:; lie ~o:--:: e se ro•· -·r. !po ... "-c-" ~n r C ... n · pr e. r~ nce , 

.. ~ -~e r a~ ~ f ~ t L :rp Co4 f or ''+-Y.., IA ""4) : J" • ...... .r(>., , .... ,.._ '~ e per+ 

lli3 -: .. ::1 . !lE'. the rr.oot ;_)ro:'ound onci so lor.E'" 

. 
--~ 
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and -;·or' : ircr ou t a hiotory j ust l ' ke ourselv3s ,_ Ro er r.Ppe r fo rm the f'or

eir;nncss f o r rr ell ths t s huwen , o:t: the stetic t ir:ele~o perfect /.1)aolute . " 

"! n o"' SPJ th~t the notion of the one breed fc reignness , enr thet of the 

rsr:J l)r eeds i n t i?:"acy . "Such a ~oO. possesses i:..n inti acy ·.1i t 'h rnen . He 

rot : n i~pJ rceiveble eno i r.corprehensible r e gions . ne ~e~cenes ~rto 

rus t er.ci f eg redat :or. of ou.r cFm l:"!'e . ~e '::-our syir.pe.t ,etc :ielper g'\'\C' 

" COT'".,.,ST : on . 

Seconfl:;r , ir. ad H, : on to t :? ~ ocii.l and eth!cel aspect of ~ , e .?reg

mP~ 1 c Goo no~ !o~ . ~e is pcstulatee f S ei r.~ ~ Suritual er~ ity , r. ?Bycbic 

3 -::ir: o/ , ~ Eigi:c"' Consc i ot:..~ne s!' , w~tr '7h i ci1 our o :-o:.ra ry ne r soT'Fllit 1es ~ore 

' ' in cor t ec ... , thru :7hPt p~ycholof!Y cal..::: ou r su conc.c i oirn ::;e f . I.. · "t i nct 

ezpcr ~ ences"t crt i f y t o the unexpec t ec i r. t e rven7 on fr c·1r ao- celle · netu-

d:v !ne r ee1ity, the ~~1e 1~ e~~rrce 

i ... ... -""?: c..,. ~s 'bor- '.: ~n ·1; "1.:u.t i n :'in: t el7 ru.per!or . " ".?or rry •nn pt<rt'' , :::o -i:-

j · res, 11 I "" :rr ir "'Ore of the~e abnoru:el or ru pernorral f l'c t dof i·:iC:.co 

nu~ an pe • qcns 1 it ie~ , f !07m r,-r t :a invest ig~t io?":::- o i" 1 rs . J ~n.:t , Preut , 

.? ,.. ir.c e , ~i ·es ) strez:cer-t su;;~1~t~o m: : r. f"~vcr o: :::. supP.r or co- c --nsc1ous 

LJ'nr; 'lO!"F:. e . ·• n·.:he consci (•'<S person c cont ir·i.o·l :- :-•it r ·:;1t er self 

T '~e 9rohle,- 170 :7hicn J 1:1r es 110 '" directe.i hi s e tt ent icn W" 'e whether 

1"' -::c oro . 7'"'e re r~ pro1·l : r f <> cAr t . e pref"T .eti s t '.?hen ·he c r- mrneeo the 

tc Bii.7 ::::11 plc F>rr ul "'-'. r ,.,t o e;itity , ... : t :11rtt cr or spi: !. t . ':' rue a TIFS 

un '~ iec r•·L L W L uv •ty - [.'!" one 0°!' concP t ene t' o">'\ r f' t nQ r -l.,.,__ ,1•t"- litet~7e 

icie·-;t~ f 1 c- ~ ion . ':: t:l·1..r.•'l:; , t . e:-c ·.7"' ': r ~c· ei scort (1ec1: of U!: uJ) r s.,....pent 

i :; ~'·: ~,., Jr i ~..,J -:o" "' - - -o t ~r. ;1r" :!<fc .e t -:-c ;:ior~ :~1 ! t ef c!' tr. • e ....,orlr -1e, 



t 

I 
~o7 Jamee ree~ons s i r i larly ~hen he a~elyzes t e s pir!tuel nrenorPnB 

tcet env'i?:. op~ ur . fie S::!os 113-0 t oo ev ifence ·o.o rr:u'!. tip1l 1~ity anr c~ vers!ty . 

