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Paul Weiss, one of the great American philosophers of the twenti-
eth century, celebrated his 100th birthday on 19 May. Peirceans
worldwide are indebted to Paul for the crucial role he played in
the 1930s in editing Peirce’s writings for the Harvard edition. The

 

Collected Papers

 

 inaugurated Peirce scholarship, standing as the
historical foundation for Peirce studies.

Weiss has been remarkably effective as a teacher and writer.
He never caved in to the twentieth-century prejudice against
speculative and systematic philosophy and, with the demise of
that prejudice, he enters the twenty-first century (and his own
second century) with renewed purpose. One of his greatest
achievements, 

 

Being and Other Realities,

 

 appeared in 1995
(Open Court); and  

 

Emphatics,

 

 the first of a projected four-book
series, was published in 2000 by Vanderbilt University Press.
Earlier this year, Weiss finished the second book of that series,

 

Surrogates,

 

 and he is currently at work on the third, 

 

Adjuncts.

 

On 19 May Paul woke up to a substantial article in the 

 

Wash-
ington Post

 

 about his life and career. The lengthy article by Philip
Kennicott, “The Emphatic Philosopher,” was the front-page lead
in the Style section. Nathan Houser and Albert Lewis represented
the Peirce Edition Project at Weiss’s birthday celebration in
Washington, D.C.; other Peirceans on hand included Joseph
Brent and Kenneth Ketner.

We are proud to be linked with this American sage by our
common interest in Peirce’s writings and through his service as
an advisor to the Peirce Edition Project. In case any of our read-
ers wish to memorialize the completion of Paul’s first century, we
have learned that his two favorite charities are Legal Services for
the Elderly, Suite 1700, 130 W 42, NYC 10036 (Paul’s son,
Jonathan, is the director); and Henry Street Settlement, 265
Henry Street, NYC 10002 (HSS sponsored a visit to the country
for Paul when he was a young city-bound boy).
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After seven years as PEP’s Chair-
man of the Board of Advisors, Don
D. Roberts has stepped down to pur-
sue some personal initiatives at his
new home on Vancouver Island,
where he recently retired with his
wife, Beverley Kent. 

Roberts has served the Edition
in numerous ways since its incep-
tion, and his leadership as board
chairman saw PEP through a crucial
period of rebuilding. The editors
salute Roberts for his service and are grateful that he has agreed
to continue serving as a member of the board’s Executive Com-
mittee.

In March, Dean Herman Saatkamp Jr. appointed Thomas L.
Short as the new Chairman of the Board. Many readers of this
newsletter will know of Short through his papers on Peirce’s
semiotics and pragmatism—especially on the teleological cur-
rents of Peirce’s pragmatic thought. Perhaps this bodes well for
those who have urged the editors to keep an eye on desirable out-
comes. Short takes over just as PEP is about to launch a five-year
endowment campaign to secure the completion of the Critical
Edition and to support the establishment of a permanent Peirce
research center based on PEP’s accumulated resources.

The Peirce Society will hold a joint reception with the San-
tayana Society on 28 December at the meeting of the Eastern
Division of the American Philosophical Association in Atlanta.
Readers who attend the reception will have an opportunity to
meet Short and talk with him about PEP. Anyone wishing to com-
municate with him in the interim may address correspondence to
the Peirce Project.
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Just as we were wrapping up this issue of the newsletter, we
learned that President Bush had nominated Italian Renais-
sance art expert Bruce Cole to replace William R. Ferris as
chairman of the National Endowment for the Humanities.
Cole, Distinguished Professor of Fine Arts at Indiana Univer-
sity, is a specialist in art history and is well-known for his
commitment to the traditions of Western culture. He served
under Lynne Cheney as a member of the NEH Council. If the
U.S. Congress confirms him, Cole will assume the leadership
of NEH in November.

Also of note: NEH has offered to fund PEP for another two
years (for details see the director’s report on the back page).
For a complete listing of this year’s NEH Collaborative
Research awardees, go to http://www.neh.gov/grants/awards/
Collab2001.html.

 

Many thanks and best
wishes to Don Roberts,
outgoing board chairman

Paul Weiss, in his Washington, D.C. apartment, 12 Aug. 2000
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The Peirce Project depends on specialists from many fields for
help in preparing our critical texts and editorial annotations.
Although the heaviest burden falls on our regular contributing
editors and advisors, we hope that through the newsletter we can
extend the scope of communal involvement. In this issue we fea-
ture the answer to a question posed in the previous issue, as well
as a continuing “mystery.” If you can shed more light on our
unanswered question, please reply in writing or by e-mail to
Associate Editor André De Tienne at adetienn@iupui.edu.

 

Question Answered:
Poem Deciphered.

 

 Shortly after the previous issue of the
newsletter (3.2) appeared, we received an answer to question 17,
which asked readers to help us decipher a coded poem. The solu-
tion came from Peirce’s own grandnephew, Jeremy Peirce, to
whom we express our gratitude. (Upon learning who had deci-
phered the encryption, executive board member Arthur Burks
remarked, “I suppose it runs in the genes.”)

The key to Peirce’s code is that each letter of the alphabet was
assigned both a vowel-based cipher and a consonant cipher,
according to the table below.

The text Peirce ciphered consists of the first two couplets of a
famous three-couplet hymn by statesman and writer Joseph Add-
ison (1672–1719). The hymn, “The Spacious Firmament on
High,” was probably composed in 1712, the year of its publica-
tion, under the title “Ode,” in the

 

 Spectator

 

 (London: J. and R.
Tonson). This hymn is said to have taken its inspiration from the
first four verses of Psalm 19; it became very popular when
Charles Wesley (1707–88) published it in his hymnal. It was later
set to the music of F. J. Haydn’s oratorio 

 

The Creation.

 

 In his ren-
dition, Peirce got seven words wrong (“etherial” for “ethereal” in
line 2, “starry” for “spangled” and “spangled” for “shining” in
line 3, “in” for “to” in line 7, “recounts” for “repeats” in line 12,
“while” for “whilst” in line 13, “turn” for “roll” in line 15), which
may indicate that he encoded the poem from memory. The three
alternative readings we gave in the footnote to question 17 (“oys-
mashoy,” “skolshaubar,” and “siwnau”) turn out to be the correct

ones. In addition, the third word of line 4 in the ciphered poem
ought to read “iwshelghelphan” instead of “iwshelghelphau”
(thus yielding the word “original” instead of “origine”; our mis-
reading), while in line 15 “smeyth” ought to have been “smey-
auth” (Peirce’s error). Here are the first two couplets of the “Ode”:

 

The spacious firmament on high,
With all the blue ethereal sky,

And spangled heavens, a shining frame,
Their great Original proclaim. 

Th’unwearied sun, from day to day,
Does his Creator’s power display; 

And publishes to every land
The work of an almighty hand. 

Soon as the evening shades prevail,
The moon takes up the wondrous tale, 

And nightly to the listening earth
Repeats the story of her birth: 

Whilst all the stars that round her burn,
And all the planets in their turn, 

Confirm the tidings as they roll,
And spread the truth from pole to pole. 

 

Question Unanswered:
The Kirchheis Saga Continues. 

 

Two times now we have put
in the newsletter a question about the “famous” German philoso-
pher Kirchheis. We had found two references by Peirce to Kirch-
heis. In his lecture on burlesque (R 1564), Peirce opened by
writing: “My lecture will furnish a strict logical analysis of bur-
lesque, and lay the foundations for the metaphysics of the sub-
ject, in a manner which I think must be met by the advocates of
the theory of Kirchheis.”  The reference suggests a certain famil-
iarity with the theory of Kirchheis, possibly secondhand, and
Peirce’s belief that there are advocates of this theory.

The second mention of the name “Kirchheis” is found in
Peirce’s 1891 letter to the editor of the 

 

Nation

 

 (Ketner & Cook
I:115–17) in support of F. E. Abbot, whose 

 

Ways Out of Agnosti-
cism

 

 had been ferociously attacked by Royce. In his letter, Peirce
noted that “philosophers of the highest standing” had spoken
highly of Abbot’s work, and he gave three examples, one of
whom was Kirchheiss (the second “s” may have been added by
the editors of the 

 

Nation

 

)

 

.

