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Intdéllectual Conversion. ;JhlﬁJ(j

"Itwls strgnge, but,. it 1s true." Surely .one-dms

heard the remardysgerhaps one‘gFg)Tade it onesplf. To be
]1 . content with the obvious Insthnceds, thaFaanthvﬁs nnF fiat,
EN

3. B le'aﬁ the antlipodes are in no danmer of falling off,
the sunv¥8inofiitljg size of & cart-wheel, it does nof rise
and set, lizuids ande 3d 44 regdnot cgntinuoys, o s have
welght., To acknowledge any of the e“%ruth&\} glapdrtial
intellectuﬁl,pppqurg&oq. It is to turn away Promswhat seema
to be so, and It Ws"%o aecept what is so. 3 It 1s a true
conversion, but 1t occurs onlygiﬁmgﬁrriculag, gﬁ?ncea, and 80
1t 1s only a partial couversion. ha intellecé’ conversion
o that is our .present topic ls totadi, ,It.goes to the root of
‘(‘_";( the matter, It dlmg-at eliminat g,‘__t,he(rgp hoft! sense from
, its usurped position a Man ultimate~aFk-cric8rion of trubh; s

Jiﬁpd it aims at establishing as so0le criterldn the suffic.ent
8videnos that alone can be the basis oﬁjtrue-judgne t.
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The philosophic entﬁrprise seens-Eo ls™InsEfed In
a number of elementary and op‘daqgfpﬁradoxasf At fiirat slght

1t is useles¥4dt asks questions o whﬂcﬁlkviryo Aknoras the
answers. After g Wit of a trial-it dturms put to be Hopeless;
after all, the gre ggy brains have besn-working at it for over
two thousand years, and as yet they have rgached unanimity on
little or nothing. In the third place it proves to be powerless.
If phllosophers cannot succeed 1n convincing one another, much
less can they hope to convince the rest of men. At least

a philosopher 13 likely to grasp the connectlion ysiweon a valld
argunent and the life of a r.asonable hefn%apJ ut there 1is an
Inffa-philosophic attitude that can scknowledse an arpument to
be valid and then proceed to the elogquent question, So whet?

How 18 1t that an inquiry, that seems useless because
the answers are known, turns out to be hopsless because men do
not reach the answers and, lndeed, powerless because, even Lif
they Ald, they could not convince many of their success? A
complete answer would be a full account of all the specles of
intellectual aberration. In the present section our alm is
to single out a single, yet principal source of error. More

that it/ preclsely, 1t 18 to explaln why people think that philoscphy is
useless, /raises questions to which the answers sre inown.

¥an 1s born an animal and, as sn animal, he develops
without teking thought. It is not by asking and answering
questlons that he learns to funetlon vitally and sensitivelyy.
On those levels development 1s spontaneocus, On the other hand,
while Intellectual d.velopment has its spontaceity, still it is
the spontaneity with which we ask juestions and accept answers.
More significantly, this intellectual development 1s secondary
and complementary. It contributes to the task of determining
the structure and parts of the world of sense. But it takes
for granted the world of sense 1tself. By a squatter's right,
more ancient than any conftrat soe¢lal, we are in the world of
sense and our Immediate concsrn 1s to solve the particular

problems that arise, to take things as they are, and to make
the best we can of them.
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