Tl-es:; , v;rpt : ~ell concen•·"'ic S7)i r t~ . ray bbwe '.·er not 1)e discreet an,;: ful 

l~ \~ - e(endent . Thoy t oo posse31s ce ~to ~ n conjunctive charecht e r . He sees 

ti· e osr '!: of 8 J a r- gcr conscio-.isnes-. ?.:e 1:"' !"e i s in<> l i r.eo towal'~ 

.~c..nosJch\srn- -w~oe c un:verse !s e s e ri3 8 o:" grade ·' ep:ri'tE- -ea ch 

..-C. in (.-~ "' <1 e "' 1-. t -he next h ighe r sp irit . 7h e I.:ftn-30-..11 t "'""'"" __ ,,, ~ccsessing auto-

ljO ., : s pa r t of t h e Earth.,Soul . u~· ( t hEit E'- pert of the soul o~ t1' e larger 

i:;le1-1~ ~ . Gtc . He bov;e ·.rer l ea,·es t~~ is ~\:.St 8 3 ~ l e !'t 'the - r bbl e rr of yr on isn:: 

: :- t 1e ~ .;;s : cal "";orlc an o~en quest : on . ·1T'li e out ~ r3s o"' the SU'Perhul~a.n 

cor.sciou. s ness t hus u,sdc p r o Pble :;..id ret.~i r. 'howeve r vor~· v:-cue .:-nc the 

n-·!D ·;r of f\4r.~t ~onally · s t inct se:-;~ s- t'.: COI!?crts e r:e c~rr .. es 1'r:: t o e 1 

l e f t entirely procl ctratic . :t m.~ 7 be ~Qlytheistic or '!t FF J b~onot e i s:ic-

" --1 ~- c onci::ii\" o ~ . 

::o·:; bef o r e ! pro ceed t o e .::o n si eo rst~or of t 11e Je..-~sr t; o ~ ;:c t i v ... , I 

·vi~"' 7o d i scuss :kkx br i~ :'lJ certa,1~ p"'o:-es c: the Goo - conce.., ... j_ c rf. cnu!"'e r 

atJe s o-:c , t ht> t is the r1ot ions o f Ir.fin lty enc ur ' ty , 

;::a? '- "' eacl: zs o,.,·nipr esence, o~r ' poter..ce , ct .: :-rd.t; , per f e ct · o ... , e ... c . Tl:e 

:'o:- ··:·1r t -;-ill ::ie t rae oi' t:'le superla t ;...np s s of 
. 

:;ill -Uc. t ;ire of ot"er..; al::w • 

. s s 9Jre concegt tar e C:eni::en o: ti1.,1. ~rzte ••orla- - yet -:-e (" "!r. ::r.r !Ti steimes 

.,.. t'1c 1he norenal wor l:c1 -..,-hi ~, . t ;pii i.::s end illu:-;t r ..,te.~ t hrt concept . nut 

!JGt s,1 it'.: the not io"i o ·~ I n:"inity . 
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The l r1finlte to ui::; :?:€r>ns c1":n r1ce '; cel:!y ~ o rr. ::!.1•ur finite conce i v

able . :t ~s l ~~ s rab ar i;11 e (:-it enc l't"ticity) th.~ t ~ r;Hl n'),.."'r sn~p . 
..., J : -;or ..... . '"I"\ r ~ ,i I ,.. - .. - or intcns i~; of r. pl:7si ce l 

or r-pir:tu" o jec~ ,ut re1~er R ~0:1'::: r.:1ous anc unencir.g process . ! t c on~ 

n'Jt e !=' {'! l. o·r. , ~ pc r"' etert e :-'..: on~ ·.-bht :.e.q;::or ·-ot-:. l r cell C'u r et !on. 
-~. -'~ 

i1o t e t s tide and s f&t:· is."', .7 cor --J.ott"! ~ ~~.;?11e conf us ~ or. of ".;!:'a 