 

 Abbot himself was unfamiliar with
Kirchheis’s praise of his work, as he asked in the letter in which
he thanked Peirce for coming to his defense, “Will you kindly
give me the reference to Kirchheiss’s mention of my work?  I
have not seen it.” We have not found any reply from Peirce, and
extensive searches through library catalogs and biographical dic-
tionaries, using all likely variations on the name, have not led
anywhere. 

Since the last newsletter, however, the quest for the celebrated
Kirchheis has been propelled to new heights with the discovery
of a third mention of his name. This discovery was made by
Mathias Girel (Université Paris–I), who spent four weeks at the
Peirce Project doing research for his dissertation. In a long and
remarkably detailed footnote that follows a discussion of an argu-
ment for the immortality of the soul in Plato, Peirce wrote the fol-
lowing: “I hardly need say that the argument is known in
Germany as the Kirchheis-Plato theory, owing to its having been
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first placed upon a scientific footing by J. H. Kirchheis in his
great work

 

 Die thierische Sterbenbestimmungen physiologisch-
ästhetisch entwickelt.

 

” Peirce continued with a detailed but
bizarre description of this work (retaining his German spelling): 

 

This book is in two volumes, of which the first (Leipzig: 1867, pp.
516) consisting of 

 

Theil 

 

I,

 

 Theil 

 

I

 

 bis,

 

 and a portion of

 

 Theil 

 

II, treats
of nerve-physiology; 

 

Theil 

 

I being devoted to histology, 

 

Theil 

 

I

 

 bis

 

 to
the history of the doctrine of immortality in its nerve-physiological
relations, and 

 

Theil 

 

II to the physiology of esthetics. The second vol-
ume has two 

 

Abtheilungen.

 

 It may be mentioned, as a slight indica-
tion of the thoroughness with which the work is carried out that in
the Register to the first and smaller of the 

 

Abtheilungen 

 

of Vol. II, the
name of Christ occupies more than a column, although this index
only refers to places where the different names occur incidentally.
Most of the references to Christ are to dates.  

 

Abtheilung 

 

I of Band II
(Tübingen: 1878, pp. 107) treats of the psychology of ethics from a
physiological point of view. 

 

Abtheilung 

 

II of Band II (Leipzig: 1901)
begins by completing 

 

Theil 

 

II of the entire work. This, however, only
occupies the first 772 pages, treating of the physiological esthetics of
ethics. 

 

Theil 

 

III, which would have been more speculative, is omitted
for the sake of brevity; so that the work is brought to a close with
p. 1584 of this 

 

Abtheilung,

 

 except for an 

 

Anhang

 

 of 2210 pages.

 

Theil 

 

IV and the 

 

Anhang

 

 are simply devoted to summing up the
proof. The price of the whole in paper is 42 Marks. These details are
given because the book is strictly indispensible to everybody who
has any species of interest in the subject of the argument.

 

A truly remarkable description of what must be an excep-
tional work. Our first inclination was that this must be a spoof on
German scholarly works, especially since no trace of the book
has been found, and the appendix is three pages longer than the
work it is supposed to summarize. The publication dates are also
suspicious, as they roughly correspond with important moments
in Peirce’s own intellectual life. So, perhaps it is all a spoof and
there was no Kirchheis.

What counts against such an interpretation is that the 

 

Minute
Logic,

 

 where the footnote appeared, was clearly intended as a
serious work, and Plato’s immortality argument is followed by a
serious discussion of how to evaluate such an argument (albeit
without any further reference to Kirchheis). Moreover, Peirce’s
mention of Kirchheis in the Abbot-Royce affair can hardly be
called a spoof. If Kirchheis was indeed an invention of Peirce, he
would have been seriously distorting the facts.

Another breakthrough in the Kirchheis saga came from 

 

Die
Deutsche Bibliothek

 

 in Leipzig. No Kirchheis was found, but a
likely candidate surfaced whom Peirce might have had in mind
instead, namely, Julius Hermann Kirchmann (1802–84). We
know that Peirce knew of Kirchmann, since at one point he asked
his brother to bring back from Germany a copy of Kirchmann’s

 

Philosophie des Wissens.

 

 Kirchmann was an extremely prolific
writer and founding editor of the 

 

Philosophische Bibliothek

 

 who,
amongst other things, wrote extensive commentaries on Plato.
One possible scenario is that when writing the Abbot letter,
Peirce incorrectly remembered “Kirchmann” as “Kirchheis” and
that the name “Kirchheis” continued to exist as an inside joke.
Peirce’s use of it in the lecture on burlesque might be the first
occasion for this. So far, however, the evidence is still thin. We
have not managed to obtain Kirchmann’s books to determine
whether he said anything about Abbot.

We want to thank the following scholars who have sent us
suggestions regarding the Kirchheis mystery: Fred Davidson
(University of Illinois at Urbana–Champaign), Michael Hoff-
mann (Universität Bielefeld), Ivor Grattan–Guinness (Middlesex
University), and Klaus Hentschel (University of Göttingen), who
suggested it might be a misspelling for Gustav Robert Kirchhoff.

The Indianapolis Peirce Seminar, a new initiative at the Peirce
Edition Project, has been instituted to give visiting scholars an
opportunity to present their work or talk about their research. The
seminars have been well attended and have generated lively dis-
cussions. Topics have ranged from graphical ways of represent-
ing Peirce’s different classifications of signs, to the alleged
circularity of Peirce’s proof of pragmatism, to a long discussion
on how to conceptualize the very first stages in Peirce’s evolu-
tionary cosmology. 

The first seminar was given by Helmut Pape (University of
Hannover) on 14 October 1999 in the back room of the Peirce
Edition Project, surrounded by hanging manuscripts. The title of
Pape’s presentation was “The Ontology of Emergent Time:
Peirce in 1898.” 

Since then, eight more seminars have been held. Floyd Mer-
rell (Purdue University) gave a presentation on fractal space, the
pragmatic maxim, and abduction. Paul Forster (University of
Ottawa) took a stand against the accusation that Peirce’s defense
of the pragmatic maxim is circular because it makes use of results
of the special sciences. Instead, Forster argued that Peirce aimed
to ground the maxim in logic, and he presented a (re)construction
of what he believed Peirce’s argument to be. Priscila Farias (Uni-
versity of São Paulo) presented the research that she and João

Queiroz have done on ways to diagram Peirce’s 10, 28, and 66
classes of signs, which revealed interesting common patterns
shared by the three classifications. Christopher Hookway (Uni-
versity of Sheffield) discussed and criticized Putnam’s reading of
the pragmatist conception of truth. Carl Hausman (emeritus Penn
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Carl Hausman at the Indianapolis Peirce Seminar, 12 Oct. 2000
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Everyone is at least minimally interested in a few philosophical problems, such as those
concerning the soul and the afterlife. The Middle Ages provided people with fully satis-
fying answers to these problems, while regarding as most difficult and occult all ques-
tions dealing with the natural mysteries of heat, light, elasticity, planetary motions, and
the like. A thousand years or so later, the perception has been reversed: modern science
has been very successful at explaining nature’s mechanisms, while it provides no
answers to the old philosophical questions. But modern science at least has taught phi-
losophy a most important lesson: how to cultivate the spirit of inquiry.

Such is, in summary, the preamble that opens an exciting lecture on the philosophy
of science and nature that Peirce appears to have written in the summer of 1893. It has
been only recently, in December 2000, that the full text of this lecture has emerged from
the Peirce papers. Not that it had been ignored in the past, since significant portions of it

had been published in the 

 

Collected Papers,

 

1 

 

and since a number of scholars (CP edi-
tors, Max H. Fisch, Carolyn Eisele, Kenneth L. Ketner, PEP editors) had already much
pondered and wondered about the occasion that prompted Peirce to write the lecture.
But the full extent of the text had never been reconstituted. Titled “Fallibilism, Continu-
ity, and Evolution” by the CP editors and then by Richard Robin in his 

 

Catalogue,

 

 the
paragraphs in CP 1.141–75 reproduce, with some deletions, the principal content of R

955.

