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A. Stagnation in Metaphysics
-Peirce begins by asking why it is that metaphysics is so backward?

-it is the only abstract science that is in such a backward position:

-Math and Logic are also abstract (more so), but they are highly developed

-one standard answer to this question is that the subjectmatter is intrinsically difficult:

-for instance, we cannot directly observe the objects of metaphysical theories.

-Peirce rejects this as a complete mistake:

-if this were the problem, all science would be in such a backward state:

-nor do we directly observe energy, gravitation, molecules, etc...

-he notes: "metaphysics, even bad metaphysics, really rests on observations..." (p. 311)

B. The Theologians
-the real cause of the backward position, says Peirce, is that its leading professors have been theologians.

-what happened all throughout the middle ages and continues to happen is the entrustment of scientific investigation to Christian ministers-- men who are no more qualified for the job than Wall Street brokers.

-the problem is that a theologian, like a stockbroker, is a practical man, not a scientific man, and so is not so much interested in truth as in maintenance of the status quo.

-he writes:

"The temperaments requisite for the two kinds of business are altogether contrary to one another. This is above all true of the practical teacher [who] has no calling for his work unless he thoroughly believes that he is already in possession of all-important truth, with which he seeks by all possible means to imbue other minds, so that they shall be unable to give it up." (p. 312)

"[T]heology pretends to be a science... and I must say that another so deplorably corrupt an influence as theirs upon the morals of science I do not believe has ever been operative." (pp. 312-3)

C. New Directions
-Having said that, Peirce sets down (randomly) examples of legitimate metaphysical questions:

-is there real indefiniteness?

-is there real possibility? impossibility?

-is there strictly individual existence?

-is there any hard distinction between fact and fancy?

-is Time a real thing? is Space?

-do Time or Space have limits?

-these questions are not only answerable, but subject to scientific investigation, because we do observe metaphysical phenomena.

D. The Reality of God
-in considering the concept of God, Peirce wants to make a couple of distinctions:

1) 'God' is not the same thing as 'Supreme Being', as the latter only implies a being that's supreme;

2) 'reality' is not the same thing as 'existence': existence means "reaction with other like things in the environment" and reality means "being such as it is regardless of any particular thought."

-now for the question: Is God real?

-Peirce gives an emphatic yes, adding that almost everyone else believes this as well.

-sound strange? Well keep in mind, says Peirce, that the concept of God is vague, and as long as it stays vague, we never doubt it;

-but as soon as we render it precise, doubt floods in...

E. Experience of God
-how can we believe in the reality of a being the idea of which is so vague? 

-because it is in our experience!

-how so? Consider the pragmatist's conception of God:

-God is mind, God is meaning, God is the power of truth, the power of love.

-it is what allows us to improve ourselves by the mere observation of a good character; what allows us to have strength and courage in performing superhuman deeds.

-we experience God not as mere sensation (i.e., 1stness), but through the heart:

"[A]s to God, open your eyes-- and your heart, which is also a perceptive organ-- and you see him." (pp. 377-8)

-we experience God not through inference but directly as we experience meaning and order (3rdness??).

