Charles Peirce “A Neglected Argument for the Reality of God.”
1. “God” the definable proper name signifying a necessary being, creator of all three universes of Experience.

2. Terms used

2.1. “idea” substance of an actual unitary thought or fancy

2.2. “Idea” anything whose Being consists in its mere capacity for getting fully represented

2.3. “Real” having Properties, characters sufficient to identify their subject, regardless of actual attribution:  the substance of a dream is not Real, but the fact of the dream is.  

2.4. “Actual” that which is met with in the past, present or future

3. “Experience” a brutally produced conscious effect that contributes to a habit which is self-controlled and which we cannot destroy.

3.1. “Brute” compulsion is one whose immediate efficacy nowise consists in conformity to rule or reason.

4. Universes of Experience

4.1. First:  all mere Ideas, airy nothings which might be named in the mind of a poet, pure mathematician, or other

4.1.1. the being of Ideas consists in mere capability of getting thought

4.2. Second:  Brute Actuality of things and facts

4.2.1. their Being consists in their reaction against Brute forces

4.3. Third:  everything whose being consists in active power to establish connections between different objects, esp. objects in different Universes

4.3.1. everything which is essentially a Sign, i.e. the Sign’s Soul

4.3.2. the Sign’s Soul has its Being in its power of serving as intermediatry between its Object and a Mind

4.3.3. a living consciousness and the life and power of growth of a plant

4.3.4. a living constitution or other social institution

5. “Argument” any process of thought reasonably tending to produce a definite belief

5.1. “Argumentation” and Argument proceeding through definitely formulated premises

6. If God Really be and be good then religion, if proved, would be the greatest good.  So we should expect and Argument for His Reality obvious to all minds.  

6.1. It should be directly applicable to the conduct of life, and good for man’s growth.

6.2. Neglected Argument seems best to do this.

6.3. And most who believe in God probably base their belief on it.

6.4. Few Theologians mention this argument, however, probably recognizing only Argumentations as Arguments.

7. Pure Play is an agreeable occupation which is worth indulging in moderately.  [Peirce is no doubt thinking her of the free play of the imagination and the understanding described by Kant in the Critique of Judgment, and which Kant saw, in works of artistic genius, as giving us an intimation of the sublime by way of symbols called aesthetic ideas.]

7.1. Its only rule is the law of liberty.

7.2. It may take either the form of aesthetic contemplation, castle-building, contemplation of some wonder in one of the Universes, or some combination.  

7.3. This last kind is called Musement and will in time flower in the N.A.

7.4. Let religious meditation be allowed to grow spontaneously out of Pure Play without any breach of continuity and the Muser [will attain proof?]

8. Nychthemeron or nycthemeron or nuchthemeron (Greek νυχθήμερον from the words nykt- "night", and (h)emera "day, daytime") is a period of 24 consecutive hours. It is sometimes used, especially in technical literature, to avoid the ambiguity inherent in the term day.  Wikipedia

8.1. All times of day are good for the pursuit.
8.2. Begins with drinking in an impression of some nook of one of the three Universes.  
8.3. This passes into attentive observation, into musing, into communion of self with self.
9. Comte the chief of the band of positivists.
9.1. Idea that no science should borrow the methods of another.
9.2. Another, that science should not look for origins.
9.3. But what else can one inquire into?
9.4. We can obviously understand some causes.
9.5. Reasonable to assume that concerning any problem man can solve it in the long run.
10. 40 minutes vigorous analytic thought:  but Musement should not be limited to that
10.1. The higher weapons of thought are not playthings.
10.2. In mere Play they may be used only by way of exercise.
10.3. But in Musement they may be used in full.