 

2

 

 The CP editors recognized that these pages were part of a lecture (the internal evi-
dence leaves no doubt), and dated them c. 1897, on the basis of terminological connec-
tions with some of the Cambridge lectures of 1897–98. Fisch at
some point speculated that the lecture could have been one
Peirce gave on 21 May 1892 before the Graduate Philosophical
Society of Harvard University, but, as Ralph Barton Perry had

already speculated earlier,

 

3

 

 and as confirmed in Peirce’s letter
of 24 May 1892 to Paul Carus, it was a version of his paper on
“The Law of Mind” that Peirce had read there instead. Ketner,
in 1992, theorized that R 955 was a talk Peirce reportedly gave
at Royce’s home or Royce’s seminar later in May 1892, but a
letter from Dickinson Miller to Fisch revealed that the “talk”
was actually an informal conversation between Peirce and
Royce in the latter’s office (with Miller as one of the silent wit-
nesses), in which Royce had the lion’s share. What lecture, then,
was R 955 a part of?

That R 955 was only a part of a lecture was clear enough
since Peirce timed its delivery by indicating intervals of five
minutes at the top of every three to four pages throughout most
of the document. Given that the first recorded time is “35” while
the last is “70” (with fourteen more pages to go), R 955 turns
out to be the second half of a very long lecture, the whole read-
ing of which would have taken Peirce an hour and a half. Where
were the pages Peirce intended to read during the first thirty-five
minutes, however? Diligent research led us to find them for the
most part in R 860, titled by Robin “Nominalism, Realism, and
the Logic of Modern Science.” Three pages of it were published
in CP 6.492–93 under the title “Knowledge of God,” and were
dated c. 1896 by the CP editors. The initial “5” minute mark
shows up on the third sheet and minute “25” on the fifteenth
sheet, with seven more pages to go. A related set of pages, bear-
ing the telling “30” minute mark, was subsequently found in R
589. They constitute clearly the missing transition between
R 860 and R 955. The text of R 860 was heavily altered by
Peirce with a pen dipped in ink different from that of the main
text (brown instead of black). This may indicate that R 860 was
composed at some earlier time in 1893, and then recycled for

use in the full lecture, since portions of R
955 are also in brown ink. As a whole, the
entire document has a complex composi-
tional history. A number of paragraphs
were heavily altered and then deleted to be
rewritten on fresh isolated sheets that
ended up scattered in other folders. Page
R 860: 18, where the transition to the sec-
ond part begins, is followed by no less than
seven competing sequences of pages. The
paragraphs of CP 6.492–93 are part of the
first sequence, while those of CP 1.141–46
constitute the first half of the sixth
sequence, which means that the 

 

Collected
Papers

 

 does not provide the most mature
version of some parts of the text. 

This most mature version consists of a
reconstructed sequence of sixty-seven
pages, reassembled from five Robin manu-

scripts (S104, 860, 855, 1574, and 955).
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Fig. 1 shows how Peirce deleted the bottom of R 860:14 and the top of
R 860:15, and then rewrote the transition between the two pages on a
fresh sheet, which later got separated, and was retrieved in R 885:5.
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The text of the second part (R 955) was
written at two different times, as shown by
the two distinct handwriting qualities (one
with regular strokes, the other more
emphatic) found in its different sections.
Such a mélange confirms Peirce’s practice
of recycling older texts into new ones. Two
sections of the text, one in each “hand,”
discuss the principle of continuity, and
Peirce’s timing indicates that they were to
be read in succession. The lecture also has
two different endings, one in the regular

hand and thus composed earlier,5 and the

other in the emphatic hand6; the latter,
although unfinished, was clearly intended
to replace the former. Neither is timed (the
“70” minute mark occurs earlier), and the
first one, though superseded by the sec-
ond, provides a much richer ending to the

lecture as it not only discusses Darwinian evolution (where the second stops), but also
Lamarckian and mechanical evolutions, and then proceeds to talk about spontaneity,
law, matter as mind, habit-taking in the universe, personality, synechism, faith, love,
telepathy, afterlife, and the immortality of the soul. Given its deep interest, this alterna-
tive ending will be published separately in W9.

What evidence do we have for dating [“Scientific Fallibilism”] (as we have decided
to name the full lecture) summer 1893 instead of c. 1896 or c. 1897? First, the physical
evidence. The handwriting is consistent with 1892–93 documents, a time when Peirce’s
script abandons some of the looseness and roundedness characteristic of his 1886–90
writings to become slightly more angular and compact (a tendency that will increase
until the end of the 1890s). The different papers used (Peerless Record watermark, or 7
7/8" x 9 3/4" paper size) match other documents of the period. We have also found a
Century Club letterhead sheet containing an approximate outline of the first part of the

lecture, the back of which is inscribed with the roughly penciled date “1893 June 17.”7 
Second, the textual evidence. The fourth sheet in R 860 contains the deleted sen-

tence “A most flagrant offender is a German writer whose book has just been translated,

Dr. Ernst Mach.” Thomas J. McCormack’s translation of Mach’s book,8 to which Peirce
heavily contributed, was published by the Open Court after 28 June 1893, the date of the
translator’s preface. Unless Peirce’s statement was anticipatory, R 860 could thus be

dated July or August 1893. One of Peirce’s leitmotivs throughout
the lecture is his attack against the “cocksureness” of infalli-
bilists and his defense of fallibilism. Such concerns, and termi-
nology, surface elsewhere in 1893: in Peirce’s 9 April letter to
Carus criticizing the latter for his “homiletic writing to the Open

Court”; in Peirce’s third “Critic of Arguments” paper,9 received
by Carus on 4 May (a misunderstanding prevented its publication
in the Open Court); in Peirce’s “Reply to the Necessitarians” (a
long riposte to Carus’s criticisms), which appeared in the Monist
in July and on which Peirce had toiled during the winter; in his
“What is Christian Faith?” published in the Open Court, also in
July; in his Nation review, published in early August, of George
M. Gould’s The Meaning and Method of Life: A Search for Reli-
gion in Biology; and in his proposed table of contents for his
multivolume work The Principles of Philosophy, composed in
December.

What could have been the occasion for this lecture? The
extant correspondence is silent on the matter. There is no trace of
any particular invitation made to Peirce in 1893 to deliver such a
lecture, and no trace of anyone commenting on its performance.
Peirce certainly expected to deliver it, since he took great pains
to ready it for oral presentation. But since his timing stops at
minute seventy, while the text goes on for another twenty min-
utes’ worth without coming to a definite end, it may also be that
the projected lecture was canceled shortly before its scheduled
presentation. Another possibility, though less likely, is that Peirce
wanted simply to add a philosophical lecture to a collection of
lectures he was ready to give at a moment’s notice. By the end of
1892, he had already advertised for three such lectures, one on
Pythagoras, one on the Constellations, and a fictional work ini-
tially titled “Thessalian Topography” (to appear in W8). In June
1893, though to no avail, Peirce asked his friend John Fiske to
suggest a good lecture bureau with a capable manager. Following
Nation editor W. P. Garrison’s advice, Peirce also applied in July
for a lectureship to the Peabody Institute in Baltimore, but was
turned down because there was no vacancy. A few weeks later he
persuaded his brother James Mills to intercede with Daniel C.

Fig. 2 shows the place in R 860:18 where Peirce decided to drop the
rest of that text (deleting the bottom paragraph and interlining a
transitional sentence at the end of the previous one) in order to move
on to a rewritten second part of the lecture. R 589:51 begins the last
of seven alternate sequences, and bears the “30” minute mark.

