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wrote: "The safest conclusion seems to me that the
ibjeot is beyond the scope of man's intellect; but man
à duty."
prop up morality by an appeal to what is at best au
nty, and may be an illusion, does not strike one as
bilosophy. Nor. will it suffice to resort to the easy-
ethod of a certain noisome body of writers kuown as
bists who say that it is legitimate to believe what you
t your own risk; .theref9re, if you wish to believe in
Jity because it is helpful for your 111e, by all means do
the believing makes the belief true for you. Let us
-r the heipless subjectivism and imapracticable reser-
ivolved i the dlaim to believe what you please at your
:as if human beings were not members of a social

id their beliefs, so0 far as they receive outward expres-
1 not affect the lives of others as well as their own.
1 to believe, which lias been recommended as the
)le solvent of all outstanding philosophical problemna
Swho think that an analysis of what certain people
beieve affords a oriterion of what they ought to

and that truth wifl be arrived at by taking a poil,
itaelf in practice into an unbridled license of uncritical
1, and leads to the erection of peculiarites of private
nto general standards of conduct. The criterion of
I utillty by which Pragmatists who, lacking a cosmic
and erecting certain psycho-physical limitations into
are now trying to impose on manlkind as a test of

a no applicability, even if the utility be conceived not
alisticaily but socially: for there is simply no neceswaY
)n between the truth and the usefulness of beliefs, not
i of the diffioulty which these thinkers are wxder of
iing the criterion of usefuines. It cannot be shown
truth of a belief is proportionate to its moral usefuineis
ioting practical goodness. Otherwise I thinik there
e ground for saying that, among Christians, belief iu a
ing to its practical. influence, is truer than bellef iu
>r form of eternal existence for finite beings. But moral
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