10.4. Musement:  breath of heaven, open conversation with your self, meditation.

10.5. It is conversation illustrated with diagrams and experiements.

11. Darwinians have concocted with ingenuity explanation for the beauties of flowers.

11.1. But why is all of nature suffused with such beauties, and also the other two Universes.

11.2. Pleasure and pain are motor instincts attracting us to some feelings, repelling others.

12. Psychological speculations will naturally lead to musings upon metaphysical problems proper.  

13. The second half of the article is strange because he doesn’t seem to talk much there about the neglected argument.  He begins with a discussion of the main stages of inquiry, noting himself that some of these have “nothing to do with the Neglected Argument.”  Later, he will say that the N.A. is the First Stage of scientific inquiry and that it results in a hypothesis of the very highest Plausibility “whose ultimate test must lie in its value in the self-controlled growth of man’s conduct of life.” (135)  It is here that he makes clear that the hypothesis (of God) takes its stand on Pragmaticism “which implies faith in common sense and in instinct.”  (This is the view of his “third type” of man, the first type of which does not understand logic, the second type understands logic but not psychology, and the last understands both.  The first man is I believe treated as some sort of fool…but P. is ambiguous on this.  The second, oddly, is not treated at all.  This is largely because the second is just an early stage of P. himself who is described in the third.) The second paragraph (131) discusses the move from observation of some surprising phenomenon (which is the beginning of all inquiry) through appraisals of Plausibility of a hypothesis or explanation to “uncontrollable inclination to believe.”  He calls this Retroduction since it reasons from consequent to antecedent and is a form of Argument not Argumentation.  This is followed by testing in the second stage, i.e. examination of the hypothesis in terms of experiential consequences of its truth.  This is called Deduction and has two parts, Explication of the hypothesis, followed by Demonstration or Deductive Argumentation, following the method of Euclid more than Aristotle. (Demonstration is not involved in the N.A., however a broader non-argumentative form of Deduction is because of the testing in the conduct of the man’s life).  The Demonstration almost always requires a diagram or Icon, usually Indices, and is mainly composed of Symbols, Signs that represent through interpretation.  The Third Stage determines how the consequences accord with Experience, and it usually uses Induction.  It must begin with Classification, where general Ideas are attached to experience, followed by testing argumentations, Probations, and the Sentential part which appraises the Probations and even these appraisals before final judgment.  The Probations include direct enumeration or Crude Induction, which is the weakest form of argument since it may be destroyed by one example, and Gradual Induction, which estimates the proportion of the truth in the hypothesis in each case, this being Qualitative or Quantitative.  But it appears that all the stages after Retroduction (with the possible exception of the non-argumentative part of Deduction) are irrelevant to the N.A.  Retroduction lays every plank of the advance of the argument by itself, without the help of Deduction or Induction “by the spontaneous conjectures of instinctive reason” the strength of the impulse (to believe in God) being “a symptom of being instinctive.” Humans, do this in performing their proper function which is (following Aristotle) to “embody general ideas in art-creations, in utilities, and above all in theoretical cognition.”  Men should trust in their abilities in the same way birds trust in their wings, i.e. in our “impulse to prefer one hypothesis to another” and to “give it play, within the bounds of reason” …not that we guess right the first time “but that the well-prepared mind has wonderfully soon guessed each secret of nature is historical truth” since the theories of science have been obtained in this way.  (Retroduction is great for science, so why not for religion!) This all proves that “man’s mind must have been attuned to the truth of things in order to discover what he has discovered” this being “the very bedrock of reasoning.”  Whereas P. previously interpreted Galileo’s idea of the “natural light” as a matter of preferring the logically simpler hypothesis, he now realizes that this means the hypothesis which is “more facile and natural, the one that instinct suggests.” Unless man has “a natural bent in accordance with nature’s, he has no chance of understanding nature at all.”  This leaves man with “a divinatory power” which gives him “peculiar confidence in a hypothesis” which is a “sign of the truth of the hypothesis” and the N.A. “excites this peculiar confidence in the highest degree.”  It is his idea of “faith in common sense and in instinct” that inextricably connects the N.A. and pragmatism and which implies that if you accept one you should accept the other.  So, in sum, it seems that the N.A. is based on the idea that man has certain powers at the stage of Retroduction which are built into him as a species to arrive at belief in God. So the N.A. is not just a variation on an argument from design, or it is but the design of man himself as the creator of the hypothesis of God is just as important here as the design he finds in nature.
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