Continued at bottom of page 11



PEIRCE PROJECT NEWSLETTER 6 Volume 4, No. 1, Spring 2001

 

BOOK NOTES
In this section we publish short descriptive notices of new books about Peirce or subjects likely to interest our readers. We cannot survey
all new publications or prepare critical reviews, so we notice only those books sent by authors and publishers. When available, we
reprint notices supplied with the books (often edited and supplemented with text from prefaces or introductions); otherwise we prepare
our own brief announcements. Please note: we notice books only if they are sent as review copies to be deposited in the Project library.
Prices and ISBNs are given when available.

Synechism. Aspetti del pensiero di
Charles Sanders Peirce 

Gianmatteo Mameli 
Università degli Studi di Bologna, Italy, 

Tesi di Laurea in Semiotica, 1995–96, 
vii + 300 pp.

In this dissertation, Mameli attempts to
bring a Peircean answer to two major
Kantian problems: (1) what is the nature
of cognizability, intelligibility, and ratio-
nality and (2) how can we conciliate the
many descriptions of the world provided
by “hard scientists” with the common-
sense view that sees the world as per-
vaded with aspects and properties that are
full of meaning (the beautiful, the good,
the just, the true). Mameli’s ambitious
work divides into three parts. The first,
based on Peirce’s classification of the sci-
ences, provides a solid description of
important parts of Peirce’s system, with a
special focus on the relation between
mathematics, semiotics, and metaphys-
ics. The second part teems with presenta-
tions of formal models and technical
concepts in order to reconstruct Peirce’s
theory of the continuum and to show,
among other things, how it differs from
Cantorian theory. Mameli explores
Peirce’s logic of relations and shows how
it is connected to the continuum theory.
The last part uses Peirce’s semiotic and
metaphysical writings to build a synechis-
tic theory about the knowability and the
metaphysical structure of the world.
Taken as a whole, Mameli’s dissertation
offers to Italian readers a subtle and quite
comprehensive account of Peirce’s philo-
sophical system.

Charles S. Peirce: La lógica del descu-
brimiento 

Gonzalo Génova 
Servicio de Publicaciones de la Universidad 

de Navarra, Cuadernos de Anuario 
Filosófico, Serie Universitaria no. 45, 
1997, 90 pp.

This little book, the product of a thesis for
a “licencia” in philosophy, constitutes a

clear and comprehensive historical and
theoretical introduction to Peirce’s logic
of abduction and discovery. In the first
part Génova discusses Peirce’s logic of
inference, starting with the early anti-
intuitionist texts and continuing with the
1877–78 texts on the logic of science. The
reader is introduced to Peirce’s classifica-
tion of arguments and to the three types of
inference and their syllogistic analysis.
The second part is devoted to the logic of
inquiry, and discusses the roles of induc-
tion and abduction in scientific investi-
gation. The book ends with some
considerations on our guessing instinct
and Peirce’s fallibilism. A short bibliogra-
phy closes the work.

“Il segno matematico in C. S. Peirce.”
(The Mathematical Sign in C. S.
Peirce) 

Susanna Marietti
Dissertation, University of Milan, 1999
(Forthcoming under the title Icona e dia-

gramma. Il segno matematico in C. S. 
Peirce, Collana “Il Filarete,” LED, 
2001)

Marietti’s dissertation begins with an
analysis of Peirce’s notion of hypostatic
abstraction and its role in his study of
mathematical reasoning. The categorical
deduction of Peirce’s 1867 On a New List
of Categories is followed closely to show
how this notion, although not yet explic-
itly formulated by Peirce, already plays a
central role in his thought. Next, the
notion of hypostatic abstraction—in its
relation with philosophical realism—is
set within the framework of mathematical
reasoning. Within the same framework
theorematic reasoning (which is related to
hypostatic abstraction) is contrasted with
corollarial reasoning. Marietti seeks to
show how the distinction traced by Peirce
between these two sorts of deductive rea-
soning provides a useful starting point to
study the mathematical sign. 

In chapter 2, the Peircean argument
for the observational character of mathe-
matics is considered. Mathematics is

interpreted as an informational and exper-
imental science, and the mathematician’s
work is compared with that of empirical
scientists. The notion of diagram is intro-
duced and is considered in its indexical,
symbolical, and iconical aspects. A com-
parison with Kantian philosophy, which is
a recurrent theme in the dissertation,
shows how for Peirce the mathematical
diagram fulfills a role similar to that of the
schemes in Kant’s philosophy, albeit in a
speculative context that avoids the phe-
nomenon–noumenon dualism. Marietti
concludes the chapter with an explanation
of the relation between logic and mathe-
matics and Peirce’s constructive attitude
toward deduction.

In chapter 3, mathematical and philo-
sophical themes dealt with in the previous
chapters are brought within Peirce’s wider
synechistic pragmatism, with explicit ref-
erence to inductive sciences, metaphysics,
and cosmology. Further, the problem of
fallibilism in mathematics is considered.
The concluding fourth chapter surveys
some modern interpretations of Peircean
themes dealt with in the dissertation.

“Modes of Being: A Comparison of
the Realism Question in Charles
Peirce and Contemporary Analytic
Philosophy” 

Catherine Legg
Dissertation, Australian National Univer-

sity, 1999

Legg explores Peirce’s “modes of being,”
or categories, with particular reference to
how commitment to them structures his
realism. Peirce’s realism, Legg argues, is
not so much a commitment to particular,
existent entities as a commitment to a
posteriori precisification of meanings. In
this it bears some semblance to a recent
trend within analytic philosophy toward a
meaning-externalism that rides on rigid
designation, thereby giving birth to “a
posteriori necessities”; though it differs
insofar as Peirce understands such mean-
ing-clarification as precisification rather
than identification.
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Peirce’s account of meaning, Legg
continues, may be distinguished into an
explication of the meaning a concept has
for us, which consists of the expectations
that hypotheses containing that concept
would lead us to form; and the meaning it
has simpliciter, which consists of the
development the concept undergoes over
time and across the community of inquiry,
and which often goes beyond our expecta-
tions. Both dimensions of meaning are
shown to depend on Peirce’s concept of
continuity. Interesting parallels are drawn
between Peirce’s discussion of thirdness
and firstness and Wittgenstein’s discus-
sion of rule-following. The latter has been
mistakenly interpreted by Kripke as a rad-
ical new form of skepticism. Peirce’s
communitarian explication of meaning,
truth, and reality is distinguished from
Kripke’s “skeptical” solution to the rule-
following problem, and from various
‘neo-pragmatisms.’

Because of the three categories,
Peirce’s realism swims against the tide of
analytic philosophy, where a commitment
to a univocal concept of being, most nota-
bly by Quine, has been most influential.
The latter approach, Legg argues, encour-
ages a tendency to reification to solve
philosophical problems. In contrast,
Peirce’s three categories enable a triadic,
processual analysis of signification,
which, unlike the more usual dyadic
framework of word and object, builds the
interpretation (and development) of signs
into the representation itself, and thereby
into realism.

Theories of the Sign in Classical
Antiquity

Giovanni Manetti, trans. by Christine 
Richardson

Indiana University Press, 1993, xvi + 196 pp.
ISBN 0-253-33684-8 (cloth), $35.00

This English translation of Manetti’s 1987
book presents a fascinating work on the
pre-classical and classical origins of semi-
otic theory, beginning with a study of
Mesopotamian and Greek divination;
continuing with an investigation into
Plato, Aristotle, Stoic philosophy, Epicu-
rus, Philodemus, Cornificius, Cicero, and
Quintillian; and finishing with a subtle
reading of Augustine. Manetti makes con-

siderable use of the semiotic triangle (a
triple dyadic construction with attributes
different from Peirce’s semiotic triad) as a
grid of structural analysis, and one may
wish his approach had been more genu-
inely triadic to see whether this could
have modified the nuances of some con-
clusions. But in any case the book is
extremely informative and insightful
about the history of semiotics, and brings
to light the development of semiotic con-
cepts, which in itself is tantamount to
retracing the steps of our logical evolu-
tion.