·. r~ulc 

other 

". : :osopr.er:-) ·13 c r. n ot be -;-itn or.a f oot or t'1e ~~·i:t le 

~ Tl tns 'hot t ·.-b:c:~ :.~ flc:;-; · re oown the atreaf"o9'f t itre . 

t~:e ""rct "!:hat our rr: ir.f a11rl cor.suquent l y t 'il:? :;·.:.::-1 of our ~:xper i er.ce i s 
v 

~on:J tl"n~l)· e; ro.:- i;.: er.c ex pant;.tn; . :.._ sl·o-·~;i ::.~a v:~tr o f t;n · ver c~ ., tre-:= is 

l; rgo ~ . Our 21otion o: ii i1 ;-;ici.~r.s Pnti : ;:cre.,,s"'~ . 1;0··; i f f!6 te·r r 1::1 
ff•• ~t..d,,. 

r:-e ero :•'.r : r.~ i1 l"~ stctic . .. ,a e re .attir1g P f ence ~ 1-cu.t ~~ir . Cur Co--' r.otior. 

~0ccn(lY • . .1- ·~.,, con ce )~ 'on of ';oC cs Ir ~ !:r ' 4 e t ':c:i;h t t oes not conve;-

t. us a po:~ti•e~no COFPlc~e f ccrcep ~ or. o~ R11 pos~esses ~rcg1ntic 

:·;4'. c..:-pr"'rern~ it r.ot l y rF'ti o"::.~". 'or. , · · ~ ... ,.. e :""!'!.:>r.c:e 1. t era i~s 
• 

t :~r t ntuiti7ely . : t beco~'cs r-> c:-t~l".ll ' 1.F. f or e 1 :;-r-t !cel f eci irr er.ti ~.,, t'he t 

:!11 r t he rro10 , t o ~oj· t Pt ~o.: :3 f 1nit e \ s t o se:; thPt .e l~., l rlt ~r 

. r. po·.-cr . : ti u r-ey cc:e t :1-r. v1 .. cn E · s resour-ccs itL., o•ir.i:!.c . -lhr t 

3-!"··~ a ncu h!::"·< :n r n~.;r \:orl c~ o:: strif e Pr,.. dorrr , t he t t 'e ro r · o~ f'lay 

not "'~ .. ; °l"~ r ~ h to ::r: --;-.... nt , "c:rcurs'!:; , '"Ce ~ .. ,r. t 1·a~ sha tter enf oe9flt-( 

o·~r .C:e· ls . Oar rel . -10,.. •• 011~ Gof. , ;:-::c :-:es ~ :- pr c,tect cn6 guEr er.tee us 



n f 1;li o v; nt or· ; OtU''. c: OJH:;unr(· :~ t 1. c IJ· of cnu· :-lo :v) 1:1 ~ 'n ,-:: ~.1 c ;'l :\ r :-i"!- i or:S; l'r y 1·1c for n 
cntncl.~n> i e 

-L~1rt;\.:;17·:;nt 1;0) ~:r·111o·bcnL. ;;:n OO;l lJ<; 1110 r1 hut Ln f;11c; F 1i'~·'.t Ol <' Ccctn1rd:iv 

•"'.n.I. '·''(' /!l •.. ..., .... \(" +1,.., ,) l; t 1 ,J \lJ I_] l, ,:- ;.J · 1
,1 I .'.l:; 

i.'i'.1 lo of the en:rol c1 

OYlLV, 

:c·nothn r 

wi:Lh only i_y, f'. !)IH"1); ii. ; :; 
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gories of the unfe rstaneing . : a my 0 \7Yl ~creon , et e g1v~11 ~oment , one or 

wan• fol d? : : fccl~re i t one , i n-er voices a .~~f"e anf protet?t - t r,o"e c!' 