Reason, Experience, and God: John E.
Smith in Dialogue

Vincent M. Colapietro (ed.)
Fordham University Press, 1997, 158 pp.
ISBN 0-8232-1706-x (cloth), $28.00
ISBN 0-8232-1707-8 (paper), $18.00

As an homage to a great contemporary
American philosopher, this book fulfills
its role admirably, with four searching
and questioning papers by four solid
thinkers—the late Vincent Potter; Robert
J. Roth, S.J.; Vincent Colapietro; and
Robert Neville—and with four consider-
ate responses by John Smith. Potter
emphasizes Smith’s attempt to “recover
experience” in the sense of saving that
concept from its recent reductionistic
past, and questions him about the nature
of “religious experience,” the distinction
between immediate and direct experience
of God, and his criticisms of ontological
and cosmological arguments for God.
Roth captures much of the essence of
Smith’s contribution to moral philosophy
and asks crucial questions about the inter-
dependence between morality and reli-
gion. Colapietro offers quite an amazing
synopsis of Smith’s many utterances on
the idea of living reason (contrasted with
the logician’s formal reason) and the
necessity of recovering it in order to bet-
ter understand the very nature of our con-
crete quest for intelligibility. Neville
strives to reread Smith’s theory of experi-
ence as an attempt to relocate metaphys-
ics within experience, and he does this by
considering two topics, being and God.
Smith’s substantial responses are for him
an occasion to revisit his earlier writings
and to clarify many of his ideas, which he

does with both breadth and depth. The
book ends with a comprehensive bibliog-
raphy of Smith’s works.

Peirce, Signs, and Meaning
Floyd Merrell
University of Toronto Press, 1997, xvii + 

384 pp.
ISBN 0-8020-4135-3 (cloth), $65.00
ISBN 0-8020-7982-2 (paper), $24.95

Merrell continues his travel across the
semiotic universe with an account of his
efforts to unravel the “scandal of mean-
ing.” His principal hypothesis is that
“indeterminacy, at the heart of the vague-
ness and generality, the inconsistency and
incompleteness, and the overdetermina-
tion and underdetermination of any and
all signs, is the sliding fulcrum point of
the life of signs and hence of their mean-
ing.” Merrell shows that Peirce’s semio-
tics includes a real theory of meaning that
does justice to the above hypothesis, one
which leads to realizing that “meaning is
not in the signs, the things, or the head,
but in the processual rush of semiosis.”
The book contains a preamble (a dialogue
between three characters) and fifteen
chapters of great insight and suggestive-
ness that no Peirce-bred philosopher/
semiotician can afford to overlook, given
the rich evocations and intelligent appli-
cations and extensions of Peirce’s theory,
and also given the many contrasts pro-
vided with other contemporary and not so
contemporary philosophers.

Jonathan Edwards’s Writings: Text,
Context, Interpretation 

Stephen J. Stein (ed.) 
Indiana University Press, 1996, 240 pp.
ISBN 0-253-33082-3 (cloth), $49.95
 
This volume contains a collection of
essays on the writings of Jonathan
Edwards. The main purpose of the collec-
tion is to set Edwards’s thought in con-
text. Part I contains four studies of
unpublished manuscripts, which discuss
Edwards’s sermon series on the parable of
the wise and foolish virgin, his late messi-
anic prophecies, his views on the regula-
tion of religious discourse, and his
attitude toward Islam. Part II contains a
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number of essays on the relationship
between Edwards’s writings and those of
other major religious and philosophical
figures, including Solomon Stoddard,
Thomas Shepard, George Berkeley, and
William James. Part III concentrates on
the nineteenth-century reception of
Edwards at Yale, at Oberlin College,
among evangelical women during the
Second Great Awakening, and by
Edwards A. Park, the great popularizer of
the New England Theology.

American Ethics: A Source Book from
Edwards to Dewey 

G.W. Stroh and H.G. Callaway (eds.)
University Press of America, 2000, 520 pp.
ISBN 0-7618-1826-X (paper), $42.00

American Ethics contains a large selec-
tion of original texts, running from Roger
Williams (1603?–83) to William Fran-
kena (1908–94), that is well suited for
university courses in ethics, including
introductory courses. The texts are gener-
ally short, often under ten pages, and each
text is preceded by a short introduction.
The book is divided into six sections:
(1) Puritanism, Liberty of Conscience,
and the Religious Background;
(2) Enlightenment and Natural Rights;
(3) Transcendentalism and Human Dig-
nity; (4) Pragmatism, Evolution, and
Humanism; (5) Idealism, Evil, and Preju-
dice; (6) Naturalism, Science, and Soci-
ety. Each section opens with a short
introduction and closes with discussion
questions and suggestions for further
reading. Not surprisingly, American Eth-
ics contains little Peirce; it includes seg-
ments of “What Pragmatism Is” and
“Evolutionary Love,” making up 13 of the
circa 500 pages.  

Zeichen deuten auf Gott: Der zeichen-
theoretische Beitrag von Charles S.
Peirce zur Theologie der Sakramente 

Martin Vetter
N.G. Elwert, 1999, xiv + 305 pp.
ISBN 3-7708-1119-4

Within the theology of the sacraments
there is a long-standing tradition to inter-
pret the sacraments as signs (e.g., Martin
Luther and Huldreich Zwingli). The aim

of Vetter’s study is to continue in that tra-
dition by reinterpreting the twentieth-cen-
tury German theology of the sacraments
in terms of Peirce’s semeiotic. Vetter con-
centrates his study largely upon the views
of Karl Barth, Paul Tillich, and Wolfhart
Pannenberg, but draws attention also to
the views of Wilfried Härle and Hermann
Deuser. The application of Peirce’s semei-
otic to the theology of the sacraments fol-
lows an in-depth exposition of Peirce’s
semeiotic and its position within Peirce’s
thought.

The Economic Mind in America: Essays
in the History of American
Economics 

Malcom Rutherford (ed.) 
Routledge, 1998, 352 pp.
ISBN 0-415-13355-6 (cloth), $90.00

This anthology explores the variety of
American economics and gives American
economics a place of its own, as distinct
from its European roots. The volume con-
tains seventeen papers, one of which is
devoted exclusively to Peirce. This paper,
written by James Wible, concentrates on
Peirce’s economic reasoning in his 1901
methodological essay “On the Logic of
Drawing History from Ancient Docu-
ments, Especially from Testimonies”
(EP2, sel. 8).  Part IV, “Institutional Eco-
nomics,” is devoted entirely to Thorstein
Veblen, once a student of Peirce. The last
paper in this section, written by Philippe
Broda, compares Veblen with the pragma-
tist economist John R. Commons, who in
chapter 4 of his 1934 Institutional Eco-
nomics discussed Peirce’s pragmatism,
comparing it to the views of Hume.

Radical Pragmatism: An Alternative
Robert J. Roth, S.J. 
Fordham University Press, 1998, xviii + 

168 pp.
ISBN 0-8232-1851-1 (cloth), $35.00
ISBN 0-8232-1852-X (paper), $18.00

Can pragmatism and classical religion be
reconciled?  Following the lead of Will-
iam James in his Radical Empiricism,
Roth argues that contemporary pragma-
tists can further radicalize the notion of
experience to accommodate classical spir-

itual and religious perspectives on knowl-
edge, morality, God, religion, and
personhood. Roth discusses the pragmatic
views of Peirce, James, and Dewey, and
appeals to the thought of Pierre Teilhard
de Chardin to build his bridge between
pragmatism and religion. Peirceans will
find especially interesting Roth’s Emerso-
nian reading of Peirce’s “Neglected Argu-
ment.”

Ariel y Arisbe. Evolución y Evaluación
del Concepto de América Latina en el
Siglo XX: Una Visión Crítica desde
la Lógica Contemporánea y la
Arquitectónica Pragmática de C. S.
Peirce

Fernando Zalamea
Convenio Andrés Bello, Edición 2000, 200 pp.

An airy good spirit in Shakespeare’s The
Tempest, Ariel is also the title of an 1899
manifest by Uruguayan writer J. E. Rodó
(1871–1917), where it symbolizes the
creative vitality of Latin America as
opposed to the monstrous Calibán repre-
sented by the United States. Zalamea
shows how the prodigious work Peirce
produced at Arisbe allows Calibán to
redeem himself by providing analytical
and interpretational tools that enable us to
better understand the destinal place Latin
America occupied in the twentieth cen-
tury, notably through the grand universal-
ist tradition fostered by such thinkers as
Reyes, Vasconcelos, Estrada, Paz, and
Ribeiro. Zalamea’s main hypothesis is
that Latin America is a relational place
within a continuum, and that its general
capacity for hybridization and counter-
points constantly swings it to and fro
between the two poles of universality and
resistance. Chapter 1 presents the univer-
salist tradition and emphasizes how the
search for unity and identity can be
detected in the Latin American cultural
manifold. Chapter 2 presents Zalamea’s
instruments of analysis: first, the study of
universals and relations from the stand-
point of contemporary mathematical
logic; and second, the pragmatistic sys-
tem of Peirce, with the three categories, a
modelization of the pragmatic maxim, a
discussion of his semiotic, his classifica-
tion of the sciences, the concepts of gen-
erality, vagueness, determinacy, and



PEIRCE PROJECT NEWSLETTER 9 Volume 4, No. 1, Spring 2001

 

BOOK NOTES

indeterminacy. Chapter 3 applies many of
these Peircean concepts to identifying
universalist tendencies present in a num-
ber of Latin American artistic and literary
works. The last chapter shows how
Peirce’s philosophy is indispensable to
understanding the contemporary world,
and attacks postmodernism’s pretension
to have gotten rid of the illusions of uni-
versalization. Zalamea shows how such a
claim harbors a logical fallacy, and
opposes to it Peirce’s “Einsteinian turn,”
that of having made it possible for univer-
sals to exist without absolutes.

The Peirce Seminar Papers: Essays in
Semiotic Analysis, Vol. 3

Michael Shapiro (ed.)
Peter Lang, 1998, 123 pp.
ISBN 0-8204-3142-7 (hardback), $39.95

This is the Jakobson Centenary Volume in
Shapiro’s rich and illuminating series
devoted to semiotics from a Peircean
standpoint. Volume 3 includes papers by
Shapiro, Edna Andrews, Paul Friedrich,
Carol Hult, Roberta Kevelson, and T. L.
Short. (Peirce is dealt with by Shapiro,
Kevelson, and Short.) Shapiro opens the
book by pointing out that among the debts
linguists owe to Jakobson is the champi-
oning of Peirce as “a genuine and bold
forerunner of structural linguistics.” But
Shapiro goes on to show that Jakobson

tended to treat Peirce as a historical fig-
ure, a forerunner, and not as a continuing
source of fresh insight and untapped
potential. Jakobson glimpsed Peirce’s
importance but never fully understood
Peirce’s semiotic enterprise. Short elabo-
rates on this assessment in his
contribution, “Jakobson’s Problematic
Appropriation of Peirce.” Short’s critique
of Jakobson not only sharpens the differ-
ences in the views of these two important
thinkers, but, in doing so, Short illumi-
nates Peirce’s semiotics from the stand-
point of linguistics and, rather
unexpectedly, illuminates Peirce’s teleol-
ogy. Peirceans will find Short’s piece
worth the price of the volume.

Reading Peirce Reading
Richard A. Smyth
Rowman & Littlefield Publishers, Inc., 

1997, ix + 327 pp.
ISBN 0-8476-8432-6 (cloth), $89.00
ISBN 0-8476-8433-4 (paper), $28.95

In this interesting book, Smyth examines
several of Peirce’s most important early
writings from the standpoint of what they
reveal about Peirce’s own reading of the
history of philosophy. Smyth probes the
first two articles of Peirce’s 1868 Journal
of Speculative Philosophy series and then
the opening articles of Peirce’s 1878 Pop-
ular Science Monthly series for what they

reveal about Peirce’s reading of Mill,
Kant, and Descartes, among others. His
findings are illuminating. Smyth’s work
helps locate Peirce’s philosophy within
the evolution of modern thought but,
more broadly, it sheds helpful light on the
origins of pragmatism.

On Peirce
Cornelis de Waal
Wadsworth, 2001, 91 pp.
ISBN 0-534-58376-8 (paper), $14.95

If you have ever thought it would be help-
ful to have a compact treatment of Peirce
that covers all the main points without the
usual exciting but distracting sideshows,
De Waal’s On Peirce is the book you had
in mind. It is organized after Peirce’s own
classification of the sciences and is
divided into short, manageable sections
that present concise but excellent summa-
ries of Peirce’s rich ideas. De Waal’s aim
is modest: “to make accessible the key
elements of Peirce’s thought and to bring
them in relation to one another.” He has
succeeded admirably and has given us a
very readable book that will surprise even
longtime Peirce scholars with the clarity it
brings to Peirce’s full system of thought
and with how well it positions readers to
relate Peirce’s ideas to contemporary
issues. This book is perfect for the class-
room.

Nathan Houser, PEP director, and Albert
Lewis, associate editor, recently visited
Collected Papers editor Paul Weiss at his
home in Washington, D.C. As Lewis was
examining the centenarian philosopher’s
extensive personal library, he discovered
an old logic book, Francis Bowen’s Trea-
tise on Logic, or the Laws of Pure
Thought, Comprising Both the Aristotelic
and Hamiltonian Analyses of Logical
Forms, and Some Chapters of Applied
Logic (Cambridge: Sever and Francis,
1864). Francis Bowen (1811–90) is no
longer well-known today, but in his day,
as Alford Professor of Natural Religion,
Moral Philosophy, and Civil Polity
(1853–89), he was for several decades
Harvard’s principal philosophy professor.
As such, he was one of Peirce’s important

teachers, for whom the 20-year-old
Charles seems to have nurtured a mixture
of respect and contempt. In The Rise of
American Philosophy (Yale University
Press, 1977), p. 28, Bruce Kuklick tells us
that as a historian of modern philosophy
Bowen has had no superior at Harvard;
that his writing was penetrating, deft, and
witty; that he was a shrewd and able
defender of the philosophic underpin-
nings of Unitarianism; that he left his
mark on Chauncey Wright, Charles
Peirce, and William James; and that the
principal reason why Bowen fell into
oblivion can be traced back to his rejec-
tion of Darwinism. 

The first appearance of Bowen in
Peirce’s writings is found in an amusing
marginal remark Peirce scribbled in his

tenth senior composition, an essay
assigned by Bowen and titled “Analysis of
Genius,” due 19 March 1859 (W1: 25–
30). In the course of the essay Peirce
started using the word “faculty” in a spe-
cial sense, and in order to remind his
reader, Bowen, of this special sense
throughout, he decided to “write the word
in blue ink through the remainder of the
forensic, to avoid introducing a general
abuse of the term.” At this point, no doubt
well after he received the essay back,
Peirce added an asterisk, to which the fol-
lowing marginal remark corresponded:
“the fun of this consisted in the fact that
Bowen was color blind.” In another
remark added to working notes for this
composition Peirce wrote that De Morgan
called Bowen an “obscure metaphysical

ANOTHER PEIRCE BOOK LOCATED: BOWEN’S TREATISE ON LOGIC

Continued at top of page 11
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RESEARCH CENTERS AND RESOURCES
Readers are invited to submit short descriptions (up to 250 words) of research
facilities or resources that support research that relates to Peirce or his philosophy.