~ut , if: ?!'1'ko •t ~1st:nctly man: folf , 1~ consc iouanes~ rebels ,u1te es 

s trongl y ; it af~i r~c t~et my sensat i ons , ry f eel ings , m.v 

strPctiore ·7'hlc>'l : €ffec: on ryself , an d th~t 0"Ch o f l'"Y 

e11 t~o otb nrs . T om then a untt.y thPt ~c rJlt 1ple , e n~ e 

: . --t ·s one : lJut un~ty end rrulttp:i city arc only views o~ .,...y personal,ty 

taken Jen un~ereta.naing that direct s its CAtegories ot ~u ; 7 ort cr nei~ 

t er :·1to or • .J nc r ln~ o the otblr nor int o both et once: alth o both , un '4: od 

'" lso :a . ' :!"e •n ger,::;ru1" 

! f ul1:A7 and riul t!"'lli c·ty h ole ln the sp!titue.l thinew ~ ·· tr ! ar~ i'u 

c.. , ' '1-:: .;i to-.vard \ .. '":· - even "f the a 'bsolltte kird . Ae for lte e.p")e rent plur 

~li~r~e ~-cor.c c ~; ~' tts n~ture . It 1~ ~ .Peno~enon thet ar ise o~ly 
1f 1-:m the $p i rt t or Consc . ~nsnes~ 10 broi:or. ·,i p enr 3~lyzec . :..et ii:c n l us-

t · ~ + ~ tr.~~ •!tb t c color o~ ;h!ten3ss . A pure r ey o! whlt ene~s l ~ e ur~ty 

'J n Pl so ·,l4;e , oceaess, a .,..on sm cl~i:rec .. erize;: b;r s arenose . TtPt ~ fl its prt-

:;o.:: . ll'O ev.J t·70 alt ~rne.t~vei: , e ithe r -:-e rr~;;-:: thol a t"?i·~ 

i..: ~ .'.!:. :::- T?:·r-10-rr. - -t .e t ' ,.. s t ructu. r e1 y . 0:- ·:10 r-oy select ther::l'3 1.-bels !n 

-·1' t ch ceAe 1t b~cor:?r- ?'1o ro l o(Ticel , yea , ro !'" er)1 r icPl t o incline tower 



)<It/~--~-~~--------

but r
0

tber fror a phi osopblcally- crltics l !)OJ~t of vi el7 . I sbell not et-

::t: th ' F chspter I s1u1ll co,.._r:iCer the : e:-1lRh God no.t1on n01. bistcri~elly 

ter pt to t CEC• the stsg:es of Its evoluH n , tbe pHt i cul er err.pl!llsis er.d con

trl ''a~· \on tbet it rec '\V' G as Israel l!ll? rc:>ed t>-.i;t tbe vettous cultures of 

the ?e st . : shall rcr·)1_·; a7;ell or. tr.A n ature ena ta481\IJ tm8.t:·•lel*'1!' 

it tht·uout its up>vi:>r c our$e . 

Let re prefgce ry analysis by sh1'Wing the two tf,.,. 

thet sre ususl i l y founn . These : wi l l neme t he Pr!'gmAiia:•lll~ 
• • • A.'»<t-fl/,. ~ ~ ;...G.. , !iMM• I,,__ 

c" sene£ 1 pnc t::.: ?hl.loso-,hi c Oon not!.0110:: . 

· ~ lS (l-w _ . • 

~ t:r ss rolrior becc. es More int ellectualiFt!c , thF{ the pe r 

sr '~ous ~o of '":el igion , r7::c offe .. s a ssi s t rr c e, a :·.c fei ?nr" obl 

9erscr.t: l • :'v is then thrt rn irtarest is aronr;cc ', ri~ the 

o ~ Go cl • ! ~ c !net t G r , Sp "5: r ~ t , or f' rr;J other r;a st -;-, c e? , : s 

S + ... C"e· 
' r:> ' 

of tl:e 

v" ,. ' e ·?or sh g9e rs . ::e re t ". > soc i e , the cth ice l end tbe pre ct t eal pll&BeB 

rclig1 on preC or-inrte . 
T ·· ; uc°'!(1. ls .,. ~he Gof-no t~o--· h e s A distinctly pre.gretio tendenC!' • 11e hRV 

i:~- - • .... a pre·· ' cu~ chnpt .-,r thct -i n 1 ..... s ce>rl e r per od , i ts Le!ty WPS con
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