THE UQAM PH.D. PROGRAM IN SEMIOTICS

The Université du Québec à Montréal (UQAM) is one of a very
few universities that offer a Ph.D. program in semiotics proper.
Implemented in 1979, the program provides teaching and
research activities in most of the prominent fields of semiotics,
with a strong emphasis on Peirce’s thought. It is jointly adminis-
tered by the departments of Literary Studies, Philosophy, Com-
munication and Art History. As of today, sixty degrees have been
awarded for dissertations on literature, philosophy, dramatic art,
cinema, architecture and other fields considered from a semiotic
point of view. One of its specific features is that it includes, in
addition to more conventional courses, credited research activi-
ties which allow students actively to participate in current
research bearing on contemporary trends in semiotics. The pro-
gram has two formats: a longer version (120 credits) for students
without an M.A. and a shorter one (90 credits) for those who have
an M.A. in a relevant discipline. In addition to regular professors
at UQAM, external resources are available, from other Canadian
and non-Canadian universities (including IUPUI). The program
will soon be implemented also at the State University of Bahia
(UNEB, Salvador, Brazil). Dissertations may be written in
English. 

For further information contact François Latraverse at
latraverse.francois@uqam.ca.

THE PEIRCE–WITTGENSTEIN RESEARCH 
GROUP OF UQAM

The Peirce–Wittgenstein Research Group was formed quite spon-
taneously in 1996, when François Latraverse (its director) and
some students realized, while discussing the development of
semiotics, that a true comparison of Peirce and Wittgenstein was
sorely needed. Since then, the group has brought together profes-
sors and students (mostly from the Ph.D. program in semiotics)
whose objective is to analyze the thought of the two philosophers
on the specific points where they shed light on each other, while
trying to avoid a more polarized reading of one by the other.
Through the years, more than a hundred meetings have taken
place, on topics as varied as the relations between the role of the
interpretant and “rule following,” ostensive definitions and index-
icality, the notion of semiotic communities, the relations between

signs and the self, habit and language-games, and grammar and
logic, to name but a few. The current academic year is devoted to
a careful, step-by-step reading of the Tractatus logico-philo-
sophicus, which has inter alia established beyond reasonable
doubt that a genuine triadic semiotic structure lies at the very
heart of the book. Seven Ph.D. dissertations are actually related
in some way or another to this bi-perspectival concern. An inter-
national conference was held in October 1999, bearing on some
of the central topics of this comparison; the proceedings will
soon be published at L’Harmattan, Paris.

For further information contact François Latraverse at
latraverse.francois@uqam.ca.

THE PRAGMATISM ARCHIVE

The Pragmatism Archive, located with the philosophy depart-
ment at Oklahoma State University, houses a world-class collec-
tion of materials by and about pragmatists and other American
philosophers. The Archive presently contains over one thousand
books and more than twenty thousand photocopied essays and
articles, and it continues to grow at a fast pace. The collection
includes most of the published works of the major and minor
pragmatists from Peirce to Putnam. But the Archive’s greatest
strength is its vast resources for studying the history of exegetical
and critical work on pragmatism from its inception to the present.
The Archive is accessible year-round to researchers for short- or
long-term visits. Students completing theses or dissertations are
especially welcome; the Archive does offer research grants for
dissertation preparation. The Pragmatism Archive supports
undergraduate and graduate courses in pragmatism and American
philosophy for the B.A. and M.A. philosophy programs and the
B.A. in American Studies at Oklahoma State University. The
Pragmatism Archive also sponsors lectures and seminars given by
visiting faculty working in American philosophy and American
Studies. Details of the Archive’s contents, resources, accessibil-
ity, and grants are online at www.pragmatism.org/archive/
index.htm.

Contact the Pragmatism Archive Director, Dr. John Shook,
Philosophy Department, 308 Hanner Hall, Oklahoma State Uni-
versity, Stillwater, OK 74078-5064. Phone: (405) 744-6090; e-
mail: jshook@pragmatism.org.

State), discussed the phenomenological
and metaphysical functions of Peirce’s
categories. Tom Short gave a new inter-
pretation of the “Fixation of Belief” paper
in a lecture titled “Peirce’s Assassins,” in
which he responded to Cheryl Misak’s

approach. Mathias Girel (Université
Paris–I Panthéon–Sorbonne) gave the pre-
sentation “Belief and conduct: Peirce and
the pragmatists,” in which he examined
Peirce’s reactions to how James, Royce,
Schiller, and Dewey viewed his pragmatic

maxim. The most recent speaker, Justus
Lentsch (University of Hannover), also
discussed Peirce’s pragmatic maxim in
his lecture “Pragmatic Patterns in Peirce’s
Inferentialism: On Some Aspects of the
Pragmatic Maxim.”

“Indianapolis Peirce Seminar” continued from page 3
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writer” (R 1118: 3). This fun, however, took place before the
appearance of the book mentioned above, a book which ought to
retain our attention because, although it was published after he
graduated from Harvard, Peirce was intimately acquainted with
it. 

Indeed, the copy discovered by Lewis on Weiss’s shelves
appears originally to have belonged to Peirce’s younger brother
Ben (Benjamin Mills Peirce, who died prematurely in 1870), who
probably had to study Bowen’s textbook in his senior year at Har-
vard (1864). The inside front and back covers of the book are
inscribed with Ben’s name, in ink and in pencil. The book other-
wise contains a large number of penciled marginalia, all of which
appear to be in Charles Peirce’s hand, not his brother’s. One of
them, inscribed at the top of chapter 11 (on “Demonstrative Rea-
soning and Deductive Evidence”), says, “Mr. Bowen tells me to-
day (Nov. 23, 1866) that the doctrine of this chapter is the only
one to which he lays peculiar claim. C. S. P.” Presumably, there-
fore, Ben gave Charles his copy of the book, which Peirce read
with great attention in 1866, and had occasion to talk about with
Bowen himself. 

Most of Peirce’s marginalia are quite critical of Bowen, chal-
lenging the accuracy of his knowledge of the history of logic

(especially medieval), blaming him for making too much of
Hamilton, pointing out the insufficiency of a number of logical
reasonings, and accusing Bowen of not understanding induction.
The remarks are written spiritedly, just as one would expect of a
confident young man proud that his own knowledge had begun to
surpass that of his professor. In his seventh Lowell Lecture (Octo-
ber–November 1866), Peirce associated Bowen with other New
Englanders “having a peculiar genius for philosophy,” such as
Edwards, Channing, Parker, Bushnell, Emerson, James, and
Abbot, a “list of names very creditable both individually and for
the variety of minds they show” (W1: 455). Six years later, in an
1872 Nation review of educational textbooks, Peirce wrote less
sympathetically that “the work of Professor Bowen, a convenient
though not very intelligent compend of the logic of Hamilton,
Thomson, etc., is nearly without value in educating the mind”
(W3: 4). However that may be, Weiss’s copy is quite valuable in
educating our mind about the young Peirce’s logical upbringing,
and in making us aware that deeper study of Bowen’s teaching
may reveal more about Peirce’s early philosophical development
(for one thing, Bowen rejected Kant’s transcendentalism). Paul
Weiss gave the book to Nathan Houser, who deposited it in the
Max H. Fisch Library at the Peirce Edition Project.

Gilman, the president of Johns Hopkins University, and to write
him that Peirce was “very desirous of getting the chance of giving
a course of lectures this autumn.” A reply, if there was one, would
certainly have been negative. Peirce, at any rate, was seriously
considering lecturing as a way to make a living. 

Although we remain ignorant of the occasion that prompted
Peirce to compose the lecture, an interesting remark buried under
heavy deletions on the eleventh sheet of R 860 does at least sug-
gest a lofty and surprising purpose. As part of his demonstration
that nominalism continually bumps up violently on metaphysical
grounds against science’s positive doctrines while realism offers
room “for anything that science may find reason to conclude,”
Peirce makes the point that Newton’s contention that time and
space are real entities was the result of an inference founded on
observed facts, one of them being absolute velocity of rotation.
Foucault’s pendulum experiment proved that motion was not
merely something relative, and consequently absolute motion,
absolute space, and absolute time are real. Gauss and Riemann,
Peirce continues, agreed that observation alone, and not meta-
physical preconceptions, could ascertain the reality of absolute
motion and decide whether two balls, propelled together in the
same direction perpendicular to the line joining them, would tend
to either approach toward or recede from each other. Peirce
shared that belief, as testifies the following transcription of a
deleted passage (ignoring its alterations): “But I have ascertained
that there are several fundamental facts of physics which have
hitherto baffled all explanations,—which are perfectly explained
by supposing those balls to recede, and that this theory predicts
another fact, hitherto unsuspected, which is found to be verified
by observation. Other phenomena are predicted by the theory;
and my object in giving these lectures is to collect the means to
make the necessary experiments for testing the predictions.”
Accordingly, the present lecture was to be the first of a series
intended, at least initially, to bring Peirce the financial means not

only to prove experimentally the reality of absolute motion, abso-
lute space, and absolute time, but also to vindicate realism over
nominalism as the only philosophy capable of animating effec-
tively the spirit of inquiry. With this program in mind, Peirce
devoted the rest of the lecture to show how the nominalists’ cock-
sureness was sure to block the path of inquiry, while the realists’
non-skeptical fallibilism opened it, notably by contrasting the fal-
libilist and infallibilist representations of three of the leading con-
ceptions of science—force, continuity, and evolution.

André De Tienne

NOTES
1. CP 6.492–93 and 1.141–75. 
2. R followed by a number indicates a manuscript listed in Robin’s

Annotated Catalogue of the Papers of Charles S. Peirce. 
3. The Thought and Character of William James, 2:413n. 23.
4. These sixty-seven pages are (using the ISP numbering; i.e., numbers

Bates-stamped on an electroprint copy of the microfilm in 1974 by members
of the Institute for Studies in Pragmaticism): RS 104: 109; R 860: 2;
R 885: 4; R 1574: 655; R 860: 3–6, 8, 7, 9–14; R 885: 5; R 860: 15–18;
R 589: 11–14; R 955: 7, 9–11, 13–40, 43–52. This sequence has only one
gap: one or two pages appear to be missing between R 860: 7 and 9, given
that the textual transition between the two is somewhat questionable, and
given that the “10” minute mark is inscribed on p. 7 while the “15” minute
mark, deleted on p. 9, is restored on p. 10, leaving too short a page interval
for a five-minute duration. The six alternative sequences that followed
R 860: 18 before they were superseded are reconstructed as follows. First
(original) sequence: R 860: 19–21, R 1573: 268 (= R 278: 107); second
sequence: R 839: 179, R 862: 8–9; third sequence: R 839: 179, R 862: 4–7;
fourth sequence: R 839: 179, R 862: 3 (incomplete); fifth sequence: R 955:
57–58, R 890: 7; sixth sequence: R 955: 2–6, 12, R 865: 6–12.

5. R 955: 41–42, R 954: 7–16.
6. R 955: 40–52.
7. R 1347: 6. An outline of the second part of the lecture is found in

R 1009: 32.
8. Ernst Mach, The Science of Mechanics, La Salle, IL: The Open Court

Pub. Co., 1893.
9. R 590: 27–42.

“Another Peirce Book” continued from page 9

“Scientific Fallibilism” continued from page 5
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We can stop holding our collective breath once again: NEH has
offered to fund the Peirce Edition for two more years beginning
in November 2001 (continuing from our present grant).  We have
been awarded $100,000 plus $25,000 in matching funds. This
will enable us to continue our production without interruption.
We are grateful to NEH for this recognition and vote of confi-
dence and we are thankful to everyone who has supported our
work (and especially those of you, whoever you are, who served
as referees for our NEH grant application).

I am also very glad to report that the William James and John
Dewey letters editions were funded—a good sign for those of us
interested in pragmatism and classical American philosophy.
Another promising sign is the popular success of Louis Menand’s
new book, The Metaphysical Club. This is a book most readers of
this newsletter will want to read—not as a work of original schol-
arship but as an engaging account of the birth of pragmatism.
Peirce scholars will be unhappy with many of Menand’s charac-
terizations of Peirce and with his skewing of the history of prag-
matism to favor a story that tends to minimize Peirce’s role—see
Susan Haack’s review of Menand’s Pragmatism: A Reader (New
Criterion, Nov. 1997, pp. 67–70) for a good idea of what
Peirceans will object to—but I think we should pump up our
ataraxia and admit that Menand has done us a favor. However
much we may disagree with the specifics, he has succeeded in
bringing the story of the birth of pragmatism vividly into the pub-
lic consciousness, and Peirce is one of the group of four (along
with Oliver Wendell Holmes Jr., William James, and John
Dewey) which he claims did more than any other group to pre-
pare the American mind for the modern world following the spir-
itual and intellectual disruption of the Civil War and the ensuing
industrialization. 

Menand had to go out on many thin limbs to write a book like
this, and when specialists from different areas within American
philosophy go seriously to work on his book, he’ll find that some
of those limbs won’t hold him. In fact, I think it is fair to say that
serious scholars will be quite distressed with the confusion
Menand’s chapter on “Pragmatisms” will inculcate in unsuspect-
ing readers. Menand’s dismissing of Peirce as a determinist,
while praising James and Dewey for holding that “no conclusion
is foregone” and for teaching that “every problem is amenable to
the exercise of . . . intelligent action,” is little short of a scandal
(see Menand, p. 372). I suppose it is Peirce’s conception of the
movement of thought toward “concrete reasonableness” that
leads Menand to tag Peirce as a determinist, but as Dewey
pointed out in his essay on Peirce reprinted in Chance, Love, and
Logic, concrete reasonableness consists of habits of action devel-
oped over lifetimes of experience in the world—if anything, this
conception reveals Peirce’s belief in progress and his optimism
about our capacity to learn, notwithstanding the uncertainty we
must always acknowledge. But despite its shortcomings, the book
brings much-needed attention to the origins and founders of prag-
matism, and Menand’s skillfully written tale persuasively con-
veys the importance of this crucial episode in the development of
American culture. I only hope that Peirce scholars will take this

opportunity to help educate the public about parts of Peirce mis-
represented or neglected by Menand.

As this issue of the newsletter goes to press, our editing work
is progressing apace, with W8 well on its way to completion by
the end of the year and with good headway on W9 and W10. We
expect to publish W9 in 2003 and W10 in 2004. As I mentioned
in my last report, we are exploring with François Latraverse’s
group in Montreal and with Helmut Pape’s group in Germany
how to set up external centers to work on W7 (the Century Dic-
tionary volume) and W20 (the 1903 Lowell Lectures volume). In
April, Professor Latraverse spent a week at PEP with his students
Benoît Favreault and Marc Guastavino, studying the Century
Dictionary materials and learning about our methods; Professor
Pape will visit PEP in June.

As reported on the front page of this issue, Don D. Roberts
has retired from the chairmanship of PEP’s Board of Advisors.
Professor Roberts has been such a key participant in PEP’s work
over the years that we were much relieved when he agreed to
continue as a member of the board’s Executive Committee. We
were further relieved when we learned from Dean Saatkamp that
Thomas L. Short had agreed to follow Roberts as Chairman of
the Board. I may occasionally relinquish this page, or part of it, to
Chairman Short so he can communicate his thoughts and con-
cerns to our readers. At present, he has turned his attention to
PEP’s need for an endowment to stabilize our production capac-
ity and to ensure the continuation of a research center built
around our accumulated resources. One other item of news con-
cerning the Board of Advisors: Jim Van Evra, from the University
of Waterloo, has been appointed to its membership. Professor Van
Evra’s specialty is the history of logic and science. We are
delighted that he has agreed to serve.

I want to conclude my report for this issue by congratulating
another of our board members, Paul Weiss, for completing his
100th year! (See front-page article.) He celebrated his birthday
on 19 May with a party in Washington, D.C. What is so special
about Professor Weiss is not just that he is 100 years old, but that
he is beginning his 101st year writing the third book of a four-
book series. What an inspiration to us all! We should remember
that it was Weiss’s work with Charles Hartshorne on the first six
volumes of the Harvard edition of Peirce’s writings that was the
effective beginning of Peirce Studies. We Peirceans are in his debt.

Nathan Houser


